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WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 11, 1931 
(Legislative day of Monday, January 26, 1931) 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian, on the expiration 
of the recess. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. THomas] has the floor. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
homa yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield to the Senator. 


COMMERCE WITH CHINA AND OTHER SILVER-USING COUNTRIES— 
REMEDIES FOR DEPRESSION 


Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, out of order I request 
permission to submit a resolution advising the President 
as to the depressed condition of our commerce with China 
and other silver-using countries and suggesting that the 
President take certain steps looking to remedial action, 
which I ask may be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

There being no objection, the resolution (S; Res. 442) 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, as 
follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate, having had under investigation and 
consideration, through its committee on Foreign Relations and a 
subcommittee thereof, our commercial relations with China, the 
causes of the great and sudden depression in such commerce, and 
remedies for such depression, and such committee having re- 
ported to the Senate, the Senate finds from such report: 

the first 11 months of 1930, being the months for which 
we have statistics, our exports to China were 27 per cent less than 
our exports during the same period in 1929. Our imports from 
China during such period in 1930 were 36 per cent below our 
imports during the same period of 1929. The reports received 
from the Department of Commerce, so far as they have been 
obtained for the months of November and December, disclose 
that our commerce with China continues to decrease, although 
war conditions in China were greatly improved during those 
months, 

China is now and always has been a silver-standard country. 
China possesses only a negligible quantity of gold. The standard 
measure of money is the tael, which is approximately an ounce of 
pure silver. The sycee is the chief representative of money and 
medium of commerce and trade. It is a piece of silver shaped 
like a shoe or slipper containing 50 taels. 

There are some silver coins in China. They are silver dollars 
minted and issued by the Government of China and the Mexican 
dollar, each containing a similar amount of silver to the standard 
silver dollar of the United States. In addition to these there are 
subsidiary silver coins comparable with the dimes, quarters, and 
halves of the United States. 

The value and purchasing power of the tael, sycee, and silver 
coins is the value of the silver contained therein, which fluctu- 
ates daily and is determined by the daily quoted price of silver 
in London. A board of brokers in London daily fixes the price 
of silver, which is accepted throughout the world. 

The situation is even more serious than that arising from the 
silver crisis in China. The same silver crisis exists in Mexico, 
South America, India, Asia, and all other such silver-using coun- 
tries. Our exports to these countries, from the same cause, have 
greatly decreased. During the same period as applied to China 
our exports to and our imports from such silver-using countries 
decreased, as follows: 
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The people of these countries constitute over half of the popu- 
lation of the world and 90 per cent of the nations of the earth. 
Their purchasing power, like the people of China, has been 
reduced to an alarming extent, their credit impaired, trade 
restrained, and utter ruin threatened. 

The price of silver has fallen one-half since January, 1929. In 
January, 1929, the price of silver was 5744 cents an ounce. To-day 
the price of silver is 2644 cents an ounce. The normal price of 
silver—that is, the average price for a number of years prior to 
1929—-has been approximately 59 cents an ounce. The fluctua- 
tions were very slight and did not interfere with credit or com- 
mercial transactions, with the exception of the unusually high 
price of silver during the war period. 

The pre-war price of silver—that is, in 1913—was 60 cents an 
ounce. During the years 1926, 1927, and 1928 the price of silver 
averaged 57½ cents an ounce. 

The sudden and unprecedented fall in the price of silver was 
not due to overproduction. The reports of the Director of the 
Mint disclose that the annual increase in the production of silver 
has been much less on an average than the norma! increase of 
the average production of all other commodities and is not com- 


mensurate with the increase in population and commerce. The 
production for certain years is given as follows: 

> Ounces 
PPP ͤ Pie. LS — ae NEE 225, 686, 923 
pe PE a a OR A Bi nt pI ap ayn ae 240, 189. 264 
Soe ane 2 5 45 
1929 (dur! r pere ’ ; 
1930 EN 8 emp eG ee pea 225, 000, 000 


While there was no overproduction of silver, there was an over- 
supply of silver in the markets of the world. 

The cause of the sudden, large, and unprecedented fall in the 
price of silver was the dumping upon the markets of the world 
of large and unusual quantities of silver bullion derived from the 
melting up of silver coins by the Government of India and the 
debasement of silver coins by Great Britain, France, Belgium, and 
other countries. 

The British Government for India since 1928 has dumped large 
quantities of such silver upon the markets of the world, and is 
continuing such policy and practice, notwithstanding the alarm- 
ingiy low price of silver. According to creditable reports the 
Government for India still has available from such source 400,- 
000,000 ounces of silver that it can and will dump upon the 
markets of the world unless said policy is suspended. 

Tt will be extremely difficult, if not impossible, to restore silver 
to its normal price or to restrain further depressions of the price 
unless and until the Government of India suspends its silver 
policy and practices. 

Therefore, the Senate submits to the President these fin 
of fact, together with reports, hearings, and other data in respect 
thereto, with the respectful request that he shall, if he deems it 
compatible with the best interests of the Government, enter into 
discussion or negotiations with the Governments for India, Great 
Britain, France, Belgium, and other governments, looking to the 
suspension of the policy and practice of governments melting up 
or debasing silver coins and sales by governments of silver; and that 
he take such other and further action in the premises as he may 
deem necessary to eliminate the abnormal fluctuations and de- 
pressions in the price of silver. 

The Senate further suggests that the President, if he deem it com- 
patible with the best interests of the Government, call or obtain 
an international conference, or international conferences, to the 
end that agreements or understandings may be obtained with 
respect to the uses and status of silver as money. 


CONDITIONS IN CHINA AND SUPPORT FOR THE CHINESE GOVERN- 
MENT—LOOKING TO RELIEF OF DEPRESSED CONDITION OF 
COMMERCE 
Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, out of order I also request 

permission to submit a resolution advising the President rel- 

ative to our commercial relations with China, the conditions 
in China, and the necessity for moral, intellectual, and 
financial support of the National Government of China, 
which I request may be referred to the Committee on 

Foreign Relations. 

There being no objection, the resolution (S. Res. 443) was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 
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Resolved, That the Senate, having had under investigation and 
consideration, through its committee on Foreign Relations and a 
subcommittee thereof, our commercial relations with China, the 
causes of the great and sudden depression in such commerce and 
remedies for such depression, and such committee having reported 
to the Senate, the Senate finds from such report: 

The Government of China, according to the unanimous testi- 
mony submitted to the Senate, is a good government, and is sat- 
isfactory to our citizens engaged in trade and commerce with 
China. 

China for several years has suffered from internal strife and the 
demoralizing effects of war. The wars, however, were not waged 
so much against the National Government of China as against the 
administration of the Government. War lords were impatient 
because the administration of the National Government of China 
did not, or was unable to, carry out its pledges and programs for 
the development of China. The masses of the people, who are 
normally peaceful, industrious, honest, and capable, were compelled 
to enlist in armies that they might obtain food. The National 
Government of China has been victorious and internal strife has 
practically ceased except for raids carried on by bands of bandits. 

The National Government of China is without money to expe- 
ditiously institute internal development and furnish employment 
to its millions of hungry and idle people. The revenues available 
to the Government of China are largely hypothecated for national 
obligations. It is difficult, if not impossible, by reason of treaties 
and internal conditions, to greatly increase taxation under the 
present conditions in China. 

The development of China is retarded by lack of transportation 
facilities. Such facilities are limited chiefly to the seacoast. 
There are only seven or eight thousand miles of roads in China 
which would be termed in the United States automobile roads. 
There are 7,500 miles of railroads. 

Authentic reports indicate that 20,000 people have died daily in 
China from hunger and exposure. There must be work provided 
in China or there will be continuous war. 

The National Government of China can not carry out its pro- 
gram of development and pacification without the moral, intel- 
lectual, and financial support of those nations that prosper by 
virtue of trade with China and that are able to render such ald. 

The testimony before the Senate shows that with the pacifica- 
tion of China and the establishment of transportation facilities 
the commerce in China would increase many fold in a very few 
years. 

The people of oriental and tropical countries are suspicious of 
paper money. They have always used silver as money because it 
is practically indestructible. They preserve it by burying it in 
the ground, by manufacturing it into jewelry and wearing it as 
ornaments, and by carrying it in their loin cloths. They con- 
tend that paper money is subject to destruction and, when placed 
in loin cloths, in a very few hours it is in a condition beyond 
circulation. 

The wages are so low in China that a laborer would be com- 
pelled to work for months before he could save a gold piece 
sufficiently large to conveniently preserve. The conditions in 
China and the customs of its people are such that, even if pos- 
sible, it would require years to establish a gold standard or any 
other standard than silver. 

China, to meet the present emergency, requires silver. The 
advancing to China of silver for the minting into small silver 
coins to pay for labor and buy materials for internal develop- 
ments to be approved by those supplying the silver would bring 
about the pacification and prosperity of China and an increase in 
her commerce with the United States and other countries. 

China is the natural market of the United States. With the 
exception of Japan, our country is China's closest powerful neigh- 
bor. Her people admire and respect us, as we do them. Our 
friendship has existed from time immemorial. They prefer our 
products and purchase them except when compelled to purchase 
cheaper products through extreme poverty. 

China has an area almost as large as the United States and 
Mexico combined. It contains a population of approximately 
400,000,000 of industrious people. They seek an opportunity for 
peaceful employment. 

If we can aid China in her internal development and furnish 
her people with employment, they will for years furnish us a 
market for a large portion of our surplus production. China, if 
and when pacified and developed, will have ample resources to 
meet any advances that are wisely used in such development. 

Therefore the Senate submits to the President these findings 
of fact, together with the reports herein and other data in respect 
thereto, with the respectful request that he shall, if he deem it 
compatible with the best interests of the Govérnment, enter into 
discussions or negotiation with the National Government of China, 
and with such other governments that have treaty relations with 
China, as China and the United States may consider it advisable, 
looking to the moral, intellectual, and financial aid of the 
National Government of China; that it is suggested that the 
President, if he deem it compatible to the best interests of our 
Government, discuss and ascertain the advisability (a) of the 
establishment of a silver pool or fund from which to supply the 
National Government of China with silver for coinage, to be 
used for certain specified purposes and in certain specified man- 
ner to be agreed upon, and to be repaid at a time and in a 
manner to be agreed upon; (b) to consider the practicability of 
utilizing some of the standard silver dollars now in the 
of the United States in connection with such silver pool or the 


supplying of silver to China for coinage purposes; (c) that he 
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consider the practicability of supplying such silver in kind with- 
eee to its ratio to gold or its market value, to be repaid 
n 


CALL OF THE ROLL 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma 
{Mr. Thomas! has the floor. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield for that purpose? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I do. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen- 
ators answered to their names: 


Ashurst Fletcher McKellar Shortridge 
Barkley Frazier McMaster Smith 
B Geo. McNary Smoot 
Black Gillett Metcalf Steck 
Blaine Glass Morrison Steiwer 
Goff Morrow Stephens 
Borah Goldsborough Moses Swanson 
Bratton Gould Norbeck Thomas, Idaho 
Brock Hale Norris Thomas, Okla. 
Brookhart Harris Nye Townsend 
Broussard Harrison Oddie 
Bulkley Hatfield Partridge 
Capper Hawes Patterson Vandenberg 
Carey Hayden Phipps Wagner 
Connally Hebert e Walcott 
Copeland Heflin Pittman Walsh, Mass. 
Couzens Howell Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Cutting Johnson Reed Waterman 
Dale Jones Robinson, Ark Watson 
Davis Kean Robinson, Ind. Wheeler 
Deneen Kendrick Schall Williamson 
Dill La Follette Sheppard 
Fess McGill Shipstead 


Mr. TOWNSEND. I desire to announce that my colleague 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hastings] is un- 
avoidably detained from the Senate. I ask that that an- 
nouncement may stand for the day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ninety Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 


SENATOR SHEPPARD’S STATEMENT ON THE WICKERSHAM REPORT 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, reference has been made 
on the floor to an article which I prepared for the New 
York Times and which appeared in the New York Times of 
January 25, 1931, on the Wickersham report, and to the 
position I took therein. In order to make that position a 
matter of record in the Senate I ask that the article be 
inserted as a part of my remarks at this point in the 
RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The article is as follows: 

[From the New York Times, January 25, 1931] 


STATEMENT OF SENATOR SHEPPARD, ON THE WICKERSHAM REPORT, IN 
THE NEW YORK TIMES, JANUARY 25, 1931 


President Hoover has transmitted to Congress the report of 
the National Law Observance and Enforcement Commission on 
the enforcement of the prohibition laws of the United States, 
which is a discussion of national prohibition from numerous 
angles, a review of liquor control in this and other countries, a 
description of alleged enforcement conditions and problems, a 
summary of foreign systems dealing with intoxicants, and of 
proposed alternatives for the present plan in this country. The 
commission presents 11 conclusions and 9 recommendations. The 
signatures of 10 of the 11 members of the commission are at- 
tached to the report. 

The first of the 11 conclusions is that the commission is op- 
posed to the repeal of the eighteenth amendment; the second, 
that it is opposed to the restoration in any manner of the legal- 
ized saloon; the third, that it is opposed to the Federal or State 
Governments, as such, going into the liquor business; and the 
fourth, that it is opposed to the proposal to modify the national 
prohibition act, popularly known as the Volstead Act, so as to 
permit the manufacture and sale of light wines or beer. Thus, 
the commission announces distinct and unqualified opposition 
to the three principal proposals which the wets have been 
making—re; of the eighteenth amendment, engagement of 
Federal or State Governments in the liquor business, light wines 
and beer. In opposing the return of the legalized saloon the 
commission makes practically unanimous the attitude of both 
wet and dry toward this chief feature of the days before pro- 
hibition. The closure of the American mind to the revival of 
the legalized saloon is one of the greatest advances for civiliza- 
tion which has accompanied nation-wide prohibition. 


1931 
These first four conclusions are eminently satisfactory to the 


The fifth conclusion of the commission is that it is of the 
opinion that the cooperation of the States is an essential element 
in the enforcement of the eighteenth amendment and the national 
prohibition act throughout the United States and that the sup- 
port of public opinion in the several States is necessary to such 
cooperation. No prohibitionist has any fault to find with this 
conclusion. 

In conclusion 6 the commission states that it is of the opinion 
that prior to the passage of the Bureau of Prohibition act in 1927 
the agencies for enforcement were badly organized and inadequate, 
that since the enactment of that law there has been continued 
improvement in organization and effort for enforcement. Then 
follow conclusion 7, in which the commission asserts that it 
is of the opinion that there is yet no adequate observance or 
enforcement, and conclusion 8, in which the commission avers 
that it is of the opinion that the present organization for enforce- 
ment is still inadequate. These three conclusions—6, 7, and 8— 
are assertions of opinion with which anyone may or may not agree 
in varying degrees without in any way imperiling confidence in 
prohibition. There may well be a variance of judgment as to what 
constitutes adequate observance or enforcement. Inadequate 
enforcement may be and is asserted to exist in connection with 
many other laws as well as prohibition laws without necessarily 
bringing into question the value of such laws or their enforce- 
ability. To say that there is yet no adequate observance or en- 
forcement of a law is not to say that there can be no adequate 
observance or enforcement. 

In conclusion 9 the commission states that it is of the 
opinion that the Federal appropriations for enforcement of the 
eighteenth amendment should be substantially increased and that 
the vigorous and better organized efforts which have gone on since 
the passage of the Bureau of Prohibition act in 1927 should be 
furthered by certain improvements in the statutes and in the 
organization, personnel, and equipment of enforcement so as to 
give to enforcement the greatest practicable efficiency. In this 
conclusion not only drys but all other friends of law enforcement 
may agree without necessarily reflecting unfavorably on the prin- 
ciple of prohibition. 

In conclusion 10 the commission asserts that some of its members 
are not convinced that prohibition under the eighteenth amendment 
is unenforceable and believe that a further trial should be made 
with the help of the recommended improvements, and that if 
after such trial effective enforcement is not secured there should 
be a revision of the amendment, that other members are con- 
vinced that it has been demonstrated that prohibition under the 
eighteenth amendment is unenforceable and that the amendment 
should be immediately revised, but recognizing that the process 
of amendment will require some time they unite in the recom- 
mendations of conclusion 9 for the improvement of enforcement 
agencies. When we recall that all the members of the commis- 
sion but one joined in the conclusion opposing without qualifi- 
cation as to time limit or otherwise, the repeal of the eighteenth 
amendment it is clear that those members of the commission 
who advocate immediate or future revision and who signed the 
combined report did not feel sufficiently grounded in their wet 
leanings to come out unequivocally in that direction. This I con- 
sider a tribute to the silent, compelling, moral force of prohibition. 

In conclusion 11 it is stated that if the eighteenth amendment 
is revised it should be made to read substantially that Congress 
shall have power to regulate, or to prohibit the manufacture, 
traffic, in or transportation of intoxicating liquors within, the im- 
portation thereof into, and the exportation thereof from the 
United States and all territory subject to the jurisdiction thereof 
for beverage purposes. It will be noted that the commission 
does not in this conclusion advocate revision of the eighteenth 
amendment. It gives its opinion as to what should be the extent 
and nature of revision if the amendment should ever be revised, 
and that is all it does. By no conceivable twist of language or 
construction may this conclusion be interpreted as an advocacy of 
revision. 

Conclusion 12 in a number of subdivisions specifies the recom- 
mendations of the commission for better enforcement of national 
prohibition. With most of these there should be ready agree- 
ment, notably the recommendations for some uniform provision 
for a fixed alcoholic content for cider and fruit juices, for a larger 
number of agents, storekeeper-gaugers, prohibition investigators, 
special agents, and an increase in the personnel of the Customs 
Bureau and in the equipment of all enforcement organizations 
for a statute authorizing regulations permitting access to prem- 
ises and records of wholesale and retail dealers so as to make it 
possible to trace products of y denatured alcohol to the 
ultimate consumer for legislation prohibiting independent dena- 
turing plants, for codification of the national prohibition act and 
acts supplemental thereto and in amendment thereof, for laws 
making 5 in ee cases more effective, for 
measures providing a m prosecuting offenses in 
Federal courts. pety se 

The position taken by the commission against legislation allow- 
ing more latitude for Federal searches and seizures may well be 
the subject of debate, especially in jurisdictions like the District 
of Columbia, where existing search and seizure provisions are of 
such character as seriously to cripple prohibition enforcement. 

The commission's proposal to do away with the legal limitation 
of the amount of liquor which may be prescribed by physicians 
and of the number of prescriptions, and to abolish the requirement 
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of specifying the ailment for which liquor is prescribed on a blank 
to go into public files is open to question. The e which 
such action would bring upon physicians would not only multiply 
their burdens and responsibilities but would give such oppor- 
tunities and temptations to the few disreputables in the practice 
as might put a cloud over the entire profession. 

The commission's suggestion for modification of the increased 
penalties act of 1929 is worthy of most careful thought, 

It is stated in the last paragraph of the combined report that 
there are differences of view among the members of the commis- 
sion as to some of the conclusions and as to some matters in- 
cluded in or omitted from the report that the report is signed 
subject to individual reservation of the right to express these in- 
dividual views in separate or supplemental reports to be annexed 
to the report we have been discussing, namely, the report signed 
by 10 of the 11 members of the commission. 

Then follow the separate reports of the members of the com- 
mission. Mr. Henry W. Anderson puts himself in the second class 
of revisionists referred to in conclusion 10—the class including 
those members of the commission who believe the eighteenth 
amendment and the Volstead Act to be unenforceable, and that 
the former should be revised immediately, but who, “ recognizing 
that the process of amendment will require some time,” unite in 
the recommendations in conclusions 9 and 12 for improved en- 
forcement. A world of lies in the term some time.” 
It requires “some time” for Neptune to revolve throughout its 
orbit just once—164.8 years. Mr. Anderson will not live to see the 
day when the necessary three-fourths of the States will ratify an 
amendment making the eighteenth amendment less drastic. 

Mr. Newton D. Baker believes personally that the eighteenth 
amendment should be repealed, and that if repeal can not be had 
the revised version of the amendment conditionally suggested in 
conclusion 11 should be submitted to the States. He signed the 
commission’s report, however, on the theory that so long as the 
Constitution and the law remain as they are enforcement should be 
made as effective as possible. The fact that he signed the report 
definitely opposing repeal shows that he recognizes realities and 
knows that the Constitution and the law as they now are will be 
with us “some time.” 

Miss Ada L. Comstock states that it is her belief that adequate 
enforcement of the eighteenth amendment and the national pro- 
hibition act is impossible without the support of a much 
proportion of our population than it now commands,” and “ that 
conditions which exist to-day in respect to enforcement, and 
which in her opinion can be modified only slightly by improve- 
ments in administration, tend to undermine not only respect for 
law but more fundamental conceptions of personal integrity and 
decency.” She favors an immediate attempt at change. Still hop- 
ing, however, that Federal regulation of the liquor traffic may 
prove more effective than that of the States, she favors revision 
of the amendment rather than repeal. ‘And yet Miss Comstock 
could not bring herself to refuse to sign a report as dry in its 
affirmative recommendations and conclusions as the most pro- 
nounced prohibitionist could wish. What stronger evidence could 
be desired as to the strength and permanence of the existing sys- 
tem when a wet of such determined personal views as Miss Com- 
stock feels that she must subordinate those views when she faces 
the direct issue of signing definite and official conclusions and 
recommendations with respect to the constitutional and legislative 
course which the country should follow? 

Judge William I. Grubb believes that the present system is 
entitled to further trial, and that there is a possibility under 
improved enforcement methods and personnel and increased and 
adequate appropriations for equipment and additional personnel, 
together with a resultant sympathetic feeling of the public to- 
ward the law, of reasonable observance and enforcement being 
accomplished within a reasonable period—that if proper enforce- 
ment and observance are not then had, or if a better and more 
satisfactory system is shown to exist, it will be time enough to 
abandon prohibition and to adopt a better substitute. 

Judge William S. Kenyon takes practically the same position as 
that of Judge Grubb, adding that while the present system is 
having further trial the feeling of the people should be tested 
a referendum on repeal of the eighteenth amendment by submit- 
ting an amendment for repeal to the States and specifying that 
the States should act on the matter through conventions instead 
of legislatures. In my judgment, the overwhelming majority of 
the drys oppose such a referendum, feeling that each congres- 
sional election is a referendum on the prohibition question, and 
that this referendum every two years is a sufficient expression of 
the popular will. It is my judgment also that practically all drys 
are equally opposed to the revised amendment suggested condi- 
tionally in conclusion 11. 

Mr. Monte M. Lemann believes that the present system is a fail- 
ure, sees no alternative but repeal of the eighteenth amendment, 
and withholds his signature from the report of the commission. 
He finds himself a lonely minority of one among the other wet 
members of the commission, Even he, however, concurs in the 
recommendations of the commission for immediate improvement 
of the machinery of enforcement. What a lesson this courageous 
and open wet reads to wet Members of Congress who constantly 
oppose all measures for better enforcement! Mr. Lemann, wet as 
he is, believes that as long as prohibition is in the Constitution 
and the law it is a matter of patriotic duty to support adequate 
provisions for enforcement. 

Mr. Frank J. Loesch joins Mr. Anderson in the belief that effec- 
tive enforcement under the eighteenth amendment can not be 
had, in favoring immediate revision, and at the same time in 
signing the commission’s combined report. 
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The attitudes of Judge Kenneth Mackintosh and Judge Paul J. 
McCormick are virtually the same as those of Judge Grubb and 
Judge Kenyon; that is, attitudes favoring further trial and, in the 
event of failure, a revision of the eighteenth amendment. 

Dean Roscoe Pound believes in immediate revision of the eight- 
eenth amendment along the lines of a plan proposed by Mr. Ander- 
son, but that enforcement should be made as effective as possible 
under the existing system as long as it lasts; and yet he signs the 
combined report which the drys hail and acclaim as an indorse- 
ment of the present régime. 

Mr. George W. Wickersham, chairman of the commission, states 
that he is not convinced that the present system may not be 
the best attainable, and that any substitute for it would not lead 
to the unrestricted flow of intoxicating liquor with the attendant 
evils that in the past always have been a blight on our social 
organization. 

The remarkable outstanding fact in connection with the com- 
bined report and the supplementary individual reports is that with 
nearly all the members of the commission opposed personally to 
the present system they could not in all conscience decline to sign 
a combined report officially supporting, and entirely consistent 
with the perpetuation of, the present system, a system brought 
into being by the eighteenth amendment and the national prohi- 
bition act, representing the moral sense and the permanent deter- 
mination of the majority of the American people. 

The country will stay dry. 


SENATOR JOSEPH T. ROBINSON, DEMOCRATIC LEADER 


Mr. BROCK. Mr. President, I ask to have inserted in the 
Recorp at this point an editorial appearing in last night’s 
Washington Star with reference to the Democratic leader 
of the Senate, the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr 
Rosrnson]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The editorial is as follows: 

[From the Washington Star, February 10, 1931] 
REAL LEADERSHIP 


The Democratic leader of the Senate, Senator ROBINSON of 
Arkansas, has laid before that body convincing reasons for the 
adoption of the compromise agreement, so called, on relief for the 
drought-stricken area. Confronted with a situation which en- 
dangered the very relief measure, which is held to be so necessary 
to the people in the drought-stricken States, the Arkansas Sen- 
ator had the wisdom to agree to the compromise. Other Members 
of the Senate, perhaps not so thoroughly imbued with the neces- 
sity of bringing relief without further delay, have raised carping 
criticism of the compromise. 

The situation in which the proponents of further relief meas- 
ures for the drought-stricken States found themselves was clear 
enough. The Senate had adopted the Robinson amendment ap- 
propriating $25,000,000 to be used to relieve the destitute in all 
parts of the country. The Red Cross, specified in the amendment 
as the agency to handle the relief fund, had declined to accept its 
administration. The House by a large vote had rejected the 
amendment. The President had let it become known that he 
would not approve such a measure. Mr. Hoover stood out against 
a Federal dole to the drought stricken and the unemployed, hold- 
ing that the charities of the country, buttressed by local and State 
governments, could and would deal adequately with the need of 
such relief. 

The alternatives which presented themselves to Senator ROBIN- 
son, his colleague, Senator Caraway, and other Senators repre- 
senting States in the drought-stricken area, were to deadlock the 
Congress on appropriation bills and force a special session of tne 
Congress after March 4, or to bring about a compromise which 
would give credit facilities to the people in the drought-stricken 
States, enabling them to make their crops this year and once 
again get on their feet. It was clear to those who know condi- 
tions in the Southwest that the relief, the addition of credit 
facilities so much needed, must come soon, far sooner than a 
special session of Congress could provide, or the opportunity for 
making crops and regaining lost ground would be missed this 
year. Senator Rostnson adopted the wiser course. He chose to 
compromise. And in so doing he obtained what he has demanded 
from the at facilities for the people he represents, where 
banks and credit facilities have been wiped out to a very large 
extent. 

Critics of the course pursued by the Democratic leader harp 
upon the failure of the compromise agreement to use the word 
“food.” As Senator Rostnson has pointed out, the language is 
inclusive, covering food and other necessaries of life, such as 
clothing and medicine. Furthermore, Senator ROBINSON has the 
pledge of the President of the United States that the proposed 
relief measure will be administered fairly and sympathetically—a 
pledge made openly by the Chief Executive. 

Those Senators who have insisted that the Federal Government 
shall provide a dole for the unemployed in the cities will not be 
satisfied with the compromise agreement. It does not provide for 
relief in the cities. It is a measure intended to give credit facili- 
ties to am area which has been visited by a drought which has 
taken from the people all possibility of making a living; to an 
area where credit facilities have been wiped out in large measure 
due to the same drought. In the cities, it is true, unemployment 
has been great and the need of charity has been equally great. 
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But in the cities the blight of business depression has not been so 
all-inclusive as in the drought area. The problem of relief is 
vastly different. In New York City, for example, where more un- 
employment is found than in any other city, the people as a 
whole still have great wealth and resources. They are able to 
come to the aid of the distressed without dipping into the Federal 
Treasury. They are doing the job, as the President has said. To 
depart from the principle of voluntary charity and turn to 
socialism in this matter would be an error, far-reaching in extent. 

The Democratic leader of the Senate has shown himself in the 
crisis which he faced capable of real leadership. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate petitions 
of sundry citizens of the States of New York and West Vir- 
ginia, praying for the prompt ratification of the World Court 
protocols, which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. JONES presented petitions of members of the Kiona 
Benton Woman’s Improvement Club, of Benton City, and of 
sundry citizens of Tacoma, Pullman, and Yakima, all in the 
State of Washington, praying for the prompt ratification of 
the World Court protocols, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TYDINGS presented a resolution adopted by the 
Woman’s Twentieth Century Club, of Baltimore, Md., favor- 
ing the immediate payment of the adjusted-service certifi- 
cates of ex-service men, with the proviso “that those vet- 
erans who do not need or want this money at this time may 
apply for it later,” which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Balti- 
more, Md., praying for the passage of legislation for the ex- 
emption of dogs from vivisection in the District of Columbia, 
which were referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. : 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 
State of New Jersey, praying for the passage of the so-called 
“doctor’s bill,” being the bill (S. 4582) to amend section 
305 (a) of the tariff act of 1922, as amended, and sections 
211, 245, and 312 of the Criminal Code, as amended, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WAGNER presented a telegram in the nature of a 
memorial from the president of the Alumnæ of Marymount 
College, Tarrytown, N. Y., which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

[Telegram] = 


BROOKLYN, N. Y., February 10, 1931. 
Senator ROBERT F. WAGNER, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 
The Alumnz of Marymount College, Tarrytown, N. Y., hereby 
protest against the passage of Senate bill 4582, otherwise known 
as the Gillett bill. Kindly have these protests registered upon the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
DoroTHY U. Saturn, President. 


Mr. WHEELER presented letters in the nature of memo- 
rials, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


HINGHAM, MONT., February 7, 1931. 
Hon. B. K. WHEELER, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sm: We, the Catholic Ladies’ Club of Hingham, a repre- 
sentative group of this community, having received information 
concerning Senate bill 4582, to amend tariff act, 1930, and Penal 
Code to permit importation, distribution, and sale of contraceptive 
literature and instruments, do hereby protest against the passing 
of such a bill as pernicious and deleterious to and debasing of the 
standard of morality we deem worthy of our civilization. 

We respectfully submit this protest to your attention and beg 
of you to have it printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Sincerely yours, 
Mrs. A. L, JONES, 
Secretary Catholic Ladies’ Club, Hingham, Mont. 


INVERNESS, MONT., February 6, 1931. 


Hon. B. K. WHEELER, 
Senator from Montana, Washington, D. C. 

Dear SENATOR WHEELER: The ladies of the Catholic Club of 
Inverness, a representative group of the community, having had 
knowledge of the bill 4582, introduced by Senator GILLETT, of 
Massachusetts, to amend the tariff act, 1930, and Penal Code in 
order to allow the importation and distribution of contraceptive 
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literature and instruments, do hereby protest to you against the 
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Resolved by the Senate of the Fifty-seventh General Assembly of 


passing of such a bill and respectfully submit this protest so it | the State of Illinois (the House of Representatives concurring 


may be embodied in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
Yours truly, 
CATHOLIC LADIES’ CLUB, INVERNESS, MONT., 
By Mrs. O. H. HIıcHmToweER, Secretary. 


Mr. COPELAND presented letters in the nature of me- 
morials, which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

ROCHESTER, N. Y., February 9, 1931. 
Hon. Mr. COPELAND. 


Dear Sm: The Catholic Women’s Federatiqn, numbering 500 
members, protests against the bill known as Senate bill 4582, to 
amend tariff act and Penal Code to permit importation, distribu- 
tion, and sale of contraceptive literature and instruments. This 
bill, if passed, would mean great danger to public health and 
morals, especially to our young people. Also an added burden will 
be placed on State authorities, particularly when State laws now 
forbid the use and sale of contraceptives, in seeking to meet the 
increased traffic in these articles, as well as in information and 
advertisements and the spread of immoral literature generally, 
which must certainly follow. We ask that this protest be printed 
in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Sincerely, 
CaTHOLIC WOMEN’S FEDERATION, 
Secretary. 


CATHOLIC WOMEN’S SERVICE LEAGUE, 
Troy, N. F., February 10, 1931. 
Hon. ROYAL S. COPELAND, 


Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear SENATOR: Inclosed herewith find copy of protest sent by 
me to Senator GILLETT on behalf of the Catholic Women's Service 
League of Troy. We ask your strenuous opposition to this vicious 
measure and that you have our protest printed in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD. 

Thanking you for the courtesy asked, believe me, 

Very truly yours, 
Mary BusHonc O'CONNOR, 
(Mrs. Gerald W. O'Connor), 
Corresponding Secretary. 


FEERUARY 10, 1931 
Hon. FREDERICK H. GILLETT, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Senator: As corresponding secretary of the Catholic 
Women’s Service League of the city of Troy, N. Y., composed of 
upward of 500 members, I have been duly instructed to present to 
you our earnest and sincere protest against enactment of your 
Senate bill No. 4582 for the amendment of the tariff act and 
Criminal Code. 

We sincerely believe that passage of this bill would vitally affect 
the right standards of public morality and would very seriously 
tend to destroy traditions of our country. The proposed legislation 
presents great dangers to our public health and morals, more espe- 
cially of our young people, and would undoubtedly increase ob- 
scenity and pornography. 

We understand that the Voluntary Parenthood League drafted 
this bill and that you introduced it at their request. We believe 
this type of legislation to be vicious. No State legislature has 
attempted any such bill and we, therefore, trust that you will with- 
draw your support from a bill for which there is no popular 
demand. 

We earnestly request, Senator GILLETT, that this protest be 
embodied in the report of the hearing to be held February 13. 

Very respectfully yours, 


Mary BUSHONG O'CONNOR, 
(Mrs. Gerald W. O'Connor), 
Corresponding Secretary. 


PAYMENT OF ADJUSTED-COMPENSATION CERTIFICATES 


Mr. DENEEN presented the following joint resolution of 
the Legislature of the State of Illinois, which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance: 

STATE OF ILLINOIS, 
FIFTY-SEVENTH GENERAL ASSEMBLY 1931, 
Senate. 
Senate Joint Resolution 3 

Whereas the young manhood of this country immediately re- 
sponded to the call of our Government in doing its great work in 
the late World War and in the face of death performed such 
valiant and heroic service as to bring credit to themselves and 
crown the American arms with glory and victory; and 

Whereas these loyal and brave men, in making this world safe 
for democracy, gave up the benefits of home life and the oppor- 
tunities of financial gain and now are in large numbers unem- 
ployed and in destitute circumstances; and 

Whereas legislation is now pending in Congress to provide for 
the cash payment to veterans of the World War of the cash sur- 
render value of their adjusted-compensation certificates issued 
under the World War adjusted compensation act; and 

Whereas fairness and justice demand that our Government come 
to the aid of these veterans of the World War in their present 
distress: Now, therefore, be it 


herein), That the President of the United States and the Senate 
and House of Representatives of the present Congress be memorial- 
ized to enact legislation to provide for the immediate cash pay- 
ment to veterans of the World War of the cash surrender value of 
their adjusted-compensation certificates issued under the World 
War adjusted compensation act; and be it further 
Resolved, That a copy of this preamble and resolution be for- 
warded to the President of the United States, the President of the 
Senate, and the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the 
present Congress, and to each Senator and Representative therein 
from the State of Illinois. 
Adopted by the senate January 27, 1931. 
E. STERLING, 
President of the Senate, 
J. H. PADDOCK, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


Concurred in by the house of representatives January 28, 1931. 
Davin E. SHANAHAN, 
Speaker of the House. 
Gro. C. BLAEUER, = 
Clerk of the House. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


Mr. McNARY, from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, to which was referred the bill (S. 5854) to extend 
the provisions of the forest exchange law to certain lands 
adjacent to the Cascade National Forest in Oregon, reported 
it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 1577) 
thereon. 

Mr. DILL, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 11635) to amend the 
radio act of 1927, approved February 23, 1927, and for other 
purposes, reported it with an amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 1578) thereon. 

Mr. BORAH, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
which were referred the following bills, reported them sever- 
ally without amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

S. 6120. An act authorizing an appropriation of the sum 
of $15,000 to defray the expenses of the Pan American Com- 
mercial Conference, to be held in Washington, D. C., in 1931 
(Rept. No. 1579) ; : 

H. R.9326. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to 
carry into effect provisions of the convention between the 
United States and Great Britain to regulate the level of 
Lake of the Woods concluded on the 24th day of February, 
1925,” approved May 22, 1926, as amended (Rept. No. 1580); 
and 

H. J. Res.416. Joint resolution to increase the amount au- 
thorized to be appropriated for the expenses of participa- 
tion by the United States in the International Exposition of 
Colonial and Overseas Countries to be held at Paris, France, 
in 1931 (Rept. No. 1581). 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 8812) authorizing 
the Menominee Tribe of Indians to employ general attor- 
neys, reported it with an amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 1582) thereon. 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS 


As in executive session, 

Mr. PHIPPS, from the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, reported favorably sundry post-office nomina- 
tions, which were placed on the Executive Calendar. 

Mr. BORAH, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
reported favorably Executive G, being an agreement with 
Sweden for the arbitration of claims growing out of the 
alleged detention of the motor ship Kronprins Gustaf 
Adolf and the motor ship Pacific, signed on December 17, 
1930, which was placed on the Executive Calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 6125) authorizing additional hospital and domi- 
ciliary facilities for veterans of all wars; to the Committee 
on Finance. 
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By COPELAND (by request): 

A bill (S. 6126) authorizing the Court of Claims of the 
United States to hear and determine the claims of the estate 
of George Chorpenning, deceased; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. SHORTRIDGE: 

A bill (S. 6127) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
purchase a site for an auxiliary operating air base at Camp 
Kearney, near San Diego, Calif.; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WALSH of Montana: 

A bill (S. 6128) to amend sections 17 and 27 of the gen- 
eral leasing act of February 25, 1920 (41 Stat. 437; U. S. C., 
title 30, secs. 184 and 226), as amended; to the Committee 
on Public Lands and Surveys. 

A bill (S. 6129) granting an increase of pension to Jo- 
hanna McElliott (with accompanying papers); to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Idaho: 

A bill (S. 6130) authorizing an addition to the Cache Na- 
tional Forest, Idaho; to the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: 

A bill (S. 6131) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to transfer the use and control of certain lands in the Fort 
Mohave Indian Reservation to the Department of Agricul- 
ture; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: 

A bill (S. 6132) granting the consent of Congress to the 
police jury of Richland Parish, La., or the State Highway 
Commission of Louisiana to construct, maintain, and operate 
a free highway bridge across Boeuf River at or near Buck- 
ner, Richland Parish, La.; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WHEELER: 

A bill (S. 6133) to authorize the issuance of unrestricted 
patents to certain public lands; to the Committee on Public 
Lands and Surveys. 

A bill (S. 6134) defining and regulating power sites upon 
the Blackfeet Indian Reservation in the State of Montana; 

A bill (S. 6135) for the construction and equipment of a 
hospital upon the Blackfeet Indian Reservation in the State 
of Montana; and 5 

A bill (S. 6136) for the enrollment of children born after 
December 30, 1919, whose parents, or either of them, are 
members of the Blackfeet Tribe of Indians in the State of 
Montana, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL: 

A bill (S. 6137) to amend an act approved December 17, 
1928, entitled “An act conferring jurisdiction upon the Court 
of Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter judgment 
thereon in claims which the Winnebago Tribe of Indians 
may have against the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 6138) to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of bridges across the Missouri 
River at or near Farnam Street, Omaha, Nebr., at or near 
South Omaha, Nebr., and at or near Florence, Nebr.; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FESS: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 250) directing an investiga- 
tion and study of transportation by the various agencies 
engaged in interstate commerce; to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 


SENATE MISSISSIPPI ENGINEERING ADVISORY BOARD 


Mr. FRAZIER submitted the following resolution (S. Res, 
444), which was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


Resolved, That there be hereby established a board to be desig- 
nated as the Senate Mississippi Engineering Advisory Board, com- 
posed of nine members to be named by the President of the 
Senate. One member shall be an expert economist, chosen from 
names submitted by the Secretary of Commerce, and the remain- 
ing eight members shall be dist: hed civilian engineers of 
great attainment, each of whom preferably shall be an expert 
civil, mechanical, hydraulic, dredging, marine construction, lock 
and dam, structural Steel, or foundation engineer, and shall be 
selected from names to be submitted by the American Engineering 
Council. 
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Sec, 2. It shall be the duty of the Senate Mississippi Engineering 
Advisory Board to examine the Riker overland seaway project and 
ramifications and to determine if, in its opinion, that project is 
practicable and desirable, with any recommendations it may deem 
advisable, and to report its conclusion and recommendations to the 
Commerce Committee of the Senate at the earliest possible date. 

Sec. 3. The Vice President is hereby authorized to present some 
suitable token to the members of this board to express and com- 
memorate the appreciation of the Senate for their services so 
rendered without compensation, the cost of which, together with 
the necessary expenditures of the board, and the traveling expense 


of the same, shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate, not to exceed $———. 


EMPLOYMENT OF A MESSENGER 


Mr. DILL submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 445), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms of the Senate is author- 
ized and directed to employ a r in the office of the 
Sergeant at Arms, to be paid at the rate of $2,040 per annum 
ey 8 the contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise provided 

y law. 

BOULDER DAM LITIGATION 


Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in the Recorp the bill of complaint of the 
State of Arizona in the so-called Boulder Dam suit and the 
several replies, motions, and answers of the various defend- 
ants. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

(The complaint of the State of Arizona is as follows:) 

In THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES, OCTOBER TERM, 1930 
STATE OF ARIZONA, COMPLAINANT, v. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, STATE OF 

NEVADA, STATE OF UTAH, STATE OF NEW MEXICO, STATE OF COLORADO, 

STATE OF WYOMING, AND RAY LYMAN WILBUR, SECRETARY OF THE 

INTERIOR, DEFENDANTS P 

Motion for leave to file bill of complaint 

The State of Arizona, appearing by its attorney general, respect- 
fully moves and prays the court for leave to file its bill of com- 
plaint herewith submitted. 

K. BERRY PETERSON, 


Attorney General of the State of Arizona, 
Solicitor for Complainant. 
Dean G. ACHESON, 
CLIFTON MATHEWS, 


Of Counsel. 
Bill of complaint 


-The State of Arizona, appearing by its attorney general, by leave 
of court files this its bill of complaint and respectfully alleges. 


I 


The State of Arizona, complainant herein, and the States of 
California, Nevada, Utah, New Mexico, Colorado, and Wyoming, de- 
fendants herein, are States of the Union, duly admitted thereto, 
and exercising equal sovereignty with the original and all other 
States of the Union. Defendant Ray Lyman Wilbur is the Secre- 
tary of the Interior of the United States and is a citizen of the 
State of California. 

m 

The Colorado River rises in Colorado and flows in Colorado for 
a distance of 245 miles, thence in Utah for a distance of 285 
miles, thence in Arizona for a distance of 292 miles, thence on 
the boundary between Arizona and Nevada for a distance of 145 
miles, thence on the boundary between Arizona and California 
for a distance of 235 miles, thence on the boundary between Ari- 
zona and Mexico for a distance of 16 miles, thence in Mexico 
for a distance of 75 miles, and there enters the Gulf of California. 
Said river has a total length of 1,293 miles, of which 688 miles 
are in Arizona or on the boundary thereof. Lee Ferry is a point 
in the Colorado River 23 miles below the point where said river 
enters Arizona from Utah. Black Canyon is a point in said river 
355 miles below Lee Ferry, and is in that part of said river which 
forms the boundary between Arizona and Nevada. Said river 
attains its greatest average annual flow at Black Canyon. Laguna 
Dam is a diversion dam in said river 276 miles below Black Can- 
yon, and is in that part of said river which forms the boundary 
between Arizona and California. Said Laguna Dam is 13 miles 
above the city of Yuma and 18 miles above the point where said 
river becomes the boundary between Arizona and Mexico. 

mr 


The principal tributaries of the Colorado River are the Gunnison 
River, which rises in Colorado and flows in Colorado for a dis- 
tance of 160 miles, and there enters the Colorado River; the Green 
River, which rises in Wyoming and flows in Wyoming for a dis- 
tance of 246 miles, thence in Utah for a distance of 56 miles, 
thence in Colorado for a distance of 35 miles, thence in Utah for 
a distance of 272 miles, and there enters the Colorado River; the 
San Juan River, which rises in Colorado and flows in Colorado 
for a distance of 61 miles, thence in New Mexico for a distance of 
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110 miles, thence in Utah for a distance of 130 miles, and there 
enters the Colorado River; the Little Colorado River, which rises 
in Arizona and flows in Arizona for a distance of 268 miles, and 
there enters the Colorado River; the Virgin River, which rises in 
Utah and flows in Utah for a distance of 83 miles, thence in Ari- 
zona for a distance of 30 miles, thence in Nevada for a distance of 
60 miles, and there enters the Colorado River; the Williams River, 
which rises in Arizona and flows in Arizona for a distance of 132 
miles, and there enters the Colorado River; and the Gila River, 
which rises in New Mexico and flows in New Mexico for a distance 
of 115 miles, thence in Arizona for a distance of 406 miles, and 
there enters the Colorado River. The Gila River enters the Colo- 
rado River 10 miles below Laguna Dam, 286 miles below Black 
Canyon and 641 miles below Lee Ferry. The Williams River enters 
the Colorado River between Laguna Dam and Black Canyon. The 
Virgin River and the Little Colorado River enter the. Colorado 
River between Black Canyon and Lee Ferry. All the other tribu- 
taries above mentioned enter the Colorado River above Lee Ferry. 
Said tributaries have a total combined length of 2,164 miles, of 
which 836 miles are in Arizona. No tributaries enter the Colorado 
River from California, nor does California contribute any appre- 
ciable quantity of water to said river. 
Iv 


The drainage basin of the Colorado River in the United States 
has a total area of 240,000 square miles, of which 103,000 square 
miles are in Arizona, 4,000 square miles in California, 12,000 square 
miles in Neyada, 40,000 square miles in Utah, 23,000 square miles 
in New Mexico, 39,000 square miles in Colorado, and 19,000 square 
miles in Wyoming. Approximately 43 per cent of the total area 
of said basin is in Arizona and approximately 90 per cent of the 
total area of Arizona is in said basin. 


v 


From the point where it enters Arizona to the point where it 
enters Mexico the Colorado River has a fall of 3,230, feet, of which 
2,200 feet occurs in Arizona, 650 feet on the boundary between 
Arizona and Nevada, 350 feet on the boundary between Arizona 
and California, and 30 feet on the boundary between Arizona and 
Mexico. That part of the Colorado River which flows in Arizona 
and on the boundary between Arizona and Nevada flows through 
an almost continuous series of deep canyons, the walls of which 
rise on each side of said river to a height varying from a few 
hundred feet to more than 5,000 feet, because of which said river 
in said canyon region is practically inaccessible. Throughout said 
canyon region there are numerous rapids, cataracts, and other 
natural obstructions, because of which, and because of the great 
fall and rapid flow of said river, navigation thereof in Arizona 
and on the boundary between Arizona and Nevada has always 
been, and is now, utterly impossible. 


VI 


That part of the Colorado River which flows on the boundary 
between Arizona and California and between Arizona and Mexico 
flows between comparatively low banks, is therefore easily acces- 
sible, and is comparatively free from rapids and cataracts, but is 
obstructed by numerous sand bars and is too shallow to permit of 
navigation. Said river carries great quantities of silt, which are 
constantly being deposited within and upon the bed thereof, and 
which, while so carried and after being so deposited, constitute a 
further obstacle to the navigation of said river. Another obstacle 
to the navigation of said river has resulted from the construction 
of said Dam by the Government of the United States and 
the diversion of great quantities of water from said river for 
irrigation and other . Because of said conditions said 
river has never been and is not now a navigable river. 


vit 


The total average flow of the Colorado River and its tributaries 
in the United States is 18,000,000 acre-feet of water annually. Of 
said total flow, 9,000,000 acre-feet were appropriated and put to 
beneficial use in the United States prior to June 25, 1929, and said 
appropriated water has ever since been and is now being used and 
consumed. Of said appropriated water, 2,500,000 acre-feet are 
diverted annually from the Colorado River above Lee Ferry and 
from tributaries entering said river above Lee Ferry, and are used 
and consumed in Utah, New Mexico, Colorado, and Wyoming, and 
6,500,000 acre-feet are diverted annually from said river below Lee 
Ferry and from tributaries entering said river below Lee Ferry, 
and are used and consumed in Arizona, California, Nevada, and 
New Mexico. Of the appropriated water so diverted below Lee 
Ferry, 3,500,000 acre-feet are annually diverted, used, and con- 
sumed in Arizona. Of the appropriated water so diverted, used, 
and consumed in Arizona, 2,900,000 acre-feet are diverted from the 
Gila River and its tributaries. Of the total flow of the Colorado 
River and its tributaries in the United States, 9,000,000 acre-feet 
were on June 25, 1929, ever since have been and are now wholly 
unappropriated. All of said unappropriated water flows in Arizona 
and on the boundary thereof; all of it is needed and can be put to 
beneficial use in Arizona; and all of it is subject to appropriation 
under the laws of Arizona. Of said unappropriated water, 8,000,000 
acre-feet are flowing in the main stream of the Colorado River and 
1,000,000 acre-feet in tributaries entering said river between Lee 
Ferry and Laguna Dam. All of the water of the Gila River and its 
tributaries was appropriated and put to beneficial use in Arizona 
and New Mexico prior to June 25, 1929. There was not on said 
date, nor has there since been, nor is there now, any unappro- 
priated water in the Gila River or any of its tributaries. To 
appropriate water means to take and divert a specified quantity 
thereof and put it to beneficial use in accordance with the laws of 
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the State where such water is found, and, by so doing, to acquire, 
under said laws, a vested right to take and divert from the same 
source, and to use and consume, the same quantity of water 
annually forever, subject only to the rights of prior appropriators. 
Such is the sense in which the word “appropriate” and its 
derivatives are used in this bill of complaint, 


VIII 


All land in the drainage basin of the Colorado River is arid in 
character. In those parts of said basin which are susceptible of 
irrigation the average annual rainfall is as follows: In Arizona 
and California, less than 5 inches; in Nevada, 6 inches; in Wyo- 
ming, 7 inches; in Utah and New Mexico, 8 inches; in Colorado, 
10 inches, Throughout said basin, in order to grow crops of any 
kind successfully, irrigation is necessary. Because of differences 
in soil, climate, rainfall, length of growing season, and other con- 
ditions the quantity of water required per acre varies in different 
parts of said basin. The average quantity of water per acre 
required annually for the purpose of irrigation is as follows: In 
Arizona and California, 4.5 acre-feet; in Nevada, 3 acre-feet; in 
Utah, New Mexico, Colorado, and Wyoming, 1.5 acre-feet. 


Ix 


Because of the arid character of its land irrigation is of the 
utmost importance to the State of Arizona. During the past 20 
years the population of said State has increased from 204,000 to 
421,000, and the assessed valuation of taxable property in said 
State has increased from $83,769,000 to $714,945,000. A great part 
of said increase in population and wealth has resulted from the 
constantly increasing use of irrigation in said State, and the con- 
sequent development of its agricultural land. The present welfare 
and prosperity of said State are largely the result of irrigation, 
and its future growth and progress are largely dependent upon the 
reclamation and irrigation of additional land in said State. In 
addition to the land now being irrigated there are more than 
2,000,000 acres of land in said State which are not now irrigated 
but are susceptible of irrigation from the unappropriated water 
of the Colorado River and its tributaries, and which can not be 
irrigated by any other means or from any other source. All of 
said land is extremely fertile, and, when irrigated, will be ex- 
tremely productive. More than 200,000 acres of said land are 
owned and held by the State of Arizona. The irrigation of said 
land will require all of the unappropriated water of the Colorado 
River and its tributaries, aggregating 9,000,000 acre-feet annu- 
ally, as aforesaid. Said land, although at present uncultivated 
and practically uninhabited, will, when irrigated, be capable of 
supporting a population of more than 600,000, and the irrigation 
of said land will add greatly to the wealth and taxable resources of 
the State of Arizona, and to the health, happiness, prosperity, and 
general welfare of its inhabitants. Because of the expense of 
constructing, maintaining, and operating the dams, reservoits, 
canals, and other works required for the irrigation of said land, 
it will not be feasible to irrigate said land in small separate tracts, 
but it will be necessary to combine such tracts into large projects, 
each project being operated and administered as a single unit, 
The organization of such projects and the construction, mainte- 
nance, and operation of such dams, reservoirs, canals, and other 
works will require financing on a large scale, which will be impos- 
sible unless water for the irrigation of said land can be appro- 
priated and vested rights to the permanent use thereof acquired 
at or prior to the time of constructing such works. 


In that part of the Colorado River which flows in Arizona and 
on the boundary between Arizona and Nevada there are numerous 
sites suitable for the construction, maintenance, and operation of 
the dams and reservoirs required for the irrigation of the land 
referred to in paragraph 9 hereof. One of said sites is at Black 
Canyon, on the boundary between Arizona and Nevada. By utiliz- 
ing said sites it would be possible and economically feasible to 
store in reservoirs situated in Arizona, or partly in Arizona and 
partly in Nevada, all of the water of the Colorado River, and to 
make all of said water available for irrigation. Said dam sites and 
reservoir sites are also suitable for the construction, maintenance, 
and operation of plants for the generation of electric power from 
the water to be stored in such reservoirs. All the water of the 
Colorado River flowing past said dam sites and reservoir sites, in- 
cluding both the unappropriated water and water appropriated for 
beneficial use below said sites, is subject to appropriation for the 
generation of electric power at said sites. By the use of such 
power plants and such stored water great quantities of electric 
power could be generated and sold for use in Arizona and else- 
where. The business and all property used in connection with the 
business of generating and selling such power would be subject to 
taxation and would yield substantial revenues to the State of Ari- 
zona, and the use of such power would add greatly to the welfare 
and prosperity of said State and its inhabitants. For the reasons 
aforesaid, the water of the Colorado River and the dam sites and 
reservoir sites above referred to constitute the greatest natural 
resource of the State of Arizona. 

xI 

Irrigation projects already formed and now in existeuce com- 
prise more than 1,000,000 acres of the unirrigated but irrigable 
land referred to in Paragraph IX hereof. More than 100,000 acres 
of the land in said irrigation projects are owned and held by the 
State of Arizona. None of the land in said projects is now irri- 


gated, but all of it is susceptible of irrigation. The irrigation of 
said land is practicable and feasible at the present time, and 
definite plans have been made for the irrigation thereof. Such 
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irrigation will require 4,500,000 acre-feet annually of the unap- 
propriated water now flowing in the main stream of the Colorado 
River. Permits for the appropriation of said water have been 
granted by the State water commissioner of the State of Arizona. 
In order to appropriate and use said water for the irrigation of 
the land in said projects, it will be necessary to store said water 
by means of dams and reservoirs to be constructed and main- 
tained in that part of the Colorado River which flows in Arizona 
and on the boundary between Arizona and Nevada, and to utilize 
for that purpose the dam sites and reservoir sites mentioned in 
Paragraph X hereof. Said plans contemplate the construction 
and use of such dams and reservoirs for the storage of the water 
to be used in irrigating said lands. There have also been formed 
and are now in existence certain power projects, whose purpose 
is to utilize said dam sites and reservoir sites for the generation 
and sale of electric power. Definite plans have been made for 
carrying out said purpose. The generation of said power will 
require the construction, maintenance, and operation of dams, 
reservoirs, and power plants at said sites. Plans and specifica- 
tions therefor have been submitted to and approved by the State 
engineer of the State of Arizona. But for the passage of the 
Boulder Canyon project act hereinafter referred to, the work of 
constructing said dams and reservoirs for the irrigation of said 
lands and for the generation of said electric power would long 
since have commenced, and if said act shall be held unconstitu- 
tional, as hereinafter prayed, said work will be immediately com- 
menced and prosecuted to completion. Numerous persons and 
corporations desire to engage in the business of storing and sell- 
ing water, and in the business of generating and selling electric 
power in Arizona, and to utilize said dam sites and reservoir 
sites, including the one at Black Canyon, for that purpose. Said 
businesses and the property used in connection therewith would 
be subject to taxation and would yield substantial revenues to 
the State of Arizona. 
xm 


The State of Arizona was admitted to the Union on February 14, 
1912. Upon its admission to the Union said State acquired, has 
ever since possessed and exercised, and now and exer- 
cises sovereign jurisdiction and control of all water within its 
boundaries, including the water of the Colorado River and its 
tributaries. The constitution of the State of Arizona provides 
that the common-law doctrine of riparian water rights shall not 
obtain or be of any force or effect in said State. Statutes of the 
State of Arizona, heretofore duly enacted and now in force, being 
sections 3280 and 3286, inclusive, of the Revised Code of 1928, and 
sections 1 and 3 of chapter 102 of the Session Laws of 1929, regu- 
late and control the storage, diversion, appropriation, and use of 
water, and the construction, operation, and maintenance of dams 
and reservoirs in said State. A copy of said statutes is appended 
hereto. Said statutes provide that all water flowing in 
streams or other natural channels belongs to the public and is 
subject to appropriation; that the person first appropriating water 
shall have the better right thereto; that any person intending to 
appropriate water shall apply to the State water commissioner for 
a permit to make such appropriation; that if such application is 
approved by said commissioner the applicant may appropriate such 
water and construct such works as may be necessary for that pur- 
pose; that if such application is rejected the applicant shall take 
no steps toward appropriating such water or constructing such 
works; that when any such application, or the proposed use of the 
water sought to be appropriated, is a menace to the safety or 
against the interests and welfare of the public, it shall be re- 
jected; that all dams shall be under the jurisdiction of the State 
engineer; and that it shall be unlawful to construct, operate, or 
maintain any dam except upon the approval of said engineer. 
Under and by virtue of said statutes, all of the unappropriated 
water of the Colorado River and its tributaries, aggregating 
9,000,000 acre-feet annually, was on June 25, 1929, ever since has 
been, and is now subject to appropriation in Arizona. Said water 
can not, nor can any part thereof, be lawfully appropriated, stored, 
diverted, used, or disposed of except as provided in said statutes. 

XIII 


Legislation was enacted in the year 1921 by the Legislatures 
of the States of Arizona, California, Nevada, Utah, New Mexico, 
Colorado, and Wyoming and by the Congress of the United States 
providing for the appointment of commissioners by the governors 
of said States and by the President of the United States, and 
authorizing such commissioners to negotiate a compact for the 
equitable apportionment of the water of the Colorado River and 
its tributaries, and to submit such compact to the legislatures of 
said States and to the Congress of the United States. Such com- 
missioners were appointed and did draft and submit to said legis- 
latures and to Congress a proposed compact entitled and herein- 
after referred to as the Colorado River compact, a copy of which 
is appended hereto. Said compact provides that, as used 
therein, the term “Colorado River system means that por- 
tion of the Colorado River and its tributaries within the United 
States; that the term “Colorado River Basin” means all of the 
drainage area of said Colorado River system and all other terri- 
tory within the United States to which the water of said system 
shall be beneficiaily applied; that the term Upper Basin means 
those parts of Arizona, Utah, New Mexico, Colorado, and Wyoming 
within and from which water naturally drains into said Colorado 
‘River system above Lee Ferry, and also all parts of said States 
located without said drainage area which are now or shall here- 
after be beneficially served by water diverted from said system 
above Lee Ferry; that the term “Lower Basin” means those parts 
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of Arizona, California, Nevada, Utah, and New Mexico within and 
from which water naturally drains into said Colorado River 
system below Lee Ferry, and also all parts of said States located 
without said drainage area which are now or shall hereafter be 
beneficially served by water diverted from said system below Lee 
Ferry; that there is apportioned from said Colorado River system, 
in perpetuity, to said Upper Basin and to said Lower Basin, re- 
spectively, the exclusive beneficial consumptive use of 7,500,000’ 
acre-feet of water per annum, which shall include all water neces- 
sary for the supply of any rights which may now exist; that if 
the United States shall recognize any right in Mexico to the use 
of any water of said system, such water shall be supplied from 
water unapportioned by said compact; that further equitable 
apportionment of the water of said system unapportioned by said 
compact may be made at any time after October 1, 1963; that 
inasmuch as the Colorado River has ceased to be navigable for 
commerce, and the reservation of its water for navigation would 
seriously limit the development of its basin, the use of its water 
for purposes of navigation shall be subservient to the use of such 
water for domestic, agricultural, and power purposes; and that 
said compact shall become binding and obligatory when it shall 
have been approved by the legislatures of all the signatory States 
(Arizona, California, Nevada, Utah, New Mexico, Colorado, and 
Wyoming) and by the Congress of the United States. 
xrv 


Said Colorado River compact is grossly inequitable, unjust, and 
unfair to the State of Arizona, for the reasons and in the respects 
following, to wit: 

(1) Said compact attempts to apportion to said upper basin 
more, and to said lower basin less, than an equitable share of the 
water of said Colorado River system. Said compact attempts to 
apportion to each of said basins the same quantity of water, to 
wit, 7,500,000 acre-feet annually, but said lower basin needs and 
can put to beneficial use more than twice the quantity of water 
which is needed or can be put to beneficial use in said upper basin. 
That part of said lower basin which is in Arizona needs and can 
put to beneficial use more than the total quantity of water which 
said compact attempts to apportion to said entire lower basin. 
Said lower basin includes practically all of Arizona. None of the 
water of said Colorado River system can be put to beneficial use 
in that part of Arizona which is in said upper basin. The 
7,500,000 acre-feet of water which said compact attempts to appor- 
tion to each of said basins includes all water n to supply 
existing rights, which means all water heretofore appropriated and 
now being used. In said lower basin such appropriations amount 
to 6,500,000 acre-feet of water annually, whereas in said upper 
basin they amount to only 2,500,000 acre-feet annually. Thus 
said compact attempts to apportion to said lower basin only 
1,000,000 acre-feet of unappropriated water, whereas it attempts 
to apportion to said upper basin 5,000,000 acre-feet of unappro- 
priated water annually. Under said compact, said 5,000,000 acre- 
feet of unappropriated water could not, nor could any part of it, 
be appropriated in said lower basin. Thus said compact attempts 
to deprive the State of Arizona, its citizens, inhabitants, and 
property owners of their right to appropriate said 5,000,000 acre- 
feet of unappropriated water, all of which is now subject to 
appropriation in Arizona. 

(2) Said compact does not apportion or attempt to apportion 
all of the water of said Colorado River system, but attempts to 
apportion only 15,000,000 acre-feet thereof, and leaves unappor- 
tioned the remaining water of said system; aggregating 3,000,000 
acre-feet annually. Said unapportioned water is a part of the 
unappropriated water of said Colorado River system. Said com- 
pact attempts to withdrawn said unapportioned water from appro- 
priation and to prohibit the appropriation thereof. This said com- 
pact attempts to do by providing that Mexican rights shall be 
supplied from said unapportioned water, and that said unappor- 
tioned water shall be subject to apportionment after October 1, 
1963. Thus said compact attempts to deprive the State of Arizona, 
its citizens, inhabitants, and property owners of their right to 
appropriate said 3,000,000 acre-feet of unappropriated water, all 
of which is now subject to appropriation in Arizona. 

(3) Said compact defines the term Colorado River system“ 80 
as to include therein the Gila River and its tributaries, of which 
the total flow, aggregating 3,000,000 acre-feet of water annually, 
was appropriated and put to beneficial use prior to June 25, 1929. 
The State of New Mexico has but a slight interest, and the States 
of California, Nevada, Utah, Colorado, and Wyoming have no in- 
terest whatever in said water. Since said tags ge provides that 
the water apportioned thereby shall include water necessary 
to supply existing rights, the effect of including the Gila River 
and its tributaries as a part of said system would be to reduce 
by 3,000,000 acre-feet annually the quantity of water now subject 
to appropriation in Arizona. 8 

(4) Said compact defines the terms Colorado River Basin,” 
“Upper Basin,” and “ Lower Basin” so as to include therein not 
only the actual drainage basin of the Colorado River but also 
all parts of Arizona, California, Nevada, Utah, Colorado, New 
Mexico, and Wyoming outside of said drainage basin which 
are now or shall hereafter be beneficially served by water diverted 
from said Colorado River system. Thus said compact pretends to 
recognize and attempts to establish a right to use said water out- 
side of the actual drainage basin of the Colorado River, which 
pretended right the State of Arizona expressly denies. Arizona 
is almost wholly within the actual drainage basin of the Colorado 
River. No part of Arizona outside of said drainage basin is or 
can be beneficially served by water diverted from said system, 
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Hence the State of Arizona would not be benefited but would be 
greatly injured by including in said upper and lower basins 
areas situated outside of said basin and served by water 
diverted from said Colorado River The effect of such 
inclusion would be to reduce the quantity of water now subject 
to appropriation in Arizona by such quantity as might be diverted 
for use in such outside areas. 

For the reasons aforesaid, and for other good and sufficient 
reasons, the Legislature of the State of Arizona has never ratified 
or approved said compact, and said compact is therefore inopera- 
tive, void, and of no effect. 

xv 

On December 21, 1928, the Congress of the United States passed, 
and the President approved, an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the construction of works for the protection and development 
of the Colorado River Basin, for the approval of the Colorado 
River compact, and for other purposes.” The short title of said 
act is “Boulder Canyon project act.” A copy of said act is 
appended hereto. Said act provides in section 1 thereof 
that, for the purpose of controlling floods, improving navigation, 
regulating the flow of the Colorado River, and providing for the 
storage and delivery of the water thereof for reclamation of 
public lands and other beneficial uses, and for the generation 
of electric power as a means of making the project therein author- 
ized a self-supporting and financially solvent undertaking, the 
Secretary of the Interior, subject to the terms of the Colorado 
River compact, is authorized to construct, operate, and maintain 
a dam and incidental works in the main stream of the Colorado 
River at Black Canyon, adequate to create a storage reservoir of 
a capacity of not less than 20,000,000 acre-feet of water, and to 
construct, equip, operate, and maintain at or near said dam a 
complete plant and incidental structures suitable for the fullest 
economic development of electric power from the water 
from said reservoir. Said dam and reservoir, if constructed, will 
be partly in Arizona and partly in Nevada, and will occupy one 
of the sites mentioned in paragraph X hereof. Said dam and 
reservoir will store all of the 8,000,000 acre-feet of unappropriated 
water now flowing in the Colorado River, all of which is now 
subject to appropriation in Arizona. Said act does not require 
the of the Interior to comply with the laws of the 
State of Arizona in carrying out the provisions of said act, but 
contemplates that he shall disregard said laws and proceed in 
violation thereof. 

XVI 


Said act further provides in section 1 thereof that the Secretary 
of the Interior is authorized to construct, operate, and maintain 
a canal and appurtenant structures connecting Laguna Dam with 
the Imperial and Coachella Valleys in California, and that no 
charge shall be made for water or for the use, storage, or delivery 
of water for irrigation or potable purposes in said Imperial or 
Coachella Valleys. Said canal and appurtenant structures will 
cost approximately $40,000,000 and will be used for the purpose of 
diverting and conveying to said valleys in California, for use 
therein, the water to be stored in said reservoir, including the 
8,000,000 acre-feet of unappropriated water now flowing in the 
Colorado River, all of which is now subject to appropriation in 
Arizona. Said canal and appurtenant structures will greatly aid 
and facilitate the diversion to and use of said water in California. 
Said act does not provide any similar facilities, or any facilities 
whatever, for the benefit of water users in Arizona, nor does said 
act exempt Arizona water users from the payment of for 
water or for the use, storage, or delivery of water for irrigation or 
potable purposes. 

xvIr 


Said act provides in section 2 (b) thereof that the Secretary of 
the is authorized to advance, from time to time and 
Within the appropriations therefor, such amounts as the Secretary 
of the Interior deems necessary for carrying out the provisions of 
said act, but that the te amount of such advances shall 
not exceed the sum of $165,000,000. Said act provides in section 
3 thereof that there is authorized to be appropriated from time to 
time such sums of money as may be necessary to carry out the 
purposes of said act, not exceeding in the aggregate $165,000,000. 
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Said act provides in section 4 (a) thereof that it shall not take 
effect and that no authority shall be exercised thereunder unless 
and until (1) the States of Arizona, California, Nevada, Utah, 
New Mexico, Colorado, and Wyoming shall ratify the Colorado 
River compact, and the President by public proclamation shall 
so declare, or (2) if said States shall fail to ratify said compact 
within six months from the date of the passage of said act, then 
until six of said States, including the State of California, shall 
ratify said compact and consent to waive those provisions thereof 
which require its approval by the legislatures of all the signatory 
States, and shall approve said compact without conditions, save 
that of such 6-State approval, and the President by public proc- 
lamation shall so declare, and, further, until the State of Cali- 
fornia, by act of its legislature, shall agree irrevocably and uncon- 
ditionally with the United States, for the benefit of the States of 
Arizona, Nevada, Utah, New Mexico, Colorado, and Wyoming, that 
the aggregate annual consumptive use of water of and from the 
Colorado River for use in California shall not exceed 4,400,000 
acre-feet of the water apportioned to said lower basin by the 
Colorado River compact, plus not more than one-half of any excess 
or surplus water unapportioned by said compact, such uses always 
to be subject to the terms of said compact. The State of Arizona 
has not ratified or approved said compact, but the States of Cali- 
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fornia, Nevada, Utah, New Mexico, Colorado, and Wyoming rati- 
fied said compact prior to June 25, 1929, and consented to waive 
those provisions thereof which require its approval by all the sig- 
natory States, and approved said compact without conditions, save 
that of such 6-State approval, and on said last-mentioned date 
the President of the United States by public proclamation so de- 
clared. The State of California, by an act of its legislature 
approved March 4, 1929, made the agreement provided for in sec- 
tion 4 (a) of said Boulder Canyon project act. 
XIX 


Said act further provides in section 4 (a) thereof that the 
States of Arizona, California, and Nevada are authorized to enter 
into an agreement which shall provide that of the 7,500,000 acre- 
feet of water apportioned to said lower basin by the Colorado 
River compact there shall be apportioned to the State of Nevada 
300,000 acre-feet and to the State of Arizona 2,800,000 acre-feet 
for exclusive beneficial consumptive use in perpetuity; that all 
of the provisions of said proposed agreement shall be subject in 
all parts to the provisions of said compact; and that said pro- 
posed agreement shall take effect upon the ratification of said 
compact by the States of Arizona, California, and Nevada. Said 
proposed apportionment of 2,800,000 acre-feet of water is less than 
the quantity of water already appropriated in Arizona, and would 
provide no water for future appropriation in said State. Thus, 
under said proposed agreement, the State of Arizona, its citizens, 
inhabitants, and property owners, would be deprived of their right 
to appropriate any of the unappropriated water of said Colorado 
River system, aggregating 9,000,000 acre-feet annually, all of which 
is now subject to appropriation in Arizona. The States of Ari- 
zona, California, and Nevada have not entered into said 
agreement, nor have they entered into any agreement whatsoever. 


Said act provides in section 4 (b) thereof that before any 
money is appropriated for the construction of said dam or power 
plant, or any construction work done or contracted for, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior shall make provision for revenues, by con- 
tract, in accordance with the provisions of said act, adequate in 
his judgment to insure payment of all expenses of operation and 
maintenance of said works incurred by the United States, and the 
repayment, within 50 years from the date of the completion of 
said works, of all amounts advanced by the United States for the 
construction of said works—other than said canal and appur- 
tenant structures—together with interest thereon at the rate of 
4 per cent per annum. The facts regarding the pretended con- 
tracts by which said Secretary has attempted to provide such reve- 
nues are set forth in Paragraphs XXXII and XXXIII hereof. By 
an act approved July 3, 1930, and known as the second deficiency 
act, fiscal year 1930, Congress appropriated the sum of $10,660,000 
for the commencement of construction of said dam and incidental 
works. 

XXI 

Said Boulder Canyon project act provides in section 5 thereof 
that said Secretary is authorized, under such general regulations 
as he may prescribe, to contract for the storage of water in said 
reservoir, for the delivery thereof for irrigation, domestic use, and 
generation of electric power, and for the delivery thereof to States, 
municipal corporations, political subdivisions, and private corpo- 
rations, upon charges that will provide revenue which, in addition 
to other revenue accruing under the reclamation law and under 
said act, will in his judgment cover all expenses of operation and 
maintenance incurred by the United States on account of works 
constructed under said act, and the payments to the United 
States provided for in section 4 (b) thereof; that contracts re- 
specting water for irrigation and domestic use shall be for perma- 
nent service; and that no person shall have or be entitled to the 
use of the water stored in said reservoir by contract with 
said Secretary. The effect of said act would be to withdraw from 
appropriation all of the water to be stored in said reservoir, in- 
cluding the 8,000,000 acre-feet of unappropriated water now flow- 
ing in the Colorado River, all of which is now subject to appro- 
priation in Arizona; to prohibit the appropriation of said water; 
and to prohibit the use thereof, except by contract with the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. Under said act said Secretary could not be 
required to deliver or to contract for the delivery of any of said 
water for use in Arizona, but could, if so minded, refuse to deliver 
or to contract for the delivery of any such water for any such use, 
and could thus withhold all of said water from use in Arizona. 
If said should choose to deliver or to contract for the 
delivery of any of said water for use in Arizona, he would be 
required by said act to make a charge for the storage and de- 
livery of such water for such use, but said act does not require or 
permit said Secretary to make any charge for the storage or de- 
livery of water for use in the Imperial and Coachella Valleys of 
California, it being expressly provided in section 1 of said act that 
no such charge shall be made. In authorizing said Secretary to 
contract for the delivery of said stored water, said act does not 
restrict the use thereof to the basin of the Colorado 
River, but permits said Secretary to contract for the delivery of 
Said water for use outside of said basin. 

xx 


Said act further provides in section 5 thereof that after repay- 
ment to the United States of all money advanced, with interest, 
shall be on such basis as may hereafter be bed by 
Congress; that the revenues derived therefrom shall be kept in a 
separate fund to be expended in said Colorado River Basin; and 
that general and uniform regulations shall be prescribed by said 
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Secretary for the awarding of contracts for the sale and delivery 
of electric power and for renewal of such contracts. 


XXIII 


Said act provides in section 6 thereof that said dam and reser- 
volr shall be used, first, for river regulation, improvement of navi- 
gation, and flood control; second, for irrigation and domestic uses 
and satisfaction of present perfected rights; and, third, for power; 
that the title to said dam, reservoir, power plant, and incidental 
works shall forever remain in the United States; that the United 
States shall, until otherwise provided by Congress, control, man- 
age, and operate the same; that said Secretary may lease a unit 
or units of said power plant, with the right to generate electric 
power, or may lease the use of water for the generation of such 
power. Said act does not provide for the levy or collection by 
the State of Arizona of any tax or taxes on said dam, power plant, 
and other works, or on the operation thereof, but contemplates 
that the same shall be exempt from all taxation. The effect of 
said act would be to have said Secretary, on behalf of the United 
States, engage in the business of storing and selling water, the 
business of generating and selling electric power, and the business 
of leasing water and equipment for the generation of such power; 
to utilize for that purpose the water and other natural resources 
of the State of Arizona; to prevent the use of said water and 
natural resources by other persons or corporations desiring to en- 
gage in such businesses; and thus to deprive said State of its right 
to levy and collect taxes on such businesses and on the property 
used in connection therewith. 

XXIV 


Said act provides in section 8 (a) thereof that the United States, 
its ttees, licensees, and contractees, and all users and appro- 
priators of water stored, diverted, carried, or distributed by said 
reservoir, canals, and other works shall observe and be subject to 
and controlled by the Colorado River compact in the construction, 
management, and operation of said reservoir, canals, and other 
works and in the storage, diversion, delivery, and use of water for 
the generation of power, irrigation, and other purposes, anything 
in said act to the contrary notwithstanding; and that all permits, 
licenses, and contracts shall so provide. The pretended contracts 
hereinafter referred to do so provide. 

XXV 


Said act provides in section 13 thereof that the Colorado River 
compact is approved by the Congress of the United States, that 
those provisions of said compact which require its approval by 
the legislatures of all the signatory States are waived, and that 
said approval by Congress shall become effective when the State 
of California and at least five of the other signatory States shall 
approve said compact and consent to said waiver. The States of 
California, Nevada, Utah, New Mexico, Colorado, and Wyoming 
have approved sald compact and consented to said waiver. Thus 
the effect of said act would be to subject the State of Arizona to 
said compact, and to enforce said compact and make it effective 
in Arizona, notwithstanding said State has never ratified or ap- 
proved said compact. 

XXVI 

Said act further provides in section 13 thereof that the rights 
of the United States in or to the water of the Colorado River and 
its tributaries, and the rights of those claiming under the United 
States, shall be subject to ahd controlled by the Colorado River 
compact; that all patents, grants, contracts, concessions, leases, 
permits, licenses, rights of way, or other privileges from the 
United States or under its authority necessary or convenient for 
the use of said water, or for the generation of electric power by 
means thereof, or for the transmission of such power, shall be 
upon the express condition and with the express covenant that 
the rights of the recipients or holders thereof shall be subject 
to and controlled by said compact; and that said conditions and 
covenants shall be deemed to run with the land, and shall attach 
as a matter of law, whether set out or referred to in the instru- 
ment evidencing such patent, grant, contract, concession, lease, 
permit, license, right of way, or other privilege or not, and shall 
be deemed to be for the benefit of and be available the States 
of Arizona, California, Nevada, Utah, New Mexico, Colorado, and 
Wyoming, and the users of water therein or thereunder, by way of 
suit, defense, or otherwise, in any litigation respecting the water 
of the Colorado River or its tributaries. All lands in Arizona are 
owned and held either by the United States or by those claiming 
under the United States, All rights to the use of water for irri- 
gation in Arizona are appurtenant to land, and such rights have 
no existence separate and apart from the land to which they are 
appurtenant. Consequently, the water of the Colorado River 
and its tributaries can not be used for irrigation in Arizona except 
by those holding land under patents, grants, contracts, conces- 
sions, leases, permits, or licenses from the United States or under 
its authority. Moreover, in order to irrigate Arizona land it is 
frequently necessary to utilize rights of way over public land 
of the United States. Thus, under said act, all users of water for 
irrigation in Arizona would be subjected to the Colorado River 
compact, notwithstanding said State has never ratified or approved 
said compact. 

xxvi 

Said act provides in section 16 thereof that any commission or 
commissioner duly authorized under the laws of any State rati- 
fying the Colorado River compact shall have the right to act in 
an advisory capacity to and in cooperation with the Secretary of 
the Interior in the exercise of any authority under the provisions 
of sections 4 and 5 of said act, and shall at all times have access 
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to records of all Federal agencies empowered to act under said 
sections, and shall be entitled to have copies of said records on 
request. Duly authorized commissions and commissioners of the 
States of California, Nevada, Utah, New Mexico, Colorado, and 
Wyoming have exercised and are exercising the rights and privi- 
leges conferred by said section 16. 


XXVIII 


Said Boulder Canyon project act is in excess of the powers 
granted to Congress by the Constitution of the United States and 
is unconstitutional and void, for the reasons following, to wit: 

(1) Said act attempts to deprive the State of Arizona of its 
sovereign jurisdiction and control of the water and other natural 
resources of said State, particularly the water of the Colorado 
River and its tributaries flowing in said State and the dam sites 
and reservoir sites situated therein; to vest such jurisdiction and 
control in the United States; to abrogate and supersede the laws 
of said State respecting the appropriation and use of said water 
and other natural resources; and to prohibit such appropriation 
and use, except as authorized and provided for in said act. 

(2) Said act attempts to subject the State of Arizona to the 
Colorado River compact and to enforce said compact and make it 
effective in Arizona, notwithstanding said State has never ratified 
or approved said compact. Thereby said act attempts to deprive 
said State, its citizens, inhabitants, and property owners of their 
right to appropriate the 5,000,000 acre-feet of unappropriated 
water which said compact attempts to apportion to said upper 
basin, and of their right to appropriate the 3,000,000 acre-feet of 
unappropriated water which said compact leaves unapportioned 
and attempts to withdraw from appropriation, as aforesaid. Said 
6,000,000 acre-feet of apportioned water and said 3,000,000 acre- 
feet of unapportioned water are a part of the unappropriated 
water of said Colorado River system, all of which is now subject to 
appropriation in Arizona. 

(8) Said act attempts to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to construct, operate, and maintain a dam and reservoir in the 
Colorado River at Black Canyon; to store in said reservoir the 
8,000,000 acre-feet of unappropriated water now flowing in said 
river, all of which is now subject to appropriation in Arizona; to 
withhold all of said water from appropriation and to prohibit the 
appropriation thereof; to withhold all of said water from use in 
Arizona, or, if he permits any such use, to require payment of 
such charges therefor as he may prescribe; and to sell and dispose 
of any part or all of said water for use in other States, even to the 
extent of selling and delivering it for use outside of the drainage 
basin of the Colorado River, all of which is to be done without the 
consent of the State of Arizona and in violation of its laws. 
Thereby said act attempts to deprive the State of Arizona, its 
citizens, inhabitants, and property owners of their right to appro- 
priate said 8,000,000 acre-feet of unappropriated water, and of 
their right to use any of said water in Arizona, except by contract 
with the Secretary of the Interior and upon payment of such 

es as he may prescribe. 

(4) Said act attempts to discriminate against the State of Ari- 
zona in favor of the State of California by providing that the 
water to be stored in said reservoir shall be delivered without 
charge for use in the Imperial and Coachella Valleys in Califor- 
nia, whereas all water users in Arizona are required to pay for said 
stored water such charges as the Secretary of the Interior may pre- 
scribe, and by providing a canal and other facilities to enable 
water users in California to divert and use said water, whereas no 
similar facilities, nor any facilities whatever, are provided for the 
benefit of water users in Arizona. Thereby said act attempts to 
aid and facilitate the use of said stored water in California, and 
to hinder and prevent the use thereof in Arizona. Said stored 
water will include the 8,000,000 acre-feet of unappropriated water 
now flowing in the Colorado River, all of which is now subject to 
appropriation in Arizona. 

(5) Said act attempts to authorize the Secretary of the Interior, 
on behalf of the United States, to engage in the business of 
storing and selling water, the business of generating and selling 
electric power, and the business of leasing water and equipment for 
the generation of such power; to utilize for that purpose the water 
and other natural resources of the State of Arizona; to prevent the 
use of said water and natural resources by other persons or corpo- 
rations desiring to engage in such businesses; and to deprive said 
State of its right to levy and collect taxes on such businesses and 
on the property used in connection therewith. 

The power to do all or any of the things so attempted by said 
act has not been granted to Congress by the Constitution of the 
United States. 

XXIX 


The recital in said act that the purpose thereof is the improve- 
ment of navigation and the reclamation of public land is a mere 
subterfuge and false pretense. That the improvement of naviga- 
tion is not the p of said act is evident from the fact that 
the Colorado River is not navigable, and from the further fact 
that said act ratifies and approves the Colorado River compact, 
and provides that the United States shall observe and be subject 
to and controlled by said compact in the construction, manage- 
ment, and operation of said reservoir, canals, and other works, 
and the storage, diversion, delivery, and use of water for the gen- 
eration of power, irrigation, and other purposes, anything in said 
act to the contrary notwithstanding, and from the further fact 
that said compact provides that, inasmuch as the Colorado River 
has ceased to be navigable for commerce, and the reservation of 
its water for navigation would seriously limit the development 
of its basin, the use of its water for purposes of navigation shall 


1931 


be subservient to the use of such water for domestic, agricultural, 
and power purposes. Even if said river were navigable, the diver- 
sion, sale, and delivery of water therefrom, as authorized in said 
act, would not improve but would destroy its navigable capacity. 
That the reclamation of public land is not the purpose of said 
act is evident from the fact that 75 per cent of all land which 
will or can be reclaimed or benefited by the construction of the 
dam, reservoir, power plant, and other works authorized in said 
act, or by the storage and delivery of water as in said act pro- 
vided, is privately owned land. Except for the purpose of having 
the Secretary of the Interior engage in the water and power busi- 
ness, as hereinabove alleged, the dam, reservoir, power plant, and 
other works provided for in said act are unnecessary and inappro- 
priate. If reclamation of public land were the true purpose of 
said act, a dam and reservoir having one-fifth of the capacity and 
requiring one-fifth of the expenditure authorized in said act 
would accomplish said purpose as adequately and efficiently as 
the dam, reservoir, and other works therein authorized. 


xxx 


Notwithstanding the unconstitutionality of said act, defendant 
Ray Lyman Wilbur, Secretary of the Interior, has proceeded and 
is now proceeding thereunder, and has threatened and now threat- 
ens to enforce and carry out the provisions of said act, and, unless 
enjoined therefrom, will enforce and carry out all of said provi- 
sions, and will thereby accomplish and effect all of the things at- 
tempted by said act, as set forth in Paragraph XXVIII hereof. 
Pursuant to and under color of said act, said defendant has seized 
and taken possession of all that part of the Colorado River which 
flows in Arizona and on the boundary thereof, and all of the water 
flowing in said river, including the 8,000,000 acre-feet of unap- 
propriated water now flowing therein, and all of the dam sites and 
reservoir sites mentioned in Paragraph X hereof, and now has said 
river, said water, and said sites in his possession; has excluded and 
is now excluding the State of Arizona, its citizens, inhabitants, and 
property owners from said river, said water, and said sites, and 
from all access thereto; has prevented and is now preventing said 
State, its citizens, inhabitants, and property owners from appro- 
priating any of said 8,000,000 acre-feet of unappropriated water, 
all of which is now subject to appropriation in Arizona; has 
thereby prevented and is now preventing the irrigation of the 
land in the irrigation projects mentioned in Paragraph XI hereof; 
and unless enjoined therefrom, will continue so to do. 
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Pursuant to and under color of said act, said defendant Ray 
Lyman Wilbur has made surveys, plans, and specifications for, 
and has commenced, the construction of the dam, reservoir, power 
plant, and other works provided for in said act. According to said 
plans and specifications, said dam will have a height of 727 feet, 
said reservoir will have a storage capacity of 29,500,000 acre-feet, 
and said power plant will have a generating capacity of 1,200,000 
horsepower. Also, pursuant to and under color of said act, said 
defendant has made and prescribed general regulations respecting 
contracts for the storage of water in said reservoir and for the 
delivery thereof for irrigation and domestic use. A copy of said 
regulations is appended hereto. Said regulations provide 
that water stored in said reservoir will be sold upon such 
terms and conditions as the Secretary of the Interior may fix from 
time to time, but that no charge shall be made for water, or for 
the use, storage, or delivery of water for irrigation or potable 
purposes in the Imperial or Coachella Valleys of California; that 
no person shall have or be entitled to the use of any water stored 
in said reservoir, except by contract made in pursuance of said 
regulations; that contracts respecting water for domestic use shall 
be for permanent service; and that all purchases of water shall be 
subject to the terms and provisions of the Colorado River com- 
pact and of the Boulder Canyon project act. 
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Pursuant to and under color of said act and of said regulations, 
said defendant Ray Lyman Wilbur has made a pretended contract 
with the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California, a 
municipal corporation of the State of California, for the storage 
of water in said reservoir and for the diversion, sale, and delivery 
of said water to said district for transportation to and con- 
sumptive use in said district. A copy of said pretended contract 
is appended hereto. Said district consists of the city of 
Los Angeles and the municipalities of Anaheim, Beverly Hills, 
Burbank, Colton, Glendale, Pasadena, San Bernardino, San Marino, 
Santa Ana, and Santa Monica, which are municipal corporations 
of the State of California. Said district is situated on the Pacific 
coast approximately 300 miles distant from the Colorado River 
and outside of its drainage basin. No public land of the United 
States is contained within the limits of said district. Said pre- 
tended contract is for permanent service, and provides for the 
delivery to said district of 1,050,000 acre-feet of said stored water 
annually, and for the payment by said district of 25 cents per 
acre-foot for water so delivered. Said 1,050,000 acre-feet of water, 
if sold and delivered to said district, as in said pretended contract 
provided, can not, nor can any part thereof, be used for the recla- 
mation of public land of the United States. Said water is a 
of the 8,000,000 acre-feet of unappropriated water now flowing in 
the Colorado River, all of which is now subject to appropriation 
in Arizona. Said 1,050,000 acre-feet of water, together with the 
6,500,000 acre-feet of water heretofore appropriated and now being 
used in said lower basin, will exceed the full amount of 7,500,000 
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acre-feet of water which said compact attempts to apportion to 
said lower basin. The delivery of said 1,050,000 acre-feet of water 
to said district, as in said pretended contract provided, would 
exhaust said apportionment, and, by the terms of said compact 
and of said Boulder Canyon project act, no water would then be 
available for or subject to appropriation in said lower basin, 
although there would still remain in said Colorado River system 
7,950,000 acre-feet of unappropriated water per year. Thus the 
effect of carrying out the provisions of the Boulder Canyon project 
act and of said pretended contract would be to deprive the State 
of Arizona, its citizens, inhabitants, and property owners of their 
right to appropriate any of the unappropriated water of said 
Colorado River system, aggregating, as aforesaid, 9,000,000 acre- 
feet annually, all of which is now subject to appropriation In 
Arizona, 
XXXII 


Pursuant to and under color of said act, said defendant Ray 
Lyman Wilbur has made and prescribed general regulations for 
the lease of electric power to be generated at said dam. A copy 
of said regulations is appended hereto. Pursuant to and 
under color of said act and of said regulations, said defend- 
ant has made a pretended contract with said city of Los Angeles 
and Southern California Edison Co. (Ltd.), a corporation of the 
State of California, for the lease of power privileges at said dam, 
and a pretended contract with said Metropolitan Water District 
of Southern California for the sale of electric power to be gener- 
ated at said dam. Said pretended contract for the lease of power 
privileges provides for the leasing of certain generating machin- 
ery to be installed by said defendant, part to said city and part 
to said company; for the generation by said lessees of all electric 
power allotted by said defendant; for the delivery to said lessees 
of falling water from said reservoir sufficient to generate all power 
so sold; for the sale to said lessees, respectively, of amounts of 
electric power specified therein; and for the payment by said 
lessees of the cost of said machinery, and certain further sums 
on account of electric power to be taken by raid lessees. Said 
pretended contract is for a period of 50 years. The pretended 
contract with said district in this h referred to provides 
for the sale to said district of specified amounts of electric power 
annually for a period of 50 years. Said power is to be used for 
the sole purpose of pumping into and in a proposed aqueduct, 
to be constructed by said district, the 1,050,000 acre-feet of water 
to be sold and delivered to said district, as provided in the 
pretended contract referred to in the last preceding paragraph 
hereof. The three pretended contracts hereinabove referred to 
are made upon the express condition that all rights thereunder 
shall be subject to and controlled by the Colorado River compact. 
For the reasons heretofore stated, all of said pretended contracts 
are void and of no effect. Nevertheless, said defendant, unless 
enjoined therefrom, will carry out all the provisions of said pre- 
tended contracts. 
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Said defendant Ray Lyman Wilbur has not complied and will 
not comply with the laws of the State of Arizona referred to in 
ph XII hereof, but has disregarded and will wholly disre- 
gard said laws in carrying out the provisions of said act. Said 
defendant has not applied and will not apply to the State water. 
commissioner of the State of Arizona for a permit authorizing the 
construction of said dam, reservoir, power plant, or other works, 
or the storage, use, diversion, sale, or delivery of the water to be 
stored in said reservoir, nor has any such permit been granted. 
Said defendant has not applied and will not apply to the State 
engineer of the State of Arizona for his approval of said dam and 
reservoir, nor has any such approval been granted. 
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Pursuant to and under color of said act the States of California, 
Nevada, Utah, New Mexico, Colorado, and Wyoming, defendants 
herein, have caused and are causing their duly authorized com- 
missions and commissioners to act, and said commissions and com- 
missioners have acted and are acting in an advisory capacity to 
and in cooperation with said defendant, Ray Lyman Wilbur, in the 
exercise of the authority vested or attempted to be vested in him 
by sections 4 and 5 of said act. Said defendant States, by their 
said commissions and commissioners, have claimed and are claim- 
ing an interest in the three pretended contracts made by said 
defendant, Ray Lyman Wilbur, as hereinabove alleged, for that, 
after repayment to the United States of all money advanced, with 
interest, the revenues to be derived from said pretended contracts 
are to be kept in a separate fund and expended within the Colo- 
rado River Basin, as provided in said section 5, and said defendant 
States have claimed and are claiming an interest in said fund. 
Also, pursuant to and under color of said act, said defendant 
States have claimed and are that the Colorado River com- 
pact became effective when approved by Congress and by said 
defendant States, and that the State of Arizona, its citizens, 
inhabitants, and property owners, are subject to and controlled by 
said compact, notwithstanding said State has never ratified or 
approved said compact. Said defendant States have also aided 
and abetted, are aiding and abetting, and, unless enjoined there- 
from will continue to aid and abet said defendant, Ray Lyman 
Wilbur, in carrying out the provisions of said act. 


XXXVI 


If the defendants shall enforce and carry out the provisions of 
said act and of said pretended contracts the State of Arizona, its 
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citizens, inhabitants, and property owners, will be thereby pre- 
vented from appropriating any of the unappropriated water of the 
Colorado River and its tributaries, aggregating 9,000,000 acre-feet 
annually, all of which is now subject to appropriation in Arizona, 
and from using any of said unappropriated water, except in accord- 
ance with and subject to the Colorado River compact, and from 
using any of the 8,000,000 acre-feet thereof now flowing in the 
main stream of said river, except by contract with the Secretary 
of the Interior and upon payment of such charges as he may 
prescribe; it will be impossible to appropriate water for the irriga- 
tion of the whole or any part of the 2,000,000 acres of unirrigated 
but irrigable land referred to in Paragraphs IX, X, and XI hereof; 
it will be impossible to finance the irrigation projects referred to 
in said paragraphs, or any other irrigation project in Arizona, or 
to construct the dams, reservoirs, canals, and other works neces- 
sary for the irrigation of the whole or any part of said land; all of 
said land will remain forever unirrigated, uncultivated, uninhab- 
ited, unused, and incapable of use; it will be impossible for the 
power projects mentioned in said Paragraph XI to carry out their 
plans for generating and selling electric power at plants to be 
constructed at the sites mentioned in said Paragraphs X and IX; 
the great increase in population, wealth, prosperity, and taxable 
resources of said State which would have resulted from the irriga- 
tion of said land and from the use of said power sites will be 
prevented and made impossible; and said State will thereby suffer 
great and irreparable injury, for which it has and can have no 
adequate remedy at law. t 
Wherefore your complainant prays that the Colorado River com- 

pact and the Boulder Canyon project act, and each and every part 
thereof, be decreed to be unconstitutional, void, and of no effect; 
that the defendants and each of them be permanently enjoined 
and restrained from enforcing or carrying out said compact or said 
act, or any of the provisions thereof, and from carrying out the 
three pretended contracts hereinabove referred to, or any of them, 
or any of their provisions, and from doing any other act or thing 
pursuant to or under color of said Boulder Canyon project act; 
and that the State of Arizona recover its costs herein expended 
and have such other and further relief as to this court may seem 
just and equitable. 

K. BERRY PETERSON, 

Attorney General of the State of Arizona, 
Solicitor for Complainant, 
Dean G. ACHESON, 
CLIFTON MATHEWS, 
Of Counsel. 


IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES, OcroBER TERM, 1930 
No. 19, original 


STATE OF ARIZONA, COMPLAINANT, U. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, STATE OF 
NEVADA, STATE OF UTAH, STATE OF NEW MEXICO, STATE OF COLORADO, 
STATE OF WYOMING, AND RAY LYMAN WILBUR, SECRETARY OF THE 
INTERIOR, DEFENDANTS 


Motion by the defendant States to dismiss the bill of complaint 


Now come the States of California, Nevada, Utah New Mexico, 
Colorado, and Wyoming, by the Attorney General of each State, 
and move, jointly and severally, that the bill of complaint be dis- 
missed, for the reasons: 

1 

This honorable court is without jurisdiction of the subject 
matter of the bill of complaint, for the reason that the same does 
not present for adjudication any case or controversy of which the 
court can take judicial cognizance. 

I 


The bill of complaint does not join the United States, which is 
an indispensable party to this suit. 
Ir 


The bill of complaint does not state facts suficient to constitute 
a cause of action against the said defendants or either or any of 
them. 


U. S. WEBB, 
Attorney General of California. 
W. B. MATHEWS, 
CHARLES L. CHILDERS, 
Of Counsel for California. 
Gray MAsHBURN, 
Attorney General of Nevada, 
Grorcz P. PARKER, 
Attorney General of Utah. 
WIL LIAN W. Ray, 
Oj Counsel for Utah, 
E. K. NEUMANN, 
Attorney General of New Mezico. 
Francs O. WILSON, 
Of Counsel jor New Mexico. 
JoHN S. UNDERWOOD, 
Attorney General of Colorado, 


DELPH E, CARPENTER, 
THOMAS H. GIBSON, 
L. WARD BANNISTER, 
CLARENCE L. IRELAND, 
Of Counsel for Colorado. 
JAMES A. GREENWOOD, 
Attorney General of Wyoming. 


WILLIAM O. WILSON, 
Of Counsel for Wyoming. 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES, OCTOBER TERM, 1930 
No. 19, original 
STATE OF ARIZONA, COMPLAINANT, v. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, STATE OF 
NEVADA, STATE OF UTAH, STATE OF NEW MEXICO, STATE OF COLORADO, 
STATE OF WYOMING, AND RAY LYMAN WILBUR, SECRETARY OF THE 
INTERIOR, DEFENDANTS 


On motion of defendants, State of California, State of Nevada, 
State of Utah, State of New Mexico, State of Colorado, and State 
of Wyoming 

Brief jor defendant, State of California 
Defendant State of California, appearing by its attorney general, 
has joined with defendants State of Nevada, State of Utah, State 

of New Mexico, State of Colorado, and State of Wyoming in a 

motion to dismiss the bill of complaint herein on the following 

grounds: 
1 
This honorable court is without jurisdiction of the subject 
matter of the bill of complaint, for the reason that the same does 
not present for adjudication any case or controversy of which the 
court can take judicial cognizance, 
11 


The bill of complaint does not join the United States, which 
is an indispensable party to this suit. 

mr 

The bill of complaint does not state facts sufficient to con- 
stitute a cause of action against the said defendants, or either 
or any of them. 

The reasons urged by this defendant and the authorities sup- 
porting the same are set forth in the brief of the honorable the 
Solicitor General of the United States in support of the motion 
to dismiss the bill of complaint filed by the defendant Ray Lyman 
Wilbur, Secretary of the Interior, and such brief is by permis- 
sion of the Solicitor General and by reference thereto adopted as 
the brief of this defendant in support of its motion to dismiss the 
bill of complaint. 

Respectfully submitted. 

U. S. WEBB, 
Attorney General of California. 
W. B. MATHEWS, 
Cuas, L. CHILDERS, 
Of Counsel for California. 


In THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES, OCTOBER Term, 1930 
No. 19, original = 

ETATE OF ARIZONA, COMPLAINANT, v. STATE OF CALIFORNIA, STATE OF 

NEVADA, STATE OF UTAH, STATE OF NEW MEXICO, STATE OF COLORADO, 

STATE OF WYOMING, AND RAY LYMAN WILBUR, SECRETARY OF THE 

INTERIOR, DEFENDANTS 

Motion by the defendants to dismiss the bill of complaint 

Now come the States of California, Nevada, Utah, New Mexico, 
Colorado, and Wyoming, by the attorney general of each State, and 
move, jointly and severally, that the bill of complaint be dismissed, 
for the reasons: 

I 

This honorable court is without jurisdiction of the subject 
matter of the bill of complaint, for the reason that the same does 
not present for adjudication any case or controversy of which the 
court can take judicial cognizance. 


The bill of complaint does not join the United States, which is 
an indispensable party to this suit. 


Im 


The bill of complaint does not state facts sufficient to constitute 
a cause of action against the said defendants or either or any of 


them. 
U. S. WEBB, 
Attorney General of California. 
W. B. MATHEWS, 
CHARLES L. CHILDERS, 
Of Counsel for California. 
Gray MASHBURN, 


Attorney General of Nevada. 
GEORGE P, PARKER, 
Attorney General of Utah. 
WILLIAM W, RAY, 
Of Counsel for Utah. 
E. K. NEUMANN, 
Attorney General of New Mexico. 
Francis C. WILSON, 
Of Counsel for New Mexico. 
JOHN S. UNDERWOOD, 


Attorney General of Colorado. 


DELPH E. CARPENTER, 
Tuomas H. GIBSON, 
L, Warp BANNISTER, 
CLARENCE L. IRELAND, 

Of Counsel jor Colorado. 

JAMES A, GREENWOOD, 
Attorney General of Wyoming. 

WILLIAM O. WILSON, 

Of Counsel jor Wyoming. 
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Brief of the States of Colorado, New Mexico, and Nevada in support 
of motion to dismiss the complaint 


State of the pleadings 


Upon leave granted, the State of Arizona filed in this court an 
e bill of complaint against the six other States of the 
Colorado River Basin and the Secretary of the Interior of the 
United States. On November 24, 1930, process was made return- 
able on January 12, 1931. All of the defendants have moved to 
dismiss the complaint. 


Questions presented 


1. Does the United States Supreme Court have jurisdiction of 
the subject matter of this suit? 

2. Is any cause of action within the jurisdiction of this court 
alleged against the defendant States, or any of them? 


Statement 


The bill asks this court to decree that each and every pro- 
vision of the Colorado River compact and of the Boulder Canyon 
project act (45 Stat. 1057) is unconstitutional and void and to 
enjoin each of the defendants from carrying out any provision of 
the compact or act or any contract based upon such compact or 
act. (Bill, 39.) 

The compact and the act are set forth as appendices to the 
bill of complaint (pp. 50, 58). As said in the proclamation of the 
President on June 25, 1929 (see bill, 22), the compact has been 
approved by the States of California, Colorado, Nevada, New 
Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming; and by the act it was approved by 
Congress. (Sec. 13 (a), bill, 74.) 

The compact apportions the greater part, but not all, of the 
water of the Colorado River and its tributaries. The Colorado 
River territory is divided into an upper basin and a lower basin 
at Lee Ferry, a point in the Colorado River near the northern 
boundary of the State of Arizona. Article II of the compact 
provides (bill, 52): 

“(f) The term ‘upper basin’ means those parts of the States 
of Arizona, Colorado, New Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming within and 
from which waters naturally drain into the Colorado River system 
above Lee Ferry, and also all parts of said States located without 
the drainage area of the Colorado River system which are now or 
shall hereafter be beneficially served by waters diverted from the 
system above Lee Ferry. 

(g) The term ‘lower basin’ means those parts of the States 
of Arizona, California, Nevada, New Mexico, and Utah within and 
from-which waters naturally drain into the Colorado River system 
below Lee Ferry, and also all parts of said States located without 
the drainage area of the Colorado River system which are now or 
shall hereafter be beneficially served by waters diverted from the 
system below Lee Ferry.” 

Article III of the compact provides (bill, 52-54): 

“ART. III. (a) There is hereby apportioned from the Colorado 
River system in perpetuity to the upper basin and to the lower 
basin, respectively, the exclusive beneficial consumptive use of 
7,500,000 acre-feet of water per annum, which shall include all 
water necessary for the supply of any rights which may now exist 

“(b) In addition to the apportionment in paragraph (a), the 
lower basin is hereby given the right to increase its beneficial 
consumptive use of such waters by 1,000,000 acre-feet per annum. 

“(c) If, as a matter of international comity, the United States 
of America shall hereafter recognize in the United States of 
Mexico any right to the use of any waters of the Colorado River 
system, such waters shall be supplied first from the waters which 
are surplus over and above the aggregate of the quantities speci- 
fied in paragraphs (a) and (b); and if such surplus shall prove 
insufficient for this purpose, then the burden of such deficiency 
shall be equally borne by the upper basin and the lower basin, 
and whenever necessary the States of the upper division shall 
deliver at Lee Ferry water to supply one-half of the deficiency so 
recognized in addition to that provided in paragraph (d). 

“(d) The States of the upper division will not cause the flow of 
the river at Lee Ferry to be depleted below an aggregate of 
75,000,000 acre-feet for any period of 10 consecutive years reck- 
oned in continuing progressive series beginning with the first day 
of October next succeeding the ratification of this compact. 

“(e) The States of the upper division shall not withhold water, 
and the States of the lower division shall not require the delivery 
of water which can not reasonably be applied to domestic and 
agricultural uses. 

“(f) Further equitable apportionment of the beneficial uses of 
the waters of the Colorado River system unapportioned by para- 
graphs (a), (b), and (c) may be made in the manner provided 
in paragraph (g) at any time after October 1, 1963, if and when 
either basin shall have reached its total beneficial consumptive 
use as set out in paragraphs (a) and (b). 

“(g) In the event of a desire for a further apportionment, as 
provided in paragraph (f), any two signatory States, acting 
through their governors, may give joint notice of such desire to 
the governors of the other signatory States and to the President 
of the United States of America, and it shall be the duty of the 
governors of the signatory States and of the President of the 
United States of America forthwith to appoint representatives, 
whose duty it shall be to divide and apportion equitably between 
the upper basin and lower basin the beneficial use of the un- 
apportioned water of the Colorado River system, as mentioned in 
paragraph (f), subject to the legislative ratification of the signa- 
tory States and the Congress of the United States of America.” 
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Section 13 (a) of the Boulder Canyon project act approves 
(bill 74) the Colorado River compact and it is now effective. 

By the Boulder Canyon project act the Secretary of the Interior 
is authorized to construct a dam and incidental works in the 
main stream of the Colorado River at Black Canyon or Boulder 
Canyon to create a storage reservoir subject to the terms of the 
Colorado River compact. 

The Colorado River compact assures to the lower basin a mini- 
mum average flow of 7,500,000 acre-feet in the main stream of 
the Colorado River at Lee Ferry. According to the bill (p. 8) 
1,000,000 acre-feet enter the river between Lee Ferry and 
Dam, and this does not include water from the Gila River, which 
enters the Colorado River 10 miles below Laguna Dam. (Bill, 7.) 

Arizona is not forbidden to make additional appropriations of 
water at the present time or at any future time. 

The complainant alleges that there are numerous sites which 
are suitable for the construction, maintenance, and operation of 
dams and reseryoirs, the development of which would long since 
have commenced but for the passage of the Boulder Canyon proj- 
ect act (bill 12); but the only site which it names is at Black 
Canyon, on the boundary line between Arizona and Nevada (bill 
10); and the State does not show that it would be possible for 
anyone other than the United States to secure title to the land 
which would be used in the construction of a dam and reservoir 
at that site, nor that it would be possible for any permittee of the 
State of Arizona to construct a dam at that point or at any 
other point on the river where it constitutes a boundary between 
two States without the consent of a State which is a party to the 
Colorado River compact, and which presumably would not grant 
such consent except in furtherance of the purposes of the compact. 

The first section of the act (bill 58) declares that the law is 
enacted “for the purpose of controlling the floods, improving 
navigation, and regulating the flow of the Colorado River; pro- 
viding for storage and for the delivery of the stored waters thereof 
for reclamation of public lands and other beneficial uses ex- 
clusively within the United Státes; and for the generation of elec- 
trical energy as a means of making the poa herein authorized a 
self-sup g and financially solvent undertaking. * * *” 

Section 9 (bill 71) ordains: 

That all lands of the United States found by the Secretary of 
the Interior to be practicable of irrigation and reclamation by the 
irrigation works authorized herein shall be withdrawn from public 
entry.” 

The section then provides for the disposition of such lands in 
accordance with the provisions of the reclamation law. The com- 
plainant contends (bill 32) that the dam and reservoir which the 
act purports to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to construct 
is larger than is necessary for the reclamation of public lands. 
The complainant does not, however, deny that the United States 
purposes to use water from the reservoir for the reclamation of 
public lands. 

Arizona also contends that over the waters of this boundary 
stream, even where it has political jurisdiction only to the middle 
of the stream (Constitution of Arizona, Article I), it can maintain 
against other States and against the United States the same con- 
trol which it might maintain against its own citizens. These de- 
fendants submit that.as against other sovereignties the only right 
of the complainant is to a fair apportionment of the water; that 
that apportionment is best made by negotiation between the soy- 
ereignties; that the carrying out of the immediate plans of the 
compact States and of the United States will not deprive the 
State of Arizona of a fair share of the water. 

The State of Arizona is not a party to the compact or bound by 
its terms, nor is it deprived of any right to appropriate water of 
the Colorado River which it would possess if the Colorado River 
compact were not in existence. 

These defendants assert that by the construction of the Boul- 
der Canyon Reservoir waters will be conserved that otherwise 
would be lost to all the States of both basins, and a quan- 
tity of water will be made available for beneficial use in the 
lower basin, and a larger quantity retaiñed for use in the upper 
basin than if the reservoir were not built. 


Summary of argument 


These defendants state that the bill fails to present for adjudi- 
cation any case or controversy of which the court can take 
judicial cognizance, for the reason that the rights, against the 
alleged invasion of which the injunction is prayed for, are purely 
political rights, and such an issue is one in respect of which this 
court has always said it can not take judicial cognizance. 

Allegations in respect of nonnavigability of the Colorado River 
and the reclamation of public lands contained in the bill of com- 
plaint do not state any issuable fact, because such allegations 
are only entative statements made for the purpose of lay- 
ing the foundation for questioning the motives and p of 
Congress in enacting the Boulder Canyon project act, and it is 
not the province of the judicial branch of the Government to 
question the motives of the Congress. 

The complaint does not state facts sufficient to constitute a 
cause of action for the reason that the complainant is not a 
party to the Colorado River compact, and is not in a position to 
question its validity or constitutionality, since it can not affect 
the sovereignty of the State of Arizona. Arizona can not there- 
fore invoke the jurisdiction of this court for the purpose of 
construing the compact or the act of Congress approving the 
same and making it effective upon the property of the United 
States. 
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The Colorado River compact is valid and constitutional since 
the States have power to enter into compacts with other States 
or the United States with the consent of the Congress, which was 
obtained. The compact involves subject matter within the juris- 
diction of contracting States, and is binding upon States and the 
United States. 

The Boulder Canyon project act is constitutional. 

The bill is without equity, for the reason that complainant 
nowhere offers to do equity, offering to equitably apportion the 
waters of the river system with her sister States, 


Argument 


Bill of complaint does not present for adjudication any case or 
controversy of which the court can take judicial cognizance, 
or state a cause of action for relief in equity 


The complainant has joined the Secretary of the Interior with 
the six signatory States to the Colorado River compact as parties 
defendant to an original bill filed in this court and prays “ that 
the Colorado River compact and the Boulder Canyon project act, 
and each and every part thereof, be decreed to be unconstitu- 
tional, void, and of no effect, and that the defendants and each 
of them be enjoined and restrained from enforcing or carrying 
out said compact or said act or any of the provisions thereof.” 

These defendants assert that the bill fails in two respects; First, 
to present for adjudication any case or controversy of which the 
court can take judicial cognizance; and, second, to state any cause 
of action for equitable relief. 

The gravamen of the bill is that the Boulder Canyon project act 
is unconstitutional and void in that it— 

“Ts in excess of the powers granted to Congress by the Consti- 
tution of the United States (bill, p. 29), and that its effect, if 
carried into execution by the Secretary of the Interior, will result 
in an invasion of Arizona's sovereign jurisdiction and right to con- 
trol the water and other natural resources of said State; of its 
rights and those of its citizens, inhabitants, and other property 
owners to appropriate and use said water and other natural re- 
sources, and of its sovereign authority and right to levy and col- 
lect taxes upon businesses and property used in connection there- 
with which, but for th? operation of the act, would be developed 
and result in great increase in population, wealth, prosperity, 
and taxable resources of said State.” 

These allegations constitute the sum total of the allegations 
contained in the bill upon which the complainant relies for the 
statement of a cause of action for equitable relief against the 
enforcement of the Boulder Canyon project act, and are epitomized 
and specified with particularity in paragraph 28, pages 29, 30, and 
31, and paragraph 36, pages 38 and 39, which, read in connection 
with the prayer for relief at pages 39 and 40 of the bill, clearly 
identifies the kind of cause for relief in equity against the enforce- 
ment of the act upon which complainant has placed its whole 
reliance. 

These rights, against the alleged invasion of which the injunc- 
tion is prayed, are purely political rights, upon the existence and 
alleged injury to which the complainant attempts to raise a purely 
political issue. Such an issue is one in respect of which this 
honorable court has always said it can not take judicial cog- 
nizance. (State of Georgia v. Stanton, 6 Wall. 50; State of New 
Jersey v. Sargent, 269 U. S. 328; Massachusetts v. Mellon, 262 
U. S. 447; State of Texas v. Interstate Commerce Commission, 258 
U. S. 162; Muskrat v. United States, 219 U. S. 346, 361; Stearns v. 
Wood, 236 U. S. 75, 78.) 

Aside from these political rights, no private civil, personal, or 
property right of the State of Arizona or of anyone else is set 
forth in or sought to be protected from injury by the bill. 

While the bill alleges that the State owns lands the irrigation 
and reclamation of which will be defeated by the act, and that the 
act attempts to authorize the Secretary to utilize for public pur- 
poses the water and other natural resources of the State, it is 
apparent upon the face of the bill that said alleged rights, if ever 
to be effected by the operation of the act or compact at all, could 
possibly be affected the eby only incidentally and consequentially, 
and that, as stated by this honorable court in State of Georgia v. 
Stanton, supra: 

“This reference to property and statement concerning it are 
only by way of showing one of the grievances resulting from the 
threatened destruction of the State and in aggravation of it, not as 
a specific ground of relief. This matter of property is neither 
stated as an independent ground nor is it noticed at all in the 
prayers for relief. Indeed, the case as made in the bill would have 
stopped far short of the relief sought by the State and its main 
purpose and design could not be by restraining its remedial effect 
simply to the protection of the title and possession of its property. 
Such relief would have called for a very different bill from the one 
before us.” 

In addition to the foregoing allegations, scattered throughout 
the bill there are allegations from which the inference is to be 
drawn that the State of Arizona attempts to sue in behalf of its 
citizens, inhabitants, and property owners as parens patriae, 
although the only rights of such citizens, inhabitants, and prop- 
erty owners that the complainant would so protect are of the 
same public nature as those alleged by the State in its own 
behalf, and none of which could suffer any direct injury as the 
result of the execution of the Boulder Canyon project act or of 
the Colorado River compact. 

None of such citizens, inhabitants, or property owners are made 
parties to the action, On the contrary, Arizona attempts to 
represent them as parens patriae, but this it can not do for the 
reason that they are citizens, inhabitants, and property owners 
of the United States as well as of the State of Arizona, which for 
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that reason has no authority in such a case as this to assume to 
represent them in such a capacity. 

In Commonwealth of Massachusetts v. Mellon (262 U. S. 447; 
43 Sup. Ct. 597, p. 609), this court said: 

“While the State under some circumstances may sue in that 
capacity for the protection of its citizens (Missouri v. Illinois and 
Chicago District, 180 U. S, 208, 241), it is no part of its authority 
or power to enforce their rights in respect of their relations with 
the Federal Government. In that field the United States, and 
not the State, is representative parens patriae, when such repre- 
sentation becomes appropriate; to the former and not to the 
latter they must look for such protective measures as flow from 
that status.” 

It is therefore apparent that the question attempted to be 
presented, and the only question that could be presented for 
adjudication in connection with such a prayer for relief against 
the enforcement of such an act of Congress or compact between 
sovereign States, by the State of Arizona acting in its sovereign, 
governmental, and political capacity as a State is: “ Has Congress 
the power to legislate for the purposes declared in the act, and 
have the States the authority, with the consent of Congress, to 
enter into such a compact?”, because those questions are ques- 
tions which, as between the State of Arizona, acting in such a 
capacity, and the Congress, acting in its legislative capacity as a 
department of the United States Government, and the signatory 
States to the compact acting in their sovereign capacity as States 
of the Union, are purely political questions; for that reason they 
are questions of which courts can not take judicial cognizance. 

We therefore submit that the State of Arizona, not having 
attempted to state any cause of action for relief against the 
execution of either the Boulder Canyon project act or the Colorado 
River compact on the ground that they, or either of them, will 
violate any private, civil, personal, or property right of said State 
or of any person, corporation, citizen, or inhabitant thereof, the 
bill wholly fails to present for adjudication any case or controversy 
of which the court can take judicial cognizance or to state any 
cause for equitable relief whatever. In being so limited to an 
effort to secure political relief, the bill must be dismissed with 
prejudice for the reason that it furnishes nothing by which to 
anena pag could not possibly be amended without making a 
new A 

“A complainant can not be permitted, under the guise of an 
amendment, to make a new bill.” (U. S. v. Whitted, 245 Fed. 
629; Shields v. Barrow, 17 Howard 130.) 


Allegations in respect of the navigability of the Colorado River 
and the reclamation of public lands Á 


At pages 6, 7, 31, and 32 the bill contains allegations concern- 
ing the navigability of the Colorado River and the reclamation 
of public lands, which, instead of having been made for the pur- 
pose of stating a cause of action for equitable relief against the 
enforcement or carrying out of the act of Congress or the 6-State 
compact, are, without equivocation, made for the distinct pur- 
pose of questioning the motives and purposes of Congress in 
enacting the Boulder Canyon project act. 

This purpose is distinctly alleged with certainty on pages 31 and 
32 of the bill, as follows: 

“The recital in said act that the purpose thereof is the im- 
provement of navigation and the reclamation of public lands is 
a mere subterfuge and false pretense. That the improvement of 
navigation is not the purpose of said act is evident from the 
fact that the Colorado River is not navigable, etc. * * » 
That the reclamation of public land is not the purpose of said 
act is evident from the fact that 75 per cent of all land which 
will or can be reclaimed or benefited by the construction of the 
dam * œ» is privately owned land, etc.” (Bill, pp. 31, 32.) 

These are the conclusions which the complainant has drawn 
from the allegations respecting navigability and reclamation to 
which reference is had, and we res y submit that they 
state the purpose and intent of the allegations in words too plain 
to leave any room for misinterpretation. 

That said allegations do not state any issuable fact and that 
they were not intended to state a cause of action or even re- 
motely relied upon as a ground of relief, we submit, is rendered 
doubly apparent by the further facts appearing on the face of 
the bill: 

(1) Neither the nonnavigability of the Colorado River nor any 
lack of reclaimable public lands are included within any of the 
alleged reasons upon which the complainant relies, and which 
it has specified with particularity at pages 29, 30, and 31 of the 
bill as the grounds upon which it bases the allegation that: 

“Sald Boulder Canyon project act is in excess of the powers 
granted to Congress by the Constitution of the United States and 
is unconstitutional and void.” (Bill, p. 29.) 

This and the other allegations on pages 29, 30, and 31, and 
pages 38 and 39 of the bill to which we have referred above, raise 
a distinct, and the only, issue raised in the bill by which the 
complainant even attempts to question the constitutionality of, 
or upon which it in any sense relies for an injunction against 
the enforcement of, the Boulder Canyon project act. 

(2) The allegations at said pages 6 and 7 of the bill to which 
we refer in this discussion state, substance, that— 

“There are numerous rapids, cataracts, and other natural ob- 
structions, because of which, and because of the great fall and 
rapid flow of said river, navigation thereof in Arizona and on the 
boundary between Arizona and Nevada has always been and is 
now utterly impossible.” (Bill, p. 7.) 
and that between Arizona and California and Arizona and Mexico 
the river is obstructed by sand bars, silt, Laguna Dam, the diver- 
sion of waters for irrigation and other purposes, and that— 
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“Because of said conditions said river has never been, and 1s 
not now, a navigable river.” (Bill, p. 8.) 

Our motion to dismiss admits any facts well pleaded by the 
complainants and all reasonable inferences to be drawn there- 
from, but it does not admit the arguments it has made nor the 
conclusions it has seen fit to draw from such facts as it has alleged, 
(U. S. v. Des Moines, etc., Co., 142 U. S. 544; Demaison v. Thomas 
Mfg. Co., 94 Fed. 654.) 

But are the facts to which we referred above well pleaded; do 
they raise any issue of fact whatever? We submit that clearly 
they do not for the following reasons: 

Any one or all of the obstructions alleged in the bill may exist 
in fact without rendering the river a nonnavigable stream in 
that it may be susceptible of navigation regardless of any or all 
of the said natural or artificial obstructions. (Economy Light Co. 
v. U. S., 256 U. S. 121. 122; St. Anthony Falls v. St. Paul, etc., Co., 
168 U. S. 349; The Montello, 20 Wall. 430, 440-443; The Daniel Ball, 
10 Wall. 557; U. S. v. Chandler-Dunbar Co., 229 U. S. 53.) 

The facts that the river is not navigable in its entirety or that 
obstructing falls or rapids may be of such a nature as to defeat 
navigation in places does not render such a stream a nonnavigable 
stream if it can be used for purposes of commerce above or below 
such falls or rapids. Neither is the existence of silt, soft mud, 
or sand bars the true criterion by which the navigability or non- 
navigability of a stream is to be determined. (41 C. J. 413, 414; 
St. Anthony Falls Co. v. Minneapolis Co., 168 U. S. 349; Economy 
L. & P. Co. v. United States, 256 Fed. 792, affirmed, 256 U. S. 113; 
Hubbard et al. v. Fort et al., 188 Fed. 987; Western Union Co. v. 
Inman, 43 Fed. 85; The Stearns Dredge, 222 Fed. 576.) 

Therefore, the allegations of this bill amount to nothing more 
than that the Colorado River is not a navigable stream. Even 
stronger allegations respecting the navigability of a stream were 
made in Walker v. Allen (72 Ala. 456), wherein the Alabama court 
said: 

“The bill contained no more than an averment that the stream 
is a navigable rive. The bill avers consequently a legal 
conclusion omitting an averment of the facts from which it can 
be drawn by the court. Such an averment is insufficient and 
renders the bill obnoxious to the first of the causes of demurrer.” 

In respect of the reclamation of public lands the allegations of 
the bill consist only of a statement of fact to the effect: 

“That the reclamation of public lands is not the purpose of 
said act is evident from the fact that 75 per cent of all land which 
will or can be reclaimed or benefited by the construction of the 
dam, etc., is privately owned land (etc.).” 

Instead of raising any issue in respect of reclamation, this 
allegation constitutes an admission that there are public lands to 
be reclaimed and benefited by the construction of the dam or 
reservoir. Consequently, we submit that it is apparent upon the 
face of the bill that no issuable fact, either in respect of the 
navigability of the Colorado River or the reclamation of public 
lands, is raised by the bill and that in respect of both navigability 
and the reclamation of public lands the allegations of the bill 
consist only in argumentative statements made for the purpose of 
laying a foundation for the conclusions that: “(a) Because of said 
conditions, said river has never been and is not now a navigable 
river” (bill, p. 7); and that (b) “the recital in said act that 
the purpose thereof is the improvement of navigation and the 
reclamation of public land is a mere subterfuge and false pre- 
tense.” (Bill, p. 31.) We are therefore brought to the conclusion 
that in so far as these allegations are concerned, the bill does not 
even contemplate the statement of a cause of action or of an issue 
of fact relied upon by the complainant as a ground for relief in 
equity, but that these allegations in respect of the navigability of 
the stream and the reclamation of public lands were made for the 
sole purpose and with the specific intent of laying a foundation 
for questioning the motives and purposes of Congress in enacting 
the Boulder Canyon project act. But, as this honorable court 
said in Smith v. Kansas City Title Co. (255 U. S. 210): 

“Nothing is better settled by the decisions of this court than 
when Congress acts within the limits of its constitutional au- 
thority, it is not the province of the judicial branch of the Gov- 
ernment. to question its motives.” 

(3) Even had said allegations in of the navigability of 
the Colorado River been so pleaded that they might have, in fact, 
raised an issue of fact in respect of the navigability of the stream, 
the actual facts of which this honorable court can take judicial 
notice are that said stream is a navigable stream in fact and in 
law, as is abundantly exemplified in the brief of the Solicitor Gen- 
eral, In such circumstances, had the complainant raised an issue 
of fact in respect of the navigability of the river, any such allega- 
tions would have to be arded for the reason that they 
would not be in accord with the actual facts of which the court 
could take judicial notice. (Jones v. United States, 137 U. S. 202.) 

(4) Section I of the Boulder Canyon project act declares the 
purposes of Congress in its enactment to be “improving naviga- 
tion, * * + reclamation of public lands (etc.).” This declara- 
tion of purpose haying been made by Congress itself in enacting 
the statute, the court is bound by the conclusive presumption that 
any facts essential to the validity of the act did, in fact, exist at 
the time of its enactment and that if any special finding of those 
facts was required to warrant the passage of the act, for the pur- 
poses of this case, the fact that Congress enacted the statute and 
in so doing declared its purpose to be the improvement of nayi- 
gation, is the equivalent of such a finding. (U. S. v. Des Moines, 
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142 U. S. 544, 545; Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co. v. 
Matthews, 174 U. S. 104; 6 R. C. L. 112, 113, 114.) 


The complaint is so fatally defective as to require dismissal with 
prejudice 

The cause of action actually attempted to be alleged in the bill, 
being one questioning the constitutionality of an act of Congress 
by claiming rights which are merely political, and of which the 
court can not take judicial cognizance, is fatally defective and can 
not be amended to state a cause of action for the protection of 
private, civil, personal, or property rights for the reason that such 
a cause of action would make a new bill. 

We submit that this conclusion is inevitable because of the fact 
that, having attempted to state a cause of action questioning the 
constitutionality of the act upon the distinct theory that “ Said act 
is in excess of the powers granted to Congress by the Constitution ” 
and that its effect, if enforced, would be to invade its political 
rights, the complainant thereby attempted to present to this hon- 
orable court for adjudication a political issue of which it can not 
take judicial cognizance, without even attempting to question the 
constitutionality of the act upon the ground that, notwithstanding 
the unquestioned power of Congress to improve navigation, it 
abused that power by assuming to enact the Boulder Canyon 
project act for the declared purpose of improving the navigability 
of the Colorado River when, in fact, it “is not now and has never 
been a navigable river.” Such a cause of action would be one to 
question the constitutionality of the act upon a ground which 
would involve a question of fact of which the court can not take 
judicial notice and that question of fact one which would be 
entirely in conflict with the declared purpose of Congress in enact- 
ing the statute by which, as shown hereinbefore, the court is con- 
clusively bound to take judicial notice as a matter of law. There- 
fore, we are again brought to the conclusion that the bill can not, 
by way of amendment, be made to state such a new cause of action. 


The Boulder Canyon project act is constitutional 


The defendant States assert the constitutionality of the act, but, 
except for the provisions relating to the compact, do not argue the 
question because it is presented in the brief of the Government. 
Sections 8 (a), 13 (b), (c) and (d) of the act (bill, 70, 75), impress- 
ing upon the management of the Boulder Canyon project and its 
water users the interbasinal division of water made by the compact 
and regulating the use of the public lands of the two basins, are 
valid as an exercise of the constitutional power of the Congress to 
regulate the use and to dispose of the property of the United 
States. (Constitution, Article IV, sec. 3; Irvine v. Marshall, 20 How. 
558, 561-562; Gibson v. Choteau, 13 Wall. 92, 99; Camfield v. United 
States, 167 U. S. 518-524, 525-526; Stearns v. Minnesota, 179 U. S. 
223, 250; Butte City Water Co. v. Baker, 196 U. S. 119, 126; Kansas 
v. Colorado, 206 U. S. 46, 92; Light v. United States, 220 U. S. 523, 
536-537; United States v. Midwest Oil Co., 236 U. S. 459, 475; Utah 
Power & Light Co. v. United States, 243 U. S. 389, 403-405; Oregon 
& California Railroad Co. v. United States, 243 U. S. 549, 553; 
McKelvey v. United States, 260 U. S. 353, 358-359; United States v. 
Alford, 274 U. S. 264, 267; Sinclair v. United States, 279 U. S. 263, 
297; United States v. Hanson (C. C. A.) 167 Fed. 881, 883-884.) 


Arizona is not a party to the Colorado River compact and is not 
in a position to question its validity or constitutionality 

The Colorado River compact forms the basis for the future com- 
prehensive development of the resources of the Colorado River 
system. The Boulder Canyon project is but one unit of that ulti- 
mate development. The compact was formulated by commis- 
sioners for the seven Colorado River States, including Arizona, and 
by a representative of the United States, pursuant to previous con- 
sent of Congress. (42Stat.L.171). The inducing causes are stated 
in the appendix. It was ratified by all the signatories, except 
Arizona, in 1923. 

Arizona having taken no action and flood conditions requiring 
prompt relief, thereafter the six approving States, by special acts 
of their legislatures, agreed to make the compact effective with 
respect to the six approving States, and Congress, by section 13 of 
the Boulder Canyon project act (bill 74), approved the compact, 
concurred in the special agreement and made the compact effective 
upon property of the United States within the Colorado River 
Basin. 


This action by the United States and the six approving States 
did not and could not affect the sovereignty of the State of Arizcna 
(Stearns v. Minnesota, 179 U. S. 223, 244-245) nor make that State 
& party to the compact, and was without prejudice to the rights 
of that State hereafter to become a party by approval of the 
compact, to remain without the compact or to take other action 
as the State might be advised. 

The State of Arizona is not a party to the compact nor to the 
special agreement making the compact effective upon a 6-state 
basis. The State is not in a position to question the validity of 
the compact, to assert that the compact is unconstitutional or to 
inyoke the jurisdiction of this court for the purpose of construing 
the compact. 


The Colorado River compact is valid and constitutional 


The State of Arizona asserts that the Colorado River compact 
is void and unconstitutional. Assuming, but not conceding, that 
the State is in a position to raise that question, the charge is with- 
out merit. The compact is n to prevent litigation, strife, 
and turmoil throughout the entire Colorado River Basin and for 
protection of the future development and general welfare of the 
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six approving States. It assures harmonious cooperation between 
Federal and State Governments. It is a valid agreement among six 
States of the Union, approved by the Congress and concluded by 
the approving States in the exercise of their inherent sovereignty, 
in conformity with the Constitution. The inducing causes and the 
facts surrounding its negotiation and conclusion are stated in the 
appendix. 

The compact is not to be questioned upon the ground that the 
signatories are States admitted since the adoption of the Consti- 
tution. Equality of the States of the Union, original and new, is 
indisputable. The States last to be admitted possess all the 
powers, dominion, and sovereignty belonging to each of the origi- 
nal 13. (Scott v. Lattig, 227 U. S. 229, 242; Kansas v. Colorado, 
206 U. S. 46, 97; Coyle v. Smith, 221 U. S. 553.) 

The States have power to enter into compacts or agreements 
with other States or with the United States. (Poole v. Fleeger, 11 
Pet. 185, 209-210; Ib. (Baldwin, J.) Appendix to 11 Pet. 170a, 
174-176; Rhode Island v. Massachusetts, 12 Pet. 657, 725-731; 
Stearns v. Minnesota, 179 U. S. 223, 245; Virginia v. Tennessee, 
148 U. S. 503; Holmes v. Jennison, 14 Pet. 540, 570; Washington v. 
Oregon, 214 U. S. 205, 218; United States v. Texas, 143 U. S. 621, 
646; 162 U. S. 1.) 

“A State may make a compact with all the States, constituting 
as one body the Nation,” the public lands and other 

roperty of the United States, at the time of admission of the 

tate. (Stearns v. Minnesota, 179 U. S. 223, 244-245.) Such was 
the compact between Arizona and the United States in the act of 
admission (enabling act; act of June 20, 1910, c. 310, sec. 28; 36 
Stat. 557, 575), under which the United States subsequently 
reserved the Colorado River Canyon in Arizona for power purposes. 

Article I, section 10, paragraph 3, of the Constitution provides: 

“No State shall without consent of Congress * * * enter 
-into any agreement or compact with another State.” 

Such consent having been obtained, the States are “in this 
respect restored to their original inherent sovereignty; such con- 
sent being the sole limitation imposed by the Constitution, when 
given, left the States as they were before whereby their 
compacts became of binding force * * operating with the 
same effect as a treaty between sovereign powers and become 
conclusive upon all the subjects and citizens thereof, and bind 
their rights.” (Rhode Island v. Massachusetts, 12 Pet. 657, 725. 
See Poole v. Fleeger, 11 Pet. 185, 209-210.) 

Consent of Congress may be obtained either before or after 
conclusion of the 2 ae! and may be express or implied. (Whar- 
ton v. Wise, 153 U. S. 155, 168, 159; Virginia v. Tennessee, 148 
U. S. 503, 521, 525; Virginia v. West Virginia, 11 Wall. 39; Pennsyl- 
vania v. , etc., Co., 13 How. 518; Rhode Island v. Massa- 
chusetts, 12 Pet. 657, 725; Poole v. Fleeger, 11 Pet. 185, 209-210; 
Ib. (Baldwin, J.) Appendix to 11 Pet. 170 a, 174-176; Green v. 
Biddle, 8 Wheat. 1, 86. 

No form of compact is required. As in the present case a 
compact may be in form of a writing subscribed by the agreeing 
States, or in form of concurrent legislation or by any other 
method. The Colorado River compact, co of an approved 
written document and concurring acts of the legislatures of the 
six approving States and of the Congress, constitutes a valid com- 
pact even though the 1 used in the several acts may vary. 
Olin v. Perry Kitzmiller (259 U. S. 260); Wharton v. Wise (153 U. 
S. 155, 168); Virginia v. Tennessee (148 U. S. 503, 517); Washing- 
ton v. Oregon (214 U. S. 205, 218); Rhode Island v, Massachusetts 
(12 Pet. 657, 725-731); Holmes v. Jennison (14 Pet. 540, 570). 

The compact involves subject matter within the jurisdiction of 
the contracting States, and a valid and constitutional exercise of 
their sovereignty. Wyoming v. Colorado (259 U. S. 419); Hudson 
Water Co. v. McCarter (209 U. S. 349, 354-357; 70 N. J. Eq. 695, 
717); Kansas v. Colorado (185 U. S. 125; 206 U. S. 46); Georgia 
v. Tennessee Copper Co. (206 U. S. 230, 237-238); Richey, etc., Co. 
v. Miller & Lux (218 U. S. 258); Missouri v. Illinois (180 U. S. 208; 
200 U. S. 496); Gutierres v. Albuquerque L. & L. Co. (188 U. S. 
545, 552, 553); Shively v. Bowlby (152 U. S. 1). 

The act of Congress (42 Stat. L. 171) consents that the Colo- 
rado River States may “negotiate and enter into a compact or 
agreement * * * providing for an equitable division and 
apportionment among said States of the water supply of the 
Colorado River and of the streams tributary thereto.” 

The Colorado River compact was concluded November 24, 1922, 
pursuant to said act. Section 13, of the Boulder Canyon project 
act (bill, p. 74) unconditionally approves the compact, to be effec- 
tive upon either a 6-State or a 7-State basis. The State of 
Arizona may accept or reject the compact, at its election, but 
the compact is now effective among the six approving States and 
the United States. Appropriations of funds by Congress since ap- 
proval of the compact have “signified the consent of that body 
to its validity.” Green v. Biddle (8 Wheat. 1, 26). 

The compact binds the United States, its rights “in or to the 
waters of the Colorado River and its tributaries,” and its_prop- 
erty within the Colorado River drainage. See section 13, para- 
graphs b, c, and d, Boulder Canyon project act (bill, 75). It 
binds and is conclusive upon the six approving States, their citi- 
zens and inhabitants and their rights and property within the 
Colorado River Basin, Rhode Island v. Massachusetts (12 Pet., 
657, 725); Kansas v. Colorado (206 U. S. 46, 98); Georgia v. Ten- 
nessee Copper Co. (206 U. S. 230, 237-238); Richey & Co. v. Miller 
& Lux (218 U. S. 258, 261); Virginia v. Tennessee (148 U. S. 503, 
525). 

Rights vesting under the compact are protected from impair- 
ment by the Constitution. Olin v. Perry Kitzmiller (259 U. S. 
260); Green v. Biddle (8 Wheat. 1); Hawkins v. Barney (5 Pet. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


FEBRUARY 11 


457); Stearns v. Minnesota (179 U. S. 223); Pennsylvania v. 
Wheeling, etc., Bridge Co. (13 How. 518); Tucker v. Ferguson (22 
Wall. 143, 155). 

The compact is conclusive with respect to the subject matter. 
Its construction is a judicial question. Poole v. Fleeger (11 Pet. 
185, 209-210; Ib. (Baldwin, J.), Appendix to 11 Pet. pp. 170 a., 
175-176); Rhode Island v. Massachusetts (12 Pet. 657, 725); Sim 
v. Irvine (3 Dall, 425, 454); Marlatt v. Silk (11 Pet 1, 2, 18); Bur- 
ton v. Williams (3 Wheat. 529, 533). As stated in Mariatt v. Silk, 
supra: 

“The question arises under, and is to be decided by, a compact 
between two States where, therefore, the rule of decision is not to 
be collected from the decisions of either State but is one, if we 
may so speak, of an international character,” 

The compact was negotiated and concluded with consent of 
the Congress and the Congress thereafter approved it. It is effec- 
tive among competent signatories and treats of subject matter 
within their jurisdiction. It is valid and constitutional. 


The Colorado River compact works no injury to the State of 
Arizona 


The State of Arizona has not approved the compact and is not 
bound by its provisions. The enforcement of the compact among 
the approving States will not injure the State of Arizona. 

The allegations of injury by the compact are set forth in Para- 
graph XIV of the bill of complaint (pp. 16-19). The first two 
refer to alleged needs of that State, without regard to the actual 
needs of the other States where the river has its origin, and to 
alleged errors in the partial allocation of water to the two basins 
by the compact. The statements partial allocations 
are incomplete and inaccurate and do not reveal how, if at all, the 
provisions referred to could work injury to that State. 

The next allegation complains of inclusion of the Gila River 
and its tributaries as a part of the Colorado River system. The 
Gila is one of the most important of the many tributaries of the 
Colorado River. It contributes its supply to the common water 
fund at Yuma, several miles above the diversion works of the 
enormous Imperial Valley Canal, which serves the lands in both 
the United States and Mexico. Its sources are in the State of 
New Mexico, and there is nothing to distinguish the Gila from the 
Green, the Grand, the San Juan, or any other tributary. Allega- 
tions that its water to quite an extent are used within the State 
of Arizona and that it is desirable that the waters be there first 
used in no manner change its tributary character or reveal wherein 
the compact injures the State. The compact is inoperative as 
regards that State, and it will so remain until approved by the 
State legislature. 

Lastly, it is complained that the compact permits the party 
States to use some part of the allocated waters upon territory 
outside the drainage basin of the Colorado River system. Such 
diversions and uses are universally permitted throughout the 
Western States where irrigation is practiced. Wyoming v. Colo- 
rado, 259 U. S. 419, 466. 

The bill is without equity for the reason that therein the 

complainant nowhere offers to do equity 


In total disregard of the definitely stated principles of inter- 
state common law heretofore enumerated by this honorable court 
in Kansas v. Colorado, Wyoming v. Colorado, and in other cases, 
the State of Arizona asserts the need, the sovereign power and 
right, and the definite intention to appropriate and use all of 
the waters of the Colorado River flowing through said State for 
the benefit of itself, its citizens, inhabitants, and other property 
owners to the exclusion of the necessities and rights of her sister 
States through which the river flows. She offers no hope of any 
equitable apportionment of said waters as between herself and her 
sister States in the event her prayer for relief should be granted; 
and for this reason we respectfully submit that this is a suit for 
equitable relief, and therefore one in which the maxim, “ He who 
seeks equity must do equity,” calls for specific application. 

Conclusion 


Wherefore for the reasons hereinbefore set forth these defend- 
ants respectfully submit that the bill of complaint be dismissed. 
Respectfully submitted. 
JOHN S. UNDERWOOD, 
Attorney General of Colorado. 
E. K. NEUMANN, 
Attorney General of New Mexico. 
Gray MASHBURN, 
Attorney General of Nevada, 


BANNISTER, 
Of Counsel for Colorado, 
Francis C. WILSON, 

Of Counsel for New Mexico. 


APPENDIX 


THE COLORADO RIVER COMPACT, HISTORY AND INCLUDING CAUSES 


The Colorado River and the flood conditions which necessitate 
its control are discussed in appendices A and B of the Solicitor 
General. From these and references herein, it appears: 

The entire river system drains an arid region where otherwise 
fertile valleys and mesas require the artificial application of waters 
to sustain life and agriculture. Use of the waters is necessary to 
the life, health, prosperity, and general welfare of the people of the 
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States where such waters originate, and to the development of 
the region, the growth of cities and institutions, and to the sup- 
port of government. 

The drainage basin naturally is divided into two regions or 
basins, termed the “ Upper Basin” and the “ Lower Basin.” The 
point of convenient demarkation between the two basins is Lee 
Ferry in northern Arizona, located at the head of the Grand 
Canyon and below those streams contributing to the river within 
the upper region. These two regions differ in soil, climate, and 
other characteristics. The Upper Basin is traversed by many 
valleys of varying magnitude and is characterized by progressive 
development conforming to the overcoming of natural obstacles 
and to improvement in transportation. In the Lower Basin 
streams of erratic flow traverse desert areas, but the lands are 
more accessible and natural conditions favor a more rapid develop- 
ment. 

The results of investigations by the Reclamation Service, subse- 
quent to the break of the river into the Salton Sea in 1905, were 
brought to the attention of the people of the seven Colorado River 
States. It was evident that complete control of the flow of the 
waters of the river by reservoirs was essential to satisfactory solu- 
tion of Lower Colorado River problems, The investigations re- 
vealed that substantially all the flow of the Colorado River above 
the mouth of the Gila could be controlled by an immense reser- 
voir at or near Boulder Canyon, to be later supplemented by other 
reservoirs upon the main stream and tributaries above that point. 
But to render feasible the construction of a gigantic control reser- 
voir at Boulder Canyon it would be necessary to beneficially use 
all the waters there impounded for power, irrigation, municipal, 
and other purposes Such beneficial use of all the waters of the 
river might give rise to monopolistic adverse claims as against 
the entire Upper Basin and might interfere with and there prevent 
future expansion of development. 

The compact was concluded to solve this, and other problems 
respecting future development of the river system. 

The history of the origin of the compact and the inducing 
causes are stated in Report of Hearings Senate Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation, Sixty-ninth Congress, first session, re 
Colorado River Basin, pages 312-313, 663-679; and in Report of 
Colorado River Commissioner for Colorado, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
December 14, 1928, Seventieth Congress, pages 601-610. 

From these sources it appears: 

In necessary self-defense the States of the upper basin opposed 
any and all further major developments, by reservoirs or other- 
wise, along the river in the lower basin, until protection was 
afforded future development within the upper basin. There were 
assurances that the water supply of the river is ample to supply 
all present and future needs, if controlled by storage, and that no 
injury need result from construction of Boulder Canyon Reservoir 
and from uses of waters thereby. But former assertions of adverse 
claims resulting from uses of water by means of reservoirs upon 
interstate streams caused a demand for adequate protection to the 
States of origin from adverse claims on behalf of the beneficiary 
States of the lower river. (Report of hearings, supra, pp. 664-665, 
695-700; 312.) 

A series of conferences followed between representatives of the 
interested States and Federal officials. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
December 14, 1928, 70th Cong., pp. 601-610.) The first was at 
Salt Lake City, January 18-21, 1919. The Governor of Utah pre- 
sided and resolutions were adopted favoring first development at 
the head waters of the Colorado River system, stating: 

“The history of irrigation throughout the world has shown 
that the greatest duty of water is had by first using it upon the 
upper reaches of the stream and continuing the use progressively 
downward. In other words, ‘The water should first be captured 
and used, while it is young,’ for it can then be recaptured as it 
returns from the performance of its duties and thus be used over 
and over again.” 

Similar conferences subsequently were held at Los Angeles where 
similar resolutions were adopted. 

August 25-27, 1920, representatives of the States of Arizona, 
California, Colorado, Nevada, New Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming and 
Federal officials met at Denver. The governors of several of the 
States participated and the Governor of Arizona presided. The 
resolutions adopted reaffirmed the principles announced in the 
resolutions adopted at the Salt Lake and Los Angeles conferences. 
But, after reciting that, from information presented by the Di- 
rector of the Bureau of Reclamation of the United States, the 
water supply of the Colorado River drainage is sufficient to supply 
the present necessities of all the States whose territory is involved 
and that all present and future interference with development 
upon or from the upper reaches of the stream should be avoided,” 
the following resolution was adopted: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this conference that the pres- 
ent and future rights of the several States whose territory is in 
whole or in part included within the drainage area of the Colorado 
River, and the rights of the United States, to the use and benefit 
of the waters of said stream and its tributaries, should be settled 
and determined by compact or agreement between said States and 
the United States, with consent of Congress, and that the legis- 
latures of said States be requested to authorize the appointment 
of a commissioner for each of said States for the purpose of enter- 
ing into such compact or agreement for subsequent ratification 
and approval by the legislature of each of said States and the 
Congress of the United States.” (Report of commissioner, supra, 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 601-605.) 


At the 1921 sessions of their legislatures the seven Colorado 
River States authorized the appointment of commissioners for the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


4573 


purpose of negotiating a compact respecting the waters of the 
Colorado River and its tributaries. Commissioners having been 
named for each of the States, the governors and commissioners 
met at Denver May 10, 1921, and adopted resolutions requesting 
Congress to authorize and the President to appoint a representa- 
tive for the United States to participate in the negotiations and 
directing that the resolutions be laid before the President and the 
Congress by the governors of the seven States. The resolutions 
were presented to the President May 19, 1921. 

The resolutions are set forth in full in the report of the Colo- 
rado River commissioner for Colorado (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
December 14, 1928, 70 Cong., pp. 601-608). The statement accom- 
panying the resolutions reads, in part: 

“The object of the pending legislation is to permit a settlement 
respecting the future utilization and disposition of the waters of 
the Colorado River and of the streams tributary thereto by com- 
pact between the States of Arizona, California, Colorado, Nevada, 
New Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming. 

“The object is to determine the respective rights of the States 
to the use and disposition of the waters of this great river prior 
to any further large construction or extensive utilization of these 
waters in order that the rights of the States and the Government 
may be settled and determined in advance of construction and 
before interstate or other controversies may arise.” 

Congress promptly consented to the proposed compact to pro- 
vide for “an equitable division and apportionment among said 
States of the water supply of the Colorado River and of the 
streams tributary thereto, upon condition that a suitable person, 
who shall be appointed by the President of the United States, shall 
participate in said negotiations as the representative of and for 
the protection of the interests of the United States” and there- 
after make report to Congress. 

The act of Congress was approved August 19, 1921, and the 
President later named Herbert Hoover as the representative of 
the United States upon the commission. 

The Colorado River compact was concluded at Santa Fe, N. Mex., 
November 24, 1922, after protracted negotiations and a number of 
public hearings in the region involved. The seven Colorado River 
States (including Arizona) were signatories. 

The compact was submitted to the legislatures of the seven 
States at the 1923 sessions and was approved and ratified by all 
except the Legislature of Arizona. (Report of hearings, Senate Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation, supra, pp. 312-313.) 

Failure of Arizona to ratify the compact delayed proceedings for 
the ultimate construction of works for flood protection to lands, 
property, and cities in both Arizona and California. The immi- 
nence of the flood peril prompted the introduction of bills before 
Co to authorize the construction of Boulder Canyon Dam 
without awaiting approval of the compact by Arizona, and caused 
great pressure to be brought to bear upon the upper Colorado 
River States and upon their Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress to authorize the construction of the reservoir ro the 
protection which the compact would afford. 

The reservation of the Colorado River Canyon in Ariana for 
power purposes by the United States, pursuant to the compact 
between the United States and the State of Arizona in the act 
admitting the State to the Union (enabling act; act of June 20, 
1910, ch. 310, sec. 28; 36 Stat. 557, 575) gave the United States 
control of the canyon in Arizona. This reservation, if subjected 
to the Colorado River compact, would become a source of protec- 
tion to the upper States as regards future claims from users of 
water below Lee Ferry. This was a factor in the proceedings 
subsequent to 1923. (Report of hearings, Senate Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation, supra, pp. 639, 601, 708.) 

Article XI of the compact requires approval by the legislatures 
of the seven signatory States. A special agreement among the 
six approving States was necessary to make the compact effective 
among those States without prejudice to the right of the State of 
Arizona to proceed as that State might elect. Such a special 
agreement was made among California, Colorado, Nevada, New 
Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming by concurrent legislation at the 1925 
and subsequent session of their legislatures. (Report of hearings, 
Senate Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation, supra, pp. 312- 
313, 679-680, 683-687; and Congress enacted similar legislation by 
sec, 13, Boulder Canyon project act, bill, p. 74.) The act of Con- 
gress also impressed the compact upon the reservations and prop- 
erty of the United States in the Colorado River Basin, including 
the Colorado River Canyon in Arizona. (Bill, sec. 13b, 13c, 13d, 
p. 75.) 

The compact is efective among the six approving States, and 
the United States has approved it and made it efective upon 
either a 6-State or a 7-State basis. 


The compact 


(Bill, page 50) 


The major purposes of the Colorado River compact are thus 
stated in Article I: 

“The major purposes of this compact are to provide for the 
equitable division and apportionment of the use of the waters of 
the Colorado River system; to establish the relative importance of 
different beneficial uses of water; to promote interstate comity; to 
remove causes of present and future controversies, and to secure 
the expeditious agricultural and industrial development of the 
Colorado River Basin, the storage of its waters, and the protection 
of life and property from floods. To these ends the Colorado Basin 
is divided into two basins, and an apportionment of the use of 
part of the water of the Colorado River system is made to each of 
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them with the provision that further equitable apportionment may 
be made.” 

Article II defines the Colorado River system to mean “that por- 
tion of the Colorado River and its tributaries within the United 
States of America.” 

The Colorado River Basin is divided into an “upper basin” and 
a “lower basin.” The upper basin to include those parts of Ari- 
zona, Colorado, New Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming “ within and from 
which waters naturally drain into the Colorado River system above 
Lee Ferry, and also all parts of said States located without the 
drainage area of the Colorado River system which are now or shall 
hereafter be beneficially served by waters diverted from the system 
above Lee Ferry.” The lower basin to include all similar portions 
of the territory of Arizona, California, Nevada, New Mexico, and 
Utah below Lee Ferry. The Gila River drainage is a principal part 
of the lower basin. 

“ Beneficial consumptive use” is made the basis of apportion- 
ment. A considerable part of the waters diverted and used within 
the drainage basin of the river system returns for further use and 
reuse, while waters diverted and used upon territory outside the 
drainage basin are wholly “ consumed" as regards further benefits 
to the river system. (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, December 14, 1928, 
pp. 608-610.) The latter class includes such diversions as those 
made for use in the Imperial Valley region, which drains into the 
Salton Sea, or those made by tunnels, aqueducts, and canals 
through or over the divides such as the tunnel diversions in Colo- 
rado and Utah or the proposed aqueduct to southern California 
cities. Apportionment of the waters of the Colorado River system 
was made by the compact upon the basis of waters to be consumed 
by each basin.” 

Article III allocates and apportions in perpetuity to the upper 
basin the “ exclusive beneficial consumptive use of 7,500,000 acre- 
feet of water per annum, which shall include all water necessary 
for the supply of any rights which may now exist.” The same 
apportionment is made to the lower basin and, in addition thereto, 
“the lower basin is hereby given the right to increase its beneficial 
consumptive use of such waters by 1,000,000 acre-feet per annum.” 
In other words, the total apportionment to the lower basin is 
8,500,000 acre-feet per annum. 

Respecting the international burden, the compact provides that 
“if, as a matter of international comity, the United States of 
America shall hereafter recognize in the United States of Mexico 
any right to the use of any waters of the Colorado River system, 
such waters shall be supplied first from the waters which are 
surplus over and above the aggregate of the quantities” appor- 
tioned to the upper basin and the lower basin and “ if such surplus 
shall prove insufficient for this purpose, then the burden of such 
deficiency shall be equally borne by the upper basin and the lower 
basin, and whenever necessary the States of the upper division 
shall deliver at Lee Ferry water to supply one-half of the deficiency 
so ” in addition to the flow at Lee Ferry guaranteed to 
the lower basin by the next provision of the compact. 

The.balance of water supply between the two basins is preserved 
by a guaranty by the upper basin States that they will not cause 
the flow of the river at Lee Ferry to be depleted below an aggre- 
gate of 75,000,000 acre-feet for any period of 10 consecutive years, 
reckoned in continuing progressive series. This guaranty has no 
direct relation to the aggregate allocation of 8,500,000 acre-feet 
per annum to the lower basin, which is to be supplied out of that 
part of the whole Colorado River system within the lower basin. 

Calls for and deliveries of water are to be confined to needs for 
agricultural and domestic purposes. 

Further equitable apportionment of the remaining unallocated 
waters of the entire Colorado River among the seven Colo- 
rado River States after 40 years is provided in the last two para- 
graphs of Article III. 

Article IV makes use of waters for navigation subservient to uses 
for domestic and agricultural purposes as regards interstate 
relations. 

Provision is made for administration of the compact and for 
settlement of interstate controversies by compacts and for im- 
munity of the Indian tribes by Articles V, VI, and VII, and Article 
VIII protects the present perfected rights to the beneficial use 
of waters of the Colorado River system, which by Article III are 
to be supplied by apportioned waters, and defines relations be- 
tween the two basins pending construction of a control reservoir. 

Article XI provides that the compact shall become binding and 
obligatory upon approval by the legislatures of the seven signatory 
States and by the Congress. As observed, this provision 
was modified by six States and by Congress to make the compact 
effective upon all the signatory States except Arizona by special 
concurrent legislation. 

In brief, all waters of the Colorado River and all its tributaries 
in the United States are included. The right in perpetuity to con- 
sume a definite portion of the total water supply was allocated to 
each of the two natural divisions of the river drainage and the 
lower basin was allocated 1,000,000 acre-feet per annum more than 
was allocated to the upper basin, where the river has its principal 
sources. Provision was made for any international burden and for 
a further allocation of any remaining waters among the seven 
States after 40 years. Interstate uses were classified and the more 
important given dominance over the lesser. Provision was made 
for subordinate intrabasinal division of waters allocated and for 
settlement of interstate controversies by compacts. The require- 
ment of 7-State ratification was subsequently changed by legisla- 
tive agreement to permit the compact to become effective upon a 
6-State basis without prejudice to Arizona. 
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In THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES, OCTOBER Term, 1930 
No. 19, original 
STATE OF ARIZONA, COMPLAINANT, AGAINST STATE OF CALIFORNIA, STATE 
OF NEVADA, STATE OF UTAH, STATE OF NEW MEXICO, STATE OF COLO- 
RADO, STATE OF WYOMING, AND RAY LYMAN WILBUR, SECRETARY OF 
THE INTERIOR, DEFENDANTS 


Motion by the dejendant, Ray Lyman Wilbur, Secretary oj the 
Interior, to dismiss the bill of complaint 


Now comes the defendant, Ray Lyman Wilbur, Secretary of the 
Interior, by the Solicitor General of the United States, and moves 
that the bill of complaint be dismissed for the reasons that: 

1. The bill of complaint does not join the United States, which 
is an indispensable party to this suit. 

2. The proposed acts of the defendants will not invade any 
vested rights of the complainant or of any of its citizens. Conse- 
quently the bill of complaint falls to state a case for equitable relief. 

3. In falling to allege any actual or threatened interference 
with any existing right of the complainant, the bill of complaint 
presents only abstract questions which may never arise in any 
justiciable case or controversy. 

4. Upon the allegations of the bill of complaint and in view of 
facts of which the court will take judicial notice, the Boulder 
Canyon project act is clearly constitutional, and acts of the Secre- 
tary pursuant to its terms can not give rise to any cause of action. 

Wherefore, this defendant prays that the bill of complaint be 
dismissed and that he be not required to plead further. 

Tuomas D. THACHER, 
Solici $ 
JANUARY 12, 1931. Sear 


BRIEF FOR THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
TO DISMISS THE COMPLAINT 


State of the pleadings 


Upon leave granted the State of Arizona filed in this court an 
original bill of complaint against the six other States of the 
Colorado River Basin and the Secretary of the Interior of the 
United States. On November 24, 1930, process was made return- 
able on January 12, 1931. All of the defendants have moved to 
dismiss the complaint. 


The questions presented 


1. Is the United States an indispensable party defendant to 
the cause of action attempted to be alleged in the complaint? 

2. Is any cause of action within the jurisdiction of this court 
alleged against the Secretary of the Interior? 


Statement 


The bill asks this court to decree that each and every pro- 
vision of the Colorado River compact and of the Boulder Canyon 
project act (45 Stat. 1057) is unconstitutional and void and to 
enjoin each of the defendants from carrying out any provision 
of the compact or act or any contract based upon such compact 
or act. (Bill, 39.) 

The compact and the act are set forth as appendices to the bill 
of complaint (pp. 50, 58). As said in the proclamation of the 
President on June 25, 1929 (see bill, 22), the compact has been 
approved by the States of California, Colorado, Nevada, New 
Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming, and by the act it was approved. by 
Congress (sec. 13 (a), bill, 74). 

The compact undertakes to apportion the water of the Colo- 
rado River and its tributaries. The Colorado River territory is 
divided into an upper basin and a lower basin at Lee Ferry, a 
point in the Colorado River in the northeastern corner of the 
State of Arizona. Article II of the compact provides (bill, 52): 

“(f) The term ‘upper basin’ means those parts of the States 
of Arizona, Colorado, New Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming within 
and from which waters naturally drain into the Colorado River 
system above Lee Ferry, and also all parts of said States located 
without the drainage area of the Colorado River system which 
are now or shall hereafter be beneficially served by waters diverted 
from the system above Lee Ferry. 

“(g) The term ‘lower basin’ means those parts of the States 
of Arizona, California, Nevada, New Mexico, and Utah within and 


“from which waters naturally drain into the Colorado River sys- 


tem below Lee Ferry, and also all parts of said States located 
without the drainage area of the Colorado River system which are 
now or shall hereafter be beneficially served by waters diverted 
from the system below Lee Ferry.” 

Article III of the compact provides (bill, 52, 53): 

“(a) There is hereby apportioned from the Colorado River 
system in perpetuity to the upper basin and to the lower basin, 
respectively, the exclusive beneficial consumptive use of 7,500,000 
acre-feet of water per annum, which shall include all water neces- 

for the supply of any rights which may now exist. 

“(b) In addition to the apportionment in paragraph (a), the 
lower basin is hereby given the right to increase its beneficial con- 
sumptive use of such waters by 1,000,000 acre-feet per annum. 


+ * * » * * . 


„d) The States of the upper division will not cause the flow 
of the river at Lee Ferry to be depleted below an aggregate of 
75,000,000 acre-feet for any period of 10 consecutive years, reck- 
oned in continuing progressive series, beginning with the first day 
of October next su the ratification of this compact.” 

Section 4 (a) of the Boulder Canyon project act provides (bill, 
62) that the act shall not become effective until the State of 
California, by act of its legislature, shall agree irrevocably and 
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unconditionally with the United States and for the benefit of the 
States of Arizona, Colorado, Nevada, New Mexico, Utah, and 
Wyoming, as an express covenant and in consideration of the 
passage of this act, that the aggregate annual consumptive use 
(diversions less returns to the river) of water of and from the 
Colorado River for use in the State of California, including all 
uses under contracts made under the provisions of this act and 
all water necessary for the supply of any rights which may now 
exist, shall not exceed 4,400,000 acre-feet of the waters apportioned 
to the lower-basin States by paragraph (a) of Article III of the 
Colorado River compact, plus not more than one-half of any ex- 
cess or surplus waters unapportioned by said compact, such uses 
always to be subject to the terms of said compact.” 

The same section of the act also authorized an interstate agree- 
ment which has not been made; but the terms there set forth 
show how Congress has either interpreted the terms of the com- 
pact or consented to its modification by the States of the lower 
basin. The section provides: 

“The States of Arizona, California, and Nevada are authorized 
to enter into an agreement which shall provide (1) that of the 
7,500,000 acre-feet annually apportioned to the lower basin by 
paragraph (a) of Article III of the Colorado River compact, there 
shall be apportioned to the State of Nevada 300,000 acre-feet and 
to the State of Arizona 2,800,000 acre-feet for exclusive beneficial 
consumptive use in perpetuity, and (2) that the State of Arizona 
may annually use one-half of the excess or surplus waters unap- 
portioned by the Colorado River compact, and (3) that the State 
of Arizona shall have the exclusive beneficial consumptive use 
of the Gila River and its tributaries within the boundaries of 
said State. 

By the act the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to con- 
struct a dam and incidental works in the main stream of the 
Colorado River at Black Canyon or Boulder Canyon to create a 
storage reservoir and also to construct a main canal and appurte- 
nant structures entirely within the United States connecting the 
Laguna Dam (or other suitable diversion dam which the Secre- 
tary of the Interior is authorized to construct if deemed necessary 
or advisable by him) with the Imperial and Coachella Valleys in 
California. (Sec. 1, bill, 58, 59.) Other clauses relate to the meet- 
ing of international obligations by supplying water to Mexico. 

The act also provides that expenditures in connection with the 
dam at Black Canyon are to be recouped within 50 years and that 
expenditures in connection with the canal are to be recouped as 
provided in the reclamation law. (Sec. 4, bill, 64.) 

The complainant (bill, 7, 8) alleges that 6,500,000 acre-feet of 
water are diverted annually from the Colorado River and its tribu- 
taries below Lee Ferry and are used and consumed in Arizona, 
California, Nevada, and New Mexico, and that of this amount 
3,500,000 are used and consumed in Arizona, 2,900,000 acre-feet 
being diverted from the Gila River and its tributaries. Thus only 
600,000 acre-feet are diverted in Arizona from the main stream. 
The complainant (bill, 22) claims that the proposed compact 
between Arizona, California, and Nevada, which is authorized by 
section 4 (a) of the act, would not apportion to Arizona as much 
water as the State js using at the present time, 

“Said proposed apportionment of 2,800,000 acre-feet of water 
is less than the quantity of water already appropriated in Ari- 
zona and would provide no water for future appropriation in said 
State.” 

The terms of the proposed tri-State compact have been already 
quoted. (Page 6, supra.) While that compact is not in issue in 
this case, a reading of its provisions will show that the complain- 
ant's contention is unsound and that the inference suggested by 
that contention, that Congress is there proposing an unfair appor- 
tionment of the water, is unwarranted. The complainant claims 
that it is now using 2,900,000 acre-feet from the Gila River and 
its tributaries. The proposed tri-State compact expressly assures 
to Arizona the exclusive beneficial use of all of that water. The 
act assures to the lower basin a minimum average flow of 7,500,000 
acre-feet in the main stream of the Colorado River at Lee Ferry. 
According to the bill (p. 8), 1,000,000 acre-feet enter the river 
between Lee Ferry and Laguna Dam, and this does not include 
water from the Gila River, which enters the Colorado River 10 
miles below Laguna Dam. (Bill, 7.) Of this minimum total of 
8,500,000 acre-feet, the proposed tri-State compact would assign 
300,000 acre-feet to the State of Nevada; California has agreed to 
accept a maximum of 4,400,000 acre-feet plus not more than one- 
half of any excess of surplus water unapportioned by said com- 
pact; and Arizona, which is now using 600,000 acre-feet from the 
main stream, is not restricted to that amount of water. 

The complainant. also cites a contract of the Secretary of the 
Interior with the Metropolitan Water District of Southern Cali- 
fornia for the delivery to that district of 1,050,000 acre-feet of 
stored water annually and says (bill 35) that— 

“Said 1,050,000 acre-feet of water, together with the 6,500,000 
acre-feet of water heretofore appropriated and now being used 
in said lower basin, will exceed the full amount of 7,500,000 acre- 
feet of water which said (Colorado River) compact attempts to 
apportion to said lower basin. The delivery of said 1,050,000 
acre-feet of water to said <listrict, as in said pretended contract 
provided, would exhaust said apportionment, and, by the terms 
of said compact and of said Boulder Canyon project act, no 
water would then be available for or subject to appropriation in 
said lower basin, although there would still remain in said Colo- 
rado River system 7,950,000 acre-feet of unappropriated water 
per year.” 
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As already pointed out, the complainant is not stating correctly 
the amount of water which may be appropriated. It is not for- 
bidden to make additional appropriations of water at the present 
time. 

The complainant alleges that there are numerous sites which 
are suitable for the construction, maintenance, and operation of 
dams and reseryoirs the development of which would long since 
have commenced but for the passage of the Boulder Canyon 
project act (bill 12); but the only site which it names is at 
Black Canyon, on the boundary line between Arizona and Nevada 
(bill 10); and the State does not show that it would be possible 
for anyone other than the United States to secure title to the 
land which would be used in the construction of a dam and 
reservoir at that site, nor that it would be possible for any per- 
mittee of the State of Arizona to construct a dam at that point, 
or at any other point on the river where it constitutes a boundary 
between two States, without the consent of a State which is a 
party to the Colorado River compact, and which presumably 
would not grant such consent except in furtherance of the pur- 
poses of the compact. 

The first section of the act (bill, 58) declares that the law is 
enacted “for the purpose of controlling the floods, improving 
navigation, and regulating the flow of the Colorado River, provid- 
ing for storage and for the delivery of the stored waters thereof 
for reclamation of public lands and other beneficial uses exclu- 
Sively within the United States, and for the generation of elec- 
trical energy as a means of making the project herein authorized 
a self-supporting and financially solvent undertaking. * * è» 

Section 6 (bill, 68) provides: 

“That the dam and reservoir provided for by section 1 hereof 
shall be used: First, for river regulation, improvement of nayi- 
gation, and flood control; second, for irrigation and domestic uses 
and satisfaction of present perfected rights in pursuance of 
Article VIII of said Colorado River compact; and, third, for power. 
* . s.” 

Section 9 (bill, 71) ordains: 

“That all lands of the United States found by the Secretary of 
the Interior to be practicable of irrigation and reclamation by the 
irrigation works authorized herein shall be withdrawn from pub- 
lic entry.” 

The section then provides for the disposition of such lands in 
accordance with the provisions of the reclamation law. 

The State contends that the Colorado River is not navigable 
below Black Canyon (bill, 7, 31) and that a dam at that point 
regulating the flow of water would not be in aid of navigation, 

The State also contends that over the waters of this boun 
stream, even where it has political jurisdiction only to the middle 
of the stream (constitution of Arizona, Article I), it can main- 
tain against other States and against the United States the same 
control which it might maintain against its own citizens. 

Arizona not having joined with the other States in the compact 
seeks to enjoin the Secretary from carrying out the terms of the 
act, including the construction of the dam and reservoir. If in 
the administration of the stored water the Secretary shall invade 
any rights of the State or its inhabitants to take water from the 
stream which has already been appropriated to beneficial uses or 
shall prevent the appropriation of unappropriated water to new 
uses, or if any such invasion of rights should be immediately 
threatened by the Secretary, perhaps Arizona would be entitled to 
equitable relief, but there are no allegations in the bill of com- 
plaint upon which the prayer for relief enjoining all action pursu- 
ant to the act can be predicated. 


Summary of argument 


This suit is brought in order to challenge the constitutionality 
of an act of Congress. It involves the sovereign and property 
rights of the United States. Therefore, the United States is an 
essential party to the cause and the suit can not proceed in its 
absence. 

The complainant does not control all of the water which flows 
through the State or along its borders. So far as the State or 
any of its inhabitants has perfected rights to water, such rights 
will not be interfered with by the execution of the Boulder Canyon 
project act and are legally secured by the provisions of that act. 

As to the making of additional appropriations of water by the 
State or its permittees, the complainant has not stated a case 
sufficiently concrete to constitute a justiciable controversy. 

The court is asked to take judicial notice of facts which show 
that the Colorado River below Black Canyon has been a navigable 
stream on which interstate commerce has been conducted, and 
that the proposed developments will make the stream more 
navigable. 

The United States owns large tracts of irrigable public lands and 
of irrigable lands of Indian reservations. As against Arizona it 
has the right to take water from the river for the benefit of those 
lands. It also has the right to deliver to the State of California 
as much water as that State might appropriate for itself. Con- 
gress has constitutional power to make appropriations for the 
public welfare. Under this power it has additional and very urg- 
ent reasons for undertaking control of the waters of the Colorado 
River, holding in check behind the dam the huge floods which 
menace large tracts of land in the lower reaches of the Colorado 
Basin. By storing water and releasing it gradually the Federal 
Government will not only improve navigation and render life and 
property safer in California and in Arizona but will secure a reve- 
nue which will make this great undertaking self-supporting. The 
Boulder Canyon project act is consistent with the letter and spirit 
of the Constitution. 
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Argument 
I 
The United States is an indispensable party to this cause. Suit 
may not be maintained without making it a defendant; and it 
may not be made a defendant, without its consent 

This suit involves the right of the United States to impound 
water of the Colorado River for the p of improving navi- 
gation and in order to use a portion of that water for the reclama- 
tion of public lands. The United States is a necessary party to 
any final determination of its right to control the use of a stream, 
and especially so where it is claiming the right, as landowner, to 
appropriate that water to the use of itself and its grantees. (Mor- 
rison v. Work, 266 U. S. 481, 485.) An action to restrain the Sec- 
retary of the Interior from constructing the works authorized by 
Congress upon the ground that the State may forbid the United 
States to impound water of a stream on the boundary of that 
State is in substance an action against the United States and one 
which may not be maintained without the consent of Congress. 

In Kansas v. Colorado (185 U. S. 125), where the complainant 
charged that the defendant had constructed reservoirs and was 
preparing to construct additional reservoirs to impound water 
which had been accustomed to flow into the complainant State, 
this court said (p. 142): 

“The action complained of is State action and not the action 
of State officers in abuse or excess of their ers.“ 

In Minnesota v. Hitchcock (185 U. S. 373), where the State 
sought to restrain the Secretary of the Interior from cer- 
tain lands, the court pointed out that, although the United States 
was not named as defendant, it must be considered a party to the 
controversy (p. 387): 

“The legal title to these lands is in the United States. The 
officers named as defendants have no interest in the lands or the 
proceeds thereof. The United States is proposing to sell them. 
This suit seeks to restrain the United States from such sale, to 
divest the Government of its title and vest it in the State. The 
United States is, therefore, the real party affected by the judgment 
and against which in fact it will operate, and the officers have no 
pecuniary interest in the matter. If whether a suit is one against 
a State is to be determined, not by the fact of the party named 
as defendant on the record, but by the result of the judgment or 
decree which may be entered, the same rule must apply to the 
United States. The question whether the United States is a party 
to a controversy is not determined by the merely nominal party 
on the record but by the question of the effect of the judgment 
or decree which can be entered.” 

The court exercised jurisdiction and decided the case upon the 
merits simply because Congress had consented to the maintenance 
of the suit (pp. 387, 388). 

In Oregon v. Hitchcock (202 U. S. 60, 68, 69); Louisiana v. Gar- 
field (211 U. S. 70, 78); Louisiana v. McAdoo (234 U. S. 627); New 
Mexico v. Lane (243 U. S. 52), where the States had brought ac- 
tions against officers of the United States, the court held that the 
rights of the United States would be affected if the contentions 
of the States were sustained and that for that reason the actions 
could not be sustained without the consent of Congress. See also 
Goldberg v. Daniels (231 U. S. 218, 221, 222); International Postal 
Supply Co. v. Bruce (194 U. S. 601). The United States may not 
be sued even by a State without its consent. “Public policy 
forbids that conclusion.” Kansas v. United States (204 U. S. 
331, 342). 

The cases are not confined to those which hold that where the 
United States is in possession of property a suit affecting its title 
may not be brought. Wells v. Roper (246 U. S. 335); Louisiana v. 
McAdoo (234 U. S. 627) were cases in which the plaintiffs sought 
to interfere with the performance of official duties by officers of 
the United States, and the court held that those suits which did 
not affect the title of the United States to property, were never- 
theless in substance suits against the Federal Government. 

So also in North Dakota v. Chicago & Northwestern Ry. Co. 
(257 U. S. 485), where the State sought by an original bill to 
prevent certain railway companies from applying an order of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission until this court could review 
the decree upon which that order was made, the court decided that 
it would be inequitable to enter a decree except in such form as 
to bind the Interstate Commerce Commission and the United 
States, and as the United States had not consented to suit in this 
court upon an original bill in such a case, the bill must be dis- 
missed. To the same effect are Texas v, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission (258 U. S. 158, 164); Lambert Run Coal Co. v. Baltimore 
& Ohio R. R. Co. (258 U. S. 377, 382). 

Here the United States, by an act of Congress, is that 
as the owner of land whose title is not contested, it has the right 
to appropriate water from an interstate stream, and the State is 
contending that its sovereignty extends over that water in deroga- 
tion of any rights of the United States. The United States, by act 
of Congress, is patnin the right to impound water in order to 
improve navigation, and the State is denying that the impounding 
of the water and the regulating of its flow are within power 
of the United States. These and other issues involving the au- 
thority of the United States the State is seeking to have deter- 
mined in the present case, although the United States is not a 
party thereto. 

The allegations of the complaint do not support any assertion 
of tortious interference by the Secretary with any right upon 
which a cause of action him as an individual can be 


predicated. In effect the complainant is seeking a declaratéry 
judgment that an act of Congress is unconstitutional. 
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No vested rights of the complainant or of any of its citizens will 
be invaded by the execution of the act 


There are no allegations in the complaint that any existing or 
vested right has been invaded or is presently threatened. 

By their own terms both the act and the compact are sub- 
ordinated to all such rights (Colorado River Compact, art. 8, bill, 
p. 56; Boulder Canyon project act, secs. 6, 18, bill, pp. 68, 77); 
nor is there any interference, actual or threatened, with the 
right of Arizona, or her inhabitants, to make appropriation from 
the unappropriated waters of the Colorado River. 

On the contrary, the allegations, when read in connection with 
the act and the compact upon which they are predicated, disclose 
that California has agreed to limit the total appropriations from 
the flow of 7,500,000 acre-feet of water at Lee Ferry and the addi- 
tional flow of 1,000,000 acre-feet which enters the river between 
Lee Ferry and Laguna Dam, within her jurisdiction, to 4,900,000 
acre-feet, leaving 3,600,000 to satisfy present diversions from the 
main stream in Arizona not exceeding 600,000 acre-feet. The bal- 
ance of 3,000,000 acre-feet in the main stream thus will remain to 
satisfy present and future uses in Nevada and future appropria- 
tions in Arizona. If Arizona’s contentions are correct, the entire 
unappropriated flow of the stream is now and will continue until 
appropriation by others to be subject to appropriation by her 
citizens without regard to the terms of the compact to which she 
is not a party. Until the dam has been built and the right of 
the State of Arizona or her citizens to make appropriations ade- 
quate to her existing needs has been invaded, or is presently 
threatened, there can be no basis for relief, 

We are not unmindful of the allegations contained in Para- 
graph XXX of the complaint, reading as follows: 

“Pursuant to and under color of said act, said defendant has 
seized and taken possession of all that part of the Colorado River 
which flows in Arizona and on the boundary thereof, and all of 
the waters flowing in said river, including the 8,000,000 acre-feet 
of unappropriated water now flowing therein, and all of the dam 
sites and reservoir sites mentioned in Paragraph X hereof, and now 
has said river, said water, and said sites in his possession; has 
excluded and is now excluding the State of Arizona, its citizens, 
inhabitants, and property owners from said river, said water, and 
said sites, and from all access thereto; has prevented and is now 
preventing said State, its citizens, inhabitants, and property own- 
ers from appropriating any of said 8,000,000 acre-feet of unappro- 
priated water, all of which is now subject to appropriation in 
Arizona; has thereby prevented and is now preventing the irriga- 
tion of the land in the irrigation projects mentioned in Para- 
graph XI hereof; and, unless enjoined therefrom, will continue 
so to do.” 

To support such vague assertions we submit there should be 
some statement of the rights which the Secretary is thus alleged to 
be invading. The only dam site mentioned in Paragraph X is the 
site at Black Canyon, where a dam is to be constructed by the 
Secretary of the Interior under authority of section 1 of the 
Boulder Canyon act. Paragraph X refers to other dam sites on 
the Colorado River without mentioning the locality of any of them. 
Paragraph XI refers to irrigation projects without mentioning 
their locality, and alleges that in order to develop these projects 
it will be necessary to construct dams and reservoirs and for this 
purpose to use the dam sites and reservoir sites mentioned in 
Paragraph X. But.the bill of complaint fails to allege that the 
title to any of these sites is not in the United States or that the 
State or any of its inhabitants has any title thereto. 

Thus, the possession of these sites by the Secretary, and the 
exclusion of others therefrom, is not shown to be wrongful or to 
be an interference with any existing or vested right. The allega- 
tion that the Secretary of the Interior is excluding the State, its 
citizens, inhabitants, and property owners from all access to the 
river and preventing their appropriation of unappropriated water 
is not predicated upon any claim of right or supported by any 
statement of facts upon which any right of access or possession 
can be based. The acts complained of are all alleged to have been 
pursuant to and under color of the Boulder Canyon project act. 
This act and the compact expressly all existing rights to 
take water from the Colorado River and its tributaries. That these 
allegations of Paragraph XXX are not intended to charge any 
actual or threatened invasion of presently existing rights is ap- 
parent from the prayer for relief, which seeks only a decree that 
the compact and the act be declared to be void because unconsti- 
tutional, and that the defendants be enjoined from carrying out 
their provisions and the provisions of the contracts made pursuant 
to the act. The whole burden of the complaint is that the appro- 
priations of water authorized by the compact and the act will 
exclude others from using the water thus appropriated if and 
when the balance of the stream has also been appropriated. 

The appropriations of water which are about to be made under 
the act do not deprive the State of Arizona, or any of its inhab- 
itants, of any water to which it is now entitled and do not prevent 
the State or its inhabitants from making additional and substan- 
tial appropriations of water in the future. 

Where the thread of the river constitutes the boundary between 
two States neither State may reserve to itself all the water from 
the stream for future appropriation. 

The fact that a neighbor State proposes to divert to another 
watershed a portion of the water to which it is entitled is not 
material. Such diversions have been recognized as valid by this 
court (Wyoming v. Colorado, 259 U. S. 419, 466; and see Missouri v. 
Illinois, 200 U. S. 496, 526), and they are so recognized by the six 
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States parties to the Colorado River compact (Art. II (f), (g); bill, 
52) with the approval of Congress (Boulder Canyon project act, 
sec. 13 (a), bill, 74). 

So far as the United States proposes to divert water not there- 
tofore appropriated, and to use it for the reclamation and irriga- 
tion of public lands, it can not be restrained by Arizona within 
whose borders those lands are situated and under whose organic 
act such rights were expressly reserved. (United States v. Rio 
Grande Dam & Irrigation Co., 174 U. S. 690, 703; Enabling Act: 
Act of June 20, 1910, ch. 310, secs. 20, 28, 36 Stat. 557, 570, 575.) 
The United States may make use of its property for such purposes 
regardless of the wishes of the State. (Winters v, United States, 
407 U. S. 564, 577. See also Stearns v. Minnesota, 179 U. S. 223, 
245; Utah Power & Light Co. v. United States, 243 U. S. 389, 403, 
404; United States v. Holt State Bank, 270 U. S. 49, 54, 55; Hunt v. 
United States, 278 U. S. 96, 100.) 

And so far as Congress orders the erection of structures in a 
stream for the facilitation of interstate navigation or for flood 
control of such a stream, it is empowered to do so by the Consti- 
tution of the United States. Gibson v. United States (166 U. S. 
269); United States v. Chandler-Dunbar Co, (229 U. S. 53); Green- 
leaf Lumber Co. v. Garrison (237 U. S. 251); Cubbins v. Mississippi 
River Commission (241 U. S. 351, 369). See also Sanitary District 
of Chicago v. United States (266 U. S. 405, 426). 

Where the land to be protected by flood control is the property 
of the United States, Congress undoubtedly has power to regulate 
the flow of the stream. 

It follows that the complaint, which merely alleges that the 
United States and other States in the Colorado River Basin are 
proposing to appropriate the unappropriated waters of the Colo- 
rado River to beneficial uses, can not be sustained when no actual 
or presently threatened invasion of any existing or vested right is 
alleged. Upon the allegations of the bill it is apparent that this 
suit begins where the suit brought by Kansas against Colorado 
ended—that is, with failure to show any injury, actual or threat- 
ened, which can justify the intervention of a court of equity. 
Kansas v. Colorado (206 U. S. 46, 117). 


III 


In falling to allege any actual or threatened interference with any 
existing right of the complainant, the bill of complaint presents 
only abstract questions which may never arise in any justiciable 
case or controversy 


The bill of complaint proceeds upon the basic theory that Ari- 
zona, not being a party to the compact, is not bound by its 
terms, but that the Secretary of the Interior is proceeding under 
the Boulder Canyon project act to enforce the compact against 
Arizona, and is thus interfering with the right of Arizona and her 
inhabitants to make appropriations of water from the unappro- 
priated flow of the Colorado River. But if Arizona is not bound 
by the compact she and her permittees may make appropriations 
to beneficial uses under her laws at any point on the river where 
rightful access to the stream may be had. No invasion of this 
alleged right, actual or threatened, can be predicated upon the 
allegations of the complaint. 

It is true that the complaint alleges (bill, 10, 12) that but 
for the passage of the act water would be diverted from the Colo- 
rado River under State authority; but the only place of taking 
named by the complainant is in Black Canyon, and the State does 
not allege facts the existence of which is prerequisite to any 
authorized taking of water from the stream at that point by any 
permittee of the State of Arizona. (See p. 10, supra.) In view of 
the facts that where the stream flows through the State of Ari- 
zona it flows through deep canyons (bill, 6), in national parks, 
and other reservations of the United States, and that where it is 
a boundary stream it would not be feasible to construct a storage 
and diversion dam without the consent of a State which is a 
party to the Colorado River compact, and which presumably would 
not grant consent except in furtherance of the purposes of that 
compact, it may be doubted whether the State can make specific 
allegations of feasible plans for the diversion of more unappro- 
priated water than is allotted to it under the act and the compact. 
Certainly the complainant has not yet alleged specific facts which, 
if proved, would entitle it to the injunction for which it prays. 

This court has said repeatedly that it will not consider merely 
abstract questions. (New York v. Illinois, 274 U. S. 488, 489, 490; 
New Jersey v. Sargent, 269 U. S. 328, and cases there cited.) It 
will not consider a complaint unless there are definite allegations 
of fact which if true show that rights are being invaded or imme- 
diately threatened. In any case the giving of advisory opinions 
would be beyond the jurisdiction of the court; and this rule is 
applied with as much strictness where the orignial jurisdiction is 
invoked in a controversy between States as in cases within the 
appellate jurisdiction of the court. 


Iv 


Congress has power under the commerce clause to order the con- 
struction of the dam at Black Canyon 


Section 1 of the act (bill, 58) declares that the law is enacted 
“for the purpose of controlling the floods, improving navigation, 
and regulating the flow of the Colorado River, providing for 
storage and for the delivery of the stored water thereof for recla- 
mation of public lands and other beneficial uses exclusively within 
the United States, and for the generation of electrical energy as 
a means of making the project herein authorized a self-supporting 
and financially solvent undertaking * * .“ 

Section 6 (bill, 68) provides: 

“That the dam and reservoir provided for by section 1 hereof 
shall be used: First, for river regulation, improvement of naviga- 
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tion, and flood control; second, for irrigation and domestic uses 
and satisfaction of present perfected rights in pursuance of 
Article VIII of said Colorado River compact; and third, for 
power. 0/9 e» 

The complainant alleges (p. 7): 

“That part of the Colorado River which flows on the boundary 
between Arizona and California and between Arizona and Mexico 
flows between comparatively low banks, is therefore easily acces- 
sible, and is comparatively free from rapids and cataracts, but 
is obstructed by numerous sand bars and is too shallow to permit 
of navigation. Said river carries great quantities of silt, which 
are constantly being deposited within and upon the bed thereof, 
and which, while so carried and after being so deposited, con- 
stitute a further obstacle to the navigation of said river. Another 
obstacle to the navigation of said river has resulted from the 
construction of said a Dam by the Government of the 
United States, and the diversion of great quantities of water from 
said river for irrigation and other purposes. Because of said 
COD FE said river has never been, and is not now, a navigable 
river. 

It is further alleged that the Colorado River flows for a dis- 
tance of 235 miles on the boundary between Arizona and Cali- 
fornia, and that Laguna Dam is 18 miles above the point where 
the river becomes the boundary between Arizona and Mexico. 
(Bill, p. 4.) Thus it appears that for over 200 miles above 
Laguna Dam the river flows between comparatively low banks, is 
easily accessible, and is comparatively free from rapids and cata- 
racts, but it is alleged to be obstructed by sand bars and to be 
too shallow to permit of navigation. Great quantities of silt, 
after being deposited in this stretch of the river, are alleged to 
constitute a further obstacle to the navigation thereof. From 
these allegations it thus appears that the river throughout this 
distance is easily susceptible of improvement for the purposes of 
navigation if the sand bars and deposits of silt can be removed. 
The construction of the dam will, of course, prevent additional 
deposits of silt. The enormous flow of the stream, relieved of its 
silt, will before long clear the channel of sand bars and of prior 
silt deposits. 

The conclusion of Paragraph VI quoted supra is that the river, 
including that portion of it which forms the boundary between 
California and Arizona, “has never been, and is not now, a 
navigable river.” This conclusion, in so far as it relates to the 
portion of the river which forms the bound between Cali- 
fornia and Arizona, is based upon the allegations above quoted 
relating to the obstruction of navigation by reason of silt de- 
posits, and it can have no broader significance than the allegations 
of existing conditions upon which it is predicated. Furthermore, 
the defendant asks the court to take judicial notice of the fact that 
that portion of the Colorado River has been and is now navi- 
gable and that its navigability will be increased by the regulation 
of the flow of water which is proposed. 

The navigability of the Colorado between Laguna Dam and Call- 
ville has been repeatedly recognized by Congress and by Terri- 
torial and State legislatures. Until this bill was filed its navi- 
gability, so far as we have been able to ascertain, has never been 
questioned. The authorities in Arizona prior to the commence- 
ment of this litigation have consistently asserted its navigability. 
And so we submit that its navigability below the proposed dam is 
a matter so notorious as not to require proof, and to be clearly 
within the knowledge of the court. 

Facts as to past and present navigability of the stream are set 
forth in an appendix to this brief. 

The ald to be given by the dam in improving navigability is 
obvious. A reservoir of 29,500,000 acre-feet capacity (bill, 89) will 
hold the water of a river whose average annual flow is alleged to 
be 18,000,000 acre-feet (bill, 7). This reservoir will hold back 
water during time of flood and will allow an increased minimum 
flow at other seasons of the year. As shown by a report which 
was transmitted to Congress a few weeks before the enactment of 
the Boulder Canyon project act (Report of the Colorado River 
Board of Engineers on the Boulder Dam Project, 1928, H Doc. 
No. 446, 70th Cong., 2d sess., p. 13), the silt which is flowing 
along with the water at the present time will be retained in the 
reservoir, being deposited there at the rate of approximately 
137.000 acre-feet per year, and the desilted water, flowing with 
regularity in the channel of the lower river, will steadily improve 
the condition of that channel. Such developments will unques- 
tionably increase the navigability of the river. 

This court may take judicial notice of the navigability of the 
stream. As it said in the Montello (11 Wall. 411, 414): 

“We are supposed to know judicially the principal features of 
the geography of our country and, as a part of it, what streams 
are public navigable waters of the United States.“ 

It said in Muller v. Oregon (208 U. S. 412, 421): 

“We take judicial cognizance of all matters of general knowl- 
edge.” 

To the same effect are the Planter (7 Pet. 324, 342); Brown v. 
Piper (91 U. S. 37, 42); Brown v. Spilman (155 U. S. 665, 670); 
United States v. Thornton (160 U. S. 654, 658, 659); Louisville 
Trust Co. v. Louisville, N. A. & C. Ry. Co. (174 U. S. 674, 683); 
United States v. Rio Grande Dam & Irr. Co. (174 U, S. 690, 696- 
698); Cubbins v. Mississippi River Comn, (241 U. S. 351, 367); 
Carroll v. United States (267 U. S. 132, 159, 100). And in Brown v. 
Piper (91 U. S. 37, 42) it held: 

“If the judge’s memory is at fault, he may refresh it by 
resorting to any means for that purpose which he may deem safe 
and proper.” 

Vjen facts are averred which run counter to facts of which 
the court takes judicial notice, the averments are disregarded. 
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Jones v. United States (137 U. S. 202, 215); Pearcy v. Stranahan 
(205 U. S. 257, 263); Middlesex Transportation Co. v. Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad Co. (82 N. J. E. 550, 553); Heiskell v. Knox County 
(132 Tenn. 180, 186). See also McSween v. State Live Stock Board 
(97 Fla. 750, 774). 

Even though there is but little if any transportation on the 
river at the present time, Congress has not lost its power to 
improve the stream. In Economy Light & Power Co. v. United 
States (256 U. S. 113, 124) this court said: 

“The Desplaines River, after being of practical service as a 
highway of commerce for a century and a half, fell into disuse, 
partly through changes in the course of trade or methods of 
navigation, or changes in its own condition, partly as the result 
of artificial obstructions. In consequence, it has been out of use 
for a hundred years; but a hundred years is a brief space in the 
life of a nation; improvements in the methods of water trans- 
portation or increased cost in other methods of transportation may 
restore the usefulness of this stream; since it is a natural inter- 
state waterway, it is within the power of Congress to improve it 
at the public expense; and it is not difficult to believe that many 
other streams are in like condition and require only the exertion 
of Federal control to make them again important avenues of com- 
merce among the States. If they are to be abandoned, it is for 
Congress, not the courts, so to declare.” 

We have already (p. 23, supra) cited authorities for the propo- 
sition that Congress may erect structures in a river in order to 
improve its navigability. 

The act declares (sec. 6, bill, p. 68): 

“That the dam and reservoir provided for by section 1 hereof 
shall be used: First, for river regulation, improvement of naviga- 
tion, and flood control; second, for irrigation and domestic uses 
and satisfaction of present perfected rights in pursuance of article 
8 of said Colorado River compact; and, third, for power.” 

In the face of this mandatory declaration of purpose, to say 
that purposes other than the improvement of navigation are to be 
served by the construction of the dam and reservoir will not suffice 
to defeat the act as one beyond the power of Congress. Congress 
might properly give weight to the fact that by the same measures 
it would secure additional desirable results without thereby in- 
fringing upon any rights of the complainant. 

It is true that in the compact the States which were considering 
the river as a whole said that it had ceased to be navigable and 
that the use of its waters for purposes of navigation should be sub- 
servient to other uses; but the power of Congress to deal with it 
as a navigable stream was clearly recognized (Art. IV of the com- 


„pact, bill of complainant, p. 50) so far as the river below the dam 


is concerned. Congress has declared that its navigability is to be 
improved and its floods controlled by the construction of the dam. 
Other uses of the water may be made to the extent which Congress 
has authorized in the act; but such uses are not inconsistent with 
the intent of Congress to improve navigability, for Congress doubt- 
less knew that while provision is made for appropriations of water 
into the distant future there will always be a substantial flow of 
water in the lower reaches of the river if only to satisfy the rights 
of appropriators in southern Arizona, in the Imperial Valley of 
California, and, if any, in Mexico. And Congress knew, of course, 
that the use of the water for the generation of electrical energy 
would not reduce the flow of the stream. 

Clearly, the allegation of the complaint (p. 31): The recital 
in said act Boulder Canyon project act—that the purpose thereof 
is the improvement of navigation and the reclamation of public 
land is a mere subterfuge and false pretense,” must be disre- 
garded in the face of the statute, the facts alleged in the com- 
plaint, and the facts of which this court will take judicial notice. 


* 


Regardless of the power of Congress under the commerce clause, 
the act is constitutional 


The United States is the owner of nearly 600 square miles of 
irrigable public lands and Indian reservations along and near the 
shores of the Colorado River in Arizona (S. Doc. No. 142, 67th Cong., 
2d sess., pp. 47-80) and in California. (Same, pp. 13, 15.) As such 
owner it is entitled to impound water, to regulate its flow, and 
to consume a portion of it. United States v. Rio Grande Dam & 
Irrigation Co. (174 U. S. 690, 703). It is obvious that where the 
flow of a river varies greatly in volume from season to season the 
total supply of water will be best utilized by impounding a large 
part of the flow in time of flood and by releasing it gradually at 
other times. 

The State of California, whose jurisdiction extends to the middle 
of the Colorado River, is entitled to receive water from that 
stream. It is submitted that the Government may properly re- 


From Report of Colorado River Board, H. Doc. No. 446, 70th 
Cong., 2d sess., p. 1: 

“Its main flow is derived from the melting of snow on the 
mountains of the upper basin. The principal characteristics of its 
flow are low waters during the autumn and winter months, with a 
normal flood from the melting snows, usually beginning late in 
April, reaching its maximum in June, and ending by the middle of 
August. This flow is modified and intensified by torrential floods 
of short duration, which come in general from its southern tribu- 
taries, and may occur during almost any month of the spring, fall, 
or winter. Its flood flows afford by far the greater quantity of 
water produced by the stream, and must be conserved and im- 
pounded in order to be successfully utilized for water supply and 
power production.” 
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lease to the State as much water as the State is entitled to appro- 
priate. Part of the water is to be turned over to the Metropolitan 
Water District of Southern California under a contract by which 
the district will pay for water which has been stored behind 
Hoover Dam something toward recouping the cost of constructing 
the reservoir. This is justified as a reasonable charge for storing 
and rel the water. Part of the water will be diverted from 
the river near Dam, where appropriation rights have al- 
ready been established and where there are also both public and 
Indian lands. (S. Doc. No. 142, 67th Cong., 2d sess., pp. 13, 15.) 
Unless the Government is undertaking to supply to California 
more water than that State is entitled to appropriate, the approval 
S the State of California is sufficient justification for this diver- 

n. 

The flow of water is to be regulated and the water desilted, not 
only to improve navigation but in order to save the Yuma, Palo 
Verde, and Imperial Valleys from destruction. As shown in the 
reports of the Reclamation Service and of committees of the 
Senate and House of Representatives of the United States (see 
Appendix B), the Imperial Valley, with a population of 65,000 
persons and with property values of over $100,000,000, lies from 
100 to 300 feet below the channel of the river. If the river breaks 
through into the valley, the water will have no outlet but will 
remain there until taken out by the slow process of evaporation. 
Each season, because of silt deposits, the bed of the river rises 
higher. The river “restrained by dikes and levees. The height 
of these levees has been constantly increased until to-day they are 
built to the danger point and can not be built higher.” Storage 
of flood waters, with removal of the silt in the storage reservoir, 
constitutes the only remedy. 

“An outstanding feature of the testimony before the committee 
was the unanimity of view respecting the existence of the flood 
danger, its seriousness, urgent need for quick action, and that 
storage up the river was the solution. Engineers like A. P. Davis, 
F. E. Weymouth, Gen. George Goethals, and William Mulholland 
joined with responsible executive officials like Mr. Herbert Hoover 
in voicing this idea. Admittedly and concededly, storage at 
Boulder Canyon, as here authorized, will effect the greatest meas- 
ure of security against the river’s floods which may be obtained.” 
(Appendix B.) 

Even where Congress has no power to enact regulatory legisla- 
tion as to a subject matter, it may make appropriations for the 
public welfare. It has done so ever since the earliest years of 
the country’s history. The power of Congress to do so was dis- 
cussed at length in the Government's brief in Massachusetts v. 
Mellon (262 U. 8. 447). It is too well established to require further 
attention from the court. Even if the dam were to be erected 
solely in order to save the Imperial Valley from destruction, the 
Boulder Canyon project act would be constitutional. 

And if, by storing water and releasing it gradually, the Federal 
Government will not only improve navigation and render life and 
property safer in California and in Arizona but will secure a 
revenue which will make this great undertaking self-supporting, 
it will be adopting measures which are not prohibited but are 
consistent with the letter and the spirit of the Constitution and 
reasonably necessary to the exercise of the powers delegated to 


Congress. 


JANUARY, 1931. 


THE NAVIGABILITY OF THE COLORADO RIVER 


On November 3, 1864 (Laws of Arizona Territory, p. 24), the Ter- 
ritorial Legislature of Arizona granted a franchise to maintain a 
ferry across the Colorado River at Mojave; on November 7 (p. 36), 
it granted a franchise for a ferry across the Colorado River at 
La Paz; and on November 9 of that year (p. 79), it adopted a 
memorial to Congress saying that the Colorado River was the only 
navigable water in the Territory and asking to make an 
appropriation of $150,000 for the improvement of its navigation, 
declaring that the river was the channel through which nearly ail 
imports and exports must pass to supply the middle and northern 
portions of the Territory; that the river was navigable in high 
stages of water for 500 miles, and that by the expenditure of a 
small amount of money the river might be made navigable as far 
up as Virgin River. 

On December 28, 1865 (p. 77), the Territorial legislature declared 
to that the river was navigable and asked for an appro- 
priation of $150,000 to improve navigation to Callville. 

In 1866 (p. 61) it adopted a resolution saying that the Colorado 
River had been successfully navigated to Callville. On November 
5 of that year (pp. 67, 68) it adopted a memorial in which it told 
Congress that the Colorado River had been “justly styled the 
Mississippi of the Pacific. By this great river the Territory receives 
the most of its supplies, and lately it has become the channel of 
a large part of the trade of San Francisco with Utah and Montana.” 

On February 14, 1871 (p. 52), the ferry act of November 7, 1864, 
was amended. 

On March 6, 1282 (p. 301), the Arizona Legislature declared that 
the Colorado River was navigable to the junction of the Virgin 
and Colorado Rivers at Rioville during the highest stages of water 
and asked Congress to appropriate $125,000, saying that— 

“At proportionately small outlay asked by your petitioners, said 
Colorado River could be made, by the removal of obstructions, 
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navigable during all seasons of the year for light-tonnage crafts of 
all kinds to a point 30 miles above Rioville, which can be verified 
by any practical and unprejudiced engineer.” 

By act of July 5, 1884 (ch. 229, 23 Stat. 133, 144), Congress 
appropriated $25,000 for the improvement of the Colorado River 
between Fort Yuma and a point 30 miles above Rioville. 

On February 21, 1885 (p. 367), the Territorial Legislature of 
Arizona repeated the request set forth in the memorial of 1883 
in the same terms except that the request was then made for 
$100,090. 

In 1889 (p. 109) the Territorial legislature repeated, in the same 
terms, the request made in 1883, again asking for an appropriation 
of $125,000. 

In 1903 (p. 170) the Arizona House of Representatives asked 
Congress to construct a levee from Yuma along the east bank of 
the Colorado River to the Mexican border. It said: 

“These lands are as fertile as those of the historic valley of 
the Nile. They lie in a semitropical climate, where date palms 
and fig trees, the olive, the orange, and the lemon flourish, and 
the air is filled with the scent of new-mown hay in December. 

“They are the natural source of food supply for a mining and 
grazing region extending over thousands of square miles. 

“A levee which would protect these lands would also be a great 
benefit to navigation. The Colorado River is the third greatest 
river of the United States, draining as it does over one-third of 
the country lying between the State of Kansas and the Pacific 
Ocean 


“Its depth at Yuma during low water is 16 feet; during high 
water, which lasts throughout the months of May, June, July, 
and August, 25 feet. It is navigable for a distance of 640 miles. 
No river on the entire western slope of the New World, unless it 
be the Yukon, has such an extent of navigable channel. - 

“Though this river has been navigated constantly for the last 
half century, yet not one dollar has been appropriated toward the 
improvement of this the natural highway for a vast extent of the 
Territory. 

“Therefore, for the benefit of navigation upon this great river, 
for the improvement of one of the most fertile regions of the 
world, and for the protection of the settlers from ruinous floods, 
we petition your honorable body that you do pass H. R. No. 8594, 
appropriating $100,000 for the construction of a levee from the 
town of Yuma, in Arizona, along the east bank of the Colorado 
River to the northern boundary of Mexico.” 

In 1909 the Territorial legislature (p. 301) adopted a memorial 
to Congress in which it said: 

“That for many years the said navigable right was put to great 
use and was of much benefit to the citizens of Arizona, and was, 
in fact, the only means of transportation by which they could 
get in their supplies and ship out mineral and other export 
products; that with the advent of the railroad, owing to the then 
sparsely settled conditions of the Territory, navigation on the 
river became unprofitable and was practically abandoned in so far 
as it consisted in navigating the Colorado River to its mouth at 
the Gulf of California, but did continue and still continues along 
nearly the whole western boundary of the Territory. * * * 

“That the navigable way down the Colorado River, from Yuma 
to the Gulf of California, has, through the lack of use and proper 
Government attention and control, become somewhat unfitted 
for navigation by boats of anything like heavy draft; that 
Arizona, with its wonderful natural resources now in the infancy 
of their development, can, by the benefit of water transportation 
and the low competitive rates of transportation resulting there- 
from, develop its vast resources and take its place among the 
wealthy sections of the Union. 

“Wherefore your memorialists most earnestly request your 
serious consideration to the end that governmental aid be had, 
proper investigations instituted, and sufficient appropriations 
made to dredge, protect, and control the channel of the Colorado 
River from Yuma, in the Territory of Arizona, to the Gulf of 
California, and thus conserve, perpetuate, and make useful and 
of benefit for this generation and for posterity the most valuable 
of our Territory’s natural resources—our right of navigation over 
the Colorado River and the Gulf of California. 

At the same session (p. 306) the legislature asked Co: to 
appropriate $200,000 for the construction of a wagon bridge across 
the Colorado River at Yuma. It said: 

“The Colorado River is the boundary line between the Terri- 
tory of Arizona on the east and the States of Nevada and Cali- 
fornia on the west and is a navigable stream and under the direct 
control of the Government of the United States.” 

On January 12, 1925 (Session Laws of Arizona, 1925, p. 524), the 
present Governor of Arizona declared in a message to the legisla- 
ture of that State that 

“Assertions have been made from time to time as to the rights 
of Arizona in the Colorado River. This river is recognized as a 
navigable stream.” 

Sce also the reports of the Territorial governors to the Secretary 
of the Interior on September 1, 1893 (53d Cong., 2d sess., H. R. 
Exec. Doc. No. 1, pt. 5, vol. 3, pp. 337, 338, 339); September 25, 
1894 (53d Cong., 3d sess., H. R. Exec. Doc. No. 1, pt. 5, vol. 3, 
p. 388); September 26, 1895 (Report of Governor of Arizona to 
Secretary of Interior, Government Printing Office, 1895, p. 61); 
October 17, 1896 (Report of Governor of Arizona to Secretary of 
Interior, Government Printing Office, 1896, pp. 137, 139); August 
31, 1898 (report of governor, 1898, pp. 19, 72, 73); September 1, 
1899 (report of governor, 1899, pp. 214, 216); the statements of 
Congressman HAYDEN, of Arizona, before the Committee on Irri- 
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gation and Reclamation of the House of Representatives (69th 
Cong., Ist sess., on H. R. 6251 and H. R. 9828, pt. 1, pp. 77, 104, 
106, 107, 140, 141), and the statements of Governor Hunt of Arl- 
zona before the Senate Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation 
(70th Cong., Ist sess., on S. 728 and S. 1274, pp. 28, 30). 

See also Sloan, History of Arizona, 1930, volume 1, chapter 14; 
Farish, History of Arizona, volume 3, page 114, volume 4, page 14; 
New International Encyclopedia, second edition, volume 5, page 
620; Dellenbaugh, The Romance of the Colorado River, 142, 152- 
156, 173; McClintock, Mormon Settlement in Arizona, 110; Mc- 
Clintock, History of Arizona, I, 302-305, II, 330, 550; Freeman, 
The Colorado River, 146, 159, 167; Bancroft, History of Arizona 
and New Mexico, 489, 494, 499, 601; Hodge, Arizona As It Is, 35, 
143, 156, 208; Rusling, Across America, 355; Hinton, Handbook of 
Arizona, 66, 372; Hamilton, Resources of Arizona, second edition, 
58, 213; Bishop, Old Mexico and Her Lost Provinces, 475; Robin- 
son, Story of Arizona, 109. 

The statutes of Arizona provide for the punishment of any 
offense which may be committed on board a vessel navigating a 
river (Revised Code of Arizona, 1928, sec. 4921.) The Colorado 
River is the largest river with which the State of Arizona is 
acquainted. 

Joint resolutions of the Nevada Legislature also asserted the 
navigability of the Colorado River. (Stat. of Nev., 1869, p. 296; 
1881, p. 187; 1883, p. 184.) 

By several acts of Co (acts of June 30, 1913, ch. 4, 38 Stat., 
77, 85; August 1, 1914, ch. 222, 38 Stat. 582, 588; August 23, 1916, 
ch. 400, 39 Stat. 533; January 24, 1923, ch. 37, 42 Stat. 1172; 
March 3, 1925, ch. 452, 43 Stat. 1130; May 3, 1926, ch. 225, 44 Stat. 
387) authority was given for the construction of bridges over the 
Colorado River; but in each case the law provided that the bridge 
was to be maintained and constructed in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the act regulating the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters. 

Before the enactment of the Boulder Canyon project act exten- 
sive investigations were made. The Director of the United States 
Reclamation Service rendered an elaborate report which was 
transmitted to the Senate on February 28, 1922, and published 
as Senate Document No. 142, Sixty-seventh Congress, second ses- 
sion. It opens with this statement: 

“The control of the floods and development of the resources of 
the Colorado River are peculiarly national problems for several 
good reasons. 

“1. The Colorado River is international. 

“2. The stream and many of its tributaries are interstate. 

“3. It is a navigable river. 

4. Its waters may be made to serve large areas of public lands 
naturally desert in character. 

“§. Its problems are of such magnitude as to be beyond the 
reach of other than national solution.” 

The Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of the House 
of Representatives, which had held hearings, filed a report on 
March 15, 1928, in which it said (H. Rept. No. 918, 70th Cong. 
Ist sess., p. 22): 

“While the navigability of the Colorado River has not been 
judicially determined evidence has been presented which would 
tend toward the conclusion that the river is navigable as a mat- 
ter of law. The proposed dam would improve navigation prob- 
ably more than any other works which could be constructed. The 
dam will so regulate the flow as to make the river very prac- 
ticable of navigation for 200 miles below and impound water above 
which could easily be navigated for more than 75 miles. The 
rights of the United States under the commerce clause of the 
Constitution to construct works in a navigable stream to improve 
navigation is settled beyond all possible question. It is also 
brought to the attention of the committee that there are two 
transcontinental railroads and three ‘Federal aid’ transconti- 
nental highways crossing the river below the Boulder Dam site. 
These five interstate lines of commerce would be safeguarded 
against the possibility of destruction by floods on the river by 
the construction of the proposed dam. The commerce clause 
of the Constitution refers to commerce by land as well as by 
water.” 

The Senate’s Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation, which 
had also held extensive hearings, reported on March 20, 1928 
(S. Rept. No, 592, 70th Cong., Ist sess., p. 8): 

“The construction of the dam in addition to providing efficient 
flood control and making available the flood waters for irriga- 
tion and domestic uses, will fully regulate the flow of the river. 
With its flow unregulated, the river can not be successfully used 
as a highway for commerce; in its regulated form it will provide 
a safe and dependable flow below the dam that can be used by 
power boats and other small craft. The reservoir created by the 
dam will be the largest artificial lake in the United States and 
capable of successful navigation.” 


— 


APPENDIX B 
FLOOD CONTROL 


From Report of Director of Reclamation Service, 1922, Senate 
Document No. 142, Sixty-seventh Congress, second session, pages 


7, 8, 20: 

“Owing to the gradual upbuilding of its deltaic bed and banks 
the flood menace from the Colorado River is an increasing and 
ever-recurring problem of great importance. 

“The Gulf of California formerly extended northwestward to 
a point a few miles above the town of Indio, about 144 miles 
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from the present head of the gulf. The Colorado River, empty- 
ing into the gulf a short distance south of the present interna- 
tional boundary, carried its heavy load of silt into the gulf for 
centuries, gradually building up a grea} delta cone entirely across 
the gulf and cutting off its northern end, which remains as a 
great depression from which most of the water has been evapo- 
rated, leaving in its bottom the Salton Sea of 300 square miles, 
with its surface about 250 feet below sea level. 

“The river flowing over its delta cone steadily deposits silt 
in its channel and by overflow on its immediate banks, so that 
it gradually builds up its channel and its banks and forms a ridge 
growing higher and higher until the stream becomes so un- 
stable that it breaks its banks in the high-water period and fol- 
lows some other course. In this manner the stream has in past 
centuries swung back and forth over its delta, until this exists 
as a broad, flat ridge between the gulf and the Salton Sea, 
about 30 feet above sea level, and on the summit of this has 
formed a small lake, called Volcano Lake, into which the river 
flows at present, the water then finding its way to the southward 
into the gulf. 

“The direct distance from Andrade on the Colorado River, 
where it reaches Mexico, to the head of the gulf is about 75 miles, 
and the distance to the margin of Salton Sea is but little more. 
As the latter is about 250 feet lower than the gulf, the strong 
tendency to flow in that direction needs no demonstration. This, 
coupled with the inevitable necessity for such an alluvial stream 
to leave its channel at intervals, constitutes the menace of the 
lands lying about Salton Sea, called the Imperial Valley. As 
there is no escape of water from Salton Sea except by evapora- 
tion, the river flowing into this sea would, unless diverted, grad- 
ually fill it to sea level or above and submerge the cultivated 
land and the towns of Imperial Valley, nearly all of which are 
below sea level. Any flood waters that overflow the bank to 
the north must therefore without fail be restrained and not 
allowed to flow northward into Salton Sea. This is now pre- 
vented by a large levee, north of Volcano Lake, extending east- 
ward and connecting with high land near Andrade. This levee 
is in Mexico and its maintenance is complicated thereby. 

“In 1905 the river scoured out the channel of the Imperial 
Canal and turned its entire volume into the Salton Basin, erod- 
ing a deep gorge and raising the level of Salton Sea. It sub- 
merged the salt works and forced the removal of the main line 
of the Southern Pacific Railroad. At great difficulty and ex- 
pense, after several unsuccessful attempts, the river was returned 
to its old channel in February, 1907. The control of the river 
would be greatly facilitated if the floods were reduced in vol- 
ume by storage. Investigations have been made concerning the 
feasibility of storing the floods and reducing their volume to 
an amount easily controlled. * * * 

“One of the great problems concerning the Colorado is that of 
silt, The Boulder Canyon Dam as planned would store the silt 
for over three centuries, if all were caught and held, and for 
nearly a century before greatly impairing its water-storage func- 
tion. It is hoped before that time that other developments above 
will so regulate the flow that not all of its storage capacity will be 
needed, but it will always be desirable to control the floods of the 
region between Boulder Canyon and Glen Canyon, and before the 
capacity of the Boulder Canyon is entirely destroyed the Glen 
Canyon regulator can be built to take its place. It will then be 
fresh and empty of silt and will last to as much later date as the 
age of the Boulder Canyon Reservoir at that time and will, there- 
fore, solve the silt problem for a period of two or three hundred 
years farther into the future than if it is built first, and can, if 
desired, be employed as a sluicing agency for sluicing out the 
Boulder Canyon Reservoir.” 

From report of House Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation, 
1928, House Report No. 918, Seventieth Congress, first session, 
pages 5, 15-17: 

“Imperial Valley has a population of 65,000 people, six well- 
bulit, incorporated cities, besides several unincorporated towns, 
over 400,000 acres of cultivated farms, and property values of over 
$100,000,000. * * * 

PART IV. FLOOD CONTROL 


“Throughout all the years of hearings on this development 
there has been expressed by all witnesses who have appeared be- 
fore the committee an absolute unanimity of view respecting the 
existence of flood danger in the lower Colorado River, the urgent 
need for quick action, and that large storage up the river is the 
only permanent solution of the flood problem. There has also 
been a like unanimity of opinion that the construction of the 
dam and storage at Boulder or Black Canyon, as here authorized, 
would furnish as complete a solution of the flood danger of the 
river as could possibly be accomplished. 

“This unanimity of sentiment was to be expected in view of the 
physical characteristics of the river, and particularly in view of 
the physical characteristics and situation of Imperial Valley in 

to the Colorado. Here is a great valley, with 450,000 acres 
of irrigated farms and with populous cities, lying in a great de- 
pression or sink from 100 to 300 feet below the channel of the 
river. The slope toward the valley is much greater than the slope 
toward the Gulf. Of course, the river at any flood time may break 
from its shifting and uncertain channel and turn into the valley. 
The flooding of Imperial Valley would not be like the flooding of 
other sections, where property damage and rhaps loss of life 
result, but where soon the water subsides. the Colorado once 
breaks into the valley and is not returned to its channel, it means 
its permanent inundation, there being no outlet for the water. 
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The danger, ever present, of a great flood has led every respon- 
sible Government official who has ever studied the situation to 
promptly and earnestly recommend immediate steps to remove the 
danger of such a catastrophe. 


Levees furnish insufficient protection 


“Efforts toward the protection of Imperial Valley have been 
made through the construction of levees with only partial suc- 
cess. In 1905 the river broke into Imperial Valley, and it took 
two years of heroic efforts and great expense to return the river 
to its channel toward the Gulf. The United States then expended 
approximately $1,000,000 in building what was known as Ocker- 
son Levee in Mexico. Hardly was this levee completed until it 
Was washed away. The river, which theretofore had been flowing 
almost due southward along the foot of a plateau in Arizona and 
Mexico, turned westward toward the Volcano Lake region, still in 
Mexican territory, but in a lower depression on the delta. The 
river was kept in this course by an extensive levee system built 
by the people of Imperial Valley. Gradually, however, this de- 
pression filled up. The Imperial irrigation district then, at an 
expense of approximately $700,000, directed the river through what 
is known as the Pescadero Cut into a depression lying 
between the old river channel on the east and the Volcano Lake 
region on the north and west. This is the one remaining depres- 
sion on the surface of this delta into which the river can be 


“The Imperial irrigation district is compelled to maintain a 
large and expensive organization for the building and mainte- 
nance of levees in Mexico. It has built 78 miles of these levees. 
The district has 60 miles of railroad, trains of dump cars, and 
other expensive equipment for keeping these levees, which are 
ever being undermined and destroyed when the river is in flood. 


Silt deposits aggravate flood danger 

Reference has already been made to the fact that the Colo- 
rado deposits below Yuma yearly more than 100,000 acre-feet. of 
silt. The flood danger from the river is greatly aggravated by this 
silt, for it was the silt deposit that built the deltaic ridge on 
which the river now flows, filled the old channel of the river, and 
later filled the channel toward Volcano Lake. Indeed, any depres- 
sion which the river finds in which to flow is quickly filled with 
silt. zj 

“Estimates differ as to how long it will take the river to fill 
up the Pescadero depression through which it is now flowing. 
Some say 8 years; some say 20 years. No one knows for a cer- 
tainty. All that is known is that within a comparatively short 
time it will be filled. 

“The situation thus adverted to was excellently described by 
Mr. A. P. Davis, former Director of the Reclamation Service, as 
follows: 

ein 1920 the situation became so critical that the district 
undertook at great expense to make a cut from the Bee River 
Channel to the Pescadero, and succeeded in diverting the river 
into that channel, where it now flows. We now have the condi- 
tion of relatively high land along the Bee Channel and the levee 
on the north, running westward to Voleano Lake. We have an- 
other ridge which the river followed for a long time and built 
high, running nearly south, from Yuma to the Gulf of California, 
Between these is a triangular tract which is lower than either, 
traversed by the Pescadero, in which the river is now flowing. It 
was testified here that it would take from 15 to 25 years to build 
up this delta as high as the Bee River ridge. No one can tell even 
approximately, but it may be assumed that this channel, like the 
Bee Channel, will begin to grow unstable in 10 or 12 years, though 
it may be possible to keep the river in its present vicinity consid- 
erably longer. It is certain, however, that the river will not fill 
every part of that triangle of low ground before it begins to give 
serious trouble. 

“* We know also that the river is now busy in its filling job and 
will continue it without cessation until it is completed. It will 
then become again as threatening as it was in 1921, when Imperial 
Valley was fighting for its life to keep it from overtopping Volcano 
Lake levee. As soon as we provide a large desilting reservoir, we 
will hold back the silt and the building process will be checked. 
If this is done at once, we take advantage of the low areas, and, 
with the silting process checked, the river channel will become 
relatively permanent on low gound, with no tendency to leave it. 
Some sediment will come from the Gila, but it is certain that the 
building-up process will be made much slower, and the menace of 
the river regulated in flow will be removed to a distant date. 

I. on the contrary, the large desilting reservoir is postponed 
as some people propose, the silting will continue until this basin 
is filled and the river again flowing on top of a ridge, ready to 
break loose with any freshet and threaten Imperial Valley, as it 
did three years ago. It is clear that the desilting reservoir must 
be provided quickly, and it must be of large capacity and must 
form a permanent lake in which all sediment will settle. (Hear- 
ings on H. R. 2903, 68th Cong., p. 1379.)’ 

“No estimates have been made as to what the cost would be to 
dredge an artificial channel across the delta in Mexico after the 
Pescadero depression is filled. The cost would, of course, be enor- 
mous and doubtless beyond the resources of local communities. 
The work of so dredging and maintaining a channel would also 
be surrounded by almost insurmountable difficulties because of 
being in a foreign jurisdiction, and when completed would be only 
another temporary expedient, as the river would immediately start 
its work of filling it with silt. 
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Dam at Boulder Canyon will take care of silt 


“Almost all of the silt now being discharged by the river is 
picked up through and above the canyon section and above 
Boulder Canyon. The proposed great reservoir there will provide 
ample capacity for intercepting and storing the silt. More than 
300 would be required to fill the entire reservoir, and this, 
even without the construction of other dams above. In the mean- 
time, of course, other developments will occur farther up the 
river which will intercept large portions of the silt discharge and 
thus prolong indefinitely the usefulness of this reservoir. 


The effect of flood danger 


“The danger in which the Imperial Valley always stands of 
being flooded necessarily creates a feeling of uncertainty. Property 
values there were less than half of what the income from the 
property would justify. Money can be had only at excessive 


interest rates, while Federal farm-loan banks refuse to lend | 


money on Imperial Valley farms.” 

From Report of Senate Committee on Irrigation and Reclama- 
tion, 1928 (S. Rept. 592, 70th Cong., 1st sess., pp. 6, 7, 19, 20): 

“A menacing and destructive agency in its natural state, the 
Colorado River but awaits development and control to be one of 
the great contributing factors to the wealth of the Nation and 
the happiness of the people of all of the territory of the South- 
west. Successive administrations have recognized not only the 
possibilities of regulation and control of the Colorado River but 
the necessity for that regulation and control. From the time of 
President Roosevelt to that of President Coolidge, the Federal 
Government has recognized the problems of the Colorado River 
and the lands dependent upon it, and that these problems because 
of their country-wide and international aspects were national in 
character and a matter of national concern. The present bill 
embodies the conceded solution of years of painstaking care and 
thorough study and investigation by the ablest engineers of our 
country. It seeks not only the control of one of the Nation's 
great rivers, but endeavors to remove the danger and the menace 
which, like a pall, has rested upon tens of thousands of American 
citizens, utilizes what is now waste water for reclamation, irriga- 
tion, and domestic use, and ends the intolerable conditions now 
surrounding the Imperial Valley in its water supply. 

“The citizens in the Imperial Valley and the territory contigu- 
ous thereto have long been praying the Congress for relief from 
the perilous position in which the Colorado River in its erratic 
moods has placed them. Imperial County is the southeasterly 
county of the State of California. It borders upon Mexico, In 
its conformation physically it is different from any other part of 
our country and possibly different from any part of any other 
country in the world. The fertile valley which takes its name 
from that of the county is in shape like a saucer. Along the rim 
of a part of this saucer-shaped land flows the turbulent Colorado 
River. Beneath is the valley, 250 feet below the level of the sea. 
The rainfall is negligible. It is a natural desert composed of silt 
from the river that flows above it and which, during the ages, has 
reclaimed the sea, for the Imperial Valley at one time undoubtedly 
was a part of the Gulf of California, which gradually has been 
filled by this silt deposit of the Colorado River. * 

Each season, because of the silt it carries, its bed ise higher. 
It is restrained and controlled by dikes and levees. The height 
of these levees has been constantly increased until to-day they 
are built to the danger point and can not be built higher. 

“Storage above and the regulation of the flow are now recog- 
nized as the only means of protection from floods, not only for 
the Imperial Valley but for a part of Arizona, a part which by 
reason of its development has become a productive, valuable, and 
beautiful territory. The flood danger, so far as the Imperial Val- 
ley is concerned, is unlike that which exists in any other part of 
the United States: In other localities destructive floods may 
occur with untold losses, and yet the waters subside and the 
territory affected ultimately recovers. In the Imperial Valley floods 
mean water entering the basin of the saucer-shaped land with no 
possible outlet. Millions of dollars have already been expended, 
not only by the localities affected, but by the Federal Government, 
in the attempt to protect the lower basin of the Colorado River 
from floods. Levees at times have no sooner been built than they 
have been washed away. Here finally is presented a unified plan 
for protecting those entitled to protection, for the allocation 
among the States desiring that allocation of the waters of a 
great river to which all are entitled, for the elimination of intol- 
erable conditions by which a fertile and productive part of the 
United States is dependent for its very life upon water which 
flows through Mexican territory, and finally for converting into a 
great national asset a wasteful and destructive agency, and by its 
control reclaiming for homes for Americans iand now arid and 
worthless. 

“The project contemplates the construction of a large dam and 
storage reservoir at Boulder or Black Canyon, where the Colorado 
in its mad moments has prepared precipitous, perpendicular 
granite or basalt walls more than 1,600 feet in height. In addi- 
tion, an all-American canal for the protection of the lands of 
Imperial and Coachella Valleys is provided for. The dam will be 
approximately 550 feet in height and will create a water storage of 

,000,000 acre-feet. 

“And at the beg and at the end of this report it should 
be made plain that the entire project will finance itself; that the 
bill provides no work shall be undertaken and no money expended 
until the administration has provided for the adequate repayment 
of every penny that may be expended. The testimony demon- 
strates conclusively that the money for the work under this bill 
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will be forthcoming, and that this tremendous enterprise, one of 
the greatest of our generation, fraught with such potential possi- 
bilities for good and with such incalculable benefit to our people, 
will cost the Federal Government nothing except loss of interest on 
reclamation features, the same as in all other works of this kind, 
and administrative effort. 

“It should further be pointed out that in addition to destroying 
crops and damaging lands the Imperial Valley has the decided 
disadvantage of being below sea level and having no outlet for the 
water Ordinarily the flood waters from any stream find their way 
back into the stream as the flood subsides. This is not the case 
in Imperial Valley. There the flood waters remain in the basin 
until taken out by the slow process of evaporation. * * 

“Floods above Imperial Valley, were they not e ee ay 
the exceptional flood danger to Imperial Valley, would attract 
attention and call for remedial measures, In 1916 the water stood 
2 feet deep in the streets of the town of Yuma and threatened its 

destruction. In 1922 the river inundated a large part of Palo Verde 
Valley and the water stood several feet deep in the town of 
Ripley in that valley, destroying much property and otherwise 
causing a large amount of damage. Other floods have submerged 
ea Parker Valley and also done serious damage to the city of 
N es. 

“The greatest flood danger, however, is to the Imperial Valley, 
lying far below the river's channel and with no outlet for flood 
waters once they enter the valley. xy. 

“An outstanding feature of the testimony before the committee 
was the unanimity of view respecting the existence of the flood 
danger, its seriousness, urgent need for quick action, and that 
storage up the river was the solution. Engineers like A. P. Davis, 
F. E. Weymouth, Gen. George Gcethals, and William Mulholland 
joined with responsible executive officials like Mr. Herbert Hoover 
in voicing this idea. Admittedly and concededly storage at Boulder 
Canyon as here authorized will effect the greatest measure of 
security against the river’s floods which may be obtained.” 


THE WICKERSHAM REPORT 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I ask per- 
mission to have printed in the Recorp a statement by 
Charles S. Rackemann, president of the Constitutional Lib- 
erty League, upon the Wickersham report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

The statement is as follows: 


From the Boston Evening Transcript, February 3, 1931] 


THE WICKERSHAM BOARD AS FACT-FINDING BODY—CONSTITUTIONAL LIĻ - 
ERTY LEAGUE SAYS ITS CLAIMS SUBSTANTIATED BY THE COMMISSION 8 
DISCOVERIES—FACTS VERSUS OPINIONS 

To the EDITOR OF THE TRANSCRIPT: 

Much has been said regarding the different opinions of the 
Wickersham committee members. 

Why not consider the facts which they all but one agreed on and 
form our own opinions? 

Here are some of the important findings, indicating the evils 
of the law and its nonenforceability. 

The Constitutional Liberty League feels that these findings of 
fact fully support the position which the league has held in respect 
to the eighteenth amendment. 

CHARLES S. RacKEMANN, 
President. 
Boston, February 3. 


Statements of fact, with chapter and verse, are thus quoted by 
the league. 

1. The law has been in force something over 10 years, and during 
that time there have been 1,604 dismissals from the service for 
causes including “bribery, extortion, theft, violation of the na- 
tional prohibition act, falsification of records, conspiracy, forgery, 
perjury, and other causes.” (Part 1, 3 (b).) 

2. Total Federal appropriations, exclusive of “ expenditures for 
the Bureau of Customs, Coast Guard, and other services, directly 
connected with prohibition enforcement” aggregate at the end of 
1930, $113,672,427. (Part 1, 3 (d).) 

3. “Save in a few places and under special conditions, there has 
been no cordial, effective cooperation” between the different 
branches of the Federal service. (Part 1, 3 (d).) 

4, There appears to be “a general prevalence of in 
homes, in clubs, and in hotels, of drinking parties given and 
attended by persons of high standing and responsibility * * + 
drinking by women, and drinking by youth.” “Votes in colleges 
show an attitude of hostility to or contempt for the law on the 
part of those who are not unlikely to be leaders in the next genera- 
tion. It is safe to say that a significant change has taken piace, 
in the social attitude toward drinking.” (Part 2, 1.) 

5. “Upon the whole, however, they indicate that after a brief 
period in the first years of the amendment there has been a steady 
increase in drinking.” The effect on youth, the effect on families 
of workers and working people, etx., are disquieting. (Part 2, 1.) 

6. “ There is always likelihood of any enforcement service, how- 
ever adequately equipped and maintained, falling into a routine 
which can not keep up with the activities of those who are vigi- 
lantly searching for the weak pointa. (Part 2, 2 (i).) 

7. Denaturing alcohol beyond a yossibility of renaturing is not 
wholly feasible. Stimulated by the enormous margin of proiit, 
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chemical skill may be employed in defeating as well as in perfect- 
ing the denaturing process. (Part 2, 2 (ii).) 
8. “ Moonshining has gone on in the region of the Appalachian 
from the Federal excise law of 1791 down to the national 
prohibition act.” 

In 1913 the commissioner reported the seizure of 2,375 stills. 
In 1929, in one State alone, the State seized more than this num- 
ber and the Federal Government as many more. For the whole 
country, the Federal seizure was six times as many as in 1913. 
(Part 2, 2 (iii).) 

9. “Home distilling has gone on from the inception of prohi- 
bition and in some localities has at one time or another reached 
large proportions.” “Adults living in such an atmosphere as 
evasion of the law are law breaking, and children brought up in 
it are an obstruction to the present enforcement of the law and a 
serious threat to law and order in the future.” 

“Necessity seems to compel the virtual abandonment of efforts 
for effective enforcement at this point, but it must be recognized 
that this is done at the price of nullification to that extent.” 
(Part 2, 2 (vi).) 

10. “Even more serious is the enormous growth in the produc- 
tion of corn sugar. The legitimate uses are few and not easy to 
ascertain. The bulk appears to go into illicit Whisky“ 
“Since the national prohibition act, the output of corn sugar es 
gone forward by leaps and bounds. In the 10 years between 1919 
and 1929 it had multiplied by 6.” 

“As to grape production, the proportion of legitimate use is 
large, but here also the production has increased steadily far be- 
yond any normal use.” (Part 2, 2 ().) 

11. “Against the gain in eliminating the saloon must be weighed 
the demoralizing effect of the régime of more or less protected 
speakeasies upon regard for law and upon law and order gener- 
ally.“ (Part 2, 2 (b).) 

12. The number of drug stores has mereased out of proportion 
to the increase in population. With the pressure of competition 
and pressure of enforcement upon other agencies of distribution, 
there will always be a large potential difficulty at this point.” 
(Part 2, 2 (b).) 

13. Not the least demoralizing feature of enforcement of na- 
tional prohibition is the development of open or hardly disguised 
drinking winked at by those in charge in respectable places where 
respectable people gather.” (Part 2, 2 (d).) 

14. Imported wines command high prices. Whisky of quality is 
obtainable substantially everywhere at prices not extravagant for 
persons of means. For poorer people, a large amount of cheap, 
poor grade, or even poisonous liquor is constantly produced and 
in general circulation. The conclusion is that enforcement is 
not reaching the sources of production and distribution so as to 
materially affect the supply.” (Part 2,2 (e)) 

15. New York, Nevada, Montana, Wisconsin, Massachusetts, 
Illinois, and Rhode Island have repealed their laws. 

“Virginia has been a zealous prohibition State since 1914.” 
+ + * “Yet the number of arrests for drunkenness in Rich- 
mond has been growing steadily and has increased by more than 
one-third in five years. Also the testimony shows that the amount 
of liquor. m. circulation has grown steadily. Prices tell the same 

* “The evidence as to Norfolk and Roanoke is to 
the same effect.” 

Kansas has had State prohibition for over 50 years.” * * * 
“There is a drastic State statute.” * * * “It is significant 
that the death rate in Kansas from alcoholism and causes attribut- 
able to alcohol, which had fallen to a very low level between 1917 
and 1920, has risen to the level of 1917.” (Part 2, 2 (f) (1).) 

16. “Admission of the Federal prohibition authorities that there 
can be no effective Federal enforcement without State coopera- 
tion.” (Part 2, 2 (f) (2).) 

16a. “Breakdown of State enforcement work is ap 
Illinois, New Jersey, and Missouri.” (Part 2, 2 (f) (3).) 

17. There was much corruption in connection with the regu- 
lation of the liquor traffic before prohibition. But the prenont 
régime of corruption in connection with the liquor traffic is 
ating in a new and larger field and is more extensive.” (Part 3, 1. y 

18. The general reaction against and resentment of the powers 
of government was inevitable. It could not fail to find expression 
in opposition to those laws which affected directly and sought in 
large measure to change the habits and conduct of the people. 
This attitude has been manifest in the nonobservance and resist- 
ance to the enforcement of the prohibition laws.“ (Part 3, 2 (a).) 

19, “ High-handed methods, shootings, and killings, even where 
justified, alienated thoughtful citizens, believers in law and order. 
Unfortunate public expressions by advocates of the law, approving 
killings, and promiscuous shootings and lawless raids and seizures 
and deprecating the constitutional guarantees involved, aggra- 
vated this effect.” (Part 3, 2 (d).) 

20. “It is therefore a serious impairment of the legal order to 
have a national law upon the books theoretically governing the 
whole land and announcing a policy for the whole land which 
public opinion in many im; t centers will not enforce and in 
many others will not suffer to be enforced effectively.” (Part 3, 3.) 

21. “It is axiomatic that under any system of reasonably free 
government a law will be observed and may be enforced only 
where and to the extent that it reflects or is an expression of the 
general opinion of the normally law-abiding elements of the com- 
munity.” * * The state of public opinion, certainly in 
many important portions of the country, presents a serious obsta- 
cle to the observance and enforcement of the national prohibition 
laws.” (Part 3, 3.) 
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22. "“ Temperance assumes a moderate use of alcoholic beverages, 
but seeks to prevent excess.” * * “ Prohibition makes no 
distinction between moderate sod excessive use.” * ka 
“There is, therefore, a fundamental cleavage in principle be- 
tween those who believe in temperance and those who believe in 
prohibition which it is difficult to reconcile under the traditional 
American attitude toward the law already discussed.” (Part 3, 3.) 
23. Those fayoring temperance “ and insisted upon 
the exercise of the right of the Government to regulate and con- 
trol the production, handling, and use of intoxicating liquors to 
the full extent necessary to prevent excessive use or other conduct 
which would be injurious to others or the community, but did 
not approve of the attempt to extend that power to the preven- 
tion of temperate use under conditions, not in their view, in- 
jurious or antisocial.” (Part 3, 3.) 

24. “The cumulative result of these conditions was that from 
its inception to the present time, the law has been to a constantly 
increasing degree deprived of that support in public opinion which 
was and is essential for its general observance or effective enforce- 
ment.” (Part 3, 3.) 

25. “ This profit makes possible systematic and organized viola- 
tion of the national prohibition act on a large scale and offers 
rewards on a par with the most important legitimate industries. 
It makes lavish expenditure in corruption possible. It puts heavy 
temptation in the way of everyone engaged in enforcement or 
administration of the law. It affords a financial basis for organ- 
ized crime.” (Part 3, 4.) 

26. Twelve thousand miles of Atlantic, Pacific, and Gulf shore 
lines; 3,000 miles of Great Lakes and connecting rivers and 
boundaries; and 3,700 miles of land boundaries of the United 
States, “ offering every facility to the smuggler.” (Part 3, 5.) 

27. “ Difficulties inhered also in the conception of the amendment 
that Nation and State were to act concurrently, each covering 
the whole of the same ground, actually or potentially.” * 
“Attempts to bring about and maintain the requisite cooperation 
between Nation and State enforcement of prohibition encounter 
adverse public opinion in many important localities and are ham- 
pered by a bad tradition as to cooperation of State and Federal 
Governments, and by irritation in communities which feel that 
the ideas of conduct and modes of life of other communities are 

forced upon them.” (Part 3, 6.) 

28. “ Political interference has decreased, but as our institutions 
are organized and conducted it will always be a menace to 
effectual enforcement.” (Part 3, 6.) 

29. “A number of causes of resentment or irritation at the law 
or at features of its enforcement raise difficulties for national 
prohibition. A considerable part of the public were irritated at 
a constitutional don't in a matter where they saw no moral 
question. The statutory definition of ‘intoxicating’ at a point 
clearly much below what is intoxicating in truth and fact, even 
if maintainable as a matter ot legal power, was widely felt to be 
arbitrary and unnecessary . (Part 3, 7. 

30. Federal organization ‘ot courts and of. prosecution were ill 
adapted to the task imposed upon them by the national prohibi- 
tion act. Serious difficulties at this point soon became apparent 
and enforcement of national prohibition still wrestles with them.” 

+ * “In the first five years of national prohibition the vol- 
ume of liquor prosecutions in the Federal courts had multiplied 
by 7. And Federal prosecutions under the prohibition act termi- 
nated in 1930 had become nearly eight times as many as the total 
number of all pending Federal prosecutions in 1914.” (Part 3, 8.) 

$1. “ The effect of the huge volume of liquor prosecutions which 
has come to these courts under prohibition has injured their dig- 
nity, impaired their efficiency, and endangered the wholesome 
respect for them which once obtained.” * * “These deplor- 

able conditions have been aggravated by the constant presence in 
and about these courts of professional criminal lawyers and bail- 
bond agents, whose unethical and mercenary practice have de- 
tracted from these valued institutions." * * + “High-handed 
methods, unreasonable searches and seizures, lawless interference 
with persona! and property rights, have had a bad effect on the 
work of prosecution at a time when the general condition of Ameri- 
can administration of justice was imperatively demanding im- 
provement.” * Nor have these bad effects been confined 
CCC courts. There has been a gen- 
eral bad effect upon the whole administration of justice.” * 
“The operation of the national prohibition act has also thrown 
a greatly increased burden upon the Federal penal institutions, 
which seems bound to increase with any effective increase in 
enforcement.” 

Official reports show Federal long-term prison population risen 
from not more than 5,268 in June, 1921, to 14,115 in June, 1930, 
these figures including only persons serving sentence of more than 
one year. (Part 3, 8.) 

32. “ Why home wine making should be lawful while home brew- 
ing of beer and home distilling of spirits are not, why home wine 
making for home use is less ee than making the same 
wine outside the home for home use, and why it should be penal 
to make wine commercially for use in homes and not penal to 
make in huge quantities the material for wine making and setting 
up elaborate selling campaigns for disposing of them is not appar- 
ent.” (Part 3, 9.) 

33. “It seems to be admitted by the Government and demon- 
strated by experience that it is substantially impracticable for the 
Federal Government alone to enforce the declared policy of the 
national prohibition act effectively as to home production. Obvi- 
ously, nullification by failure of State cooperation and acquiesced- 


1931 


in nullification in homes have serious implications. Enforcement 
of a national law with a clearly announced national policy, such as 
is set forth in section 3 of the national prohibition act, can not be 
pronounced satisfactory when gaps of such extent and far-reaching 
effect are left open.” (Part 3, 10.) 

34. There is convincing evidence of notable increase in produc- 
tion, consequent upon increased efficiency of labor. As to decrease 
in industrial accidents, nothing is clearly established. * * * 
“There has been an increase in savings evidenced especially by 
savings deposits.” 

This partly due to thrift campaigns, stimulating activities of 
banks, and more general employment of wives and daughters. “It 
can not be said that anything is clearly established on this 
point.” (Part 7, 1.) 

35. There is a clear preponderance of evidence to establish a 
gain in the standards of living, but allowance must be made for 
the economic conditions in the decade following the war, for the 
tendency of women to work for wages, and the general diffusion of 
improved means of recreation. Beyond this, the social benefits 
asserted are not so clear.” 

Conceding the social benefits to the full extent to which they 
may be established, “they are due not so much to the attempt 
at federally enforced prevention of the use of intoxicating liquor 
as to 125 closing or substantial closing the old-time saloon.” 
(Part 7, 2. 


MANUFACTURE OF FERTILIZER AT MUSCLE SHOALS 


Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I have received a good 
many letters from my State in reference to the Muscle 
Shoals project asking me for information with reference to 
that subject, and I have not any. I want to ask, if it be 
not unparliamentary, if some Senator will tell the Senate 
just what the condition is. 

The report of the United States Department of Commerce 
of 1930 shows that South Carolina in 1929 used 760,053 tons 
of fertilizer, for which the farmers paid $24,321,696. The 
average price was $32 per ton. 

According to the report of a Muscle Shoals committee 
appointed by ex-President Coolidge, the farmers of South 
Carolina would save 43 per cent of this enormous fertilizer 
bill if the plants at Muscle Shoals were put to work. The 
43 per cent saving would amount to $10,458,328. 

It has been said that all proposals for leasing the nitrate 
plant have been in favor of chemicals to the detriment of 
fertilizer. I understand that the House conferees’ proposal, 
which is soon to be submitted, removes all doubt on this 
point. My understanding is that it provides for the manu- 
facture of fertilizer to the full capacity of the plant. If so, 
I do not see why any southern Senator is opposed to it. 

I should like to have the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Norris] or some other Senator some time, at his convenience, 
in the next day or two please to inform the Senate of the 
exact conditions, why the conference committee can not 
get together, or why action is being held up as it is. The 
farmers of my State are interested; they are writing and 
asking me for information, and the only way I have to 
ascertain is to ask somebody else, as I am not one of the 
conferees. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, if the Senator from South 
Carolina will read my remarks made in the Senate a few 
days ago he will find as full an explanation of the conditions 
as I am able to give. 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
14675) making appropriations for the Department of the 
Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I desire to 
propound a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Is there a special order for 
this day? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. At 1 o'clock p. m. a vote is to 
be had upon the bill (H. R. 6603) to provide a shorter 
work week for postal employees, and for other purposes. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I have two 
objections to the conference report. The first objection is 
to the relief item. The second objection is to the method 
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of the treatment of the American Indians. I shall con- 
clude now what I have to say about the first objection, and 
will postpone until after the relief item has been discussed 
what I shall have to say about the Indian situation. 

Mr. President, the subject which I am now discussing is 
that of relief for the needy people of the country. The so- 
called compromise amendment embraced in the conference 
report was initiated some time ago in order to afford food 
for the hungry, clothing for those who may be suffering 
from the cold, and even medicine for those who may be in 
need of medical supplies. On yesterday I tried to show that 
there was no food provided for in this amendment. I made 
the charge that if the amendment shall be adopted it will 
merely provide for loans to corporations, for loans to those 
who have stock in corporations. Therefore, I contend that 
loans thus made would not afford food for those who may 
be hungry. 

My second charge was that the amendment, if enacted 
into law, would provide money to be loaned to farmers who 
have land and who have security. Such farmers, Mr. Presi- 
dent, are not in dire distress; they have food, although it 
may be meager. I asked the question on yesterday how 
could a hungry man or a hungry woman or a hungry boy 
or girl get a single meal if this amendment were adopted. 
I direct that inquiry now to the distinguished chairman of 
the conference committee, representing the Senate of the 
United States. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I was temporarily occupied 
and did not hear the question of the Senator from 
Oklahoma. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. My question is, How can 
anyone in need, one who is hungry, one who needs clothing 
or medicine, get the benefit of food, clothing, or medicine 
under the provisions of this particular amendment? 

Mr. SMOOT. In reply to the Senator’s inquiry, I will say 
that any person in the condition mentioned by the Senator 
from Oklahoma may get assistance from the Red Cross. 
This bill provides entirely for a different plan. I will admit 
what the Senator has stated, that any such person as he 
refers to would have to apply to the Red Cross for assist- 
ance, and the Red Cross will take care of just such cases. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, that is the 
first admission made upon the floor that this amendment 
does not provide food; that this amendment does not pro- 
vide clothing; that this amendment does not provide medi- 
cine for those of our population who to-day are in dire 
distress. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, of course this bill provides 
for food in cases where security is given for the loan to 
the Government. The Senator from Oklahoma is right in 
stating that as to an individual who can not give security 
such an individual will be taken care of by the Red Cross, but 
persons who are renting farms, we will say, or who are 
engaged in any other kind of business can secure assistance 
from this appropriation by giving the Government the 
security as provided in the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, on previous 
days it was stated upon this floor that this amendment was 
broader than providing food, yet no one on this floor would 
make the statement that it provided food. Now we have the 
admission from the chairman of the committee of confer- 
ence that his understanding is exactly similar to that of the 
House of Representatives. There is no mistake about the 
interpretation; this is not a controversial question from the 
standpoint of the meaning of the amendment, for the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the committee to-day admits the 
interpretation which I gave this amendment on yesterday. 

This amendment, Mr. President, was offered a few days 
ago providing the sum of $25,000,000, not to be loaned to 
those who may have security but to be given to the Red 
Cross to enable the Red Cross to take care of those who may 
be in need, to take care of the unemployed and those who 
have no security. That was the idea back of offering this 
amendment, but now in conference the purport of the 
amendment has been entirely changed. 
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Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachuetts. And it was to include those 
who are in distress among the unemployed in the cities as 
well as in the drought-stricken areas. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Exactly so, Mr. President. 
There is suffering in the cities as well as in the country. 
I spoke upon a former occasion about being in one of our 
neighboring cities and going through the bread line. I saw 
the distress there. The condition that exists in that city 
exists in every city throughout the country. 

On yesterday, if we can believe to-day’s newspapers, no 
city of any considerable size in America but what had a 
demonstration by the unemployed. Of course, the press 
chooses to call them “communists,” but, Mr. President, I 
deny that insinuation. Because a man is hungry is no sign 
that he is a communist; but that is the implication we get 
from to-day’s newspapers. This amendment had its incep- 
tion in the hearts of Senators who wanted to help the 
unemployed in the cities and to help those in distress in the 
country. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield again? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield further to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I appreciate the Senator 
yielding. I have on my desk two newspapers which reached 
me this morning, IA EO TOROI EOR. prec ATR 
day, February 10, from which I read the headlines 

Ranks of workless increase. Completed canvass in Boston shows 
11 5 of workers unemployed—a jump of 4 per cent since 

r 
ite collar people hardest hit by big slump. Every home 
visited to obtain figures. 

May I read just one short line from the article which 
follows under the headlines? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I read just one paragraph, 
as follows: 

Whereas the Government estimated last April that 7 per cent of 
the working population of the city were out of work and looking 
for positions, it was estimated last night that this figure has 
jumped to 11 per cent of the working population of the 22 wards. 

I now call attention to an article in another newspaper, 
the Clinton Daily Item, published on February 4, under the 
headline “ Caring for Unemployed and Their Families.” “ Poor 
of town never so great a problem as at present time,” says 
Warden John H. Brodrick. Mr. Brodrick has charge of 
distributing aid to the poor. I will read a paragraph taken 
from the report of Mr. Brodrick, the warden in charge of 
distributing funds appropriated to take care of the poor of 
Clinton, which was never considered disgraceful until now, 
which was never called a dole until now, although it has 
gone on for years. I read from his report the following 
paragraph: 

Take the number of people 3 ald page the number 
of inhabitants, about 12,800, and the . You 
find nearly one out of every 12 inhabitants 8 ald. In 1929 
your town gave aid to 80 families. That was more than your 
town ever had before. In 1930 there were more than 220 families 
aided, consisting of 1,154 people. 

I think these quotations, taken at random, indicate to 
some extent the distress in the cities and manufacturing 
and industrial centers of this country. I thank the Senator 
for yielding to enable me to supply that information. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I thank the Senator from 
Massachusetts for his contribution to this discussion. 

Mr. President, when this amendment was before the Sen- 
ate a few days ago it was adopted by an overwhelming 
majority and provided an appropriation of $25,000,000 to be 
given to the Red Cross to enable it to assist the needy in 
the cities and to assist those in distress in the country. We 
voted for that amendment; yet in conference the conferees 
have changed entirely the purport of the amendment, so 
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that now not a penny of the money can be used for the 
purpose for which we voted it a few days ago; but, instead, 
not only does the money not go to the Red Cross but the 
Red Cross can not get the money. Under the terms of this 
Provision not a dollar of the appropriation can go to the 
Red Cross. Why? Because the Red Cross is not a corpora- 
tion that is federated with the reserve system. It can not 
borrow money under the term “corporation”; the Red 
Cross has no stockholders; it has no stock to hypothecate, 
and neither the Red Cross as a national organization can 
get any money nor can the managers of the Red Cross get 
any money from this appropriation. The Red Cross is not 
a farmer; it has no security as a farmer to hypothecate for 
money; so not only does this money not go to the Red Cross 
but the Red Cross can not get it. It can only go to corpora- 
ae and to individuals who have security to protect such 
dans. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Red Cross would not ac- 
cept it if it had a chance to get it. The Senator knows that 
that statement has been made by Mr. John Barton Payne, 
the chairman of the Red Cross. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, the Red 
Cross, I am advised, would not accept this money. Well, the 
Red Cross may have ample funds for use without accepting 
this money for the time being, perhaps. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is what they claim, and they are going 
to take care of just such cases as the Senator is now talking 
about. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The Red Cross, in the first 
instance, had something like $25,000,000 it could have used, 
and, having resources of $25,000,000 or something there- 
abouts, it called upon the people of the country in the worst 
crisis in history, when money was scarce, asking them 
for $10,000,000 more. 

Mr. SMOOT. And the people of the country are going to 
give it to the Red Cross, and not only $10,000,000 but they 
are going to give the Red Cross much more than $10,000,000. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Yes, Mr. President, I was 
much gratified on yesterday in looking through the evening 
newspaper to see that the President had subscribed one- 
tenth of his annual salary, the sum of $7,500, to the Red 
Cross. I commend that charity on the part of the Presi- 
dent; yet I can hardly understand, Mr. President, why, as 
an individual, he would give $7,500 to feed the starving 
people of the country when, as the president of the Red 
Cross, he would not permit his own organization to accept 
money from the Government, and, as the President of the 
United States, he is opposed to an appropriation of a single 
dollar to feed the needy people of these United States. 

Mr. President, this item does not in any sense do what it 
was intended to have done when it passed this body only a 
few days ago. 

Some one might say, “ Why do not the States do some- 
thing? Why does not the State of Arkansas do some- 
thing? Mr. President, the State of Arkansas is doing all 
it can. Some one might ask, “ Why does not the State of 
Oklahoma do something?” Let me recount what my State 
is doing in this emergency. 

Here we are, the Senate of the United States, refusing to 
do anything. How do the people back home feel about the 
matter? 

I can not speak for Maryland, nor for Florida, nor for 
Kentucky. I presume to infringe upon the time of the Sen- 
ate perhaps to speak for my State. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield to the Senator from 
Maryland. 

Mr. TYDINGS. A letter received this morning from a 
gentleman who has donated to the Red Cross considerable 
amounts informs me of the fact that these donations are 
not exempt from the provisions of the income tax law. It 
strikes me that in this emergency, when we are asking peo- 
ple to contribute to this relief, we ought to incorporate in 
any measure on the subject a provision exempting these 
particular donations from the income tax law; and I believe 
they will be very much larger if that is done. 
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Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SMOOT. I want to say to the Senator from Mary- 
land that his informant is mistaken. The donations are 
exempt from the income tax law. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield further? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield further. 

Mr. TYDINGS. As I understand the situation, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury originally ruled that the donations 
were not exempt; and an appeal was taken to the Board of 
Tax Appeals, which has ruled that they are exempt. How- 
ever, a great many people feel that the matter has not 
been finally decided; and until Congress clears it up there 
are many people who might contribute more than they have 
because they are afraid that upon subsequent appeal the 
decision may again be reversed, and they will have taxes 
to pay where it appears now that none are due. 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not see how that can happen. Ever 
since the law was passed whatever I have given to the Red 
Cross I have taken off my tax returns, and no question has 
ever been raised about it. I say to the Senator from 
Maryland now that the amounts that are given to the Red 
Cross are deductible from the income of the person who 
pays them. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield further? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I have not the letter available, but I 
will send and get it. It gives the case by name, and also 
the appeal. As I pointed out, while the decision on the 
appeal at this time has been to the effect that these dona- 
tions are not subject to the income tax, the matter has 
not been finally decided, and there is an ambiguity in the 
law. We ought to say in this law at this time that those 
who contribute to the Red Cross for this particular emer- 
gency, at least, ought to have their contributions exempted 
from income tax. 

Mr. SMOOT. There is no necessity of it, because they 
are exempt. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I will send and get the letter, and then 
that will clear up the atmosphere. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I am pleased that the 
Senator is going to put into the Recorp the extent of the 
burdens which the Commonwealth of Oklahoma and its local 
communities have undertaken in connection with the efforts 
of that State to relieve the present economic distress. I 
hope there can be put into the Recorp the contributions or 
appropriations made by all the States and all the munici- 
palities of the country. 

My attention was called by a letter from one whom I 
consider one of the first citizens of Boston—a man who 
has held many high and important public offices—to the 
fact that the city of Boston is now spending at the rate of 
$7,000,000 a year on what is called a “ dole,” but what here- 
tofore has been called public money used to buy food, cloth- 
ing, and provide shelter for the poor. 

My correspondent uses this language: 

At the present time Boston is spending at the rate of $7,000,000 
a year on what might be called a dole. The money is being 
given out to heads of families. * * This, multiplied through- 
out the State of Massachusetts, means about $20,000,000 a year 
in doles. 

The extent to which that burden has been increased can 
be appreciated when I state that the usual appropriation 
for this relief in normal times in the city of Boston is about 
$100,000 a month; namely, $1,200,000 a year. The same 
record is being duplicated throughout the industrial sections 
of the country. 
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So there has been in one year practically an increase of 
about 600 per cent in the amount of relief extended by 
taxation in that city. 

The writer calls attention to the fact that he had an 
interview with members of the State unemployment com- 
mittee in which they flattered themselves that great progress 
had been made in relieving the distressed conditions that 
exist in the State. My correspondent says, referring to the 
Official of the unemployment committee: 


Their jaws dropped when I told them they could thank the 
taxpayers of Massachusetts, who are already overburdened. 


The point I am trying to develop is that stupendous tax 
burdens of increased expense have been placed upon the 
owners of real estate, the small property owners of this 
country, to relieve poverty, suffering, and misery, and that 
these burdens for years to come will bear down upon the 
backs of these people, many of whose homes or business 
establishments are already mortgaged. I repeat, the whole 
procedure here is best described as a mandate from the na- 
tional Government that the poor must take care of the poor; 
it is no business of the Federal Treasury. 

I thank the Senator for permitting these observations dur- 
ing his able address. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I appreciate the contribu- 
tion just made by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. President, as one of the representatives of the new 
State of Oklahoma, I say that the constituency which my 
colleague and myself are undertaking to represent come from 
the respective States of the Union. Many were not born in 
Oklahoma. They come from every State. There are two and 
a half million of them. They are a busy people, and they 
have no time to waste on nonessentials. But, Mr. President, 
were there not an emergency in that State we would not 
have the activity that we have there now in trying to care 
for such an emergency. We have a committee appointed in 
Oklahoma to take care of the situation. 

I hold in my hand a report of that committee, made by 
the chairman. It is somewhat lengthy. I shall not take the 
time to have it read. I ask unanimous consent that it may 
be printed at this point in my remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


OKLAHOMA STATE DROUGHT RELIEF COMMITTEE, 
McAlester, Okla., January 29. 1931. 
Hon. ELMER THOMAS, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

My Dran SENATOR: In reply to your letter of the 26th, I beg to 
advise that our farm-rellef measures are getting under way and 
operating as follows: 

1. American Red Cross chapters in each county have strength- 
ened their central county committees and have appointed a local 
key man or committeeman in each school district or each 
township. These key men have made surveys of the people in 
their neighborhood who are in need and have filled out question- 
naires containing complete information in regard to the family 
and the extent of its needs, and these have been passed upon by 
the county central committees and the local neighborhood com- 
mitteeman advised as to the amount of relief he can furnish each 
family. The local committeeman issues a store order to local 
merchants specifying the articles of food or clothing, the unit 
price of same, and the total value to be delivered to each bene- 
ficiary. In this county these store orders are running from a 
minimum of $2 per week to a very small family that is not 
entirely destitute to $5 per week to an average or rather large 
family and, in addition, committeemen are authorized to supply 
clothing, and arrangements are made whereby in the case of sick- 
ness the county health officer is promptly notified, and he will 
give proper attention and supply all medicines free. 

Township committeemen are authorized to furnish not only 
food and clothing for the families but, where proper, they are also 
authorized to furnish store orders for the purchase of feed for 
cows, hogs, and chickens and for work animals until such time as 
the proceeds of the Government loans are available in cash. 

The tremendous publicity this relief undertaking has received 
has, of course, apprised every farmer of the availability of Red 
Cross relief, and applications and demands are being received from 
quite a few that would otherwise have gotten along on their own 
resources. However, in the first instance doubts are being resolved 
in favor of the applicants being entirely worthy, but visitors are 
being sent out to check up and to see where either too little or 
too much is being given. 

County chapters are preparing estimates as to how’ long this 
relief will be required and are forwarding same to the head- 
quarters offices of the Red Cross that they may prepare their bud- 
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gets for future needs. Allotments or grants of money to the vari- 
ous county Red Cross chapters range from $1,000 to $3,000 at a 
time. 


In many counties where but little complaint of distress or acute 
need was heard before considerable demands are now present. 
Many of our substantial citizens feel that the public agitation of 
this question has caused a great many, who have always been in 
need at this time of the year but who have managed to get by, to 
call for Red Cross relief, and are much concerned as to when and 
how these people, now being fed by the Red Cross, are going to be 
gotten back onto their own resources. 

2. Our county farm agents are just now receiving complete sup- 
plies of the blanks necessary for the making of Federal seed, fer- 
tilizer, and feed loans out of the $45,000,000 fund made available 
In the belief that you would be interested in re- 


und 
believe it is being worked out in a very systematic and business- 
like manner. 

As you know, along with other State drought chairmen, it was 
my opinion in the that the act making available this 
$45,000,000 loan fund should contain provision whereby the 
amount loaned to each farmer would be increased by an amount 
sufficient to provide the farmer and his family with food and other 
actual necessities during the period that they were planting and 
raising 1931 crops. It was my thought that the inclusion of such 
provision in the loan bill would make farmers eligible to receive 
these loans independent of Red Cross and other charitable relief, 
and it was my thought that by this process the general relief 
work now being carried on so extensively by the American Red 
Cross could be avoided. 

I still think that if this relief measure could have been kept out 
of politics and passed early in December, and could have included 
some provision for food and other actual family necessities, that 
it would have greatly lessened the demand upon the Red Cross. 
However, in my opinion the number of erstwhile drifting tenant 
farmers who are without the facilities for the conduct of farming 
operations of their own during 1931, or who for other reasons are 
not eligible to participate in this Federal loan, will be nearly as 
great as the number that are going to be eligible to borrow some 
of this $45,000,000 from the Government. 

Again, as the matter has been long delayed by the extended con- 
troversy in Congress, thousands of these farmers throughout the 
drought-stricken States have run out of food for their families, 
their cows, their chickens, and their work stock; and had it not 
been for the fact that the Red Cross was on the ground and meet- 
ing their necessities during the past several weeks there would 
have been suffering and some additional sacrifice of livestock; and 
as the blanks are just now reaching the county agents, it is going 
to be a month yet before many of these farmers who are eligible 
to participate in this loan will receive any actual money, and in 
the meantime the Red Cross is meeting the present necessities of 
not only their families but enabling them to feed their work ani- 
mals and their cows. I have, therefore, about reached the con- 
clusion that it is better that the Red Cross committees—on which 
a large number of the best business men and farmers in each 
county are serving—should supply food and other human necessi- 
ties to those who are not able to otherwise obtain them, and that 
the seed, fertilizer, and feed loans should, as planned, be made on 
a strictly business basis and cover only seed, fertilizer, and feed 
for work animals and/or oil and gasoline, where tractors are used. 

In my opinion, not over half of those who will be eligible to 
participate in this loan will be compelled to ask for or accept Red 
Cross relief. 

While perhaps 15,000 farmers in this State, whose 1930 crops 
were badly damaged by the extended drought, have been living 
very simply and hard for several months past, since September 
the Red Cross chapters in each county have had instructions to 
allow no one to suffer, but the demands upon them prior to about 
the 10th of January were very light and very scattered. The 
farmers who ran out of food prior to that time received some help 
from the charitable organizations at the county-seat towns and 
from their neighbors, and of course a great many of those whom 
the Red Cross are now feeding would, with such assistance as 
they could have gotten in this manner and with what little they 
had at home, have gotten through the winter. But early in Jan- 

it became apparent that a large number were 


ship or school district committeemen are hunting up those who 
are in acute need and are seeing to it that their wants are ade- 
quately supplied with plain but substantial food and clothing. 

3. I understand that upon the recommendation of Governor 
Murray the legislature of this State has appropriated $300,000 to 
be used in the purchase of seed, which is to be distributed free 
throughout this State. While I am not yet advised as to how 
this distribution will be handled, I understand that it will prob- 
ably be administered by and through the boards of county com- 
missioners in the several counties. 

There are in each county a large number of tenant farmers 
whose credentials and records are such that they will probably 
not be recommended as entitled to participate in the Federal loan. 
Practically all of this class in this State are now being fed by 
the American Red Cross. Where farmers of this class are in posi- 
tion to farm at all they should be furnished seed for not only 
the grain crops but for gardens, to the end that no one who is 
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able and willing to work land and produce may be denied the 
or ee and privilege of thus providing for himself and his 


y. 

You will note that each farmer who makes application for par- 
ticipation in the Federal loan agrees in his application “to plant 
a garden for home use and a sufficient acreage of feed to supply 
feed for my livestock.” 

Our State and county drought-relief committees, the the farm 
extension department, county farm agents, and home demonstra- 
tion agents are all endeavoring to impress upon our farmers that 
there is nothing to indicate that the price of cotton, wheat, and/or 
other 1931 farm products can be sold for any better prices than 
were realized for what was raised during 1930, and that in view 
of the fact that we will probably not have such a severe drought 
in 1931 and that every farmer is going to raise as much of every- 
thing as possible that there is a possibility that prices for the 
1931 crop may not be as high as those that were received for the 
1930 crops, and that in view of this it is very important that every 
farm family should this year grow, in addition to their or 
crops, the largest and best gardens possible; that they should 
can liberal supplies of vegetables and meat to carry them through 
the winter of 1931-32, and that they should grow potatoes and 
turnips and store supplies for next winter, and that they should 
also grow and lay by for next winter’s use ample supplies of feed 
for their stock, and that every farmer should acquire and Keep at 
least one milk cow, several hogs, and some chickens. 

It would hardly seem necessary to conduct a campaign to urge 
these but a survey which we made several months ago 
showed that approximately 17,000 farm families in this State are 
without one milk cow, and the same survey showed that just 
about that same number were going to need outside aid. 

We are starting in to call the farmers’ attention to the fact 
that because of the seriousness of the 1930 drought the Federal 
Government, the American Red Cross, our governor, our State 
legislature, members of State and local chambers of commerce, 
bankers, merchants, and representatives of loan companies, the 
daily and weekly newspapers, and the many members of State 
and county drought relief committees: are all cooperating to 
render all needed assistance to the farmers of these 22 drought- 
stricken States this year, and that as a result relief measures of 
greater magnitude than have ever been undertaken before are 
now fully under way and operative; but that in view of the fact 
that this matter of farm relief has received so much publicity 
and has become the subject of such bitter controversy in Con- 
gress and required so much hard work and attention from such 
& large number of citizens that there is no probability that the 
interest in this subject now being manifested and the assistance 
now being rendered can be relied upon to continue beyond the 
1931 crop season, and that even though conditions a year from 
now may still be very difficult, as they undoubtedly will be for 
a large number of our farmers, there is little prospect that they 
can rely upon or that they will at that time be receiving any 
assistance from Federal or State Governments, the American Red 
Cross, or any of the many agencies now active in their behalf; 
and that in view of these certain facts they must enter upon the 
planting and raising of 1931 crops and upon the conservation 
and saving of what they raise during 1931 with far more energy 
and thrift than have been exercised in the past. 

We are urging these farmers to refrain from borrowing one 
dollar more than they really must have to carry on their opera- 
tions and raise maximum diversified crops during 1931. We are 
reminding them that these loans being made by the Federal 
Government will all come due with interest on November 1, 
1931, and that they must pay these loans and still have enough 
left out of the proceeds of their 1931 crops to feed and clothe 
their families and to feed their teams, cows, hogs, and chickens 
until they can realize on 1932 crops; and, in addition, they must 
save out of their 1931 crops enough seed to take care of the 1932 
plantings in the realization that Government funds now being 
offered will not be available a year hence. 

Our surveys have shown that in nearly every drought-stricken 
community some few farmers, by good management, thrift, 
economy, and by the diversification of crops, raised enough even 
during the year 1930 to enable them to carry on without either 
Federal or Red Cross aid. This fact demonstrates clearly 
what can be done and that our farmers, instead of putting their 
eggs all in one basket by raising one or two cash crops and by 
trying to obtain borrowed money with which to purchase food 
and other necessities and instead of hoping without justification 
that the price of cotton and wheat will advance, must, by the 
exercise of more intelligence and better management and by the 
putting forth of a greater effort, as nearly as possible raise their 
living on the farm and, in addition, a sufficient marketable sur- 
plus to provide the money with which to repay the Government 
loan, clothe their family, and to meet other obligations. 

The difficulties and the problems confronting our farmers, land- 
owners, loan companies, bankers, merchants, and others are, in- 
deed, serious; and while the Federal Farm Board and other 
agencies of relief set up by the Federal Government are doing 
everything in their power at great cost to the taxpayers to stabi- 
lize markets and otherwise assist our farmers, my investigation of 
these subjects during the past six months, as chairman of our 
State drought relief committee, has convinced me that whether 
we or they like it or not our farmers must solve their own prob- 
lems and pull themselves out of their own financial difficulties 
by raising their living and their families’ living at home and to 
so economize that even if the outside world will not buy their 
surplus products at a profitable price they may still subsist and 
make themselves comparatively independent. 
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Neither our banks, our country merchants, nor the land-loan 
companies are in position to make loans to farmers as they have 
done in the past, as I believe, to the farmer’s very great disad- 
van . Our farmers are attempting to engage in a business 
without any capital of their own—entirely on borrowed interest- 
bearing money. They have been buying beyond their means at 
high prices on the installment plan, mortgaging all possible net 
income two or three years in advance, and therefore it is not 
strange that when a bad year like 1930 comes along they are 
rendered helpless. 

I have advocated strongly and supported the Federal loan which 
Congress has now made available because I realize, as early as 
September 1, that thousands of farmers would not be able to 
plant and raise 1931 crops without substantial assistance from 
either the Federal or the State governments, but I think it must 
now be made very plain to the farmers of this country that there is 
no prospect of their being able to borrow money from the Federal 
Government or to any considerable extent from banks for the 
planting and raising of 1932 crops. There is no question but that 
if our farmers are brought to a full realization of the condition 
of the industry in which they are engaged and of the present and 
prospective conditions prevailing not only throughout this country 
but throughout the world, and that they are going to have to get 
along hereafter on their own resources, and that there will be 
no source from which they can borrow money they can, with in- 
telligent effort, thrift, and economy work out of present difficulties 
and establish themselves and their families in a position of much 
greater safety and independence than is now occupied by thou- 
sands of unemployed workmen and business men who are oper- 
ating at a loss. 

As much as I appreciate the splendid assistance our Federal 
Government is rendering the farmers of these drought-stricken 
States, I feel that the task of getting over to our farmers a greater 
understanding of their predicament and as to the nececsity of 
working themselves out of it by raising as nearly as possible their 
total living on the farm is of much greater importance than the 
temporary financial assistance they are now receiving, and I 
think that our Senators and Congressmen who have of late been 
giving this subject much attention—the Department of Agricul- 
ture, our State governments, our State and county drought-relief 
committees, our bankers, and country merchants should all coop- 
erate to point out to our farmers that they can and must now 
begin to save themselves. That this is possible is clearly demon- 
strated by the fact that in every State and in every county some 
very intelligent, hard-working, and thrifty farm families are by 
diversification farming profitably, living well at home, and keeping 
comparatively and in many cases entirely out of debt. 

We must make it clear to our farmers that nowadays every class 
of our citizens is battling against hard times and having just as 
hard a time as they are, and that they therefore must not seek to 
become dependents upon the Federal Government, the country 
banks, the country merchants, the landowners from whom they 
rent, or the land-owning companies from whom they have been 
accustomed to borrow, but that they must, on the contrary, profit 
by the results of the erroneous policies of the past and by the 
substitution of more intelligent and more businesslike policies 
and methods and by the practice of the sternest possible economy 
to as rapidly as possible restore themselves to a position of safety, 
and then by continuance of such policies and such self-denial to 
as rapidly as possible discharge their many debts and at last again 
come to feel that they are free and unencumbered citizens. 

I have greatly deplored the continued controversy in Congress 
in respect to these measures of relief. I think that what has been 
done is what should have been done, and I regret that these 
measures could not have been agreed and acted upon without 
controversy. The debates, arguments, and publicity generally 
have been harmful to the credit of the States involved, and they 
have also given harmful impressions to a large number that 
would be entirely willing to forego any considerable personal 
effort if they can be assured that the Federal Government, the Red 
Cross, or other dependable agency will provide. In like manner 
the extended and embarrassing publicity which has given the im- 
pression that this assistance is more a matter of charity than a 
business loan is going to make a large number of our real bona 
fide farmers, who have never before accepted assistance, feel 
embarrassed to accept a portion of this money as a useful and 
repayable loan. 

I teel, Senator, that if you could assist in getting to the farmers 
of your home State and of the other agricultural States a reali- 
zation of the necessity of initiating an immediate mighty effort 
to make the year 1931 one of large production at minimum cost, 
and the necessity of beginning at once and of continuing as this 
year progresses, to lay by supplies to carry them through next 
winter and the crop period of 1932, that you will be rendering 
them and the entire country a great additional service. 

With assurances of highest respect and esteem, I remain, 


Sincerely yours, 
J. G. PUTERBAUGH, 
State Chairman. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, the State of 
Oklahoma is raising, or trying to raise, its share of this 
national contribution to the Red Cross. Whatever its share 
may be, my State, I am sure, will raise its quota. In addi- 
tion to raising the money for the Red Cross, my State is 
raising, through its various municipalities and subdivisions, 
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funds for their community chests. In addition to that, the 
legislature of my State has already appropriated $300,000 to 


aid those in distress. 


A distinguished citizen of my State has been making a 
tour not only of Oklahoma but of the adjacent States of 
Texas, Arkansas, Missouri, and Kansas; and only a few 
days ago, in one of his little stories published throughout 
the country, he said—he had spoken in Tulsa just the night 
before 

“Say,” said Will Rogers, that Tulsa is a bear! We played 
there to exactly $30,000 at one single performance, making 
$100,000 the State of Oklahoma paid in the one week.” 

Mr. President, my people would not have the time to at- 
tend such performances in such numbers, perhaps, were 
there not an emergency. Certainly they would not have the 
money to contribute to that extent—$30,000 for a short lec- 
ture—were not the cause a justifying one. 

Continuing, Mr. Rogers says: 

These people down in these States know that there is folks that 
are hungry. 

The President does not seem to know it yet. The Secre- 
tary of Agriculture does not seem to know it. The House 
of Representatives does not seem to know it yet. Our 
distinguished conference committee seemingly has not dis- 
covered it. Unless the Senate execute a right-about-face, 
we will insist that we, at least, of the many Federal agencies 
of government, understand that hunger does exist through- 
out the country. 

Continuing, says Mr. Rogers—I will read the last sentence 
again: 

These people down in these States know that there is folks that 
are hungry, and they are going to feed them as long as they are 
able. And say: They got a great gag down here. They don't just 
open up a soup kitchen and feed a lot of professional bums. They 
make em work, and then give em the money to buy some food. 

That is what I urged on the second, third, and fourth days 
of this session; but I got no response. 

Mr. President, that is in Tulsa, one of the most progres- 
sive cities in America. The capital of my State is Oklahoma 
City, a city of near 200,000 population. They have the un- 
employed there. There is a great oil field adjacent to that 
city. Thousands and tens of thousands of men, with their 
families, have come there to secure employment. The oil 
industry is on the rocks; and the developers of oil in that 
community, although they have oil by the millions of bar- 
rels, can not produce that oil. They are restricted by law 
and limited to a production of some 1% per cent; so that 
an oil well in that great, gigantic field can be operated only 
1½ per cent of the time, two or three days per year. 

Because of that fact, along with others, a great influx of 
unemployed have come to Oklahoma City. How is the city 
taking care of these unemployed? The people organized a 
committee. The committee made application to the gover- 
nor for tents from the National Guard, and the tents were 
provided. ‘These tents were placed in the city parks, and 
they constitute the buildings for feeding the hungry and the 
needy. Then the committee made application to the War 
Department, through Secretary Hurley, for rolling kitchens, 
or field kitchens, to be used in preparing the food to supply 
the people there. So we now have in Oklahoma City the 
city parks covered with tents, having the appearance of an 
army camp ground, with field kitchens, supplied with free 
food from the wholesale houses; the cooks serve without cost; 
and there, in the city parks, we see daily thousands and tens 
of thousands of people being fed by the charity of Oklahoma 
City and the State of Oklahoma. 

So well are the people being taken care of there, however, 
that it has aroused some criticism. Some other cities of the 
country that are not providing such accommodations are 
criticizing Oklahoma City because of the good care given the 
unemployed. The unemployed in the other cities are com- 
plaining that they should have like consideration and should 
have like care as that provided by the capital of my State. 

Mr. President, perhaps it would be unavailing to pursue 
this line of discussion further. I think I see what is to be 
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done. 
by the leadership of the minority party in a body like this, 
almost equally divided, there is only one result. The coali- 
tion of leaders carry the proposition, as happened here two 
or three weeks ago. 

I fear that when the roll is called, which will be soon, some 
of those who had intended to feed the needy will right- 
about-face and say that only corporations and corporation 
stockholders can be taken care of; that loans can be made 
only to those who have security; that the unemployed in the 
cities and the needy in the country must resort to the Salva- 
tion Army, the Red Cross, and the other charitable organiza- 
tions to secure medicine, clothing, and food to keep them 
alive from day to day. 

Mr. President, inasmuch as the special order is to be voted 
on at 1 o’clock, and inasmuch as the balance of my remarks 
will be devoted to another objection I have to the conference 
report, the part affecting the Indian situation, I yield the 
floor until that part of the report is to be more fully 
discussed. 

SHORTER WORK WEEK FOR POSTAL EMPLOYEES 


Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr, President, I ask unanimous 
consent to have inserted in the Recor a brief statement by 
Mr. Thomas F. Flaherty, secretary-treasurer of the Na- 
tional Federation of Post-Office Clerks, in regard to House 
bill 6603, the bill providing for a shorter work week for 
postal employees. I am in full accord with his thoughtful 
views. I am heartily in favor of this bill. I hope it will 
speedily pass and be promptly approved by the President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


LEGISLATION URGED BY NATIONAL FEDERATION OF PosT-OFFICE CLERKS 


At its last national convention held in New York City, Septem- 
ber, 1929, the National Federation of Post-Office Clerks, with a 
membership of 50,000 clerks in first and second class offices, made 
the 44-hour legislation its paramount objective. In his report to 
the convention Secretary Thomas F, Flaherty said: 

“It is not necessary to argue in this report as to the economic 
soundness of the proposed postal 44-hour week. The industrial 
trend is rapidly in the direction of shorter working hours. In- 
stances of this could be quoted at great length. The vanguard of 
the working army, in fact, has already reached the 5-day-week 
objective—one that we, too, will approach by successive steps. 
Post Office Department employees in W. m, whose salaries 
are paid from postal revenues, have a 7-hour day with Saturday 
half holidays in the summer months. In the face of these facts, 
together with the gradual increase in productivity—a larger out- 
put per employee—on the part of the postal workers, there is no 
justification for further executive opposition to this economically 
sound proposition. 

“In recognition of the importance and value of this legislation 
it is recommended the legislative representative be instructed to 
center attention upon the speedy enactment of the La Follette- 
Mead bill as our paramount legislative objective.” 


VIEWS OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE BUDGET, H. M. LORD 


General Lord, known as a watchdog of the made this 
complimentary reference to the economies in the Postal Service: 

“During the Budget period prodigious economies have been 
effected by the Postal Service. For instance, revenues at first and 
second-class post offices increased from 8404, 000,000 in 1921 to 
$632,000,000 in 1928, a rise of more than 55 per cent. That meant 
an increase of 55 per cent in work, too. The clerical man power 
to take care of this increase rose from 66,789 in 1921 to 77,901 in 
1928, an increase of less than 17 per cent. 

“Fifty-five per cent increase in business handled by a 17 per 
cent increase in personnel is a pretty good record, it seems to ine, 
a record some of our big private institutions would be glad to 
make.” 

BARTLETT FAVORS LEGISLATION 


In a notable speech at the New Orleans convention of the 
American Federation of Labor on Noyember 26, 1928, former First 
Assistant Postmaster General John H. Bartlett indorsed the 
44-hour bill, saying: 

“Tt has been my purpose to be as considerate of the men in 
their aspirations to better conditions as I possibly could. We 
have done something in the way of giving them the Saturday 
afternoon. Perhaps we have gone as far as we can without legis- 
lation, but personally—not speaking here for the Government, 
because I can not do that—but personally, I am heartily in favor 
of all men in the Postal Service having Saturday afternoon or its 
equivalent; in other words, the 44-hour week.” [Prolonged ap- 
plause.] 

It has been 18 years since the Congress by legislation readjusted 
the working hours of the postal clerks and city letter carriers in 
first and second class offices. During this time the productivity 
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When the leadership of the majority party is joined | of these workers has increased more than 100 per cent. In his 


speech to the American Federation of Labor convention in Boston 
on October 6 President Hoover said: 

“Both the directors of industry and your leaders have made 
great progress toward a new and common ground in economic con- 
ceptions, which, I am confident, has had a profound effect upon 
our economic progress during the last few years. That is the con- 
ception that industry must be constantly renovated by scientific 
research and invention; that labor welcomes these labor-saving 
devices; that labor give its full and unrestricted effort to reduce 
costs by the use of these machines and methods; that the savings 
from these reduced costs shall be shared between labor, employer, 
and the consumer. It is a philosophy of mutual interest. It is a 
practice of cooperation for an advantage that is not only mutual 
but universal. Labor gains either through increase of wage or 
reduction of cost of living or shortened hours.” 

Putting into practical application the ideas of President Hoover, 
the postal workers are clearly entitled to shorter hours, having 
reduced greatly the labor costs in the Postal Service. 


GREATER PRODUCTIVITY 


The following statement shows the cost during the past eight 
years in producing $1,000,000 of postal revenues: 


1, 048, 099 

From these figures furnished by the Post Office Department there 
has been a substantial reduction in the cost of producing revenues. 
To-day it costs $133,000 less to produce a million dollars in reve- 
nue than it did in 1921. In other words, the increased cost in 
Salaries has been more than absorbed by increased efficiency in the 
service. 


The following statement was made by the representative of the 
department, the late W. R. Spilman, superintendent of Postal 
Service Division, before the Appropriations Committee considering 
the 1930 Post Office appropriation bill: 

“Let me call attention to the fact that in 1921 the man power 
per each $1,000,000 of revenue was 165 men, working eight hours a 
day. The man power for $1,000,000 of revenue has steadily de- 
creased until 1927, when only 126 men of eight hours a day were 
employed. The same number were employed in 1928, when the 
revenues increased only 1.91 per cent over 1927. Further, the 
number of additional regular clerks employed in 1928 is only 1.62 
per cent over the number employed in 1927, as compared with 
increases in 1925 of 2.99 per cent, in 1926, 3.07 per cent, and in 
1927, 2.44 per cent.” 

Mr. McNARY and Mr. LA FOLLETTE addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. McNARY. Under the unanimous-consent agreement 
we are to vote at 1 o’clock on House bill 6603, to provide a 
shorter work week for postal employees. At this time I sug- 
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Pending that, will the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I merely wished to be 
recognized. 

Mr. McNARY. I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin at 
this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin is 
recognized. 

Mr. McNARY. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield for that purpose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen- 
ators answered to their names: 


Ashurst Fletcher McKellar Shortridge 
Barkley Frazier McMaster Smith 

B George McNary Smoot 
Black Gillett Metcalf Steck 
Blaine Glass Morrison Steiwer 
Blease Goff Morrow Stephens 
Borah Goldsborough Moses Swanson 
Bratton Gould Norbeck Thomas, Idaho 
Brock Hale Norris Thomas, Okla. 
Brookhart Harris Nye Townsend 
Broussard Harrison Oddie 

Bulkley Hatfield Partridge 

Capper Hawes Patterson Vandenberg 
Carey Hayden Phipps Wagner 
Connally Hebert Walcott 
Copeland Heflin Pittman Walsh, Mass. 
Couzens Howell Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Cutting Johnson Waterman 
Dale Jones Robinson, Ark. Watson 
Davis Kean Robinson, Ind. Wheeler 
Deneen Kendrick 1 Williamson 
Dill la Follette Sheppard 

Fess ill Shipstead 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Ninety Senators having answered 
to their names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I understand that 
under the unanimous-consent agreement there is some ques- 
tion about any debate being in order on the 44 hour a week 
bill for postal employees. I therefore ask unanjmous con- 
sent to be permitted to proceed for three minutes in order 
to briefly explain the measure and summarize the reasons 
for its enactment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Senator will proceed. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President; a bill which I intro- 
duced very similar in character to the one about to be voted 
on by the Senate passed this body on May 11, 1928. It was 
favorably reported in the House of Representatives February 
8, 1929, but failed of passage. 

This bill affects 110,000 postal employees in the Govern- 
ment service. It provides that they shall be given a 44-hour 
working week. 

The cost of the measure has been variously estimated 
at from $2,000,000 upward. The House committee, after a 
careful investigation, came to the conclusion that the cost 
could not be definitely ascertained. 

The fact is that under orders issued by the Postmaster 
General many of the postal employees in certain cities are 
now enjoying a 44-hour week, whereas others, in other 
communities, doing similar work, are not accorded the ad- 
vantages of the shorter work week. This bill will result in 
all postal employees being treated upon the same basis, and 
therefore will establish an equality in that branch of the 
Government service. 

The efficiency of the postal employees has been greatly 
praised by the Director of the Budget, General Lord. He 
had this to say: 

During the Budget period prodigious economies have been 
effected by the Postal Service. For instance: 

Revenues at first and second class post offices increased from 
$404,000,000 in 1921 to $632,000,000 in 1928, a rise of more than 
55 per cent. That meant an increase of 55 per cent in work, too. 
The clerical man power to take care of this rose from 
8 in 1921 to 77,901 in 1928, an increase of less than 17 per 
cent. 

Fifty-five per cent increase in business handled by a 17 per 
cent increase in personnel is a pretty good record, it seems to 
me—a record some of our big private institutions would be glad 
to make, 

Mr. President, in my judgment this bill is sound in prin- 
ciple. It proposes to take a step forward in the establish- 
ment of the shorter work week in this country. It does not 
go as far as I think it should go in that direction. At least 
it may be said that the Federal Government in this emer- 
gency of unemployment is setting a wholesome example to 
the private employers of labor in this country by providing 
a shorter work week, namely, 44 hours. 

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, seldom, I believe, has a 
bill affecting so many employees of this Nation met with 
such widespread approval, not only from the Members of 
Congress but from the public as well, as has House bill 6603, 
providing a shorter work week for postal employees, which 
is the special order under discussion at this time. It passed 
the House of Representatives by unanimous consent, not a 
single Congressman opposing it. 

There must be a reason for this unanimity. No doubt it 
is the efficiency and the loyalty of the postal workers in their 
devotion to a duty which has made for them friends both in 
private and public life. That they are efficient is demon- 
strated many times a day. Their productivity in the way 
of handling additional mail matter as time passes is shown 
by statistics in the ever-increasing demands that are made 
by the public upon Postal Service. The receipts of the Post 
Office Department increased from 1914 to 1928, the records 
disclose, by 141 per cent, while the number of letter carriers 
increased only 59 per cent, and the same may be said of 
other branches of the service, as the volume of mail has 
increased without a proportionate increase in personnel. 

That the postal workers are loyal, dutiful, and faithful in 
the performance of their duty, even under extra hazards, is 
always in evidence. The long hours of continuous service, 
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eyestrain, exposure to inclement weather, and the possi- 
bilities of robbery and accident have not in the least im- 
paired the excellent service which they.render to our coun- 
try. -The Public Health Service published reports show in 
a statistical way that letter carriers are more subject to 
sickness in the way of contracting or acquiring many dis- 
eases, such as influenza and other infectious diseases, and 
varicose veins and heart lesions, than the members of 27 
other industrial mutual associations. 

The establishment of a 44-hour week service for postal em- 
ployees is not only in line, I believe, with public sentiment 
but is particularly appropriate in this period of economic 
depression, for the reason that it will furnish additional 
employment for many who possibly are now unemployed as 
substitute clerks, with an estimated expense to the Govern- 
ment of $6,000,000 per year. This item is small compared 
with the advantages to be gained by a continuation of a 
high efficiency of governmental standards which have 
been set up largely by those who compose this group of 
Government employees. It is an award to a body of effi- 
cient and loyal men who have shown their worth by the 
past record they have made. Surely this demand can not 
be considered excessive by anyone who desires to be fair 
with an organization of men who have adopted the motto 
of service as their watchword with the utmost courtesy 
experienced by the public at all times. , 

Mr. President, I am pleased to have this opportunity to 
say a few words supportive of this legislation, which means 
a shorter work week for the postal employees of this Nation, 
and to cast my vote in favor of its passage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 1 o’clock having 
arrived, under the unanimous-consent agreement heretofore 
entered into the Senate resumes consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 6603) to provide a shorter work week for postal em- 
ployees, and for other purposes. The bill having been en- 
grossed and read a third time the questiorf is, Shall the bill 
pass? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I had intended to 
offer an amendment to the bill so as to include “ watchmen,” 
but I am assured that as the bill now reads and as it will be 
properly administered that class of worthy men will be taken 
care of, and therefore I shall not suggest the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll on 
the passage of the bill. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRISON (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Hastincs], who, I understand, if present would vote as I 
intend to vote. Therefore I am at liberty to vote. I vote 


“ yea.” 


Mr. MOSES (when Mr. Keryes’s name was called). My 
colleague the junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Keyes] is necessarily detained from the Senate. If present, 
he would vote “yea.” 

Mr. McGILL (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. GLENN]. 
I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. Caraway] and vote yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GILLETT. I have a general pair with the senior 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Smmmons] and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I wish to announce that my 
colleague the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Caraway] 
is unavoidably absent. If present, he would vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 88, nays 0, as follows: 


YEAS—88 
Ashurst Brookhart Dale Goff 
Barkley Broussard Davis Goldsborough 
Bingham Bulkley Deneen Gould 
Black Capper Dill Hale 
Blaine Carey Fess Harris 
Blease Connally Fletcher Harrison 
Borah Copeland Frazier Hatfield 
Bratton Couzens George Hawes 
Brock Cutting Glass Hayden 


| 


Hebert Morrison Robinson, Ark. Thomas, Okla. 
Heflin Morrow Robinson, Ind. Townsend 
Howell Moses Trammell 
Johnson Norris Sheppard Tydings 
Jones Nye Shipstead Vandenberg 
Kean Oddie Shortridge Wagner 
Kendrick Partridge Smith Walcott 
La Follette Patterson Smoot Walsh, Mass. 
McGill Phipps Steck Walsh, Mont, 
McKellar Pine Steiwer Waterman 
McMaster Pittman Stephens Watson 
McNary Ransdell Swanson Wheeler 
Metcalf Reed Thomas, Idaho Williamson 
NOT VOTING—8 
Caraway Glenn Keyes Norbecx 
Gillett Hastings King Simmons 


So the bill was passed. 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 14675) making appropriations for the Department of 
the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, from the first I have been 
among those Senators who have been completely opposed to 
the suggestion of an extra session of Congress. So utterly 
averse am I to the very idea of such a thing that I have 
hesitated on this occasion to consume a few minutes of the 
time of the Senate in discussing the conference report now 
under consideration. 

When there was a conference of the minority Members of 
the Senate, action was proposed and taken which was con- 
trary to my own judgment of what should be said and done 
and, as I since have ascertained, contrary to the judgment 
of other minority Senators. But such was the affection of 
us all for the distinguished minority leader [Mr. ROBINSON of 
Arkansas] that, none of us appeared to be willing to 
sound a discordant note. That action seemed to commit us 
irrevocably to five measures of relief which were set out. All 
of us had a right to suppose, as I surely did think, that we 
would adhere to the position thus deliberately taken and 
proclaimed. 

We are now asked to abandon that position. The measure 
presented in lieu of the program adopted at that minority 
conference is called a “compromise.” The accepted defini- 
tion of a compromise is an “ adjustment of a controversy by 
mutual concession.” Here there is no mutual concession. 
The proposal involves an utter abandonment of everything 
for which the Senate and the conference of the minority 
Members of the Senate stood. That is not my conclusion 
alone. I invite attention to the fact that the ranking mem- 
ber of the conferees on the part of the House takes exactly 
that view of the conference report. On February 7 in dis- 
cussing it he said: ; 

There is as much difference between the proposition that was 
up the other day, of giving money to the Red Cross to be handed 
out in gifts of food and clothing, and this proposition for loans 
for agricultural rehabilitation, upon what the Secretary character- 
izes as adequate security, as there is between day and night. It is 
an entirely different proposition, and in this compromise there is 
nothing whatever of the proposition which the House so decisively 
rejected. 

So, Mr, President, it is not a “compromise”; it is an 
abject surrender; and, while no odium necessarily attaches 
to a surrender, it is a surrender disguised with pretense; it 
is a surrender that is saturated with covert insincerity on 
the part of those who would administer the proposed fund. 
I am willing to surrender, if that be the judgment of those 
who believe in feeding the starving population of the 
drought-afflicted area of the country; but I am not willing 
to compromise what the distinguished Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. Boram] so aptly described as our “intellectual in- 
tegrity.“ I am not willing to have those who conceived this 
scheme suppose that, in surrendering, I am so stupid as 
not to acquaint myself with the consequences of my act. 
I am not to be fooled, in any measure, as to what the sur- 
render means by ‘the adoption of this report. It means 
that we tamely accept the reproach of being socialists, 
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penitent under executive castigation, and obediently con- 
forming our action to his demand. 

The word of the President is invoked to enlighten us as 
to the meaning of this compromise, and as to the interpreta- 
tion which will be put upon it by that benevolent gentleman 
who heads the Agricultural Department of the Government. 
Mr. President, we did not require any presidential inter- 
pretation; we did not need to be told from the White House 
how the Secretary of Agriculture would construe this mis- 
called “compromise.” We had the Secretary’s own literal 
construction, as placed in the Recorp of the other House. 
What is it? He says: 

There are two phases of this whole problem: 

First, relief to the distressed who have no resources and there- 
fore no security to offer for loans. 

Does he pretend for a moment that there is a word or a 
sentence in this proposed “ compromise” that involves the 
appropriation of a dollar by the Congress of the United 
States for furnishing famished persons with food? He 
does not; and there is no such word or sentence in the text 
of this conference report. He says relief of destitution is to 
be left exclusively to the Red Cross; and he accurately 
states the proposition. 

Second— 


And the other phase— 


the provision of adequate credit for these who can offer security 
for loans to enable them to carry on their usual operations. 


The Secretary of Agriculture again correctly states the 
text and purport of this so-called compromise. Yet the 
President of the United States, whose fame rests upon 
prodigal expenditures from the Treasury of the United 
States in behalf of human suffering, ventures to translate 
the proposal of the Senate of the United States, involving 
the kindliest attribute with which God ever graced human 
nature, into a bitterly disparaging epithet, applied to United 
States Senators through the medium of the public press. 
He calls governmental benefaction a socialistic “ dole.” 
Respectfully, but with all the vehemence which I may com- 
mand, I stand here to controvert any such shocking mis- 
conception of the action of the United States Senate in 
proposing to help the starving populations of the drought- 
stricken districts. The President would lead the country 
to believe, and apparently has convinced many, that the 
Senate proposition was an unprecedented thing. 

Mr. President, I could fill a page of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RecorpD with precedents, beginning as far back as 1812, when 
this was a poor and struggling Nation, up to the present 
time. The other day I took occasion to point out that in the 
Taft administration in 1909 Congress appropriated $800,000 
for the afflicted people of a European nation; and the very 
terms of the act of appropriation were almost identical 
with the measure passed by the Senate which was unseem- 
ingly characterized by the President of the United States. 
The act of 1909 provided: 

That to enable the President of the United States to procure 
and distribute among the suffering and destitute people of Italy 
such provisions, clothing, medicines, and other necessary articles 
and to take such other steps as he shall deem advisable for the 
purpose of rescuing and succoring the people who are in peril 
and threatened with starvation the sum of $800,000 is hereby 
appropriated. 

As I noted the other day, it is a singular circumstance, 
Italy not having asked for succor, that the act provided— 

That in the execution of this act the President is requested 
to ask and obtain the approval of the Italian Government, and he 
is hereby authorized to employ any vessels of the United States 
Navy and to charter and employ other suitable steamship or 
vessels. 

Was that a socialistic dole? It was the worthy response of 
a great nation to the cry of suffering humanity in a foreign 
nation. So, Mr. President, I might cite you to instance 
after instance of governmental benefaction largely exceeding 
the one about which I am immediately speaking. 

I happened to be Secretary of the Treasury in January, 
1919, when the appeal came from the American mission 
abroad, signed by Mr. Hoover, imploring this Government 
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to take a foremost part with the other nations in relieving 
the starving populations of European countries. Mr. Hoover 
was importunate; President Wilson, then in France, was 
peremptory, and I myself had occasion to come in person to 
the Capitol, in an endeavor to abate opposition, in the at- 
tempt to persuade Congress to act promptly and to the 
fullest extent. We appropriated $100,000,000 to be expended 
through the agency of Mr. Hoover to relieve the hungry and 
destitute populations of Europe. 

In short, we are asked to assume that it is the sublimity 
of philanthropy to feed Russians and Syrians, Abyssinians 
and Turks and Armenians, but it is “socialistic” to feed 
American citizens who have been overtaken by a provi- 
dential infliction, and now are suffering the pangs of hunger 
and destitution! 

I recall to his credit that as chairman of the American 
commission abroad, notwithstanding the fact that the Con- 
gress in terms prohibited the use of one dollar of this $100,- 
000,000 in the central empires of Europe or in enemy na- 
tions, Mr. Hoover sent ton after ton of American food 
supplies into Germany, saying that when women and chil- 
dren were suffering for food he would recognize no line of 
demarcation and would feed the enemy population as well 
as others. And yet, through the medium of the press and 
not by the constitutional method that has traditionally ob- 
tained, the President of the United States arraigns Members 
of a coordinate branch of the Government as socialists, 
committed to the doctrine and policy of the dole. 

Were any of these European sufferers “ degraded” by ac- 
cepting the benefaction of the American people? ‘Then, 
why should American men and women and children expe- 
rience any degree of shame or degradation when, afflicted in 
this manner, they accept from the Treasury of the United 
States assistance to which they are richly entitled? Thou- 
sands of them were taxed to put this fund in the Treasury, 
if not exacted from income, then secured by an inordinate 
tariff tax by way of tribute to the privileged classes of 
America. Yet if they are permitted to use their own money, 
thus taken from them in the form of taxation, to sustain 
their bodies and souls in a trying and unprecedented ordeal, 
they are told by the President of the United States that 
it will undermine their spirit of self-reliance and degrade 
them. 

The only difference between this alleged compromise” 
and the existing law was pointedly stated by the chairman 
of the Appropriations Committee of the other House. 

Under existing law appropriating $45,000,000, the kindly 
soul who presides over the Agricultural Department pro- 
vided that mules and horses might be fed; and this “ com- 
promise ” advances only one step, as the chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee of the House sets out. It gra- 
ciously permits the Secretary to feed cows. That is all— 
as if the Secretary of Agriculture should not have known in 
the first intance that it was necessary to feed cows in order 
to feed babies. 3 

But there is another difference, we are told. We are 
going to “rehabilitate” the farms; and rehabilitation“ is 
all-pervasive and inclusive. Well, we should not get un- 
bridled here. Those of us who are cautious and conserva- 
tive do not want an all-inclusive measure. We are not 
latitudinarians. Let us strike out rehabilitation“ and put 
in its place the simple, well-understood English word 
“food”; and those of us who want to be moderate and 
economical will be content. But oh, no! The Secretary 
of Agriculture has stood out steadfastly against mentioning 
the word “food,” and gentlemen leading another branch of 
Congress have done likewise. 

Let us see what the chairman of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee of the other House has to say about this proposition: 

It is my understanding and the understanding of mio who 
have taken part in the compromise— 

God save the term— 


that it not only includes the proposal in the conference report 
which has just been filed but it also includes the settlement of 
other matters and other proposals that have been offered in the 
other branch of this Congress. 
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In other words, it includes the settlement of the 20,000,000 
bushels of wheat proposition, the $5,000,000 that was for coopera 
tive loans, because that is covered in this proposal that is in this 
conference report—the $2,500,000 of reappropriation for seed loans 
in several specific States. The idea is to wipe out all of the dif- 
ferences existing now between the two Houses with reference 
to these proposed matters of relief, in order that relief may be 
had for those needing it and that we may avoid an extra session, 
which I think every Member of the House desires to do. 


Combining the interpretation of this distinguished gen- 
tleman with that of the Secretary of Agriculture, we do not 
need to ask the President of the United States, even with 
his notable and conceded penchant for direct statement, to 
interpret for us the meaning of this “ compromise,” and to 
tell us that it will be “sympathetically administered” by 
the benevolent Secretary of Agriculture. There is not a 
word or sentence in it that, honestly interpreted and applied, 
will give a breakfast to a human being in the United States, 
except those who are to administer the law. 

As to the second phase of this problem, Mr. President, it 
seems to have been contrived with a degree of cunning that 
entitles those who conceived it to our tribute of admiration 
for their skill in manipulating the English language and in 
confusing the purposes of Congress to relieve suffering 
humanity. The second phase, according to the Secretary 
of Agriculture, is the provision of adequate credit for those 
who can offer security for loans to enable them to carry on 
their usual operations. 

Under that statement of the case, Mr. President, I insist 
that not one dollar of this $20,000,000 needs to be ex- 
pended—not a dollar of it—and I gravely doubt whether 
these gentlemen ever intended that a dollar of it would be 
expended, or that it would be found necessary to expend a 
dollar of it. 

Loans for agricultural purposes—notes, drafts, or bills of 
exchange drawn for agricultural purposes or the proceeds 
of which are intended to be used for agricultural rehabilita- 
tion—are available now in the hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars in the drought-stricken area of the United States. 

The drought has affected portions of the Richmond, At- 
lanta, Chicago, St. Louis, Kansas City, and Dallas Federal 
reserve districts. On February 4 the reserve percentages of 
these districts, measuring the relation of their cash reserves 
to their combined deposit and note liabilities, were as fol- 
lows: 


Per cent 
ISP ee sys eS Sek ee Oe OE ee Oh eh a a en eet e 76.3 
Anf TTT 83.0 
31a T eee Bn LR mE TEES Be? SE a ae a 82.7 
/ EE AE Ä—-u 8 79. 2 
Kansas Gr 70. 1 
r y tk ke Lae 65.7 


The reserve requirements prescribed by law are 40 per 
cent against Federal reserve notes and 35 per cent against 
deposits, so that it is obvious that all of these banks have 
reserves considerably in excess of the legal requirements. 
The excess of gold held by these banks, over and above legal 
requirements, on the same day was as follows: 


or a total excess reserve in those Federal reserve banks 
amounting to $507,000,000. All of these banks stand ready 
to discount eligible paper at rates of discount of 3 per cent 
or 3% per cent. On the basis of this $507,000,000 of excess 
reserves, the banks could extend approximately $1,250,000,000 
of additional credit and it is to be remembered that this is 
reserve credit on the basis of which member banks can grant 
loans of several times the amount—approximately $3,000,- 
000,000. 

So much for the Federal reserve system and its abil- 
ity, with its member banks, to respond to demands for 
credit. Bank credits is all that is involved in this second 
phase of the problem—security loans. If a man has secur- 
ity ample to get a loan in a bank, could he not go to his 
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grocer and get credit for something to eat? Could he not 
get credit at a feed store for provender to feed his cow? 

The Senate had not intended to set up another banking 
system, to be operated by inexperienced and improvident 
job holders. There is no need of multiplying agencies for 
security loans. The banking facilities are ample to meet 
that issue. 

The 12 Federal intermediate credit banks which cover the 
entire United States, each bank having the same territory 
as the corresponding Federal land bank, have a total 
authorized capital of $60,000,000, or $5,000,000 for each 
bank, all of which was subscribed by the Treasury of the 
United States. Of this total, $30,000,000 has been paid in 
and the balance, $30,000,000, is subject to call by the banks, 
with the approval of the Federal Farm Loan Board on 30 
days’ notice to the Secretary of the Treasury. Under the 
law these banks are authorized to issue or obligate them- 
selves for debentures or other such obligations up to ten 
times the amount of their paid-up capital and surplus. 

Thus the banks have a potential lending capacity, if all 
of the capital stock were paid up, of more than $600,000,000, 
and are able to meet every demand upon them for the 
acceptance of loans or discounts meeting the requirements 
of the agricultural credits act of 1923 under which the banks 
operate. 

The Federal Farm Loan Board is advised by all of the 
12 Federal land banks, the territory of which covers the 
entire United States, including the banks operating in the 
drought-stricken areas as well as those operating elsewhere, 
that they are granting all applications received which meet 
the requirements of sound loans and which are eligible 
under the provisions of the Federal farm loan act. In fact, 
the board is advised that the banks are encouraging appli- 
cations of this character. During the calendar year 1930 
the Federal land banks made 12,572 loans aggregating 
$47,971,000. In this connection the payments of principal 
received by the banks upon their outstanding loans aggre- 
gate approximately $40,000,000 a year, which, of course, 
must be reinvested upon an interest-bearing basis in order 
to preserve the earnings of the banks, and, therefore, is 
available for investment in sound loans. 

Yet here we have a proposition to permit the Secretary 
of Agriculture to add to this plethora of available facilities 
for security loans, to permit him to set up a little banking 
system of his own, without any knowledge of the first prin- 
ciples involved, apparently without any comprehension of 
the practices which prevail. We are to permit him to set up 
a little amateur banking system without even providing re- 
strictions if I have read the compromise aright as to the 
interest charges on loans. 

It is a farce; at least, it would be a farce were it not a 
tragedy. 

The tragedy of it is the Red Cross. We were told in the 
Committee on Appropriations that the Red Cross possessed 
ample resources to meet this issue. General Payne said the 
Red Cross would be “laughed at” should it appeal to the 
public, in the circumstances, for any additional contributions. 
That is in the record. He said they would be laughed at. 
Not only that, but General Payne told the Committee on Ap* 
propriations that should Congress make an appropriation 
for this purpose the Red Cross would expend it. Then, in a 
few days, after the Senate had proposed an appropriation of 
$25,000,000 to be expended by the Red Cross, there instantly 
went out an appeal to the country for $10,000,000 for its 
exchequer. 

Mr. President, I wish I could think that that appeal was 
prompted by one particle of concern for human suffering. 
I wish I could feel that it was a real humanitarian appeal 
to the American people, rather than an oblique attempt to 
have it appear that the Senate of the United States was 
“playing politics with human misery.” 

Nobody on earth has a greater admiration for John Bar- 
ton Payne than I. Next to my sympathy for people who are 
suffering, I am distressed over the attitude of the National 
Red Cross. Its chairman is on record as saying that the 
Red Cross would handle any fund the Congress might ap- 


propriate. There is the statement that there is no other in- 
strumentality in the United States competent to distribute 
such a fund. Yet we are estopped here from making the ap- 
propriation by the later declaration of the Red Cross that it 
will not handle the fund. 

We are told that it would be unprecedented for the Red 
Cross to accept an appropriation from Congress. I do not 
know how extensively untrue that is, but I do know that in 
one instance it is not a fact. In 1927, when we had the 
Mississippi flood, the Red Cross did expend and use from 
the Federal Government two million and a half dollars’ 
worth of provisions and other appliances of relief. Yet we 
are told if Congress should engage in governmental bene- 
faction this great organization, established for purposes of 
benevolence, would refuse to use the fund appropriated! 

Mr, President, who dictated that policy? Who suggested 
and influenced this change of attitude? I would have the 
Senate and the country know that I am making no appeal 
here for Virginia. Out of a population of nearly 3,000,000 
people I have received but two letters from any source in 
Virginia appealing for aid; and, singularly enough, those 
two letters were complaining that Red Cross activities were 
inadequate in those two communities. There is not a State 
in the drought-afflicted area that suffered worse than did 
Virginia, as any Senator may see who will take his auto- 
mobile and ride from the Potomac to the North Carolina 
border. The farms were literally burned up, not having a 
vestige of produce from the planted crops. 

Whether it was from pride of spirit, whether it was that 
my State was better enabled to endure the affliction than 
other States, whether it be because they more promptly 
and effectively organized in their local communities for help, 
I do not undertake to say. I am content to state the facts. 
I am not pleading for Virginia. I am primarily defending 
the United States Senate against a bitter and disparaging 
criticism through the press from the White House. I repel 
it. I resent it. I say it was unjustified and undignified. 
It had no warrant in truth. The Senate was not paltering 
with a grave problem. It was not playing politics. The 
Members of this body as seriously regard their sworn obli- 
gations as the occupant of the White House. 

Mr. President, after this debate has so long proceeded I 
know how utterly impossible it is to say anything new on the 
subject. I have said nothing new. It was a hopeless under- 
taking. But so far as I am concerned, if we are to surrender 
let us surrender like men. Do not let the White House or 
the country get the conception of us that we are so stupid 
as not to realize that we are surrendering. The measure 
presented here as a compromise will have no efficacious 
effect. It is utterly useless. It is futile because on the first 
phase we are told the Red Cross must take care of the 
destitute. On the second phase, it is easily demonstrable 
that we require no amateur banking system set up under the 
administration of the Secretary of Agriculture to make loans 
upon adequate security. 

Mr. CONNALLY obtained the floor. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me 
to suggest the absence of a quorum? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. La FoLLETTE in the 
chair). Does the Senator from Texas yield for that pur- 
pose? 

Mr. CONNALLY. Not for myself; I do not care to have a 
quorum called: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas 
declines to yield for that purpose. 

RELIEF OF SUFFERERS IN DROUGHT AREAS 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, unfortunate indeed is 
the speaker who undertakes to follow the distinguished and 
able Senator from Virginia [Mr. Giass] to discuss the same 
question to which he has just devoted his brilliant talents. 
But I feel that I owe it to myself to say something with ref- 
erence to my vote on the so-called compromise because I 
find myself in disagreement with those on my side of the 
Chamber with whom it is usually my pleasure to vote and 
whom usually I follow. At the risk of being somewhat te- 


dious, but in the hope of placing before the country at least 
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my own position, and I hope in some degree the former 
position of the Senate, I desire to go back for a little while 
and recount some of the steps by which we have reached the 
present posture with reference to the pending measure. 

Be it remembered that in 1930 the greatest and most dis- 
astrous drought that ever laid its blighting hand upon the 
United States was visited upon the agricultural sections of 
the country. That is true measured by the scientific stand- 
ards of the Weather Bureau. It is true measured by the 
degree of want and distress found in 21 States of the Union. 
That was no insignificant calamity. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Texas yield to me to enable me to suggest 
the absence of a quorum? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Texas yield for that purpose? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. I have no desire to require it, 
but I yield at the request of the Senator from Oklahoma. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 


Ashurst Fletcher McGill Shi 

BEHA 5 —.— MeMaster — 

Bingham e 

Black Gillett McNary Smoot. 

laine Glass Metcalf Steck 

Blease ff Morrison Steiwer 
Goldsborough Morrow Stephens 

Bratton Gould n 
Hale Norbeck Thomas, Idaho 

Brookhart Harris Norris Thomas, Okla. 

Broussard Harrison Nye Townsend 

Bulkley Hatfield Oddie 

Capper Hawes Partridge 

Carey Hayden Patterson Vandenberg 

Connally Hebert Phipps Wagner 

Copeland Heflin Pine Walcott 

Couzens Howell Pittman Walsh, Mass. 

Cutting Johnson Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 

Dale Jones Reed Waterman 

Davis Kean Robinson, Ark Watson 

Deneen Kendrick Robinson, Ind Wheeler 

Dill King Schall Williamson 

Fess La Follette Sheppard 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ninety-one Senators hay- 
ing answered to their names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I desire to apologize to 
Senators who were enjoying their luncheons and were inter- 
rupted by the quorum call, It must, indeed, be distressing 
when, in the midst of a comfortable and luxurious meal, 
Senators are disturbed by some hoarse-voiced individual 
pleading that other men who have no food and who have 
no money with which to buy food should be given an op- 
portunity not to feast on choice viands but to secure a mere 
crust in order that they may preserve their own lives and 
the lives of their families. 

Mr. President, when the quorum was called I was suggest- 
ing that the drought of 1930 was no sectional calamity; it 
was no insignificant disaster to merely a portion of the 
Republic; but 21 States out of 48 suffered under its parching 
processes. Allow me to suggest that the idea of national 
drought relief was not born in this Chamber; it was not 
born in the mind of some Senator anxious for political 
profit, anxious to stir up the unrest and the discontent of 
the rabble; but the first suggestion of a national drought- 
relief organization came from the other end of Pennsylvania 
Avenue; it came from the White House itself. 

I have before me the New York Times of Wednesday, 
August 6, 1930, which carries headlines in heavy type: 

Hoover takes up drought-relief plan. Says he will leave no 
stone unturned. 

I am wondering if that is the stone that is to be handed 
to the hungry farmers when they are crying out not for 
charity but for the opportunity to borrow money for their 
families upon the same terms that the Government says 
they may borrow money with which to purchase feed for 
their animals and for their work stock. 

Mr. President, the New York Times of Saturday, August 
9, 1930, declares in great headlines: 


Hoover to call 12 governors to confer on drought relief. Gets 
Hyde’s survey. One million farm families are affected— 


And so on through succeeding days. 
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Mr. President, as the result of that call there assembled 
in Washington either the governors or the representatives of 
the governors from a number of the drought-stricken States. 
For what purpose? Why were they summoned here? Were 
they summoned here simply to hear a lot of platitudes? 
Were they summoned here simply to be told to go back home 
and feed themselves? The implication, at least, was that 
they were summoned here in order that there might be 
formed a national organization, a national committee, for 
the relief of the drought-stricken areas. 

A committee was appointed in my State, and, as a result 
of meetings in the drought-stricken areas, a large commit- 
tee came to Washington. Congress was in recess. The 
committee came here for the purpose of seeing what, if any, 
aid in the way of loans for production or other loans could 
be secured. It visited the Federal Farm Board, and the 
doors of hope there were closed. It visited the national 
drought-relief committee, but there was no aid there. It 
visited the Federal reserve bank, seeking aid through the 
intermediate credit structure, but there was no aid there. 
The committee was solemnly told that if there was to be any 
relief for the drought-stricken areas it must come after Con- 
gress should convene and enact appropriate legislation; and 
it was further suggested by these governmental agencies that 
heretofore the Government had made seed, fertilizer, and 
other loans, and it was disclosed that the records in that 
respect showed that from 80 to 90 per cent of the original 
loans in those cases had been repaid to the Government; 
that not alone was the principal repaid but also the accrued 
interest was paid. 

Congress convened, and what then happened? It is well 
known that the assistant Republican leader, the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. McNary], who dignifies and graces the 
chairmanship of the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, by common consent introduced in this body a joint 
resolution providing for a $60,000,000 authorization for 
drought relief in the form of loans for food, for feed, for 
fertilizer, and for other purposes. When that measure was 
voted upon not a single Senator here raised his voice in 
dissent; it was unanimously passed. When, however, the 
measure went to the other House we find that the admin- 
istration, the President of the United States, raises the ob- 
jection that while it is sound for the Government to loan 
on security on the 1931 crops for the purpose of buying feed 
for animals and for the purpose of buying fertilizer to feed 
and to enrich the earth, it is unsound and unwise to loan 
money on the same security for the feeding of human 
beings. 


I dare say that Senators residing in the agricultural 
States will bear me witness that, while unplanted crops are 
not regarded in banking circles over the country generally 
as adequate security, in our agricultural sections bankers 
and merchants recognize them as security, in the case of 
responsible and honorable farmers, and advance money for 
production purposes. Does the banker or the merchant 
ever stipulate to the tenant or the farmer that the loan 
which he obtains must not be used for the purchase of 
food? Of course, the primary purpose of such loans, in 
the ordinary run of business in agricultural areas, is to 
purchase food for the family of the farmer. 

What was the result? We know that there went forth 
then the claim that the granting of food loans was a 
“dole.” Mr. President, I can not understand the mental 
processes by which it is held that a loan secured by a crop 
for the buying of feed for horses and mules is not a dole, 
whereas in the case of another loan, made upon the security 
of a crop, with the expectation that it will be paid with 
interest, forsooth, because a part of that sum may be em- 
ployed for the buying of food for human beings, it becomes 
immediately, by some sort of legerdemain, transformed into 
a “dole.” 

Mr. President, I resent the statements and the arguments 
and the jibes and the epithets that have been hurled at these 
production loans under the charge that they are a “ dole.” 
I shall tell you, Mr. President, what a dole is. A dole is what 
the administration intends shall be given to the farmers 
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through the Red Cross. The administration insists that the 
farmer can not even on security borrow money for food; that 
he must take his place in the bread line; that he must take 
his place in the line of mendicants; he must take his place 
there for the purpose of receiving free food. 

At this juncture I ask the clerk to read the telegram which 
I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Secretary will read, as requested. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

STAMFORD, TEX., February 5, 1931. 
Hon. Tom CONNALLY, 
United States Senate: 

Farmers’ condition distressing, and they must be fed; but west 
Texas farmers prefer borrowing that money to accepting charity. 
If you think it wise, please arrange to have President's representa- 
tive visit us and we can show him many appealing situations. 

D. A. BANDEEN, 
Manager West Teras Chamber of Commerce. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, the section from which 
that telegram comes is a section of farms, many of which are 
owned by those who operate them. A bad year in 1929 and 
another bad year in 1930 as a result of the drought have 
deprived the farmers in those 30 or 40 counties of any se- 
curity other than the crop for 1931. The banks already hold 
security on their teams and implements. The banks are 
willing to withhold collection and to carry the farmers, but 
they have no further funds with which they can extend 
additional credit; and it is this particular character of loans 
the Senate hoped to provide when it enacted the original 
$60,000,000 loan provision. 

Mr. President, I can not vote for the compromise agree- 
ment as proposed. I believe it was Talleyrand who once 
said that language was made to conceal ideas. If there is 
any food, human food, in the proposed compromise it is 
deftly concealed by skillful language. 

It is said now that the Senate must compromise; it must 
recede; it must give in. Let me ask Senators, when the 
House of Representatives and the administration had the 
Senate at bay on the joint resolution proposing an appro- 
priation of $60,000,000, whether that amount should be ap- 
plied to food or not, did the House compromise? Did the 
Executive show any spirit of accommodation? Mr. Presi- 
dent, they made the Senate sign on the dotted line. They 
eliminated the $15,000,000 for food and said to the farmers, 
“You can have this money with which to purchase feed for 
your animals, but not to purchase food for your children.” 
Now, however, when the Senate, perchance, occupies a po- 
sition that possesses greater strategic value than in the 
former case, we are met with the demand that we must 
accept a compromise written in language which does not 
clearly disclose its purpose to the Congress. 

Mr. President, when denied the $15,000,000 fund, can the 
Senate be blamed for proposing that $25,000,000 be appro- 
priated for the Red Cross fund when we were solemnly 
told by the chairman of the National Red Cross, Judge 
Payne, as was so well stated by the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. Grass], that the Red Cross would use the fund if 
Congress would so appropriate it, and when we were fur- 
ther told that while the Red Cross had thought.its funds 
were sufficient, while it had thought it was meeting the 
situation, it had then come to the conclusion that the situa- 
tion was so much worse than it had anticipated that its 
funds were inadequate, and that the Red Cross would have 
to go to the country and make an appeal for additional 
funds. 

I submit, Mr. President, in that situation the Senate can 
not be censured for proposing, since we could not secure 
production loans for food, that a fund of $25,000,000 be 
made available for the Red Cross, not to be squandered, not 
to be thrown in the streets, but to be appropriated to feed 
hungry men, women, and children who are suffering be- 
cause of conditions over which they have no control. 

Mr. President, are we to be blamed in this instance for 
accepting the suggestion of the President of the United 
States when he called a national drought-relief committee 
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and said that he intended to do something to relieve condi- 
tions? Are we to be censured for accepting the noble senti- 
ments of the President of the United States and his state- 
ment that as President he would leave no stone unturned in 
relieving the drought situation in this Nation? Are we to 
be lectured and heckled, Mr. President, because we, as Sena- 
tors, were able to reflect back yonder some years ago and 
remember that when drought visited the Volga region, 4,000 
miles—yea, perhaps more than 4,000 miles—from our shores, 
the then Secretary of Commerce came before the Congress 
of the United States and with noble sentiments, with high 
vision, with heart throbbing in sympathy with the hungry 
and the suffering, pleaded with Congress—not with the Red 
Cross, but the Congress of the United States—to go into 
the Treasury and take out twenty millions of gold dollars, 
not paper dollars, dollars that would be current in the mar- 
kets of the world, and hand them over to a relief organiza- 
tion—not to the Red Cross, but to a governmentally super- 
vised relief organization—in order to relieve human suffer- 
ing and human want in the far-off Soviet Republic? 

Mr. President, the then Secretary of Commerce in his 
testimony said that the service to be rendered in Russia 
ought not to be expected of any mere charitable organiza- 
tion; that it was a function of government itself. 

Mr. President, is the Senate to be blamed, and are those of 
us who still contend that food loans to farmers and food 
funds to those in the cities who may be hungry and in want 
should be supplied to be blamed if we remember, as was so 
well suggested by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass] a 
while ago, that just after the war, when Europe was disor- 
ganized, when her civilian population, because of the dis- 
ruption of industry, was hungry and in want, the then 
Food Administrator, Mr. Hoover, asked and received through 
President Wilson a grant of $100,000,000—not $15,000,000, not 
$25,000,000, but $100,000,000—in order to alleviate want and 
suffering in Europe? Are we to be blamed for remembering 
that he stood on the map of Europe a very colossus of 
charity, as a mighty giant of relief? 

Mr. President, are we to be blamed for remembering that 
as Secretary of Commerce in 1924, when there was pending 
a joint resolution to appropriate $10,000,000 to feed the 
hungry women and children in Germany, the Secretary of 
Commerce again came to Congress and appealed for funds? 

In testimony before the House Foreign Affairs Committee, 
the then Secretary of Commerce, among cther things, in 
speaking as to the considerations and as to the conditions 
in Germany said: 

The secondary one is purely a question of human charity to 
individuals impoverished by circumstances beyond their own in- 
dividual control, or beyond the control of their local charities 
or government. 

Then, a little while later, he said: 


And I assume the first obligation of a government is to apply 
its resources to nourishment for its people, whether due to poverty 
or otherwise. 

Those are splendid sentiments, Mr. President. They throb 
and thrill with a fine spirit. The Secretary of Commerce 
then said in 1924: 


I assume the first obligation of a government— 


Not the second, not the last, not the final service that lays 
a man in the ground, but the first obligation of a govern- 
ment— 
is to apply its resources— 


Whose resources? Not the resources of the Red Cross 
necessarily; not the resources of those who are willing, those 
who are generous, those who respond to fine sentiments, but 
its resources— 
to nourishment for its people, whether due to poverty or other- 
wise. 

And then he said: 


With a record of having engaged in the relief of somewhere up- 
ward of 20,000,000 children in these 23 different countries in 
Europe, I could not oppose, but must support, provision against 
the undernourishment of children anywhere. 


1931 
Then he said: 
the many arguments that may be brought against 
charitable action either by private agencies or by our Government, 
but I refuse to apply these arguments to children. 

Mr. President, there are to-day in this Nation thousands, 
perhaps millions, of children who are undernourished. 
There are in the drought areas, and no doubt in the indus- 
trial centers, due to conditions produced not by the action 
of individuals, as suggested there, but produced by causes 
over which they have no conirol, millions of undernourished 
children. The doctrine there laid down is a good one. It 
says that the arguments against undernourishment of chil- 
dren are rejected everywhere. 

Mr. President, remembering these records, are we to be 
blamed for thinking that the Nation intended to do some- 
thing in behalf of a national program for drought relief? 

I hold before me the proposed amendment to the confer- 
ence report, and I note in its first part that it amends the 
resolution providing for $45,000,000. That resolution is 
hereby amended by adding, at the end thereof, the following: 

Any money appropriated pursuant to the authorization con- 
tained in this section may be used in the purchase of feed for 
other livestock upon the same terms and conditions as such money 
may be used for the purchase of feed for work stock. 

I dare to inquire, if it was intended by this proposed com- 
promise to allow loans for the purchase of human food, why 
was it not provided just in that clause by saying feed 
if you are wedded to the word “feed”—‘“feed for other 
stock and for people ”? 

Why, Mr. President, the prodigal son in his distress and in 
his sin and in his wandering, when he came to eat the husks 
with the swine, under this provision would have been violat- 
ing a Federal statute, beoause those who secure loans under 
the feed and seed provisions must answer a questionnaire. 
They must state the purposes for which that loan is to be 
employed. Those purposes must comply with the statute; 
and if the recipient of the loan makes a false representation, 
and says that he is going to use the loan for feed, and later 
uses any portion of it for human food, he has incurred the 
penalties of the Federal statute which makes it a misde- 
meanor, punishable by a fine of not exceeding a thousand 
dollars or by imprisonment not exceeding six months. 

Mr. President, at the risk of wearying you, I want to pro- 
pound again the inquiry, What is it that distinguishes a 
dollar when you loan it expecting to get it back, taking the 
security of a crop, whether the borrower, so long as he does 
not borrow more than is reasonable, feeds a human being 
that works with its hands out in a field, or feeds a mule 
that works only with its legs? Why is it a dole if you borrow 
a dollar from the Government on security to feed a man or 
a woman or a child, whereas it is not a dole to loan the 
same man a dollar to feed his mules and his horses, and 
under this new dispensation, if you please, his hogs? 

Mr. President, under the letter the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture wrote to Chairman Woop, of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, relating what he proposes to do when we shall have 
accepted this compromise, what does the language mean? 
What does he say? The requirements are to be met in two 
ways: First, by loans to individuals of capital to assist them 
to strengthen the existing agricultural credit corporations. 
That is not a dole. If you feed an agricultural credit cor- 
poration, not a hundred dollars but several thousand dollars 
that is not a dole, but if you feed a human being a hundred 
dollars, and his family probably part of the hundred dollars, 
it is a dole, and you must not consider it. 

Second, the requirements are to be met by other emergency 
loans on adequate security. 

In other words, Mr. President, under the construction of 
the Secretary of Agriculture, this new $20,000,000 will be 
employed in two ways: One of loaning to credit corporations, 
and SF other of loaning to individuals with adequate se- 
curity. 

Mr. President, the man with adequate security, as that 
term is generally known in banking circles, can go to the 
banks and secure his money through rediscounts there, 
through his local bank, probably; but while crop mortgages 
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are not generally regarded as adequate security, they have 
been heretofore recognized by the Government, and upon 
those securities from 80 to 90 per cent of the loans made 
have been repaid. i 

Mr. President, I do not blame the Secretary of Agriculture. 
I know him to be an affable gentleman. The Secretary of 
Agriculture is a Member of the Cabinet. He has certain 
functions to perform; but he is a subordinate. There is a 
superior authority; and, of course, the Secretary of Agri- 
culture is not going to run counter to the announced policy 
of his chief. 

Mr. President, during these discussions and this contest I 
have seen in the press repeated statements emanating from 
high authority that a question of principle was involved; 
that this was a great American principle that was at stake. 

I ask those who now say that under this provision we 
shall secure loans for the purchase of food, what has be- 
come of the great principle upon which those who favor it 
said that they would never surrender? If it is a great 
American principle not to loan money for the purchase of 
food; if it is a great principle not to feed hungry men and 
women because they live here at home, while we have fed 
those who live in many other lands under God's sunlight; 
if that be a great American principle which will not and can 
not be surrendered, I ask those who now say that there is 
food—yea, I ask those who may claim that there is even 
the odor of food about this compromise—to rise in their 
places and tell me when did the administration and when 
did the Secretary of Agriculture lay down their arms and 
surrender under the flag of this great American principle? 
I repudiate the sentiment that that is a great American 
principle. 

Mr. President, let me say that the Red Cross is a great 
and noble organization. I congratulate it upon its concep- 
tion, a splendid conception; and in many notable instances 
it has served a great and unselfish purpose. But let me 
remind Senators that as late as the 6th day of January, 
after the drought conditions had been known over this Re- 
public for some six months, the chairman of the Red Cross 
told a Senate committee that it had ample funds and that 
it was taking care of the situation. Yet within a few days 
the same official had to come before the Congress and admit 
that the organization’s sources of information were at fault, 
and that it did not know the extent of the disaster, nor did 
it have in its coffers sufficient revenue to meet this tre- 
mendous situation. 

Judge Payne told the Senate committee that he would 
handle any funds which Congress appropriated. Judge 
Payne is a sincere man, I am sure. I never heard his in- 
tegrity or his honesty questioned. Why was it that a few 
days later Judge Payne changed his mind? Was pressure 
exerted from some influential quarter? Were influences 
brought to bear upon Judge Payne and the executive com- 
mittee representing the organization of the Red Cross to 
revise their views? 

Mr. President, the action of the Senate, if it agrees to this 
compromise, will be disappointing to the people of the 
United States. We have for the past six months led the 
people in the distressed areas to believe that the Federal 
Government sooner or later intended to set up some sort 
of organization to meet this tragic situation. 

So far as I am concerned, I am not yet prepared to sur- 
render. I wear no shoulder straps, I am simply a private in 
the ranks, but I know something of the conditions in the 
drought-stricken areas. Last summer I attended a meeting 
in my State, in the heart of the drought-stricken territory, 
attended by delegations of leading citizens, bankers, mer- 
chants, farmers, and professional men from all over that 
splendid territory. I then came with a committee to Wash- 
ington in order to undertake to secure just what we have 
been undertaking to secure here—production loans for food, 
feed, and fertilizer—not with the expectation of accepting 
charity, but with the hope that the Government might 
afford relief out of its great resources and because of the 
great distress and the great necessities of its people, suffering 
through no vicious habit of their own, suffering because of a 
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condition not superinduced either by their idleness or their 
viciousness—a condition brought about by the elements over 
which they had no control, by a disaster known in the law 
books as an act of God. 

Mr. President, I know that the people of that splendid 
section, under common and ordinary circumstances, are in- 
dustrious and frugal. Many of them own their own homes. 
Their credit, however, had been exhausted, their resources 
have been depleted, and in their extremity they thought 
there was no better place to which to go than to the Gov- 
ernment which they loved, the Government which they had 
served. 

Mr. President, I stand here to-day with no blush of shame 
upon my face and admit that I am pleading for some of 
the people in my State, as well as the people of other States. 
If it were only a matter of section, it would not command 
the resources which are necessary to meet these obligations. 
If there were no_drought in my State, I should vote just as 
gladly and just as cheerfully for a measure to relieve the 
distress of the drought sufferers in other States. While the 
interests of my people are primarily agricultural, let me say 
I hope there is nothing narrow or sectional in my vision. 
Wherever an American citizen, under this flag of ours, is 
in want, or suffers from calamity over which he has no 
control, if he has not brought about his condition by his 
own depravity or his own indolence or his own criminal 
acts, when he is hungry and in want I am willing to vote 
out of the Treasury, if need be, the necessary funds to save 
his life and the lives of his wife and children. If that be 
treason to this great American principle of which we have 
heard so much, I hope the inquisitors may set in motion 
their machines of punishment. 

Mr. President, we are presented with a most remarkable 
spectacle. The Government opens its Treasury for loan pur- 
poses throughout this Nation in a variety of directions, 
When the railroad companies were in distress and wanted 
funds, “ open sesame,” and the Treasury was opened, and 
the railways borrowed funds from the Government. What 
bold, chivalrous man then cried out, “ This is a dole; this 
is in violAtion of the great American principle”? During 
the present Congress we have appropriated funds to lend 
to shipbuilders for the purchase of ships from the Ship- 
ping Board, and I am not quarreling with that action of 
the Government. That contemplates taking only the vessel 
itself as security. A prospective crop of tonnage, a prospec- 
tive crop of commerce, is all the Government gets as se- 
curity. Yet no one rose in his place and said that that was 
a dole. That was for building up commerce. That was 
for spreading our commercial flag over the world. That 
was to make more dollars. The action proposed here is to 
preserve human beings—men, women, and children. 

The other day I saw a report in the press that there was 
a raid on a building association here in the District of 
Columbia. The following day I read that its life had been 
saved because the Government of the United States had 
come to its rescue and had loaned it almost a million dollars. 
The Government saved the life of that institution. Prob- 
ably the Government did not lose a dime; I hope it did not. 
Nobody cried that that was a dole. Saving the life of a 
banking corporation is not violative of this great American 
principle. 

Mr. President, I wish I could agree to the compromise. I 
realize that in legislation usually results are obtained by 
compromise, by an accommodation of views. If I thought 
this were a real compromise, if I thought we were getting 
even half a loaf of bread, I should be very much inclined to 
surrender my own views, and to accept the judgment of 
older and more experienced minds. But when I remember 
the repeated statements which came from the administra- 
tion that not an inch would be given in the way of granting 
food to the hungry; when I remember the repeated state- 
ments of the Secretary of Agriculture that in no event would 
the Department of Agriculture surrender one millimeter, 
that this great American principle of “no dole” should 
never be surrendered, I know in my heart that the same 
feeling resides in those quarters now that resided there then. 
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Let me say that the spectacle here, of the Senate of the 
United States and of the administration and of high Govern- 
ment officials meeting and quibbling over the niceties of 
language, in order not to say the very thing which they 
claim they are saying, is not one to the credit of either the 
Senate or the administration. 

Mr. President, if they mean food, why not say food? They 
already require adequate security. But rather than sur- 
render their pride, though they are asking the Senate to 
surrender its pride, they refuse, and then seek to confuse 
and befuddle the mind of the Senate and of the country by 
an ambiguous, an uncertain, a muddied phrase, which can 
be read either flat or round, according to the taste of the 
reader. 

I am receiving telegrams and letters from a wide area 
indicating that conditions are distressing, and that while the 
Red Cross is now beginning to do some relief work in certain 
sections of my State, what they have done heretofore, what 
they are doing even now, has been wholly inadequate to meet 
the situation. 

Mr. President, not believing in my heart in this compro- 
mise, I can not support it. I do not regard the giving of 
funds or the loaning of funds in times of disaster, in times 
of unusual conditions, as a dole. Of course, I do not believe 
in the encouragement of idleness and unemployment in nor- 
mal times by the granting to irresponsible individuals food 
and clothing and fuel, which would, of coursa, tend to induce 
them to idleness and unemployment. Such is not proposed, 
and such has never yet been proposed in the Senate at this 
session. What we proposed originally was that the Govern- 
ment should make a loan, an agricultural-production loan, 
in the drought-stricken areas, upon the security of the crop 
of 1931, after the landlords had waived their prior mort- 
gages, if any; that those production loans be granted to our 
people in order that they may not be unemployed but that 
they may be employed, in order that they may not be 
shirkers or idlers but that they may be producers from na- 
ture’s storehouse. We have urged that not in order that 
they may become reds or communists, strolling the streets, 
but that they may become busy agriculturists contributing 
to the conservative thought of the Nation and to the sta- 
bility of our institutions. 

If the Red Cross funds are not sufficient, I for one am 
willing that Government funds shall be given to the unem- 
ployed in the cities and in the great centers. We are asking 
the Government of the United States to be not less gener- 
ous with its own people than it has been with the people of 
many other lands when they have been in distress and when 
they have suffered the pinch of hunger. 

Mr. President, not believing in my heart in this compro- 
mise, I can not and shall not vote for its adoption. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I have enjoyed listening to 
the speech of my very eloquent friend from Texas [Mr. Con- 
NALLY]. I always enjoy his speeches. The issue before us is 
$20,000,000 or nothing. I am not satisfied with the compro- 
mise. It was upon my motion that the $60,000,000 measure 
for drought sufferers was reported favorably out of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. I was one of those who 
helped to hasten action upon that measure in the Senate in 
a very brief time. It passed the Senate providing for $60,- 
000,000 and the House cut the amount to $45,000,000. That 
bill providing $45,000,000 has been passed and approved by 
the President. That money has been made available. The 
House cut $15,000,000 from the measure as we passed it 
through the Senate. Now we have a compromise measure 
that carries $20,000,000, or $5,000,000 more than we had pro- 
vided in the original measure of $60,000,000. 

Mr. President, if I had my way I would write into this bill 
“food.” But I know that it is not going to be written into 
the bill. It is contended by some Senators that some of this 
money can be used for food purposes. I think it can be and 
will be used for food purposes. If I got hold of some of it and 
if I was starving, I would not permit myself and family to 
starve in order that I might feed my cows and mules and 
hogs. If I was responsible for the loan I would risk a prose- 
cution to get something to eat out of it for my family. 


1931 


It has been hinted very broadly that the Government is 
willing for that to be done; but they do not want to put the 
word “ food ” in the bill. In other words, they do not want 
to establish a precedent for the Government providing money 
on an occasion like this to buy food for human beings. I do 
not subscribe to that doctrine. I do not care how many 
precedents I might set by doing a thing that ought to be 
done at a time like this. But, Senators, we are up against 
a hard proposition, as I stated in the outset, and we are 
going to get the $20,000,000 and get it out among the people 
in the drought-afflicted areas, or we are not going to get 
anything 


Why not meet the issue squarely? We know what it is. 
If I should join in a filibuster against this measure and try 
to tie it up and defeat it, I would know that I was doing 
a useful thing. I would be helping to defeat the measure. 
That is all there is to it. We are either going to pass this 
compromise measure through and get the $20,000,000 and 
put it out in the States and let it commence to supply the 
wants and needs of the people in distress, or we are going to 
play politics with it at the expense of the people to the 
hurt and great injury of those in distress. I am not willing 
to do that. 

It is even suggested that we can fight behind this impor- 
tant measure for an extra session. That is poor and measly 
polities. No party is justified in playing politics with the 
distress of the people or with the prosperity of the people. 
Any party that will do it is not worthy of the confidence 
and support of the people. It is all right to take advantage 
of a party’s position in political affairs. It is all right to out- 
general that party if we can; but when we put aside people's 
prosperity and the people’s well-being and their welfare and 
put politics first, then the party that does that is proving 
rapidly that it is not competent to lead. 

Mr. President, I subscribe to a great deal that my good 
friend from Texas [Mr. CONNALLY] said. He made a good, 
strong speech about the situation; but when we get through 
with those arguments we come back to the question, What 
are we going to do here about it? Are we going to accept 
this compromise or are we going to defeat the whole appro- 
priation of $20,000,000? I do not care how many speeches 
are made, there is no getting away from the facts. The cold 
truth is that we are going to get the $20,000,000 by voting 
for it or we are not going to get a cent outside of what the 
Red Cross is furnishing. 

Mr. President, I submit that the Red Cross is now supply- 
ing funds to buy feed. Of course, they are not doing enough 
of it. They are not competent to do it. They have not the 
means, but they are now supplying some feed. Some 
of this $20,000,000 will take the place of the money the 
Red Cross is using for that purpose, and the Red Cross will 
then have more money to use in supplying food to people 
who are hungry and who are in dire distress, so there is some 
good to come out of it. We are told if a man gets hold of 
come of this money and uses it to feed himself and family he 
will be prosecuted. I will defend every one of them in my 
section that is prosecuted, and I will do it free of charge. 
They can not convict one of them before a jury anywhere. 
I resent the idea of prosecuting a man who has obligated 
himself to the Government for $250 to supply feed for his 
livestock, his mules, horses, hogs, and cows, and then uses a 
little of it for food for himself and his family. In the first 
place, he will not be prosecuted. In the second place, he can 
not be convicted. That is the truth about the matter. 

Mr. President, we are told that the farmer will not get 
the benefit of any of this fund. If we put it in his hands, 
he will get the benefit of some of it. It is like the story that 
Gov. Bob Taylor told about the traveling man. A traveling 
man going his rounds for his company came in with an 
expense account giving the items of his expenses. Among 
other things he had railroad fare, hotel bills, and a suit of 
clothes. He was taken back into the office and his employers 
had a hearty laugh at his expense. They said, We do not 
pay for your clothes. We pay your traveling expenses, your 
hotel bill, cigars, and the like of that, but we do not pay for 


suits of clothes. You have no right to put a suit ef clothes | Biack 
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in your list of expenses.” He went away on another trip and 
came back in about six months and handed in quite a long 
expense account. They looked it over and said, “ We con- 
gratulate you. We do not see any suit of clothes in your 
expense account this time.” He said, By golly, it is in there 
just the same.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, if this money gets out among the people to 
buy feed for their stock, they will use some of it for food if 
need be. I will tell them now as one Senator voting for 
the compromise that I have been told they may now use it 
for that purpose, and I advise them to use it to get food to 
feed their starving families. The Government will not dare 
prosecute them, and if it prosecutes them it can not convict 
them. 

Senators, let us meet the issue squarely and vote upon the 
proposition of getting the $20,000,000 or getting nothing. 
I am going to vote for the compromise. I am not satisfied 
with it, I am not at all pleased with it, but I know that it is 
all we are going to get. I know if we defeat it we are re- 
sponsible for failing to get any of it for the people in our 
sections of the country. 

Mr. President, I am not going to detain the Senate longer 
because I do not want to be charged with delaying this 
important matter. It ought to pass to-day. Let us get it 
through and get the funds out to the people just as soon as 
it is possible to do it. We can serve our people a great deal 
better by doing that than we can by playing politics and 
seeking to force an extra session. 


PAYMENT TO STATE OF MAINE AND CITY OF PORTSMOUTH, N. H. 


Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, out of order I ask unanimous 
consent for the consideration of Calendar No. 1627, the bill 
(H. R. 8583) for the relief of the State of Maine and the 
city of Portsmouth, N. H. Some Senators who are now 
present will remember that last evening when dealing with 
many matters on the calendar I was preoccupied, helping 
other Senators to pass their bills. I hope I may be given 
unanimous consent to have this bill put upon its passage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the bill be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
New Hampshire what is the amount involved? 

Mr. MOSES. It is $34,773.11, the unexpended balance of 
the contribution by the Federal Government toward the 
construction of a bridge between Kittery, Me., and Ports- 
mouth, N. H. 

There being no objection, the Senate considered the bill, 
and it was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $34,773.11, the sum being 
the unexpended balance of an appropriation heretofore made by 
Congress to aid in the construction of a bridge between Kittery, 


Me., and Portsmouth, N. H., one half to be paid to the State of 
Maine and the other half to the city of Portsmouth, N. H. 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 14675) making appropriations for the Department of 
the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and 
for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the conference report. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 


Blaine 


Barkley Blease Brookhart Caraway 
Bingham Borah Broussard Carey 
Bratton Bulkley Connally 


Copeland Hatfield Moses Smoot 
Couzens Hawes Norbeck Steck 
Cutting Hayden Norris Steiwer 
Dale Hebert Nye Stephens 
Davis Heflin Oddie Swanson 
Deneen Howell Partridge Thomas, Idaho 
Dill Johnson Patterson Thomas, Okla. 
Fess Jones Phipps Townsend 
Fletcher Kean Pine 
Frazier Kendrick Pittman Tydings 
George King Ransdell Vandenberg 
Gillette La Follette Wagner 
Glass McGill Robinson, Ark. Walcott 

ff McKellar Robinson, Ind Walsh, Mass. 
Goldsborough McMaster Walsh. Mont 
Gould McNary Sheppard Waterman 
Hale Metcalf Shipstead Watson 
Harris Morrison Shortridge Wheeler 
Harrison Morrow Smith Williamson 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Ninety-two Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The question 
is on agreeing to the conference report. 

Mr, BROOKHART. Mr. President, there was a period of 
about 50 years in the history of our country when it was 
shaken to its very foundation by what was called the Mis- 
souri compromise, but now we are shaken by the Arkansas 
compromise. The Missouri compromise was overthrown by 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and we were pre- 
cipitated into the greatest war in the history of the world 
up to that date. I think the Arkansas compromise will be 
overthrown by the supreme will of the people of the United 
States as soon as they get an opportunity fairly to con- 
sider it. 

I have just been reading the Federal Reserve Bank, by 
Paul M. Warburg. In that book Mr. Warburg says in his 
introduction that Congress and legislatures have but little 
to do with the making of laws; that they have no more to 
do with the making of laws than a bookbinder has to do 
with making the book. I wonder if that is not true in refer- 
ence to this compromise? 

The Wall Street organization in the United States is 
opposed to taking any money from the Treasury of the 
United States for feeding hungry people. That organization 
is able to make people hungry while retaining the most 
gigantic profits in the history of the world. I wonder if they 
had anything to do with the pending compromise? 

I have criticized the standpatters on my own side of the 
Chamber; I never hesitate to do so; but I think now that 
we have found standpatters on the other side of the Cham- 
ber who equal those on this side. It seems when we come 
to a real test of the situation the Wall Street crowd is able 
to get together, and when they get together they are the 
ones who make the books and write the laws, and we are 
the bookbinders. So we are in the situation here of having 
five or six million people out of employment, large numbers 
of them starving, but we have a compromise to the effect 
that we will not feed one of them though we will lend 
money to somebody somewhere, up in the air or down in the 
bottom of the ocean—I do not know which—to improve 
agricultural conditions. 

Mr. President, I can not accept this proposed compromise 
as a good-faith solution of the problem. I will say that, so 
far as my State—the State of Iowa—is concerned, it will 
probably ask for less money from the Treasury of the United 
States for feeding starving people than will any State in 
the Union. In Iowa we have plenty of food to feed our own 
people, and to feed the people of several other States so far 
as that is concerned. The farmers of Iowa made about 
three-fourths of a crop, but the low prices received are ruin- 
ing them by the thousands right now. The only trouble in 
Iowa will be that the people in the cities, more than the 
people in the country districts, will not have money with 
which to buy food. Therefore I am not directly interested 
in this situation so much as are Senators from other States, 
and I can look on it with something like an impartial eye, 
because if we appropriate $25,000,000 for the relief of the 
starving and unemployed very little of it will go to the State 
of Iowa. But notwithstanding that situation, Mr. President, 
I offered the first resolution for relief that was presented in 
the Senate, and I offered it during the last session, because 
it seemed to me, even then, I could foresee to a considerable 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


FEBRUARY 11 


extent what was approaching. The resolution which I of- 
fered at that time proposed an appropriation of $50,000,000 
to be used to relieve the starving. I think the $20,000,000 
provided under the so-called compromise amendment and 
the $10,000,000 being raised for the Red Cross are wholly 
inadequate to meet the situation. 

Mr. President, while I have briefly explained conditions 
in Iowa, I desire to say that I have visited a dozen other 
States, and I know something of conditions prevailing else- 
where. I am going to read to the Senate two letters which 
I received, and which I have here in reference to conditions 
in two other States. 

These letters were written to Mr. Dwight N. Lewis, who 
was formerly a member of the Iowa State Railway Commis- 
sion. Mr. Lewis is a very able man and by nature very 
philanthropic. He visited in the mountainous sections of 
Kentucky and made acquaintances down there. During one 
of his visits he made the acquaintance of a young boy named 
Charles E. Collins. He helped this boy somewhat when he 
was small, and therefore when the boy gets into trouble, 
when he finds himself in almost a starving condition, he 
writes his old friend, a friend who is so close that he calls 
him “Dad,” although they are not related in any way. 
These letters were not written for publication in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD; they were not written for publication in 
any kind of a record; they were written by a starving boy 
to a friend asking for help. Mr. Lewis himself gave me these 
letters at my office, after showing them to me, and I had 
asked him for them. I will read the first letter, which is 
dated January 9, 1931: 

Box 205, McVeigh, Ky. 

Dear Dap: I would rather do anything else than write to you 
for money, but that is what I am doing; and, dad, I have tried 
everything else, but no luck. 

The reason, dad, I am writing to you for money is because I 
must have some. I can’t see my brother turn out to be a thief, 
and I can’t stand to see his children starve, but if I can’t get 
some help, that's what is going to happen. 

For the last four weeks there has been only four working days 
and some of the people didn't get to work but two. My brother 
got laid off before Christmas, and won't get to work until over 
three or four more weeks; and, dad, I am telling you the God's 
honest truth when I say that we have only a little bread and 
gravy now, and I don't guess we will have that very much longer. 
Almost every one here are up against it and they haven't any 
money, and the stores around here won't credit anyone because 
they know that the people can’t pay the bills afterwards. 

Day before yesterday the county officers arrested four men for 
breaking into a store. It’s too bad to see how the people are 
doing. The men said the reason that they robbed the store was 
because they couldn't stand to see their kids starve. And last 
night some one killed another man's hog and skinned it because 
he was afraid to build a fire and heat water so he could scald it, 
but he skinned it and carried half of it off. We do not know who 
done it, but pretty soon there will be plenty of that kind of a 


thing done, because they say they won't even work one day here 


next week or the next. 

Now, dad, you see why I am asking for some money. It’s not 
because I alone must have something to eat, but it’s my brother's 
kids, and, dad, I am just like my brother in one thing, I will do 
the lowest thing, and that's stealing, before I'll see my own blood 
starve. 

Maybe you know what it is to be in my place, and then maybe 
you don't; but, dad, I would give 10 years of my life to have a 
job or some money to help these kids here. 

Dad, I have stayed here free with my brother, and now that 
he is in as hard a place as he can be, I think I should do all in 
my power to help him. 

Dad, you only have my promise and my brother’s promise to pay 
you back, but if God will give me strength to work and repay 
you, I will. 

I'll do anything, dad, for some help. I hate to get down as low 
as a robber, but I must if there is no other way. If you can loan 
me $20 or $25, dad, I will repay you. 

Love, 
Son. 


After Mr. Lewis sent this money to this boy on January 17, 
the boy wrote him this letter: 

Dear Dap: Thanks a thousand times for the money, because it 
is being put to a good use. Thanks. 

Boy! you should see the people that are out of work here; and 
some of the awfullest things happen that you ever heard of. 

Just the other day one of the worst things happened over here 
in West Virginia, just over a little way from here. 


This town is on the West Virginia line, or near to it. 


A man lost his dog and went across the street to a family who 
had left home to hunt work; and this man who was looking for 
his dog found the woman and children cooking that dog. 
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Dad, I don’t know how true that was; but the man who lost his 
dog said he would swear on a Bible that it was so. What are the 
people going to do next? 

I'm sorry things like that have to happen. I do hope that some 
of them can get work soon. Fordson Co. laid off 72 men last 
week from one mine, and they aren't working but one and some- 
times two days a week. Lawrence, my brother, hasn't been able 
to get work yet, but I hope that we can land something pretty 


soon. 

Well, dad, I must thank you again for the money, because it 
was like a gift out of heaven. We sure did need it. Thanks 
again, and write soon. 

Love. 

Son CHARLIE. 

Mr. President, that is in the United States of America. 
That is an economic condition produced by the great pros- 
perity of big corporations in the United States. That situa- 
tion of starvation of a part of our people is due to laws of 
the Congress of the United States more than to any other 
cause. The Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey, that took the 
most gigantic profits of all its history during the year 1930, 
gets an organization out of the laws of our country. Its 
charter may be given to it by a State, but the Congress of 
the United States, in control of interstate and foreign com- 
merce, permits it to come into this commerce without regu- 
lation, and permits it to take these profits from the earn- 
ings—from the sweat and blood, as it were—of the people 
of the country. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Surg in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Iowa yield to the Senator from 
Utah? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I do. 

Mr. SMOOT. When the Senator received that letter, 
did he make any answer to it or take any action on it? 

Mr. BROOKHART. Dwight N. Lewis sent that boy the 
money. 

Mr. SMOOT. No, no; I did not ask that. I will say to 
the Senator that if I had received a letter like that I would 
have called it to the attention of the Red Cross. The Red 
Cross will take care of just such cases as that. 

Mr. BROOKHART. The Senator understands that this 
letter was not to me. It was to Dwight N. Lewis, a former 
member of the Iowa Railway Commission. He was in my 
office talking about these conditions, telling me how ter- 
rible they were in all the places where he had been outside 
of Iowa—Iowa is not so bad—and then, incidentally, he 
showed me these letters, and I asked him if he would let 
me take those letters and use them if I found it desirable 
to do so. He sent the boy the money, and he is also inter- 
ested in the Red Cross, and one of the most prominent 
workers for charity. There is not a better man for charity 
or for looking after needy people in Iowa than Dwight N. 
Lewis has always been. 

Mr. SMOOT. I thought the letter was addressed to the 
Senator. I was going to say that if a letter like that came 
to me from any part of the United States, I do not care 
where, I would immediately call it to the attention of the 
Red Cross, and I am quite sure the Red Cross would take 
care of it. ; 

Mr. BROOKHART. I am just as sure that the Red Cross, 
with all the funds it has asked and with three times the 
funds it has asked, will not be able to take care of this situa- 
tion. It has not come up to the needs of the country in this 
condition. And what about these other people that this 
boy tells about in his own neighborhood? Not only he but 
almost the whole community are in the same condition. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say the same thing of the whole 
community. I think the Red Cross ought to be notified of 
that particular case; and I am quite sure that if the com- 
munity are in that condition the Red Cross will take care 
of them. 

Mr. NORRIS and Mr. BORAH addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield; and to whom? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I yield first to the Senator from 
Nebraska. 
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Mr. NORRIS. Let me call the attention of the Senator 
from Iowa to the fact that what the Senate did originally in 
the action of which this so-called compromise is the out- 
come was this: We passed an amendment appropriating 
$25,000,000 to the Red Cross, so that they would be able to 
take care of a whole lot of these things, just such as the 
Senator suggests. 

Mr. BROOKHART. The Senate did not “ pass the buck ” 
to the Red Cross. The Senate voted money to take care of 
this situation, as it always does. If it had not been for 
this Arkansas compromise that is displacing the Missouri 
compromise now, that money would have been in use long 


ago. 

I yield now to the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I was going to say, in answer 
to the Senator from Utah, that the Red Cross was in posses- 
sion of these facts. It was from the Red Cross that the 
Senator got that letter, as I understand. 

Mr. BROOKHART. No; it was from Dwight N. Lewis. 

Mr. BORAH. I understood the Senator to say that he 
was an active member of the Red Cross. 

Mr. BROOKHART. He always was, and always was very 
prominent. I did not ask him what further action he took 
in reference to that community, but I am sure he took what- 
ever action was best. He was urging me, however, to get 
Federal relief for these people. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I yield. 

Mr. BLAINE. Is it not better to eat dog under the cir- 
cumstances that the Senator has mentioned than it is for 
these compromisers, in the instance of this conference re- 
port, to eat crow? 

Mr. BROOKHART. Well, Mr. President, this Arkansas 
compromise seems to be a dog-eating proposition. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to say a few words more about 
the propriety of the Government doing this thing. 

If the Government had taken no hand in producing these 
economic conditions; if the Government had given every- 
body a free and even chance through all of this, it might be 
a different story; but that has not been the case. 

I started by pointing out the corporate combinations 
created by law that have collected most of the people’s 
earnings in profits in the hands of a very few men in the 
United States. In addition to that, with reference to trans- 
portation, the Government went into business in that line. 
It passed a law directing the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion to fix the value of the railroads as the basis of levying 
rates upon the same poor people of the United States who 
are now starving, and all other people, because everybody 
who eats or wears clothing pays railroad freight rates. 

This law of Congress laid down rules and regulations 
under which that valuation should be fixed by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. They fixed it at about $19,000,- 
000,000, when you could buy the whole outfit of railroads in 
their own market, where they themselves had listed their 
stocks and bonds and where they sold them to anybody who 
would buy, for less than $12,000,000,000. By law we injected 
$7,000,000,000 of water into that valuation, and then directed 
the Interstate Commerce Commission to levy rates upon the 
people of the United States high enough to give them a 
return first of 6 per cent and later of 534 per cent upon all 
that value, water and all; and when we did that these com- 
mon people of the United States were producing only about 
4 per cent a year. That was all there was in this American 
pool of production; but by law we dipped into that pool and 
took out 534 per cent for the railroads, and did it upon a 
watered valuation to the extent of $7,000,000,000, anyhow. 

We have also passed tariff laws for the protection of the 
Steel Trust and the Aluminum Trust and many of the 
other big protected industries, and again have taken from 
the earnings of the people of the country enormous funds to 
create gigantic profits in the pockets of those great institu- 
tions. We passed banking laws in State and Nation that 
give a monopoly to the competitive and commercial banking 


4600 


system of the country upon the deposits of the people of our 
country upon their savings. They have no other place to go 
to put their savings. They must go into this banking sys- 
tem, which by State and national law prohibits them from 
organizing in any other form whatsoever. Then, over the 
top of that, by law again, we created a Government board—a 
Federal Reserve Board—for the federation and the manage- 
ment of these institutions; and as a result of all of that sys- 
tem the great banks of New York take 100 per cent or 200 
per cent, and I saw one statement of 300 per cent, in earn- 
ings, when the American people are producing only 4 per 
cent, and they are doing it under the protection of the law 
of the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. President, we created these conditions right here in 
the Congress of the United States. We are responsible for 
this starving condition in this country by virtue of these 
laws of special privilege of the country. I say to you that 
the Congress owes it to these people to feed them. They 
owe a good deal more than food to these people. 

Then what happens? We vote a little, pitiful sum of 
$25,000,000 for food for these starving people. We vote it 
by an overwhelming vote in the Senate. Practically every- 
body on the Democratic side was for it, and quite a num- 
ber on the Republican side. That gave me some hope that 
there was some good in the Democratic Party, and I did 
not care if the Democratic Party got the credit for it, or 
who got it, provided those people were fed as they ought to 
be fed. But, lo and behold, something happened down in 
Arkansas, and in the twinkling of ap eye it was all changed. 

I listened to that great and eloquent speech of the very 
able senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Roprnson], wherein 
he pointed out how we had appropriated $100,000,000, and 
then $20,000,000 more, and turned it over to Herbert Hoover 
to feed the starving people of foreign countries. I listened 
to that eloquent speech, and then I heard how keenly he 
pointed out that the denial of the right of Congress to do 
the same thing for the people of the United States by the 
President was a violation of the principles for which he 
stood when he asked those appropriations and administered 
them in a way that gave him fame throughout the world. 
I myself saw his name on a park in the great city of War- 
saw, in Poland, put there in honor of what he had done 
in feeding the starving people of that country with Govern- 
ment funds. 

As I listened to the distinguished ‘Senator from Arkansas 
point out those facts it seemed to me that that was the 
great speech of this session. Then something happened and 
it was all swept away, and I wonder why. 

I want to ask the Senator from Arkansas a question. I 
am sorry he did not stay in the Chamber; he stayed only 
until I got to the Arkansas compromise. I read in the 
Recor how this distinguished Senator from Arkansas voted 
for the appropriation of $100,000,000, and then for the ap- 
propriation of $20,000,000, to feed the starving people of 
Europe and of the countries of the world. I want to ask 
him now why he has changed from the position he took at 
the time those vast sums were appropriated by the Con- 
gress of the United States, and whether he is not quite as 
much the subject of criticism as is the President for chang- 
ing his position upon this matter? 

Mr. President, what is all this about? Why is it that we 
can not vote this money and pass along in the orderly trans- 
action of business of the Senate, and then after the 4th of 
March have an extra session, and do our duty, as we have 
pledged to the people of the country? 

The Democratic Party came along with a great, construc- 
tive program during the campaign. They pointed out what 
they were going to do, and what ought to be done. They 
practically won the election. Their program was not vastly 
different from that outlined by the progressive Republicans. 
The Democrats won the election, and now what do we see? 
Do they want to take the responsibility the people have 
voted upon them? No. The Democratic leadership in the 
Senate and in the House, and more particularly up in New 
York, is now opposed to taking any responsibility, is opposed 
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to formulating any program, to doing anything for the peo- 
ple of this country. 

Mr. President, I say that a party which will not take the 
responsibility voted to it by the people of the country is not 
going to be trusted by the people of the country m the future. 
There are things which should be done. The Muscle Shoals 
question should be settled. That is a great question, which 
has been hanging here for 10 years, and is still unsettled. It 
ought to be settled. While it can not probably be agreed to 
in this “lame duck” Congress, it can be agreed to very 
promptly after the 4th of March, in an extra session of 
Congress. 

Of course, I know the standpatters on my side of the 
Chamber are not in favor of settling anything, but I had 
more hopes of the Democrats. After all their promises I 
thought they would be willing to keep some of them. But 
now what do we see? We can not at this moment tell a 
standpatter on the Democratic side of the aisle from one on 
the Republican side. They are all mixed together in the 
same Wall Street garbage can. 

Mr. President, I can see no reason why any Member of 
Congress, or the President, or any member of his Cabinet, 
or anybody else in the public service should not want to 
have Congress assemble as soon as possible and determine 
these great and important questions. 

Oh, it is said that business is afraid of Congress; that 
business can not settle down and do business with the Con- 
gress in session. I think the business of Wall Street is 
afraid of Congress, It is afraid of anybody who meddles 
with it in any way. 

What plans have they formulated to return us to pros- 
perity? Here is one of them: We are going to have a con- 
solidation of the railroads again. That is the next move. 
They will put a billion or two billion more of water into 
that stock value, and will start a gigantic stock speculation 
again, Then the other big business of the country will 
revive stock speculation. 

I read in the paper this morning that prosperity is com- 
ing because stock values have gone up 10 or 12 points. 
I have placed on the wall of the Senate a chart, and that 
chart shows that stock values, even since the panic and 
since the decline, are still 208 per cent higher than they 
were in 1914. Senators can check it themselves on Irving 
Fisher’s chart, which I have had hung on the wall of the 
Senate. The values are 208 per cent above the level of 
1914. Senators will see, if they look a little further, that 
the 1914 level was 33 per cent above that of 1904. So the 
stock situation is an inflated vofcano right now, even since 
all of the panic and the depression in stock values. 

The only remedy in sight for this thing called business, 
which wants Congress out of the way, is to start a further 
inflation of this gigantic stock bubble again, and it will 
surely burst again. They may be able, if they can get 
Congress away so that we can not pry into their doings 
and into their schemes, to fool the country again and in- 
duce investment in stocks and in bonds again, and for a 
time they may be able to increase prices and return some- 
thing of prosperity; but it is all built upon the foundation 
of one of these gigantic bubbles, and it is sure to burst 
again, as it always has. i 

Look along the bottom of the chart I have had hung on 
the wall. That is a picture of 50 years of American busi- 
ness—the last 50 years. That picture was not made by me; 
it was made by Leonard T. Ayres, of the Cleveland Trust 
Co., perhaps the most famous statistician of big business in 
the country. That straight line running through the mid- 
dle is what he calls the normal condition, and there have 
been eight major deptessions in the last 50 years, indicated 
by the lines dipping below the normal line. 

This thing called business in the United States is so un- 
sound and so uncertain and unreliable that it has us half of 
the time either getting in or getting out of a depression, and 
that is why it wants to be rid of Congress. It does not want 
Congress to look into that situation. It wants to right it 
with another one of these gigantic bubbles, which will burst 
with greater disaster and more starvation than ever. 
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This is the worst condition we have ever met, but it is not 
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the Congress. I have never heard of it being considered by 
the bookmakers who make the books of legislation. The 
progressives on both sides have raised those questions, and 
they alone. 

If the American people can produce only about 4 per cent, 
if that is the gross income of all capital in our country, and 
if everything we produce is going capital; if that be true, 
that is all we have to distribute. Why then sit here and 
watch great combinations, created by law, not natural 
things, but corporations of the law, dip out of this pool so 
much more than the people are able to produce? That 
very situation is unsound. That very situation means dis- 
aster and trouble. 

Mr. President, as a temporary relief for that situation, 
we must feed the distressed people. That is only temporary. 
But after we have enacted this temporary legislation, then 
we will have the problem of doing justice to the whole 
people of the United States. 

What will happen if we do not have an extra session of 
Congress? I would like to have Congress pass all the ap- 
propriation bills now, before the 4th of March. I would 
like to get rid of all the routine stuff, and then as soon as 
possible after the 4th of March I would like to see the new 
Congress assemble and proceed in an orderly way to the 
consideration of the great problems facing this country. 
That is what I would like to see done. We could adjourn 
then by the 1st of June or early in June. We would have 
lightened the work of the regular session, and we would have 
done our duty at the time when it ought to have been done. 

If we do not have an extra session, what is going to 
happen? We will go over to December, and when we get to 
December there will be two and perhaps three national 
conventions just over the hill in the offing; a third of the 
Senators and all the Representatives will be running for 
reelection. It will be impossible to get down to business in 
the regular session because of the political situation, and 
again nothing will be done, and again Wall Street will 
chuckle, because nothing is what they want done. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I yield. 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator knows, of course, that the 
Scripps-Howard papers are quite independent and that they 
have a very reliable corps of reporters. Those papers en- 
deavor to print the news and the facts as the reports are 
sent to them. Has the Senator’s attention been called to 
the fact that Harvey C. Couch, the Arkansan, is credited 
with bringing about the compromise in the drought-relief 
situation, and that Mr. Couch is practically the dictator of 
utilities in the State of Arkansas and some of the other 
States? Has the Senator’s attention been called to the news 
story published in the Washington Daily News of last Mon- 
day to that effect? 

I just mention this in connection with the Senator’s 
statement regarding the influence of Wall Street. It reaches 
even further than that. The power interests evidently have 
been here bringing about this compromise as contained in 
the conference report. According to that news story, if the 
Senator will permit me, the utilities with which Mr. Couch 
is connected are recited. It goes on to show that in 1923 
Couch’s company began harnessing the Ouachita River, and 
it has several power plants now. The Carpenter Dam near 
Hot Springs is one of the largest developments. It will have 
cost $7,000,000 when completed. Couch is president of the 
Arkansas Power Co., the Louisiana Power Co., the Mississippi 
Light & Power Co., the Louisiana & Arkansas Railroad; he 
is vice president of the Bankers Trust Co. of Little Rock, 
director of the Chase National Bank of New York, and direc- 
tor of the Simmons National Bank of Pine Bluff, Ark. He 
is reputed to be affiliated with those power concerns. 


doubt the integrity of the reporters on this paper or the 
integrity of the report—I think that this news item chal- 
lenges the attention of the Senate. May I inquire whether 
or not the Senator from Iowa might not press upon the 
junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Caraway], who is chair- 
man of the committee investigating lobby activities, that this 
whole debate should cease until that lobby could be investi- 
gated and an examination made into Mr. Couch’s activities 
in this connection? 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, I did not hear the Sen- 
ator’s statement, but I heard him mention my name. 

Mr. BLAINE. I was referring to Mr. Couch and in- 
quiring if it would not be pertinent and proper for the 
Senate to suspend debate on the pending question until the 
chairman of the lobbying committee might call that com- 
mittee together and inquire into the facts which seem to be 
disclosed by the article to which I have called attention. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I do not know about the article. What 
is it? 

Mr. BLAINE. It is an article in the Washington Daily 
News of Monday, February 9, by a staff correspondent, 
dated Memphis, Tenn., and referring to “ Harvey C. Couch, 
the Arkansan who is credited with negotiating in Washing- 
ton the drought-relief compromise,” and stating that he 
“is an important figure in Arkansas and is influential all 
over the mid-South.” Then I referred to his connection with 
the power interests. 

Mr. CARAWAY. What is it the Senator wants to know? 

Mr. BLAINE. I was suggesting—— 

Mr. CARAWAY. What is it the Senator wants to know? 

Mr. BLAINE. I want the lobbying committee to ascer- 
tain—— 

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator from Wisconsin is a mem- 
ber of that committee. What does he want to know? 

Mr. BLAINE. I want to know the influence that has been 
exerted by Mr. Couch in and about the Capital of our 
Nation. 

Mr. CARAWAY. On whom? 

Mr. BLAINE. This story 

Mr. CARAWAY. On whom? The Senator can say it 
without reading the newspaper. 

Mr. BLAINE. I have not investigated this. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Oh, well! 

Mr. BLAINE. Yes; oh, well! 

Mr. CARAWAY. Then what is it? 

Mr.. BLAINE. Harvey C. Couch, of Arkansas, who is 
credited with negotiation in Washington of the drought- 
relief compromise—— 

Mr. CARAWAY. I can tell the Senator just as far as it 
goes so far as I know it. Mr. Couch came here and went 
to see the President, and said the President was willing to 
do certain things, which are finally included in this agree- 
ment. The agreement speaks for what it is. I am unfor- 
tunate in not being in the President’s confidence. Mr. 
Couch, so far as I know—and there is no secret about it— 
came to me and said the President was willing to make cer- 
tain concessions. We said we would make certain conces- 
sions, and finally it resulted in the agreement written. 

Here is what the agreement is: It liberalizes the $45,- 
000,000 so that people may feed their livestock in addition to 
feeding their work stock. It then gives $20,000,000 instead 
of the $15,000,000, which we at one time asked, for the pur- 
pose of establishing agricultural credit associations, live- 
stock associations, and such kindred associations, and to 
strengthen the capital stock of those already in existence, so 
that people who have security and want to do so can borrow 
money through those institutions that cooperate with or do 
business through the intermediate banks. That is the way 
we have been financing our farm needs in the South. 

It was then said that after we have established these insti- 
tutions to furnish capital stock for that purpose we will 
extend credit to farmers to make a crop for 1931 and further 
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rehabilitate agriculture. What does it take to make a crop? 
It takes feed, it takes seed, it takes fertilizer if the lands 
require it, and most of them do. It takes, in addition to that, 
somebody who is able to work, and that somebody must have 
something to eat and something to wear. It takes teams 
and food. Let us see now what we have, 

Under the $45,000,000 provision we got feed for all live- 
stock, we got seed for all crops, we got fertilizer, we got. oil 
if we use tractors. Under the second provision we got 
credit for all the agricultural associations, whatever they 
may be, or livestock associations, which are the ordinary 
means of financing crops. But recognizing that none of 
this may reach the situation, then the next thing was pro- 
vided. It provides, first, that the $20,000,000 is for the 
establishment of new credit associations; and, secondly, for 
credit to make a crop for 1931. We have already appro- 
priated for the seed, the feed, the fertilizer, and the credit 
_ associations. We have provided then for the food and 
clothes. Then we get money for them, and, if the situation 
seems to be tremendously badly shot to pieces and one is in 
need of a new barn or a new ditch to rehabilitate his agri- 
cultural situation, there is provision made “further for 
agricultural rehabilitation.” 

I do not need to quarrel with any of my friends. I do 
not care how much it may be that I can not agree with 
them. I want to say this and then I am through. I have 
stood here for two months and I have said over and over 
again that I am not wedded to any particular plan. I have 
said, and the Recorp will reflect it, that our credit situation 
has collapsed. If you will help us to reestablish our credit, 
we will banish want and we will save our lives and our self- 
respect, because we are not beggars. We do not want to 
eat charity bread. We want you to give us credit so we can 
make a crop. I ask any lawyer in this body, What is it 
under the provisions of this bill that we can not get under 
one provision or another? Tell me one thing for which we 
can not get credit? What is it that is excluded? 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, the credit business 
does not appeal to me at all as a way to feed these starving 
people, 

Mr. CARAWAY. I heard the Senator say that. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I do not see anything in the bill 
about feeding the starving miner boys, whose letter I read. 

Mr. CARAWAY. There is nothing in this bill except for 
agriculture. This bill started 

Mr. BROOKHART. I am afraid I shall have to resume 
the floor myself. 

Mr. CARAWAY. No; the Senator will not. He will have 
a week for the resumption of it. 

The $60,000,000 bill that came in first was a drought- 
relief measure. The House cut it down to $45,000,000 and 
took away from us the right to feed our livestock, but gave 
us the right to feed the mule and only the mule. There 
were such restrictions thrown around it that we would not 
be able to use it. I introduced a resolution to give $15,000,- 
000 for a loan. We stood on that in the House hearings. 
I gave notice that I was going to reintroduce it. My col- 
league introduced his $25,000,000 resolution, which fund was 
to go anywhere the Red Cross might see fit to use it, and I 
presume it would have gone to New Zealand. That is where 
the last of it went. All of us knew that we were not going 
to get the $25,000,000 into the hands of the Red Cross 
unless the Red Cross and the President both were utterly 
without honor. They said they would not have it. 

I have said always, if I have said it at all, that the bill 
we wanted was a credit bill. Under it, if the President 
keeps faith with us, I know that we can banish starvation 
and want from the people of the drought-afflicted areas, 
so far as my individual knowledge goes. I know we can 
rehabilitate them and keep their self-respect and keep their 
lives and put them on their feet so they will not be objects 
of charity. That is all I have ever said. Search the RECORD 
from beginning to end and it will be found that that is all 
I have ever wanted. 

I am frank to say that this amendment as it is now here 
is the broadest and best one to fit our necessities that has 
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been before the Senate. It may be that there ought to be 
something in it to take care of industries. 

I want to ask this question. This bill has been pending 
since the original $45,000,000 measure was approved on the 
20th day of last December. What amendment has been 
introduced or what language has been suggested by anyone 
in the Senate that looks to that situation other than to 
extend credit except the $25,000,000 which the Red Cross 
said they would not have? 

No amendment has been offered as yet, so far as I know, 
to change it to a general relief measure to extend credit 
or charity to everybody. If there has been any such sug- 
gestion, it has not been made to me. It did not have to 
be made to me; I realize that. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I had a resolution pending at the 
last session providing an appropriation of $50,000,000 to do 
that very thing. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Before what committee is it pending? 

Mr. BROOKHART. The committee of which the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Mercatr] is chairman, the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, I believe. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Has the Senator ever tried to get the 
resolution out of that committee? 

Mr. BROOKHART. Yes; it was reported adversely once. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Did the Senator ever try to get it on 
the calendar? 

Mr. BROOKHART, I thought the Democrats might help 
me. 

Mr, CARAWAY. God bless his soul, the Senator never 
spoke to me about it; I never heard of it, though that 
perhaps is my fault. If the Senator can present it with 
his usual force and reasoning, I think I can certainly join 
with him in the effort to get it out. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Let us move to discharge the com- 
mittee, and then, if we do not succeed in discharging the 
committee, we will debate it here until the 4th of March. 

Mr. CARAWAY. If the Senator will move to discharge 
the committee, I will vote with him. 

Mr. President, this is all I want to say and then I am 
through: As long as I shall live I am going to be grateful 
to Senators on both sides of this House who stood up and 
tried to help us rehabilitate the stricken population in my 
State and in the drought-stricken areas generally. If the 
distinguished Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boram] had not 
made the most dramatic speech to which I have ever 
listened on this floor, there would not have been any propo- 
sition pending here to-day for settling the controversy. As 
I said to him privately—and I want to say it publicly—if 
the people of my State are to eat and to wear clothing, if 
they are going to be rehabilitated, they are going to owe a 
huge debt to him for the services which he so disinterestedly 
rendered, and nothing can be done that will make me cease 
to recognize my obligation to the gentlemen who have 
helped us. 

Mr. BROOKHART. We have gotten a good way from the 
gentleman named Couch whom I was talking about. 

Mr. CARAWAY. What does the Senator want to say 
about him? 

Mr BROOKHART. I was only wondering if Couch got 
through the Arkansas compromise. 

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator of course thinks he is being 
insulting by making that statement. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Oh, no. 

Mr. CARAWAY. If he gets any pleasure out of insulting 
people who are trying to preserve their lives and their self- 
respect, if he gets any satisfaction out of delaying the pas- 
sage of this measure and letting hungry children go to bed 
crying for bread, that is a matter for him to decide. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Does not the Senator think that if 
there had not been so much talk about a compromise we 
would have been through with this matter? 

Mr. CARAWAY. I will ask the Senator what was pending. 

Mr. BROOKHART. What was pending was an extra 
session of Congress. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Does the Senator want our people to 
wait, go hungry to bed, and be denied the privilege of mak- 
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ing a crop until the President of the United States may 
choose to call an extra session, which may be able or may not 
be able to provide relief? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I know that the standpatters on the 
Republican side in the House would have voted the $25,000,- 
000 if they had not seen some way to compromise. 

Mr. CARAWAY. What would have been gotten out of 
the $25,000,000, when the Red Cross said they would not 
take it? 

Mr. BROOKHART. We would not have had to give it to 
them; we could have given it to the Salvation Army. 

Mr. CARAWAY. There was not an amendment pending 
to that effect. 

I am not going to argue with the Senator, because he has 
been a tremendously helpful influence, and I am grateful to 
him for it; but as there was not any amendment pending, 
other than that which the Senate had adopted—and I so 
stated over and over again on the floor of the Senate—it is 
simply academic, although it affects a question of principle, 
of course, to say that if we had made the House yield and 
consented to the $25,000,000 we had the assurance of the 
Red Cross that they would not take it; we could not have 
amended it if the House had yielded and passed it, and if 
an extra session was called it would be a month or two 
months or three months before relief were obtained. That 
is the situation. 

As the Senator knows, I have not been arbitrary about 
it. I have said in public debate, and I have said in private 
conversation, that if you have some plan which will bring 
relief, why, God bless your soul, present it; and if there is 
something wrong with this compromise, if it will not provide 
for feeding the starving, if it will not supply clothing, if it 
will not relieve the situation that the people of my State are 
in—and I refer particularly to my State, because, I am 
frank to say, I am not so familiar with conditions else- 
where—if it will not do it it will not do it because somebody 
is going to break faith with us. 

We are going to put the money in the President’s hands; 
we are going to put in his hands the authorization to use it; 
and we have his solemn word that he is going to apply it 
liberally and sympathetically. It he does that, we will get 
all we are asking for; if he breaks faith with us he breaks it 
with people who are going to suffer and going to die because 
he does not keep faith with them. Some one has to admin- 
ister the law. I believe he is going to keep faith with us. 
There is no secret about it, so far as I am concerned. I am 
perfectly willing to be put on the stand and asked questions 
on the floor of the Senate, for the Senate and everybody else 
is entitled to every scrap of information I have. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr, President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I yield. 

Mr. BLAINE. I want to call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas to the argument on the floor of the 
Senate on yesterday, when, I think, it was clearly demon- 
strated, as it has been demonstrated to-day by the dis- 
tinguished junior Senator from Texas [Mr. Connatty], that 
the provision in the pending conference report is more re- 
stricted with respect to food and clothing than was the 
joint resolution appropriating $45,000,000. Just let me read 
the provision. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Anybody who studies it for a minute 
can not make that assertion, because it is so utterly foreign 
to a proper construction that a country justice of the peace 
would not stand for it. j 

Mr. BLAINE. I am speaking in the time of the Senator 
from Iowa. 

The joint resolution provides a $45,000,000 appropriation 
for feed and fertilizer, and further provides: 

And for such other purposes incident to crop production as may 
be prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. President, it was pointed out that that language gave 
the Secretary of Agriculture certain discretion, a discretion 
which he has failed to exercise, except to deny food and 
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clothing ‘to sufferers in the drought-stricken areas. Under 
the conference report the only language to which reference 
has been made which will justify any interpretation for the 
furnishing of food and clothing is in these words: 


And for further agricultural rehabilitation. 


There is no discretion whatever lodged in the Secretary 
of Agriculture, 

Mr. CARAWAY. Now that—— 

Mr. BLAINE. Let me submit this 

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator asked me a question. 

Mr. BLAINE. I am not asking a question. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Oh, the Senator is making a speech. 

Mr. BLAINE. I am not asking a question. The Senator 
did not do me the honor yesterday of listening to my 
remarks in the Senate. I do not propose to repeat the 
argument I made at that time—— 

Mr. CARAWAY. I am delighted to hear that. 

Mr. BLAINE. But, Mr. President, the language in the 
joint resolution appropriating $45,000,000 “for such other 
purposes incident to crop production as may be prescribed 
by the Secretary of Agriculture” carried a discretion on 
the part of the Secretary of Agriculture, while the language 
used in the conference report, “for further agricultural 
rehabilitation,” gives the Secretary of Agriculture no dis- 
cretion whatever. Under the conference report those who 
have property, those who have friends who may put up 
security for them, may be able to borrow money, but those 
who are stricken to the point of absolute impoverishment 
must be mendicants and beggars at the door of the Red 
Cross or at the door of private charity. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLAINE. I am not quite through. I ask the Sena- 
tor from Iowa to grant me a little more time. 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Iowa yield further to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I will yield a little further. 

Mr. BLAINE. Let me suggest with respect to Mr. Couch 
that the lobby committee brought before it Mr. Huston and 
examined him, as I recall it, for seven days; the lobby com- 
mittee brought before it Mr. Burgess; it brought before it 
Mr. Arnold, who was lobbying in and about the Capitol; it 
brought before it men who were charged with lobbying in 
the departments and with the President. Now, I say, Mr. 
President, in this instance we should not hesitate to bring 
before the lobby committee and examine into the activities 
of Mr. Couch. Let us find out from Mr. Couch what his 
agreement is with the President of the United States; let 
us find out whether or not private agreements made outside 
of Congress by private parties are to prevail as the law of 
the land in country. Therefore, Mr. President, I say my 
suggestion is a feasible one, and that the lobby committee 
should be assembled and Mr. Couch should be required to 
appear before that committee for examination. I thank the 
Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Iowa now yield to me for just a few moments? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Arkansas? : 

Mr. CARAWAY. Does the Senator have any hesitancy 
about doing it? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I believe I will yield. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CARAWAY. What was the Senator’s statement? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I said I would yield for a little while, 
but I do not want to yield for too long. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I hope this discussion does not go on. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I am afraid the Senator is conduct- 
ing a filibuster, and I do not want to lose the floor. 

Mr. CARAWAY. If the Senator has any hesitancy about 
yielding, I do not want him to yield. 

Mr. BROOKHART. No; go ahead. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I want to say, in the first place, that if 
the Senator from Wisconsin wants the lobby committee to 
do something, he is a member of that committee and he can 
exercise any authority that I can confer on him. The Sen- 
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ator from Idaho is another member of it, and I am sure 
we will both delegate to him the authority. He had such 
good luck in his examination to-day of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral—— 

Mr. BLAINE. The Senator put Bishop Cannon on my 
doorstep without my consent. I protest now against put- 
ting somebody else on my doorstep and then having other 
members of the committee running away. 

Mr. CARAWAY. If the Senator means to say that I ran 
away from him, of course, he knows that is not the truth, 
and that ends that; there is not any use of making any 
such statement as that, and nobody is going to stand for it 
for a minute. 

Mr. President, some things are so utterly unworthy of 
answer that I shall not attempt to answer them. But I am 
going to say—and I am going to leave it to anybody who ever 
practiced law with any respect for the law—that there was 
not a single measure introduced or voted on touching 
drought relief except the $25,000,000, which became a gen- 
eral provision that did not carry with it the idea of some 
kind of security being furnished. Ever since I have been a 
Member of the Senate and before I came to the Senate, while 
a Member of the House, gentlemen, principally from the 
West, have introduced bills, for which I have voted, to loan 
to people in their States who suffered from drought or floods, 
as was the case in the Southeastern States, money with 
which to buy seed and fertilizer and sometimes feed. Every 
one of them carried a provision for security. You may 
search every bill that ever passed the Senate, and they all 
carry that provision. 

The $60,000,000 bill, the provisions of which we were per- 
fectly willing to accept, carried a very much harsher pro- 
vision. It carried a provision that the security must be a 
first lien upon the crops grown. I protested against that 
in the committee, but was assured—and there are members 
of the committee present—that that was the ordinary way. 
I wanted to say, “ Let the man who borrows the money give 
a mortgage on the part of the crop that he is entitled to 
receive.” But they said. No; it must carry the entire 
crop.” I said, “ Well, if that is the invariable rule, we will 
abide by it, and our landlords will waive their liens and 
help the people make a crop.” 

That bill passed the Senate, to the satisfaction of every- 
body who is now protesting against it. If there is a single 
man who voted against the $60,000,000 who is protesting 
against this bill now, let him stand up now. There is not 
one. You voted for that with a stipulation that it must be 
a first mortgage on everything grown. Were you fair and 
honest, and did that express your real sentiments then or 
are you expressing them now? 

When that bill failed and the $15,000,000 amendment came, 
for which every one of you voted who are now protesting 
against this compromise, it carried a lien. There was not a 
dollar in it expected to be given away, although it was ex- 
pected, because it has been proved in every one of these bills, 
that a certain per cent of it would be lost. Somebody said, 
I think, that nearly 80 per cent had been returned; 74 per 
cent, I think, is the average of returns under the last bill, un- 
der which Georgia and South Carolina and North Carolina 
and parts of Virginia and Alabama and some other States 
borrowed last year. Seventy-four per cent and a fraction has 
been returned. There has always been a loss; but all of them 
carried the same provision as to security. 

When this matter came up, recognizing that the first 
measure carried a first lien for feed and seed and fertilizer, 
we said, “ It shall be a lien on the crop or any other security 
that the man may furnish.” First the word “ adequate ” was 
in it. That was stricken out, because none of us would stand 
for adequate security. This bill, then, is more liberal. 

As to the Senator’s construction in regard to the $45,- 
000,000—I am glad to see the Senator from Iowa take his 
seat, because I want him to rest—the $45,000,000 feed and 
seed and fertilizer bill, after naming certain things, like the 
language of a title which says “so and so, and other pur- 
poses,” carried the words for other purposes.” 

Everyone will recall, I think, that I was the one who 
raised the question in regard to that language here on the 
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floor of the Senate in the question asked of the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. McNary], in charge of the measure. I never 
doubted that after having enumerated the purposes for 
which the money could be used, the words and for other 
purposes ” meant nothing except what they mean in a bill 
“for the relief of John Smith, and for other purposes”; 
they mean John Smith and no other purpose. I felt that 
that would be the inevitable ruling, so we were not satisfied 
with it. 

The history of the matter is well known. Now this meas- 
ure comes here, and no lawyer will put any other interpreta- 
tion on it. I will repeat it: 

Public Resolution No. 112 of the Seventy-first Congress for the 
relief of farmers in the drought-stricken areas, approved December 
20, 1930, is hereby amended by adding at the end thereof the fol- 
lowing: “Any money appropriated pursuant to the authorization 
contained in this section may be used in the purchase of feed for 


other livestock upon the same terms and conditions as such money 
may be used for the purchase of feed for work stock.” 


In other words, you can feed not only your work stock but 
your cattle, your milk cows, your sheep or hogs, or anything 
else, which, of course, was so obvious to anybody who wanted 
to rehabilitate agriculture that nobody knows why the House 
should have insisted upon striking it out. 

That part of it is settled. This bill was to buy feed, seed, 
fertilizer, and fuel oil. The Secretary of Agriculture so con- 
strued it that it also might permit the purchase of spraying 
materials. I was glad he did it. 

What was the object of the second act? 

In addition to the sums herein authorized, and appropriations 
made thereunder, there is hereby appropriated, to be immediately 
available, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the sum of $20,000,000 to be used by the Secretary of 
Agriculture for the following purposes. 

Now, let us look at it: 


(1) To make advances or loans to individuals in the drought 
and/or storm or hail stricken areas of the United States for the 
of assisting in forming local agricultural-credit corpora- 
tions, livestock loan companies, or like organizations, or of increas- 
ing the capital stock of such corporations, companies, or organiza- 
tions, qualified to do business with Federal intermediate credit 
banks, or to which such privileges may be extended, and/or of 
making loans to individuals upon the security of the capital stock 
of such corporations, companies, or organizations— 
You can loan people the money to establish these associa- 
tions, and then the Government can loan them money on 
their capital stock to do business. 


Now— 


and (2) to make advances or loans to farmers for crop produc- 
tion for the crop of 1931, 

What could be intended by that? You have already pro- 
vided for your feed, your seed, your fertilizer, your fuel oil, 
for the establishment of credit associations, and to loan 
money on their stock. What is left to be supplied? What 
is there that you have to have to make a crop? You have 
your stock fed; you have you livestock fed; you have your 
credit associations set up; you have your fertilizer and your 
fuel oils. What is left to make a crop? You have to have 
somebody to plow it. That somebody must eat. That some- 
body must wear clothes. Then, in the name of common 
sense, I want to ask anybody who practices law to stand up 
and say what was included in that language. What was 
there? You have your feed, your fertilizer, your seed, your 
fuel oil, your credit associations. What else do you have to 
have? Just stand up and say. 

Mr. GLASS. Food for human beings. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Of course you have; and this says: 

To make advances or loans to farmers for crop production for 
the crop of 1931. 

What is that? You say you have to have food. Of course 
you are right. You have to have something else, too. Men 
do not plow exactly naked. You have to have clothes. You 
may have to have medicines. You may have to have a team 
or two. And now, Senators, we ought not to fourflush where 
somebody’s whole life and future is at stake. 

I am a partisan. Everybody knows that. I am a Demo- 
crat; and wherever a partisan question is involved I believe 
anybody will give me a certificate of 100 per cent of stand- 
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ing on a party principle. I have always thought that the 
good of the country would be best served if we could make 
the Republican Party a mere memory, as they have made 
my farm only a memory to me. But the President has 
charged us with playing politics with human misery. I re- 
sented it, and the country resented it; and I am not going, 
therefore, to imitate him now and go to playing politics with 
human misery for an extra session or any other purpose. 

I say again, if there is a lawyer on the floor of the Senate 
who will stand up and say, on his reputation as a lawyer, 
that these things that the Senator from Virginia and myself 
have enumerated are not embraced in that phrase, I wish 
he would do so. You will not do it, however. There is not 
a lawyer anywhere who would do it. You would not tell 
one of your clients such a thing. I have made a good many 
farm mortgages myself. I have given them. I expect to give 
another one this year. We say, “For making a crop.” We 
mortgage all of the crops to be grown on a certain piece of 
land, and under that mortgage we get our food, we get our 
clothes, we get our medicine, and we even get our doctor’s 
bills paid in my country. If I give a mortgage on my crop 
for the purpose of getting supplies to make a crop, and all 
these things are advanced to me, they would be covered by 
that mortgage; and any lawyer who ever practiced law 
would say so. 

Mr. GLASS rose. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Does the Senator want to interrupt me? 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, I am not a lawyer, and I do 
not know whether the senior conferee on the part of the 
other House is a lawyer; but if the Senator will look at the 
Record he will see that that conferee says that you can not 
buy a mouthful of food under this proposition. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I saw that, and I am glad the Senator 
has mentioned it. When the Secretary wrote that inoppor- 


tune letter, to say the most of it, which was a face-saving 


letter, my colleague sitting there knows that I said, I will 
not go forward another inch on this matter until the 
President repudiates that letter.” 

Mr. BARKLEY. Has he done it? 

Mr. CARAWAY. Absolutely. 

Mr. BARKLEY. How? 

Mr. CARAWAY. He says this bill is to be interpreted 
fairly and sympathetically. If it is fairly interpreted, we 
know that it includes these things. 

Mr. GLASS. But it is to be interpreted by a man who 
says it does not include them. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Yes, sir; and when he tried to interpret 
it in that way, the President was asked to say what its 
interpretation should be. He says it shall be fair. The 
other interpretation was not fair, and the Senator knows it. 

Oh, I know the Senator can say that the President will 
not keep his word. He may not. 

Mr. GLASS. I do not say that. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Well, then 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senators must not interrupt 
without addressing the Chair. 

Mr. CARAWAY. No, no; I want the Senator to inter- 
rupt me. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. But the rules provide that no 
Senator may interrupt another Senator without addressing 
the Chair. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I know; but we have the Queensberry 
rules now, you know. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will announce that 
there can be no interruptions without addressing the Chair, 
and there can be no yielding except for questions. 

Mr. GLASS. I did address the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. From this time on the rule will 
be applied. 

Mr. CARAWAY. If the Vice President wants to take me 
off the floor, he can do it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Vice President does not 
want to do that. Let the Senator address the Chair before 
he addresses a question to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. GLASS. I did do that, and the Recorp will show that 
I did that. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator yield? 

Mr. CARAWAY. Why, of course, Mr. President; I have 
yielded and I am trying to get a chance to answer the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. GLASS. I simply did not want the Senator from 
Arkansas—and I am sure he does not desire—to put me in 
the attitude of saying that I would not accept the word of 
the President. What I say is that the word of the President 
is so indefinite that I do not know what it means. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Well, let me tell you something: If the 
President was dealing in indefinite words, then he was doing 
it with deliberate intention to deceive us. Now, I do not 
think he did. I can not believe that he did. I was very 
much criticized by Senators sitting over on the other side 
for whom I have very great regard because I said this last 
Friday night. This is a personal statement. I have been 
tremendously wrought up about this situation. I have 
doubtless been discourteous with people about it. I have 
certainly been tremendously sharp in the criticisms I have 
had to utter about it. I accepted the President’s word, and 
I accept this amendment in good faith. I said that when I 
compromise my differences with my adversary I lay down 
my arms. We do not resume hostilities as long as he keeps 
faith with me. 

I know that the President was trying to pledge us a fair 
interpretation of this language and, beyond that, a sympa- 
thetic interpretation of it; and here is what I am saying: 
A fair interpretation of it, a strict legal interpretation of it, 
gives us all the things we are entitled to receive. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. CARAWAY. I yield. 

Mr. WHEELER. The only thing that I can not agree with 
the Senator upon is this: He has made the statement that 
no lawyer could rise in his place and say that food should not 
be included in that language. I want to say to the Senator 
that in my judgment it is easily subject to two interpreta- 
tions. No other than the Secretary of Agriculture has taken 
the position that it does not mean that money can be loaned 
for the purchase of food. Some one else has said the same 
thing. Trtson has said the same thing. If the President of 
the United States meant food, and if he meant clothes, and 
if he meant the things the Senator says he meant, why in 
the name of goodness would he not have the courage of his 
convictions and say it meant food, and why should not the 
Congress of the United States have the temerity to write it 
in there, so that there could not be any question as to this 
proposition? 

Mr. CARAWAY. What does the Senator say that lan- 
guage includes? 

Mr. WHEELER. What do I say it includes? 

Yes. 

I think it should include food. 

I am talking to the Senator as a lawyer. 
If a client brought him that language and asked him what 
was included in it, what would he say was included? 

Mr. WHEELER. I would say that it would mean that he 
could borrow food if he could give security for the food. 
Let me call the attention of the Senator from Arkansas to 
the statement of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I read that. 

Mr. WHEELER. He says that it can not include food 
because 

Mr. CARAWAY. Let me be perfectly fair and frank with 
the Senator. I know that if we had written food all over 
it, they could have denied us adequate relief under it. They 
could have said, “ We do not think you are entitled to it; 
you ought not to have it.” Or they could have given us a 
crust of bread and said that was food. We had to trust 
somebody. 

The President was asked, after Hyde wrote his unfortu- 
nate letter, what the interpretation would be. Mark the 
President’s letter, not that Hyde has fairly and sympatheti- 
cally interpreted it, but a pledge that he will fairly and 
sympathetically interpret this language. 
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The Senator from Montana says that if there is a fair 
interpretation we get food under it. If we can not accept 
the solemn promise of the President of the United States 
that he will have it administered fairly and sympathetically, 
then we may lose under it. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, did the President promise 
food? 

Mr. CARAWAY. He promised a fair and sympathetic in- 
terpretation. 

Mr. WHEELER. He did that when he was speaking of it. 
Frankly, I can not agree with the interpretation the Senator 
puts on the President's letter at all, because the President is 
speaking in that letter of loans, and says with reference to 
them that it will have a fair interpretation. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Yes. 

Mr. WHEELER. I think the President’s letter is subject 
to two or three different interpretations, and I think no one 
would be able to criticize the President if he said, I never 
intended to put food in there at all.” 

Mr. CARAWAY. Would that be a fair interpretation of 
it, to exclude food? 

Mr. WHEELER. I am inclined to think it would be, in 
view of the President’s letter, because he does not mention 
food. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Nor does he mention fertilizer. 

Mr. WHEELER. No; but he does mention the credit 


. The credit system is all there is in it. 
And the Secretary of Agriculture—— 

I read the letter. 

I understand the Senator has read the 
letter, but perhaps some of the rest have not. He says: 

It leaves to the Red Cross the responsibility of the field as agent 
for human relief to those who do not have security and to whom 
Government loans for food such as were at one time proposed 
would have been mere charity. 

In other words, the Secretary of Agriculture says it would 
have been mere charity to lend Government money for 
food, and that is why I say, What is the use of quibbling 
about it? Why should we have to quibble about it? Why 
should we not put it in the bill, and why should not the 
President of the United States, and why should not the 
Congress of the United States, have the temerity to stand 
up and write into the bill and say “food”? I know what 
the answer is. It is, as the Senator from Alabama said 
when defending the administration this afternoon, if you 
do not get this, you will not get anything. 

The Senator from Arkansas knows, I think, as everybody 
on this floor ought to know, that the President of the United 
States and those who are supporting his administration are 
so fearful of an extra session of Congress that before they 
ever would let Congress have an extra session they would 
have written “food” in it, and the thing I complain about 
is that those who entered into the compromise did not insist 
that this matter be made plain, so that there could not be 
any misunderstanding upon the part of the people of the 
United States. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I repeat, that nobody can misunder- 
stand it. 

Mr. WHEELER. I do not agree with the Senator. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I know the Senator does not. The 
Senator wants an extra session, and I do not care if he 
has it. 

Mr. WHEELER. The Senator is entirely mistaken. I ob- 
ject to having the Senator put words in my mouth. As far 
as I am concerned, Mr. President, I say to the Senator that 
I do not want an extra session; but I am not afraid of an 
extra session. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Iam not, either. 

Mr. WHEELER. I do not want an extra session 

Mr. CARAWAY. I do not either, but for God’s sake do 
not fight out your quarrel with somebody over starving 
children. 


Mr. WHEELER. I am not fighting it out over starving 
children. I want the Government of the United States to 
do its duty toward the starving children. I think the Gov- 
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ernment ought to do its duty not only toward the starving 
children in Arkansas, but I think the Government ought to 
do its duty toward the starving children in the large in- 
dustrial cities. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Introduce a bill, and I will support it. 

Mr. WHEELER. The Senator has had a measure here 
that would have done that in this very bill. 

Mr. CARAWAY. What bill? 
Giving $25,000,000, and turning it over 


We would not have gotten a nickel of it. 
Of course, he is backing down on it now. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I am not backing down on anything. 
The Senator knows there was not a dollar in that for us; 
he knows that. 

Mr. WHEELER. I do not agree with the Senator at all. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I know the Senator does not. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I think almost everyone has 
spoken upon this subject, as to what the meaning of the 
conference report is, except the conferees. There must have 
been discussion in the conference, there must have been 
communication with the Executive Department. I would 
like to know from those in the conference whether or not 
they understood, and now understand, that this compromise 
covers food, clothing, and medicine. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have no doubt. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah will 
please address the Chair before he interrupts, and get per- 
mission. It is getting so that everybody is talking, which 
is against the rule. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. CARAWAY. I yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. I want to say to the Senator from Idaho 
that the question was discussed by the conferees, and the 
conferees have no doubt in the world but that food will be 
taken care of by this amendment. 

Mr. BORAH. Wait a moment. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkan- 
sas yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. CARAWAY. I yield to the Senator from Idaho until 
he is through. 

Mr. BORAH. What I want to know is, Was it discussed 
in the conference, and understood and agreed there, that 
the rehabilitation of agriculture included the purchase of 
food and the purchase of clothing and medicine? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. I will go even farther than that, and 
say this: Under the language we have here, if security is 
given for a loan and money is furnished, the man who has 
asked for the loan can purchase anything he wants. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkan- 
sas yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. CARAWAY. I yield. 

Mr. BORAH. As I understand, the conferees of the 
House have put a wholly different construction on it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. Woop was not a member of the con- 
ference. 

Mr. BORAH. I am not talking about Mr. Woop. I am 
talking about the members of the conference. I understand 
they have put a wholly different construction on it. 

Let me ask, secondly, this: There must have been some 
understanding with the executive department before this 
compromise was agreed upon? 

Mr. SMOOT, I know nothing about that. 

Mr. BORAH. Is the Senator from Indiana here? 

Mr. CARAWAY. I know something about it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
to me? 

Mr. BORAH. Just a moment. There has been a great 
deal of hesitancy about coming up to the facts in this 
matter. It is perfectly plain to everybody that this con- 
ference report was agreed upon after a communication and 
understanding with the executive department. It was not 
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agreed upon until the executive department was satisfied, 
until the President was satisfied. Somebody knows whether 
or not the President understood that this conference report 
covers food and clothing and medicine. I would like to 
have somebody to state here upon the floor what the Presi- 
dent understood it was to include. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. CARAWAY. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Of course, I have no idea whatsoever 
what the President intended; I only know what took place 
in the conference. I happened to be a member of the con- 
ference. When I saw that the conference report did not 
include food I offered an amendment, at the proper place, to 
add the two words “and food,” and the chairman of the 
conference committee stated in answer to that that it had 
been agreed upon—he did not say by whom, but that it 
had been agreed upon—that this proposal should be taken 
just as he had read it, and there would be no amendment; 
and my amendment was voted down. That was the reason 
why I did not sign the report. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 
from Tennessee a question? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. CARAWAY.. I yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. I want to say to the Senator that in the 
conference the question arose immediately, and was brought 
up by the chairman of the conferees of the House before 
they ever went out for a consultation. The Senator remem- 
bers that, does he not? 

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator asks me, and if the 
Chair will permit me to answer the question 

Mr. CARAWAY. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I recall this: When we first went in 
there was a very great difference of opinion. One of the 
House conferees offered an entirely new amendment, and 
they went out to discuss the amendment which the Senator 
from Utah presented as the agreed-upon amendment. 
What conclusion they came to I do not know, but so far 
as I recall, no one there undertook to say that the language 
meant food. I know that my amendment adding the words 
“and food” was voted down by the conference. 

Mr. SMOOT and Mr. BARKLEY addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkan- 
sas yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. CARAWAY. As soon as the Senator from Utah con- 
cludes I will yield to the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Tennessee was also 
present when we discussed the question, and it was decided 
there was no necessity of putting the word “food” in, be- 
cause it meant food, food was included in it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SMOOT. Just a minute. Then I stated this, that 
an agreement had been reached as to the wording, and as 
it did mean food, there was no necessity of making the 
change. 

Mr. McKELLAR. No, Mr. President; I do not recall that 
it was said there was no necessity of change, and I do not 
want to be misunderstood about it. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I yield to the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I would like to find out, if possible, who 
wrote this document. It seems that no Senator wrote it, no 
Member of the House of Representatives wrote it, no member 
of the conference committee wrote it. Somebody must have 
written it, and assuming it was an intelligent being, it would 
be interesting to find out who he was and what he meant. 
If it was written outside of the conference committee and 
handed to them, and they were told to take it “as is,” 
without any amendment whatever, it might be interesting 
to find out who wrote it. 
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Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, if the Senator had asked 
me, I could have enlightened him. I did not know he was 
wondering about that. 

The first thing was a verbal proposition. I was asked if 
I would agree to that. I said, I will if it is satisfactory to 
the other people.” I myself called up and asked the draft- 
ing service to send a man over. He came and drafted the 
first language, which was submitted also to the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. McNary], and which included the provision to 
make the $45,000,000 and the $15,000,000, which was then 
under consideration, all available for the same purposes. 

That was objected to. Then taking the exact language, 
it was changed by striking out the provision that made the 
$45,000,000 available under the same provisions as the 
$15,000,000, and in substance that is the language in the 
amendment except—I am perfectly willing to tell all I know 
about it, and if anybody has any curiosity about it, I want 
to satisfy them—except that I wanted to transfer the $5,000,- 
000 thought to be necessary to rehabilitate the credit asso- 
ciations from the $15,000,000 to the $45,000,000, because I 
felt that the $15,000,000 would all be needed for the pur- 
poses provided in the amendment. It was then suggested, 
instead of doing that, that there be $5,000,000 more added to 
it, and the President said he was glad to do it. That is the 
history of it. 

I want to ask the Senator from Tennessee if he has any 
doubt, if the amendment gets a fair interpretation, that 
he could buy anything for agriculture. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; I have very grave doubt. It de- 
pends— 

Mr. CARAWAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Just a moment, if the Senator will per- 
mit me. It all depends on the regulations of the Secretary 
of Agriculture. If the Secretary of Agriculture issues regu- 
lations under which this money can be loaned without re- 
gard to what its uses may be, then it will be done and will 
be of some benefit. 

Mr. CARAWAY. That is not the question I asked the 
Senator. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I may vote for it in the hope that that 
might be done. On the other hand, if the Secretary of 
Agriculture does in this matter what he did in the matter 
of the $45,000,000, then it will not be of any benefit. 

Mr. CARAWAY. That is not what I asked the Senator 
at all. I asked if it got a fair interpretation whether it 
would include food. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I can not say as a lawyer that I be- 
lieve if would. The word “food” having been voted out 
of the proposal in committee, I doubt if any court would 
hold that it could be used for that purpose. 

Mr. CARAWAY. The word “food” was never in the 
provision, and therefore it was never voted out. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I mean I offered it as an amendment 
to the proposal, and it was voted out in the committee. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Does the Senator seriously mean -to 
contend that any court would look to such an amendment 
to see what the provision itself means? 

Mr. McKELLAR. No; but I do contend that as one of 
the conferees I had a right to propose the amendment, and 
I did so, and it was voted down. 

Mr. CARAWAY. But that is not what I asked the Sen- 
ator. I asked him if he had no interest in the matter, and 
one of his planters who had been his fortunate client in 
years past should come to him and ask if he would be en- 
titled under that to borrow money for food, what would the 
Senator tell him? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I would be in the gravest kind of doubt. 
It certainly is not mentioned in the bill and it would take 
interpretation to permit it. In my judgment what we do 
by the act is simply to put it up to the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to do as he pleases. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Suppose the Senator was writing a mort- 
gage, or suppose one of his clients came to him and said, “I 
have a chattel mortgage on the crop of one of my tenants 
and it has this language in it. After naming seed and ferti- 
lizer and feed and other things, it then provides ‘and to 
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make advances or loans for crop production for the crop. of 
1931.’ I sold him clothes under it. Am I protected?” 
Would the Senator say he was protected? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I would have very great doubt about it. 
I would have to look up the authorities in the books before 
I would give a legal opinion on the subject. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Then I hope the Senator will read a 
book some time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McKELLAR. I want to say to the Senator that I 
have spent three days this week trying to figure out some 
way by which I could vote for his measure on the theory that 
it possibly may be of benefit to the starving and helpless 
people down there. I hope he will not press me too hard, 
as “Bishop” Sims said. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I will not press the Senator because I 
want him to preserve his legal reputation. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. CARAWAY. I yield. 

Mr. HEFLIN. May I suggest to the Senator that perhaps 
we could now fix an hour to vote? Some Senator on this 
side of the aisle suggested a little while ago that he would 
not eat until we had voted on this measure. 

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator never got any response to 
that proposal. 

Mr. WHEELER. That Senator has already eaten, so it is 
all right. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEFLIN. Would the Senator permit me to ask unani- 
mous consent that we vote at 6 o’clock this evening? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, there is no use to ask it, 
because I should object. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Does the Senator from Idaho want to 
ask me a question? 

Mr. BORAH. I want to say that I am quite in agreement 
with the idea that the terms of the so-called compromise are 
broad enough to cover food. On the other hand, the con- 
struction which has been placed upon it by the man who is 
going to construe it leads me to conclude that he does not 
so understand it. In view of the fact that the Secretary of 
Agriculture has seen fit voluntarily and permaturely to 
construe this matter, I do not see why we could not ask the 
Secretary of Agriculture if he understands that it includes 
food. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. CARAWAY. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It strikes me that the proposal of the 
Senator from Idaho is absolutely the thing to be done at 
this time. Let us ask the Secretary of Agriculture if that is 
his understanding of the amendment and, I will say to the 
Senator from Arkansas, if the Secretary of Agriculture says 
that it is, I shall cheerfully vote for the conference report. 

Mr. GLASS rose. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Please do it in a resolution. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. CARAWAY.” The Senator from Virginia just rose. 
Does he desire to ask me something? 

Mr. GLASS. I was about to call attention to a singular 
contradiction in terms made by the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Smoot], who is one of the conferees. I notice, however, that 
he has just retired from the Chamber and I do not like to 
do it in his absence. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Then let the Senator wait until he 
comes back. I yield now to the Senator from Arizona. 

Mr. ASHURST. I am going to support the report and al- 
though I am a partisan, I fully believe that the President 
and the Secretary of Agriculture will construe this to mean 
“food.” But in view of the discussion which has taken 
place I ought to make this statement. Under the harsh rule 
of law it would not include “ food.” 

Mr. CARAWAY. Will the Senator just give me the rule? 

Mr. ASHURST. The maxim expressio unius est exclusio 
alterius and the rule of ejusdem generis; that is to say 
when you name a number of subjects you are precluded 
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from adding anything not mentioned in the list. The Sen- 
ator is making a brave and able fight for his constituents. 
He is not going to let some rule of law prevent them from 
getting food. I admire the Senator’s fight and I am going to 
support him, but there is no use to deceive ourselves and 
the country. Under the strict, harsh rule of law food 
would be excluded. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Here is where the Senator goes wrong, 
if I may be permitted to draw upon my knowledge of 
“J. P. law.” The rule that where we mention certain 
things we exclude others always rests upon the things that 
are therein dealt with. The fact that we mention feed does 
not exclude food. What I am saying to the Senator—and I 
want to be perfectly deferential to him—is this: Let us go 
back again, though we must not be too prolix about it. The 
$45,000,000 provision provided for feed, for seed, for fer- 
tilizer, and for fuel oil, but the feed was restricted to work 
stock. The amendment added feed for other livestock, so 
that the question is fully dealt with and disposed of; is it 
not? 

Mr. ASHURST. I think so. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Then the next proposition, because we 
come to it now, is the amendment providing for $20,000,000 
which is said to be for the following purposes—that is, with- 
out reading the exact language—for the purpose of loaning 
money to individuals to organize agricultural or livestock or 
Similar associations or to strengthen the capital stock of 
those organizations already in existence that may do busi- 
ness with the intermediate banks. That is another purpose 
dealt with, is it not? 

Mr. ASHURST. Yes. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Then it says to loan money on the capi- 
tal stock of those organizations, which is another purpose. 
That is No.1. We have dealt with all those questions, and 
we are through with them now. 

Mr. ASHURST. Will the Senator pardon me now? 

Mr. CARAWAY. Yes. 

Mr. ASHURST. I have no quarrel with the Senator. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I know that. 

Mr. ASHURStT. The Senator has ably, with his colleague, 
devoted himself with a remarkable degree of fidelity and 
ability to this question, and I believe he has won his fight. 
I believe that the President and the Secretary of Agriculture 
will construe this law so as to include “food,” and if they 
do they should be and will be exempt from any criticism. 
But that does not change the rule of law. 

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator did not let me get through 
with the matter. He starts arguing with me in the middle 
of it. We agreed that feed is disposed of in one provision 
and the matter of credit is disposed of in another. 

Mr. ASHURST. Yes. 

Mr. CARAWAY. What is comprehended under No. 2? 
We must give it a reasonable interpretation. What is com- 
9 under No. 2? 

Mr. ASHURST. Food is not mentioned. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. ASHURST. A harsh rule ends it if food is not men- 
tioned. We have to say food, subsistence, or alimentation. 
If we leave out such words or their direct equivalent, then 
under a strict and harsh rule of law we would not be per- 
mitted to expend money for food. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Then for what could we expend the 
money under No. 2? What could we borrow money for 
under that provision? 

Mr. ASHURST. Not for food. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Why? 

Mr. ASHURST. Food is not denominated. The report 
has chosen to follow the rule of naming the objects. It is 
confined therefore to those named. 

Mr, CARAWAY. What could we borrow money for? 

Mr. ASHURST. Everything but food. 

Mr. CARAWAY. We could borrow for clothes and medi- 
cine, but not for food? 

Mr. ASHURST. Yes. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Under what construction does the Sen- 
ator claim to be able to do that? 
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Mr. ASHURST. ‘Under the rule of ejusdem generis. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Why would not clothes be excluded? 

Mr. ASHURST. Because they are mentioned. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Oh, no; they are not mentioned. What 
could we borrow money for then? 

Mr. ASHURST. Then under a harsh rule they are ex- 
cluded if they are not mentioned. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Then what could the Senator borrow 
money for under No. 2? 

Mr. ASHURST. Everything that is mentioned. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Nothing is mentioned except for the 
purpose of making loans and advances for crop production 
in 1931. Could we get anything under that provision? 

Mr. ASHURST. We could get everything but food. 

Mr. CARAWAY. We could get clothes? 

Mr. ASHURST. If they are mentioned. 

Mr. CARAWAY. But they are not mentioned. 

Mr. ASHURST. We are using the people’s valuable time 
in discussing a harsh rule of law which nobody is going to 
invoke. Nobody in the United States will be found to criti- 
cize the President or the Secretary of Agriculture if they 
expend this money for purchasing food or clothing, so it is a 
mere theory or peccadillo we are talking about; but never- 
theless that does not change the rule of law. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Then for what could we borrow money 
when it says “ to make advances or loans to farmers for crop 
production,” because we have already provided for feed, seed, 
fertilizer, and credits. 

Mr. ASHURST. The Senator can not read something into 
a law that is not there. 

Mr. CARAWAY. But it says “for making a crop.” What 
is necessary to make a crop? Is food necessary? 

Mr. ASHURST. It is necessary but not mentioned. 

Mr. CARAWAY. With all due deference to the Senator, 
let us go back for a moment. What could we borrow for 
under that provision if nothing is mentioned? 

Mr. ASHURST. The Senator just read a list of things 
that are mentioned. 

Mr. CARAWAY. That is in the other provision of the bill. 

Mr. ASHURST. I fail to perceive 

Mr. CARAWAY. Evidently I am not happy in my use of 
words. 

M, ASHURST. I fail to perceive the reason or the excuse 
for prolonging the controversy. I am anxious that the con- 
ference report should be adopted. I probably ought not to 
have said a word, because I am contributing to the delay, 
as the Senator is. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I will take my full share of the blame. 

Mr. ASHURST. When we deal with constructions of the 
law we ought to confine ourselves to some degree of accuracy. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Of course, the Senator knows I am 
wrong, but I can not help it. 

Mr. ASHURST. I do not know that the Senator is wrong. 
On the contrary, the Senator in the courts and in the 
forums of our country has achieved an enviable reputation 
as a lawyer. I do not know that he is wrong. I simply 
assert what I think the law is. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Very well. I shall not argue the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President—— . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. La FoOLLETTE in the 
chair). Does the Senator from Arkansas yield to the 
Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. CARAWAY. I will yield to the Senator, if he will 
permit me to finish a brief statement. 

Mr. GLASS. Certainly. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Let me say this: Of course, merely 
wagering our reputations does not matter. I know, Mr. 
President, if I know any rule of law, that this is an authori- 
zation to empower the President to do what I contend may 
be done. He may break faith with us, but if food is not 
included, if borrowing money for such things as are neces- 
sary to make a crop, which includes food and clothing and 
other things, is not included, the President of the United 
States has misled me; and then he owes it, Mr. President, 
not to me but to a million people who must eat and wear 
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clothes, or must go hungry and ragged and cold, to say, 
before this conference report shall be agreed to, that he 
did not mean it when he said the Secretary of Agriculture 
was to give this provision liberal and sympathetic interpre- 
tation and administration. If he did not mean that, he 
has deceived me, and he is making me take away the 
chance of people, who are in desperate need of aid, and is 
obtaining my vote under a false pretense. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ar- 
kansas yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. CARAWAY. I yield. 

Mr. GLASS. I had supposed the Senator had concluded. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, the Senator knows that I 
have no quarrel with his purpose. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I know that; and I have no quarrel with 
the purpose of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. GLASS. That can not be better illustrated than by 
the fact that I committed myself, although utterly opposed 
to an extra session, to the proposition to force an extra ses- 
sion unless we could secure the enactment of relief legisla- 
tion. Therefore the Senator knows I am not out of sym- 
pathy with his purpose. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I know that; the Senator does not have 
to make that statement. 

Mr. GLASS. But what I rose for was this: In a few re- 
marks which I made here to-day, which the Senator did not 
hear, I took occasion to point out that the senior conferee on 
the House side had explicitly stated that this compromise 
did not mean that anybody could buy a morsel of food under 
it. The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. THomas], now sitting 
here, took occasion to ask the senior conferee on the side 
of the Senate if he agreed to that interpretation of the law; 
and, if the Senator from Arkansas will permit me, I will 
read the stenographic notes of that inquiry and the answer. 
The Senator from Oklahoma said: 


Such farmers, Mr. President, are not in dire distress; they have 
food, although it may be meager. 


That is to say, farmers who could supply security— 


I asked the question on yesterday, How could a hungry man or 
a hungry woman or a hungry boy or girl get a single meal if this 
amendment were adopted? I direct that inquiry now to the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the conference committee, representing 
the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. Smoot. Mr. President, I was temporarily occupied, and did 
not hear the question of the Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. THomas of Oklahoma. My question is, How can anyone in 
need, one who is hungry, one who needs clothing or medicine, get 
the benefit of food, clothing, or medicine under the provisions of 
this particular amendment? 

Mr. Smoot. In reply to the Senator’s inquiry, I will say that any 
person in the condition mentioned by the Senator from Oklahoma 
may get assistance from the Red Cross. This bill provides entirely 
for a different plan. I will admit what the Senator has stated that 
any such person as he refers to would have to apply to the Red 
Cross for assistance and the Red Cross will take care of just such 
cases. 

Mr. THomas of Oklahoma. Mr. President, that is the first admis- 
sion made upon the floor that this amendment does not provide 
food; that this amendment does not provide clothing; that this 
amendment does not provide medicine for those of our population 
who to-day are in dire distress. 


Mr. SMOOT rose. 

Mr. CARAWAY. If the Senator from Utah will pardon 
me just a moment, of course the Senator from Oklahoma 
was in error about that, because my colleague [Mr. ROBIN- 
son of Arkansas] said in his opening speech that there was 
not a gift in this measure; that it was a loan measure; and 
that is what the Senator from Utah said in the statement 
which the Senator has read. It is not a gift measure. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is correct. 

Mr. GLASS. But there is the RECORD. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I know it is; but I should say the Sen- 
ator from Utah was exactly right; it is not a gift bill; it 
never was; it is not to be a gift bill. It was drawn on the 
theory that if people were permitted to borrow they could 
alleviate their own condition. 

Mr. GLASS. The Senator from Oklahoma asked if peo- 
ple in distress might borrow for the purpose of buying food, 
and the Senator from Utah said they might not. 
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Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Will my colleague yield? 

Mr. CARAWAY. I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The money borrowed under 
the bill may be spent for food just as well as for anything 
else essential to crop production or farm rehabilitation, 

Mr. SMOOT. That is true, 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ar- 
kansas yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. CARAWAY. I yield. 

Mr. BORAH. I want to tender a resolution, and I am 
going to ask unanimous consent for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Will the Senator allow me to conclude? 

Mr. BORAH. I am not going to discuss the resolution. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Very well; I yield to the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Let the resolution be read 
for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, perhaps I had better read it 
myself, as I wrote it. It is as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be requested to ad- 
vise the Senate as soon as practicable: 

First. Whether he understands that the second paragraph or 
subdivision of the amendment to the Interior Department appro- 
priation conference report, relating to drought relief, includes in 
its terms food, clothing, and medicines. 

Second. Whether he understands that a fair and sympathetic 
interpretation of said amendment would cover food, clothes, and 
medicines. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Would the Senator object to including, 
so that we may know that we are getting all the information 
necessary, the words, if there is any restriction whereby if 
a man borrows money he may not use the money for the 
purposes mentioned“? 

Mr. McKELLAR. That would clarify the whole thing. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ar- 
kansas yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. CARAWAY. Iam yielding to the Senator from Idaho. 
I understand he desires to ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. BORAH. I will be ready to do so in a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
Senator from Idaho desires to perfect his resolution. 

Mr. CARAWAY. In the meantime I yield to the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I should like the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Idaho, because the language used in the President’s 
letter is not “fair and sympathetic,” but “liberal and sym- 
pathetic.” 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator is in error 
about that. The language is “fairly and sympathetically.” 

Mr. President, with the permission of my colleague, who 
has the floor—— 

Mr. CARAWAY. I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I suggest that the most 
practical way to submit the question to the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture is to inquire whether loans when obtained under 
the provisions of the paragraph referred to may be used for 
the purposes mentioned. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Whether there is any prohibition 
against such use? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. GLASS. That does not get us away from the exist- 
ing condition, for anybody who has security can borrow 
money now, and may buy food with it. 

Mr. CARAWAY. That is all this measure is; there never 
was anything else but a loan under it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I have just been informed, 
I will say, that the Secretary of Agriculture has left the 
city. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that I just tele- 
phoned to the office of the Secretary of Agriculture. He 
left his office about 10 minutes ago, and is going to the 
Mayflower Hotel, and from the Mayflower Hotel he is going 
to the depot. I asked his clerk to call him at the Mayflower 
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Hotel, and ask him to call me over the telephone before he 
leaves. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If he can not be reached there, can he 
be reached at the depot? Is he leaving for a day or two? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not know. 

Mr. SWANSON. I think there is a telegraph office where 
he is going, and if he can not be reached at his hotel or the 
station he can very quickly be reached by telegraph. 

Mr. SMOOT. The clerk of the Secretary of Agriculture 
will get my communication to him at the Mayflower Hotel, 
and if he does not reach him at the Mayflower Hotel he 
will try to reach him at the depot. 

Mr. SWANSON. If he is not reached there, a telegram 
can be sent to him. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, may I ask the attention of 
the Senator from Arkansas? In response to his suggestion, 
I will add this to the resolution: 

Third. Is there any prohibition therein which precludes the use 
of money secured by loans thereunder being used for the purchase 
of food, clothes, and medicines? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. My attention was diverted 
and I did not hear what the Senator said. 

Mr. BORAH. I have added this language to the resolu- 
tion: 

Is there any prohibition therein which precludes the use of the 
money secured by loans thereunder being used for the purchase of 
food, clothes, and medicines? 

Mr. CARAWAY. That is all right. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. CARAWAY. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Idaho if he contemplates, if the resolution shall be adopted, 
that a reply will come to us in writing or over the telephone? 

Mr. CARAWAY. We have got to trust somebody, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. BORAH. Of course, I shall expect the Secretary of 
Agriculture to address the Senate in a written communica- 
tion. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is what I think, too, but the Sena- 
tor from Utah seemed to be under the impression that he 
was going to get the Secretary’s reply by telephone. 

Mr. BORAH. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands 
the Senator from Arkansas to have yielded in order that the 
Senator from Idaho might offer the resolution. That unani- 
mous consent has been given. The Senator from Idaho asks 
further unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the resolution. Is there objection? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator read the 
resolution again? 

Mr. ROBINSON or Arkansas. Let the resolution be re- 
ported as modified by the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. BORAH. I will read it again. It is as follows: 

S. Res. 446 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be requested to 
advise the Senate as soon as practicable: 

First. Whether he understands that the second paragraph or 
subdivision of the amendment to the Interior Department appro- 
priation conference report relating to drought relief includes in 
its terms food, clothing, and medicines, 

Second. Whether he understands that a fair and sympathetic 
e cab of said amendment would cover food, clothes, and 
Third. Is there any prohibition therein which precludes the use 


of money secured by loans thereunder being used for the pur- 
chase of food, clothes, and medicines, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Idaho 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
resolution. 

Mr. SMOOT. I would not like to have the resolution hold 
up the consideration of the conference report on the appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I hope the Senator from Utah will not 
object. ; 

Mr. McKELLAR. If adopted, it will expedite the con- 
sideration of the conference report. 
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Mr. BORAH. It will expedite it. If the Secretary has 
made up his mind, he can answer in 15 minutes. 

Mr. SMOOT. If the Secretary leaves the city without 
being informed of the resolution, and we telephone him to- 
morrow morning, and obtain an answer, would the Senator 
agree then to accept that answer? 

Mr. BORAH. Oh, yes; I would be willing to telegraph 
the resolution to him and to accept his telegraphic answer. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I see no objection to the resolution, 
Mr. President, because that is my understanding of it, and 
I am perfectly willing that the resolution shall be adopted. 

Mr. SMOOT. It is mine, too. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Then I hope there will be no objection 
to it. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Vote! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkan- 
sas has the floor. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I yield the floor for the purpose of let- 
ting a vote be had on the resolution. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands 
that the Senator from Texas [Mr. CONNALLY] now desires 
recognition. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I desire to ask the 
Senator from Idaho a question. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CONNALLY. The Senator will notice that under this 
amendment it is discretionary with the Secretary, if food is 
eligible under the bill, to make such loans by liens on crops 
or by other security. Would the Senator have any objec- 
tion to incorporating an inquiry as to whether or not those 
who have only crop liens would be eligible? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I cover the entire second 
subdivision. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I do not want the Secretary to be asked 
to interpret it in its entirety. I want his broad statement. 
Possibly dozens of interpretations will be placed upon the 
various provisions of it, as to what security is ample and 
what security is not. All right; I am satisfied. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from 
Indiana. f 

Mr. CARAWAY. I have the floor. I do not want to be 
taken off the floor by recognition of the Senator from 
Indiana. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; the Senator from 
Arkansas continues to hold the floor. 

Mr. WATSON. I merely wanted to ask the Senator from 
Idaho to reread the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ar- 
kansas yields for the purpose of disposing of the resolution, 
as the Chair understands. 

Mr. CARAWAY. All right; I will yield. 

Mr. BORAH (reading): 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be requested to ad- 
vise the Senate as soon as practicable: 

First. Whether he understands that the second paragraph or sub- 
division of the amendment to the Interior Department appro- 
priation conference report relating to drought relief includes in its 
terms food, clothing, and medicines. 

Second. Whether he understands that a fair and sympathetic 
ope: fanaa of said amendment would cover food, clothes, and 

Third. Is there any prohibition therein which precludes the use 
of money secured by loans thereunder being used for the pur- 
chase of food, clothes, and medicines? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears 
none. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution (S. Res. 446) was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ar- 
kansas has the floor. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, I think I am through. I 
started a long time ago to try to go through the act in its 
entirety. 
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Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I move that the Senate take 
a recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
kansas has the floor. 

Mr. SMOOT. Then I will put it this way: I ask unanimous 
consent that at the conclusion of to-day’s business the 
Senate take a recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the unanimous-consent agreement is 
entered into. 

The Senator from Arkansas has the floor. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, I started about a week 
ago to go briefly through the borrowed statement that be- 
longs to my good friend from Wisconsin [Mr. BLAINE], which 
he wants back. I got down to No. 2. [After a pause.] Well, 
Mr. President, I will yield the floor. There are too many 
Senators talking. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ar- 
kansas yields the floor. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah 
is recognized. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. SMOOT. I yield to the Senator from Virginia. 


CONSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS—CONFERENCE REPORT 
(S. DOC. NO. 271) 


Mr. SWANSON submitted the following report: 


The Senator from Ar- 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 16297) entitled “An act to amend the act entitled ‘An 
act to provide for the construction of certain public build- 
ings, and for other purposes,’ approved May 25, 1926 (44 
Stat. 630), and acts amendatory thereof,” having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do ~ 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 6. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, and 4, and agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and concur therein 
with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro- 
posed by said amendment insert: 

“Sec. 2. That the provisions contained in the act of May 
25, 1926, as amended by the act of February 24, 1928, limit- 
ing the amount that may be expended annually in any one 
of the States, Territories, or possessions of the United States 
to $10,000,000 be and the same are hereby further amended 
so as to increase the amount that may be expended in any 
one of the States, Territories, or possessions of the United 
States to an amount not to exceed $20,000,000 annually from 
the date of the passage of this act until December 31, 1933, 
after which time the amount which shall be expended in any 
one of the States, Territories, or possessions of the United 
States shall not exceed the sum of $15,000,000 annually.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and concur therein 
with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro- 
posed by said amendment insert, on page 3, line 6, after the 
word “ cost,” “Provided, That this provision shall not apply 
to any contract entered into prior to the approval of this 
act, nor to any contract entered into after December 31, 
1933.” 

CLAUDE A. SWANSON, 

Srmeon D. Fess, 

W. H. McMaster, 

A. R. GOULD, 

HENRY F. ASHURST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

RICHARD N. ELLIOTT, 

FRITZ G. LANHAM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
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Mr. SWANSON. I ask that the report be printed in the 
Recorp, as I desire to bring it up to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be entered. 
The report will be printed and lie on the table. 

RECESS 

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate take a recess until 
11 o'clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Utah. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 34 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate, under the order previously entered, took 
a recess until to-morrow, Thursday, February 12, 1931, at 
11 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 11, 1931 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Chaplain Frank H. Lash, United States Naval Academy, 
offered the following prayer: 


Our Gracious Heavenly Father, we look to Thee for guid- 
ance in beginning the duties of this day. We thank Thee 
for Thy goodness all along the pathway of our lives. Wilt 
Thou be graciously pleased to use us in the service of God, 
country, and fellow man, that when the day is done we may 
have joy in the remembrance of duty well done. Through 
Jesus Christ, our Lord. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its principal 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the House of the following titles: 

H. R. 101. An act for the award of the air mail flyer’s 
medal of honor; 

H. R. 252. An act to facilitate work of the Department of 
Agriculture in the Territory of Alaska; 

H. R. 397. An act for the relief of Lowell G. Fuller; 

H. R. 465. An act for the relief of John H. Lawler; 

H. R. 474. An act for the relief of Samuel B. Faulkner; 
H. R. 477. An act for the relief of Harry Hamlin; 

H. R. 542. An act for the relief of Chancy L. McIntyre; 

H. R. 1408. An act to provide for the study, investigation, 
and survey, for commemorative purposes, of the Bull Run 
and Second Manassas battlefields in the State of Virginia; 

H. R. 1594. An act for the relief of John W. Leich, alias 
John Leach; 

H. R.1612. An act for the relief of Angenora Hines; 

H. R. 1836. An act for the relief of Robert E. Beck, other- 
wise known as Rudolph E. Beck and Harry J. Brown; 


H. R. 1884. An act for the relief of Charles F. Reilly; 

H. R. 1966. An act for the relief of Martha J. Tonguet; 

H. R. 2312. An act for the relief of Arthur W. Taylor; 

H. R. 2315. An act for the relief of Leo B. Thome; 

H.R. 2458. An act for the relief of Darold Brundige; 

H. R. 2887. An act for the relief of Mildred L. Williams; 

H. R. 3428. An act for the relief of Rebecca E. Olmsted; 

H. R. 3935. An act for the relief of Eugenia A. Helston; 

H. R.5787. An act for the relief of Carlton Olin, other- 
wise known as Stephen Cebra; 


H. R. 5902. An act for the relief of S. W. Greer; 

H. R. 6193. An act for the relief of Sidney Morris Hopkins; 

H. R. 6194. An act granting six months’ pay to Arthur G. 
Caswell; 

H. R.6197. An act for the relief of William Befuhs (de- 
ceased), otherwise known as Charles Cameron; 

H. R. 6544. An act for the relief of Francis J. Moore; 

H. R.6586. An act providing for the confirmation of the 
title of certain purchasers from the State of Louisiana of 
lands formerly included in the Live Oak naval reserve on 
Navy Commissioners Island, in St. Mary Parish, La., now 
abandoned; 

H. R. 6603. An act to provide a shorter work week for 
postal employees, and for other purposes; 


RECORD—HOUSE FEBRUARY 11 


H. R. 6810. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to accept, without cost to the Government of the United 
States, a lighter-than-air base near Sunnyvale, in the county 
of Santa Clara, State of California, and construct necessary 
improvements thereon; 

H. R. 6867. An act to authorize appropriation for construc- 
tion of a storehouse for ammunition at Fort Benjamin 
Harrison; 

H. R. 6997. An act to confer to certain persons who served 
in the Quartermaster Corps or under the jurisdiction of the 
Quartermaster General during the war with Spain, the Phil-: 
ippine insurrection, or the China relief expedition the bene- 
fits of hospitalization and the privileges of the soldiers’ 
homes; 

H. R. 8253. An act for the relief of Sterling S. Ball; 

H. R. 8290. An act to authorize and direct a preliminary 
examination of the Mohican River Ditch from Lake Fork, 
Ohio, south a distance of 8 miles; 

H.R. 8936. An act authorizing the promotion on the re- 
tired list of the Navy of Stuart L. Johnson, ensign; 

H. R. 9205. An act for the relief of Julian E. Gillespie: 

H. R. 9934. An act providing for the sale of timberland in 
four townships in the State of Minnesota; 

H.R. 9987. An act to provide for the relinquishment by 
the United States of certain lands to the city of Rupert in 
the county of Minidoka, in the State of Idaho; 

H. R. 10365. An act for the relief of Tracy Lee Phillips; 

H. R. 10380. An act adjusting the salaries of the Naval 
Academy Band; 

H. R. 11132. An act for the relief of Edward Knight; 

H. R. 11281. An act authorizing a per capita payment of 
$50 to the members of the Menominee Tribe of Indians of 
Wisconsin from funds on deposit to their credit in the 
Treasury of the United States; 

H. R. 11285. An act to amend the Alaska game law; 

H. R. 11564. An act to reimburse William Whitright for 
expenses incurred as an authorized delegate of the Fort 
Peck Indians; 

H. R. 11565. An act to reimburse Charles Thompson for 
expenses incurred as an authorized delegate of the Fort 
Peck Indians; 

H. R. 11675. An act to authorize the issuance of a patent 
in fee for certain land and buildings within the Colville 
Reservation, Wash., for public-school use; 

H. R. 11967. An act to provide for the appointment of an 
additional district judge for the southern district of Illinois; 

H. R. 12014. An act to permit payments for the operation 
of motor cycles and automobiles used for necessary travel 
on official business, on a mileage basis in lieu of actual 


operating expenses; 

H. R. 12023. An act to repeal the provision of Jaw grant- 
ing a pension to Lois Cramton; 

H. R. 12037. An act authorizing the payment of a claim 
presented by the Polish Government for the reimbursement 
of certain expenditures incurred by the community authori- 
ties of Rzeczyczany, Poland, to which place an insane alien 
was erroneously deported; 

H. R. 12067. An act for compensation to the owners of the 
Danish motor ship Indien for damages sustained as the 
result of a collision with the United States Coast Guard 
cutter Shawnee at San Francisco on April 5, 1925; 

H. R. 12350. An act to provide for the appointment of an 
additional district judge for the eastern district of Michigan; 

H. R. 12697. An act to authorize an exchange of lands be- 
tween the United States and the State of Utah; 

H. R. 12835. An act authorizing the use of tribal funds of 
Indians belonging on the Klamath Reservation, Oreg., to 
pay expenses connected with suits pending in the Court of 
Claims, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 12871. An act providing for the sale of isolated tracts 
in the former Crow Indian Reservation, Mont.; 

H. R. 12966. An act authorizing H. C. Brenner Realty & 
Finance Corporation, its successors and assigns, to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Mississippi River 
at or near a point between Cherokee and Osage Streets, 
St. Louis, Mo.; 
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H. R. 13053. An act to authorize the Secretary of the In- 
terior to accept donations to or in behalf of institutions con- 
ducted for the benefit of Indians; 

H. R. 13160. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy, 
in his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the Rosenberg 
Library, in the city of Galveston, Tex., the silver service 
presented to the United States for the cruiser Galveston; 

H. R. 13249. An act to authorize the acceptance of a tract 
of land adjoining Hot Springs National Park, Ark., and for 
other purposes; 

H. R. 13262. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy 
to donate to the city of Oakland, Calif., certain guns and 
mounts that were formerly in service on the Coast Guard 
cutter Bear; 

H. R. 13293. An act to provide funds for cooperation with 
the school board at Frazer, Mont., in the construction of a 
high-school building to be available to Indian children of 
the Fort Peck Indian Reservation; 

H. R. 13528. An act providing for payment of $25 to each 
enrolled Chippewa Indian of Minnesota from the funds 
standing to their credit in the Treasury of the United 
States; 

H. R. 13547. An act to safeguard the validity of permits to 
use recreational areas in the San Bernardino and Cleveland 
National Forests; 

H. R. 13584. An act to amend an act approved May 14, 
1926 (44 Stat. 555), entitled “An act authorizing the Chip- 
pewa Indians of Minnesota to submit claims to the Court 
of Claims“; 

H. R. 13587. An act to amend the act of April 25, 1922, as 
amended, entitled “An act authorizing extensions of time 
for’ the payment of purchase money due under certain 
homestead entries and Government-land purchases within 
the former Cheyenne River and Standing Rock Indian 
Reservations, N. Dak. and S. Dak.”; 

H. R. 14056. An act to amend the act approved March 2, 
1929, entitled “An act to authorize the disposition of un- 
platted portions of Government town sites on irrigation 
projects under the reclamation act of June 17, 1902, and for 
other purposes ”; 

H. R. 14452. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the St. 
Lawrence River near Alexandria Bay, N. V.; 

H. R. 14558. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the 
Ohio River at or near New Martinsville, W. Va.; 

H. R. 14676. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the 
Columbia River at or near Arlington, Oreg.; 

H. R. 14689. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the 
Ohio River at Cairo, Ill.; 

H. R. 15137. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of an overhead viaduct 
across the Mahoning River at or near Niles, Trumbull 
County, Ohio; 

H. R. 15276. An act authorizing the States of Alabama and 
Mississippi, through their respective highway departments, 
to construct, maintain, and operate a free highway bridge 
across the Escatawpa River at or near Wilmer, Ala., and 
Latonia, Miss., connecting Mobile County, Ala., and George 
County, Miss.; 

H. R. 15366. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Minnesota to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge across the Mississippi River near Bemidji, Minn.; 

H. R. 15433. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a 
free highway bridge across the Little Calumet River on South 
Halsted Street at One hundred and thirtieth Street, in 
Cook County, State of Illinois; 

H. R. 15434. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a 
free highway bridge across the Fox River at Algonquin, in 
McHenry County, State of Illinois; 

H. R. 15590. An act providing for the sale of Chippewa 
Indian land to the State of Minnesota; 
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H. R. 15601. An act to provide funds for cooperation with 
the school board at Poplar, Mont., in the extension of the 
high-school building to be available to Indian children of the 
Fort Peck Indian Reservation; j 

H. R. 15766. An act granting the consent of Congress to 

the Arkansas State Highway Commission to maintain and 
operate, as constructed, a free highway bridge across Saline 
River near Kingsland, Ark., on State Highway No. 3, from 
Pine Bluff to Fordyce, Ark.; 
F. R. 15772. An act to amend section 3 of the act ap- 
proved May 10, 1928, entitled “An act to extend the period 
of restriction in lands of certain members of the Five 
Civilized Tribes, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 15867. An act to provide for the retention by the 
United States of a site within the Hot Springs National 
Park formerly occupied by the Arlington Hotel and Bath- 
house, for park and landscape purposes; 

H. R. 15876. An act to provide for the addition of certain 
lands to the Mesa Verde National Park, Colo., and for other 
purposes; 

H. R. 15987. An act to authorize the President of the 
United States to establish the Canyon de Chelly National 
Monument within the Navajo Indian Reservation, Ariz.; 

H. R. 16078. An act to amend the act approved June 2, 
1930, providing for a memorial to Theodore Roosevelt for 
his leadership in the cause of forest conservation; 

H. R. 16479. An act to authorize the widening of Piney 
Branch Road NW., in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes; and 

H. J. Res. 299. Joint resolution to provide an annual ap- 
propriation to meet the quota of the United States toward 
the expenses of the International Technical Committee of 
Aerial Legal Experts. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, 
with amendments in which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, bills and a joint resolution of the House of the 
following titles: 

H. R. 3394. An act to amend section 19 of the immigra- 
tion act of 1917 by providing for the deportation of an 
alien convicted in violation of the Harrison narcotic law 
and amendments thereto; 

H. R. 3644. An act for compensation in behalf of John M. 
Flynn; t 

H. R. 9676. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy 
to proceed with certain public works at the United States 
Naval Hospital, Washington, D. C.; 

H. R.9702. An act authorizing the payment of an in- 
demnity to the British Government on account of losses 
sustained by H. W. Bennett, a British subject, in connec- 
tion with the rescue of survivors of the U. S. S. Cherokee; 

H. R. 9872. An act for the relief of Andrew J. Brown; 

H. R. 10425. An act to amend the act of June 6, 1912 
(37 Stat. L. 125; U. S. C., title 25, sec. 425), entitled “An 
act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to classify 
and appraise unallotted Indian lands ”; 

H. R. 10576. An act to authorize exchange of lands with 
owners of private-land holdings within the Chaco Canyon 
National Monument, N. Mex., and for other purposes; 

H. R. 11968. An act to reserve for public use scenic rocks, 
pinnacles, reefs, and small islands along the seacoast of 
Orange County, Calif.; 

H. R. 12571. An act to provide for the transportation of 
school children in the District of Columbia at a reduced 
fare; 

H.R.13518. An act granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War 
and certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and 
sailors of said war; 

H. R. 13522. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy, 
in his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the State of 
Florida the silver service set donated to the U. S. S. Florida 
by the people of Florida; 

H. R. 15930. An act granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War 
and certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and 
Sailors of said war; 
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H. R. 16116. An act to adjust the boundaries and for the 
addition of certain lands to the Bryce Canyon National 
Park, Utah, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 16626. An act granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army 
and Navy, etc., and certain soldiers and sailors of wars 
other than the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers 
and sailors; 

H. R. 16744. An act granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and 
certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and 
sailors of said war; and 

H. J. Res. 462. Joint resolution to further provide for de- 
fraying the expenses of the International Water Commis- 
sion, United States and Mexico, 

The message also announced that the Senate disagrees to 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 4022) entitled 
“An act to regulate the erection, hanging, placing, painting, 
display, and maintenance of outdoor signs and other forms 
of exterior advertising within the District of Columbia,” re- 
quests a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. CAPPER, Mr. 
Jones, and Mr. Kine to be the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
bills of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested: 

S. 17. An act to amend section 12 of the act entitled “An 
act to readjust the pay and allowances of the commissioned 
and enlisted personnel of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, 
Coast Guard, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and Public Health 
Service,” approved June 10, 1922, as amended; 

S. 116. An act to add certain lands to the Idaho National 
Forest, Idaho; 

S. 293. An act for the relief of Margaret Crotty; 

S. 407. An act for the relief of Little Rock College, Little 
Rock, Ark.; 

S. 454. An act to establish a commission to be known as 
a commission on a national museum of engineering and in- 
dustry; 

S. 541. An act to limit the time for bringing suit on the 
bonds of clerks of United States district courts; 

S. 934. An act for the relief of Jennie Bruce Gallahan; 

S. 1382. An act for the relief of Rose Fefferman, as admin- 
istratrix of the estate of Adolph Fefferman, deceased, and 
the United Mercantile Distributing Co., a partnership; 

S. 1793. An act for the relief of Jeff Davis Caperton and 
Lucy Virginia Caperton; 

S. 1876. An act for the relief of the Columbia Casualty Co.: 

S. 2008. An act for the relief of National Ben Franklin 
Fire Insurance Co.; 

S. 2106. An act for the relief of John Baba; 

S. 2296. An act for the relief of Nellie McMullen; 

S. 2614. An act for the relief of the Macon, Dublin & 
Savannah Railroad Co.; 

S. 2615. An act for the relief of Arthur J. Robinson; 

S. 2817. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to rec- 
ognize the high public service rendered by Maj. Walter Reed 
and those associated with him in the discovery of the cause 
and means of transmission of yellow fever,” approved Feb- 
ruary 28, 1929, as amended, by including Roger P. Ames 
among those honored by the act; 

S. 2832. An act to amend section 319 of the act entitled 
“An act to codify, revise, and amend the penal laws of the 
United States,” approved March 4, 1909; 

S. 3199. An act authorizing refunds to certain railroads of 
interest erroneously collected on account of overpayments 
under sections 209 and 212 of the transportation act, 1920, 
as amended; 

S. 3213. An act for the relief of E. F. Zanetta; 

S. 3523. An act for the relief of Denton L. Sims; 

S. 3611. An act for the relief of Sarah Ann Coe; 

S. 3793. An act for the relief of certain employees of the 
Forest Service, Department of Agriculture; 

S. 4068. An act for the relief of William J. Ryan, chaplain, 
United States Army; 
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S. 4306. An act for the relief of Clarence G. Young; 

S. 4328. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen 
K. Snowden; 

S. 4444. An act for the relief of Guy Clatterbuck; 

S. 4477. An act for the relief of Irma Upp Miles, the widow, 
and Meredeth Miles, the child of Meredith L. Miles, deceased; 

S. 4489. An act for the relief of the heirs of Harris Smith; 

S. 4509. An act for the relief of Thomas G. Hayes; 

S. 4510. An act for the relief of H. E. Hurley; 

S. 4675. An act for the relief of the Seward City Mills 
(Inc.); 

S. 4676. An act for the relief of the estate of Thomas Bird, 
deceased; 

S. 4696. An act granting to the Butte Anglers’ Club, of 
Butte, Mont., a patent to lot 1, section 5, township 2 south, 
range 9 west, and a patent to the Northern Pacific Railway 
Co. of lot 2 in said section 5; 

S. 4761. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy, in 
his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the Historical 
Society of Montana, for preservation and exhibition, the 
silver service was in use on the gunboat, No. 9, Helena; 

S. 4837. An act for the relief of the Copper Ridge Mining 
Co.; 

S. 4851. An act for the relief of Maj. O. S. McCleary, 
United States Army, retired; 

S. 4910. An act granting a pension to Eleanora Emma 


S. 5019. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to amend 
the act entitled ‘An act to provide that the United States 
shall aid the States in the construction of rural post roads, 
and for other purposes,’ approved July 11, 1916, as amended 
and supplemented, and for other purposes,” approved June 
24, 1930, and for other purposes; 

S. 5063. An act authorizing the Court of Claims of the 
United States to hear and report to Congress the claim of 
the city of Park Place, heretofore an independent munici- 
pality but now a part of the city of Houston, Tex.; 

S. 5083. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
proceed with certain public works at the Naval War College, 
Newport, R. I.; 

S. 5105. An act for the relief of certain settlers and claim- 
ants within the limits of the grant of land to the Atlantic 
& Pacific Railroad Co. in the State of New Mexico, and for 
other purposes; 

S. 5110. An act to amend the act of June 4, 1924, provid- 
ing for a final disposition of the affairs of the Eastern Band 
of Cherokee Indians in North Carolina; 

S. 5117. An act for the relief of W. Stanley Gorsuch; 

S. 5120. An act to provide for the payment of traveling 
expenses of attorneys of record out of the tribal funds of 
the Spokane Indians; 

S. 5138. An act to amend the organic act of Porto Rico, 
approved March 2, 1917; 

S. 5139. An act to extend the provisions of certain laws 
relating to vocational education and civilian rehabilitation 
to Porto Rico; 

S. 5141. An act for the relief of Clarence R. Killion; 

S. 5183. An act for the relief of Herman Ingman; 

S. 5192. An act for the relief of Donald K. Warner; 

S. 5194. An act for the relief of the Sun Shipbuilding & 
Dry Dock Co.; 

S. 5196. An act for the relief of the B. & O. Manufactur- 
ing Co.; 

S. 5197. An act for the relief of the David Gordon Build- 
ing & Construction Co.; 

S. 5199. An act for the relief of Leslie W. Morse; 

S. 5209. An act to amend section 4 of the act entitled An 
act to amend the act entitled An act to provide that the 
United States shall aid the States in the construction of 
rural post roads, and for other purposes, approved July 11. 
1916, as amended and supplemented, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved May 21, 1928; 

S. 5248. An act to extend the boundaries of Wind Cave 
National Park, S. Dak.; 

S. 5297. An act to permit construction, maintenance, and 
use of certain pipe lines for petroleum and petroleum 
products; 
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S. 5313. An act to cancel certain reimbursable charges 
against certain lands within the Gila River Indian Reserva- 
tion, Ariz.; 

S. 5410. An act to provide for the establishment of the 
Everglades National Park in the State of Florida, and for 
other purposes; 

S. 5465. An act to amend section 586c of the act entitled 
“An act to amend subchapter 1 of chapter 18 of the Code 
of Laws for the District of Columbia relating to degree- 
conferring institutions,” approved March 2, 1929; 

S. 5467. An act to amend an act for the relief of Augusta 
Cornog, approved May 29, 1928; 

S. 5481. An act to authorize the presentation of a medal 
of honor, posthumously, to the late Henry Clay Drexler, 
and to the late George Robert Cholister, boatswain’s mate, 
first class, United States Navy; 

S. 5499. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide that the United States shall aid the States in the con- 
struction of rural post roads, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 11, 1916, as amended and supplemented, and 
for other purposes; 5 

S. 5514. An act to authorize the posthumous award of a 
distinguished- flying cross to Eugene B. Ely: 

S. 5516. An act for the relief of E. G. Mason; 

S. 5555. An act for the relief of Alexander M. Proctor: 

S. 5557. An act to amend the act of May 23, 1930 (46 Stat. 
378) ; 

S. 5571. An act to provide for the entertainment of mem- 
bers and delegates to the Fourteenth Annual Convention of 
the French Veterans of the World War, to be held in the 
District of Columbia in September, 1932; 

S. 5588. An act to add certain lands to the Washakie 
National Forest, Wyo.; 

S. 5613. An act for the relief of Commercial Loan & Trust 
Co., Monticello, Ark.; 

S. 5624. An act to extend the tinies for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at or near Shawneetown, Gallatin County, II., and 
a point opposite thereto in Union County, Ky.; 

S. 5655. An act to authorize the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to close streets, roads, highways, or 
alleys in the District of Columbia rendered useless or unnec- 
essary, and for other purposes; 

S. 5677. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to prepare and manufacture a medal in commemoration 
of the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the sur- 
render of Lord Cornwallis at Yorktown, Va., and of the 
establishment of the independence of the United States; 

S. 5743. An act to authorize 24-hour quarantine inspec- 
tion service in certain ports of the United States, and for 
other purposes; 

S. 5746. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
county commissioners of Baltimore County, Md., to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a free highway bridge across 
Deep Creek at or near Marlyn Avenue, Baltimore County, 
Md.; 

S. 5752. An act to fix more equitably the responsibility 
of postmasters; 

S. 5765. An act for the relief of the Potomac Electric 
Power Co.; 

S. 5768. An act authorizing the cities of Omaha, Nebr., 
and Council Bluffs, Iowa, and the counties of Douglas, 
Nebr., and Pottawattamie, Iowa, to construct, maintain, and 
operate a toll or free bridge across the Missouri River at 
or near O’Hern Street, South Omaha, Nebr.; 

S. 5797. An act authorizing establishment of Boulder 
City, town site, and necessary expenditures in connection 
therewith, and for other purposes; 

S. 5813. An act to provide for the consideration of wild- 
life conservation in connection with the construction of 
public works or improvement projects; 

S. 5825. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of California to construct, maintain, and operate a 
toll bridge across the Bay of San Francisco from the Rin- 
con Hill district in San Francisco by way of Goat Island 
to Oakland; 


S. 5863. An act granting a pension to Mary R. Dickman; 

S. 5887. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at Mound City, II.; 

S. 5920. An act authorizing the attendance of the Army 
Band at the annual encampment of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, to be held at Des Moines, Iowa.; 

S. 5921. An act authorizing Dalles City, a municipal cor- 
poration, its successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge across the Columbia River at or near 
The Dalles, Oreg.; i 

S. 5952. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River approximately midway between the cities of Owens- 
boro, Ky., and Rockport, Ind.; 

S. 5962. An act to authorize the Secretary of Commerce 
to continue the system of pay and allowances, etc., for 
officers and men on vessels of the Department of Commerce 
in operation as of July 1, 1929; 

S. 5984. An act to authorize the construction of a sana- 
torium for adult tuberculosis patients on the tract of land 
acquired by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
by authority of an act of Congress approved March 1, 1929, 
entitled “An act to provide for the construction of a chil- 
dren’s tuberculosis sanatorium,” as amended by an act of 
Congress approved April 18, 1930; 

S. 6023. An act to exempt from taxation certain property 
of the National Society United States Daughters of 1812-in 
the District of Columbia; 

5.6032. An act amending section 1 of Public Resolution 
No. 89, Seventy-first Congress, approved June 17, 1930, en- 
titled “ Joint resolution providing for the participation of 
the United States in the celebration of the one hundred 
and fiftieth anniversary of the siege of Yorktown, Va., and 
the surrender of Lord Cornwallis on October 19, 1781, and 
authorizing an appropriation to be used in connection with 
such celebration, and for other purposes ”; 

S. 6041. An act to authorize an appropriation of funds in 
the Treasury to the credit of the District of Columbia for 
the use of the District of Columbia Commission for the 
George Washington Bicentennial; 

S. 6046. An act to authorize advances to the reclamation 
fund, and for other purposes; 

S. 6050. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to 
grant a right of way for street purposes upon and across the 
San Antonio Arsenal, in the State of Texas; 

S. 6077. An act providing for the closing of barber shops 
on Sunday in the District of Columbia; 

S. 6092. An act to transfer certain forest lands to the 
State of South Dakota for public-park purposes and creat- 
ing the Mount Rushmore Reservation; 

S. 6103. An act to authorize a change in the design of the 
quarter dollar to commemorate the two hundredth anni- 
versary of the birth of George Washington; and 

S. J. Res. 246. Joint resolution authorizing the placing in 
the Capitol of a statute in honor of the American mother. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
upon the completion of Calendar Wednesday business to- 
day, presented by the Committee on Territories, the re- 
mainder of the day may be used in going on with the Navy 
appropriation bill. I understand the Committee on Terri- 
tories may not take the entire day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that it may be in order at the conclusion 
of the business of the Committee on Territories to consider 
the Navy appropriation bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I do not anticipate it will happen, but in the event the 
Senate should dispose of the conference report on the In- 
terior Department bill in time for us to act to-day, I hope 
the gentleman’s request would include the possibility of 
action here. 

Mr. TILSON. I assume that if the request is granted it 
will dispense with Calendar Wednesday business after the 
completion of the business of the Committee on the Terri- 
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tories; and if so, the gentleman’s conference report would 
be in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that at the conclusion of the bills brought 
up by the Committee on the Territories, further Calendar 
Wednesday proceedings be dispensed with. Is there objec- 
tion? 

- There was no objection. 


ADJUSTED-SERVICE CERTIFICATES 


Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Speaker; I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for two minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Mr. Speaker, a great many bills have been 
introduced at this session of Congress with reference to cash 
payment of the World War veterans’ adjusted-service certifi- 
cates. The Ways and Means Committee of the House, to 
which these bills have been referred, has been holding hear- 
ings, and the Legislature of the State of Illinois a few days 
ago adopted a memorial with reference to this matter. A 
copy of this memorial, as I understand, was sent to the 
President of the United States, to the President of the Sen- 
ate, to the Speaker of the House, to the Senators from the 
State of Illinois, and also to the Members of the House from 
the State of Illinois. 

I understand this resolution was passed unanimously. It 
memorializes the Congress to pass legislation providing for 
the immediate payment of the cash-surrender value of these 
adjusted-service certificates. 

As the session is drawing to a close, I certainly hope that 
legislation dealing with this question may be reported from 
the Ways and Means Committee and that the House may 
have an opportunity to pass on this question. In order to 
advise the House of the attitude of the Legislature of the 
State of Illinois and the country generally, I ask unanimous 
consent to revise and extend my remarks by having printed 
in the Recorp in connection with my remarks this memorial 
to the Congress. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, if the gentleman can assure me that this memorial 
has not already appeared in the Recorp, inserted in another 
body, I shall not object; but there have been several instances 
recently of duplications in the Recorp, which are entirely 
unnecessary and uncalled for. 

Mr. SABATH. I may say that the resolution is very short. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. It makes no difference. We do not 
want it in the Record two or three times. 

Mr. SABATH. And I may also say to the gentleman that 
I have not seen it in the RECORD. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Let me state to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts it is my understanding it has not been placed in 
the Record. I looked over the Recorp on yesterday and I 
did not find it there. I do not think it has been printed in 
the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution referred to is as follows: 


STATE or ILLINOIS, 
FIFTY-SEVENTH GENERAL ASSEMBLY 1931, 
Senate. 
Senate Joint Resolution 3 

Whereas the young manhood of this country immediately re- 
sponded to the call of our Government in doing its great work in 
the late World War and in the face of death performed such 
valiant and heroic service as to bring credit to themselves and 

crown the American arms with glory and victory; and 
Whereas these loyal and brave men, in this world safe 
for democracy, gave up the benefits of home life and the oppor- 
tunities of financial gain and now are in large numbers unem- 
ployed and in destitute circumstances; and 
Whereas legislation is now pending in Congress to provide for 
the cash payment to veterans of the World War of the cash sur- 
render value of their adjusted-compensation certificates issued 

under the World War adjusted-compensation act; and 
Whereas fairness and justice demand that our Government 
come to the aid of these veterans of the World War in their pres- 
ent distress: Now, therefore, be it 
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Resolved by the Senate of the Fifty-seventh General Assembly 
of the State of Illinois (the House of esentatives concurring 
herein), That the President of the United States and the Senate and 
House of tatives of the present Congress be memorialized 
to enact legislation to provide for the immediate cash payment to 
veterans of the World War of the cash surrender value of their 
adjusted. tion cates issued under the World War 
adjusted-compensation act; and, be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this preamble and resolution be for- 
warded to the President of the United States, the President of the 
Senate, and the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the 
present Congress, and to each Senator and Representative therein 
from the State of Ilinois. 

Adopted by the senate January 27, 1931. 

Prep E. STERLING, 
President of the Senate. 
J. H. P 


k Secretary of the Senate. 
Concurred in by the house of representatives January 28, 1931. 
Davin E. SHANAHAN, 
Speaker of the House. 
Gro. C. BLAEUER, 
Clerk of the House. 


SALARY OF THE GOVERNOR OF THE TERRITORY OF ALASKA 


The SPEAKER. This is Calendar Wednesday. The Clerk 
will call the committees. 

Mr. GIBSON (when the Committee on the Territories was 
called). Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 4142) to fix the 
salary of the Governor of the Territory of Alaska and ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. Speaker, I am advised that the 
proper course for me to pursue in order to obtain division 
of time for a discussion of this bill is to object to this unani- 
mous-consent request. I therefore object. 

Accordingly the House automatically resolved into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the bill S. 4142, with Mr. KETCHAM in 
the chair. : 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter the Governor of the Territory 
of Alaska shall receive an annual compensation of $10,000. 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, at the present time I will 
content myself by stating the purpose of the bill. This 
is a bill to fix the salary of the Governor of Alaska at $10,000. 
His salary is now $7,000. The purpose is to bring the salary 
of the governor of that Territory up to that of the salary of 
the Governor of Hawaii. 

In 1924, by an act of Congress, the salary of the Governor 
of Hawaii was fixed at $10,000. It has remained at that 
figure since that time, while the salary of the Governor of 
Alaska has not been brought up to an equality with the 
salary of the Governor of Hawaii. 

The committee can see no reason why the salary of the 
Governor of Alaska should not be the same as the salary 
of the Governor of Hawaii. 

Mr, Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is any member of the committee op- 
posed to the bill? 

Mr. RANKIN. I am opposed to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Mississippi for one hour. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. i „ I yield to the Delegate 
from Alaska [Mr. SUTHERLAND] 30 minutes. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. Chairman, in the discussion of 
this measure I desire to incidentally discuss the fishery 
question in Alaska. I know that Members who have known 
me for many years will recall that in extended remarks I 
have made during the year they have been on this one sub- 
ject, and I presume it has become a little irksome to hear a 
discussion on one feature of the Territory I represent. But 
I want to say that it is an all-absorbing issue in that Ter- 
ritory. It is an all-absorbing question to the people of 
Alaska, and all other questions become insignificant in com- 
parison with it. 

And although it may have become irksome I want to 


e, assure you that my successor will take the same course 
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until some correction is made of the reprehensible condi- 
tions that are imposed upon the Territory of Alaska. I say 
my successor; but all my successors will discuss the question 
in the same terms that I have discussed it, for if they do not 
I assure you that they will be in Congress but one term. 

My remarks to-day, I think, could be considered in the 
nature of a “swan song.” I shall not probably speak again 
at any length on the floor of this House. 

The story of the swan song is that when the dying swan 
sings its song it is so impressive that no person would think 
of interrupting it. Therefore I am going to ask Members to 
refrain from asking questions until I finish my written 
remarks. 

This bill (S. 4142) to fix the salary of the Governor of the 
Territory of Alaska has been on the House Calendar since 
last June. On several Consent Calendar days its passage 
was objected to. On one occasion I objected to its consider- 
ation under unanimous consent. My principal reason for 
objection was that this bill for increase of the governor’s 
salary had been reported from the Committee on Territories 
with undue haste, in fact, before it was properly before the 
committee, while a bill introduced by the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Maas] for adjustment of the salary of the 
secretary of Alaska, a much more meritorious measure, had 
been before the committee for a period of several months. 
The bill for increase of salary for the secretary was finally 
passed under unanimous consent and the salary fixed at 
$4,400. Now comes this bill to fix the salary of the governor 
at $10,000 a year. 

However, inasmuch as this bill has passed the Senate, has 
been reported unanimously from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, and is approved by the administration, I presume it is 
going to become law. 

On January 19, page 2585 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
while this matter was under discussion, the gentleman from 
Michigan remarked as follows: 

If there is any place in the Government service where a $10,000 
man is needed it is as Governor of Alaska * * because the 
problems of development of Alaska are very . 

This quotation I would adopt as the text of my remarks. 

Up to date Alaska has had 11 governors since the first 
appointment in 1884. Some of these governors were un- 
doubtedly $10,000 a year men in administrative ability, 
force of character, and sympathy with the aspirations of 
the residents of the Territory, or at least the enchantment 
of somewhat remote history would lead one to believe that 
they were of the $10,000 variety. 

During my 33 years of residence in the Territory we have 
had but one governor who would have been the choice of 
the people had they been given the power of election. 
President Wilson in 1913 appointed a man who was, I 
believe, qualified to meet the requirements of a $10,000 
salary. His successors were all selected without regard to 
the wishes of the people of the Territory. The several 
administrations since that time had their friends to care 
for, and, without any regard to any qualifications of ability, 
sympathy with a pioneer people, or outstanding accomplish- 
ment in any line of human endeavor that would warrant 
their selection to this high office, they were foisted upon us 
and we were compelled to accept them. They all drew 
down a salary of $7,000 per annum and they were all over- 
paid. The drawing of this salary was about the heaviest 
responsibility they assumed. Although the duties of the 
Governor of Alaska are clearly expressed in the act of 
June 6, 1900, in this language: 

He shall have authority to see that the laws enacted for the 
District are enforced and to require the faithful discharge of 
their duties by the officials appointed to administer the same. 

There is no record to show that recent governors knew 
of the existence of that law in the statutes. These gov- 
ernors administer their office apparently under the assump- 
tion that their function is to maintain the supremacy of 
the exploiting interests and to acquiesce in any inequitable 
and unjust policies that the Federal bureaus operating in 
Alaska may adopt. These governors are strictly the agents 
of the industrial concerns operating in the Territory and of 
the Federal bureaus. Their annual reports on industry in 
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Alaska are written for them by the bureaus and adopted 
verbatim, and for the past decade not a single independent 
thought on social conditions in industry has been expressed 
in these reports. Although the great issue always in evi- 
dence in Alaska is the maladministration of bureaus, gov- 
ernors are always silent on this subject. 

The distress of thousands of our population as the result 
of the injustice of bureaus is always in evidence, but these 
creatures of the bureaus and the beneficiaries of unfair and 
unjust bureau policies, the governors, studiously avoid any 
discussion of the cause of this distress. They may show 
some sympathy for the destitute in individual cases, but the 
cause of this destitution means nothing to them beyond the 
probability of losing their job if this cause of distress and 
destitution should receive their official recognition and pub- 
lic comment. This is the actual attitude of our Territorial 
governors. 

The powers that be, the exploiting interests and the 
bureaus that do the will of these interests, dominate gov- 
ernors to such an extent that they have not the courage to 
come out and tell the truth about the administration of 
Alaskan affairs, and so they hold their office and draw their 
Salaries by side-stepping and ignoring vital questions of 
Federal policy, even though the essential duty imposed upon 
them by Congress is— 

To require the faithful discharge of their duties by the officials 
appointed to administer the same. 

I assume that faithful discharge of duty in this instance 
means in accordance with law. 

I am prompted to make these remarks in criticism of our 
mediocre governors by reason of a striking contrast in the 
character of the Territorial governors that has come to my 
attention during this Congress. I wish to present to Con- 
gress the contrast between the Governor of Porto Rico in 
his courageous and manly presentation to the American 
people and to Congress of the causes of the ills of his Porto 
Rican population and the lack of courage to tell the truth 
regarding conditions as they really are or to tell the facts 
regarding the causes of our Territorial ills of our Alaskan 
Governors of recent years. 

Governor Roosevelt of Porto Rico appeared before the 
Committee on Territories of the House during the present 
Congress in support of a bill for the relief of Porto Rican 
people who suffered from the effects of the hurricane that 
swept the islands. When he was interrogated about the 
causes of poverty in Porto Rico he promptly placed the land- 
tenure system as first cause. In his radio address he made 
statements to similar effect. I presume the landlords of 
Porto Rico might be displeased to have a high official attrib- 
ute the poverty and destitution of a considerable portion 
of the people to a land-tenure system that was established 
not long after the discovery of the islands. It might appear 
to them as a criticism of their ancient right in title to land 
descended to the present owners through many generations. 
Regardless of who might be offended by his remarks, he was 
pleading the cause of the masses of the people whom he 
governs, and he did it honestly and fearlessly. 

ALASKA WATER-TENURE SYSTEM 

A salary increase of $2,500 per year will not, in my opinion, 
tend to inject courage into our spineless Alaska Governors 
so that they might tell Congress and the American public 
just what the trouble in that Territory is. Why the poverty 
and distress of its residents, the class hatred and strife 
that are always under the governor’s observation and always 
unpleasantly forced to his attention? Why do they not 
come forward manfully in emulation of the Governor of 
Porto Rico and give to the world the reason why Alaska's 
population is discordant, discontented, and dissatisfied with 
Federal administration? The answer is that the Roosevelts 
are of one breed and our Alaska Governors are of another. 
Outworn political hacks do not make governors, nor is a 
lifetime of feeding at the Government crib conducive to the 
development of that quality of executive ability that gov- 
ernors should have. 

The great handicap to proper development of Alaska, the 
welfare, the happiness, the contentment of its people, the 
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great handicap which governors studiously avoid mentioning 

is our water-tenure systema system that usurps and 

monopolizes public rights and deprives the local population 

of fair participation in the natural resources of the country. 
LAND TENURE VERSUS WATER TENURE 

The land-tenure system of Porto Rico is as ancient as the 
oldest civilization. The system has been in effect through- 
out history. The results of the system may have been inju- 
rious to the public welfare in some instances, such as that 
of Porto Rico, but it is now and always has been considered 
the best manner in which human occupancy and utilization 
of land can be treated by government. 

This land-tenure system extended to America by the Euro- 
pean sovereigns of our colonial days and under some modi- 
fications adopted by the United States at its inception has, 
I believe, been one of the basic reasons for our great national 
prosperity and tranquillity and the happiness and content- 
ment of our people. 

WATER TENURE 

Rights of tenure in tidal waters has never been recognized 
as a fixed national policy at any time in history. To be sure, 
in the remote past English sovereigns and princes of the con- 
tinent did assign to some favorite certain exclusive privi- 
leges on tidal waters, but with the advancement of human 
liberty and establishment of human rights all such tenure 
of tidal waters was abrogated and the system abolished. I 
would call your attention to the fact that a section of Magna 
Charta is devoted to abrogation of these privileges set up by 
British sovereigns. Ancient Roman law clearly recognized 
the public rights in all oceans and arms of oceans and in 
the estuaries of rivers. So did the later laws of England and 
of all European countries. All decisions of American courts 
have been adverse to those who set up a claim of exclusive 
privilege on tidal waters. 

ALASKAN WATERS 

Unfortunately the world recognized rights of the public 
on ocean waters and the decisions of American courts, 
including the Supreme Court, defining and upholding those 
rights are of no force and effect in Alaska under the admin- 
istration of a Federal bureau, and therefore the continued 
struggle of the masses of the people to assert this constitu- 
tional right which is denied them and the attendant dissen- 
sion and social discord that is always apparent to those who 
visit the Territory, and which is particularly apparent to 
our appointed governors. Our governors recognize these 
effects as an evil thing in the life of the Territory, but they 
feel compelled to ignore the obvious cause. 


TO BE MORE EXPLICIT 


When in 1924 Congress passed the act for regulation of 
the Alaska fisheries, giving the Secretary of Commerce such 
regulatory powers as are usually conferred on governmental 
fishery agencies, the report of the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries carried a paragraph to this effect: 

At the present time it is the policy of the department (Com- 
merce) as one means of control of fishing to grant a limited 
number of fishing permits within any designated area and to 
exclude all others from fishing rights therein. Your committee 
has reached the unanimous and positive opinion that this prac- 
tice of granting exclusive fishing privileges should cease, and in 
this section (1) it is declared that all regulations authorized to 
be made shall be of general application, and that no exclusive 
or several right of fishery shall be granted, nor shall any citizen 
be denied the right to take fish in waters where fishing is per- 
mitted. 


Despite the vigorous language of the report from the com- 
mittee and the indorsement thereof by Congress in the 
enactment of an apparently ironclad law against several or 
exclusive fishery rights being granted by the Secretary of 
Commerce, the intent of Congress has been ignored by the 
Department of Commerce and exclusive fishing privileges 
have been perpetuated and new exclusive privileges estab- 
lished since the passage of the act of 1924. 

STATISTICAL PROOF 

In three years from the date of the act of Congress the 
Department of Commerce had increased the number of ex- 
clusive fishing privileges in southeastern Alaska alone from 
326 to 575, or an increase of 249. This in the face of the 
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statutory declaration that exclusive rights should not be 
granted. In the three years mentioned the catch of salmon 
by the exclusive-right fishing method was increased from 
57 per cent to 73 per cent of the total catch, while the catch 
by universal method was decreased from 38 per cent to 16 
per cent of the total catch. In other words, the fishing popu- 
lation of the southeastern coast of Alaska was deprived of 
over one-half of the fish they were accustomed to take 
annually, and that half was largely granted to nonresidents 
operating under exclusive fishing rights given to them by the 
Department of Commerce. 
KARLUK RIVER 

Among the many instances of exclusive fishing privileges 
established by the then Secretary of Commerce that were 
called to the attention of the Committee on Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries while the fisheries law was under consider- 
ation in 1924, I believe the Karluk River fishery case was 
one of the most convincing examples of abrogation of pub- 
lic rights that came to the attention of the committee. I 
believe that this case of absolute disregard for public rights 
in fishery prompted the vigorous language of the committee 
report, namely: 

Your committee has reached the unanimous and positive con- 
clusion that this practice of granting exclusive fishing privileges 
should cease. 

Did this exclusive fishery cease with the enactment of the 
law? No; on the contrary, the Secretary of Commerce has 
maintained and perpetuated that particular several fishery 
through the regulatory power given to him by Congress 
with the express understanding that this practice should 
cease. In his inordinate zeal to confer privileges on a cer- 
tain few of his friends, the Secretary of Commerce deliber- 
ately ignores, not only the mandate of the committee, but 
the letter and spirit of the law as well. 

I dwell at some length on this particular instance of spe- 
cial privilege in Alaska fostered by the Secretary of Com- 
merce for the reason that several Members of Congress have 
been at Karluk River, and one of them has, on this floor, 
described the operations. 

THE GREAT SEINE 


The operation of the great seine at Karluk, dragging 
hundreds of thousands of fish to land, as described on this 
floor was indeed a sight to amaze beholders. The giant 
winches revolved, the immense net moved shoreward, and 
gradually the great mass of fish, several hundred tons, was 
struggling on the beach—a wonderful spectacle, indeed. 
The agents of the canning company and of the Department 
of Commerce were there to explain the details of operation 
and to enlighten the Members on the wonders of monopo- 
listic fishing privilege. They did not explain that from the 
Swarming salmon that enlivened the adjacent ocean not one 
single fish could be taken by any citizen of the United States 
other than those who operated the gigantic fishing appli- 
ances. Nor did they inform the visiting Members that they 
held title to all the land along the shore line where gear 
could be operated and that by subterfuge the Department 
of Commerce had so regulated fishing that a humble citizen 
of the United States could not take a salmon into his boat 
from any ocean waters within or without the area wherein 
the seine was operated. They could have told the Mem- 
bers that the canning company controlled the land and that 
the Secretary of Commerce controlled the waters and 
through manipulation of regulations by the department a 
complete monopoly existed. 

AN ANALOGY 


Perhaps I can explain to those from inland sections just 
how these unfair and unjust fishery regulations affect the 
public by analogy. Under the law there are no riparian 
rights attached to land under tidewaters. All title ceases at 
the water’s edge, and there is no question that the laws are 
designed for public use of the ocean and the fish therein. 
If in any of the inland States you should secure title to an 
area of land for a private game preserve or shooting ground, 
the game laws would permit you to shoot a number of game 
birds to the limit that any other person might shoot outside 
your privately owned land. Assuming that your preserve 
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was surrounded by public lands, and game officials under- 
took to suspend all shooting on the public domain in order 
that the birds might enter your private preserve where you 
and your friends were permitted to kill them, I wonder what 
the residents who could not have their own game preserve 
would say. And yet that illustrates exactly the manner in 
which the Secretary of Commerce conserves our fishery re- 
sources for the benefit of the interests that exploit them. 

Would a State governor interfere with carrying out the 
hypothetical game-bird regulations I have described? He 
would do so or be called upon to abdicate his office. Would 
an Alaska Governor protest against the intolerable fishery 
regulations I have tried to describe? He would not, for if he 
did so he would immediately prepare to abdicate. Therein 
lies the difference between governors selected by the people 
and those selected by the Federal administration and the 
exploiters of natural resources. 

THE RESULT OF SUCH REGULATIONS 


And now let me call your attention to the results of seven 
years of so-called conservation under the act of 1924 which 
gave the Secretary of Commerce all the power he asked for 
in order to conserve the fish supply. 

I would call your attention to the fact that the alarm 
evinced by the Department of Commerce and the salmon- 
packing interests in 1924 over the depletion of the salmon 
supply, and which I believe hastened congressional action, 
was mostly in connection with the red or sockeye variety, the 
most valuable of all salmon species. 

DEPLETED STREAMS 


The net result of seven years of protection and perpetua- 
tion of special fishing privileges under the guise of conserva- 
tion is depleted red-salmon streams and an almost hopeless 
showing of red-salmon production for last season. 

SALMON-PACK STATISTICS 

The average annual production of red salmon in Alaska 
during the six years up to 1930, while the White fisheries 
law has been in operation, was 1,604,962 cases per year. For 
the past year of 1930 the red-salmon pack was 832,626 cases, 
or approximately half the average for the six previous years. 

AUTHORITATIVE INFORMATION 4 

For those who believe ‘hat I take a biased attitude in 
describing the conditions in which the fishing industry finds 
itself, I would quote the opinion of the packing interests as 
published in their official organ, the Pacific Fisherman, for 
September, 1930. Says the Pacific Fisherman: 

-The Alaska red pack is less than half that of last year, which 
was about average, the output being the smallest since 1898 (in 
a period of 32 years). This condition is ascribed mainly to the 
failure of the red-salmon run in western Alaska, where the pro 
duction of 355,206 cases was less than a third of the normal yield. 
The shortage of reds was further aggravated in central Alaska, 
where approximate production was 257,220 cases, the lowest yield 
of the species recorded since commercial fishing was fairly com- 
menced in this district. 

I now quote briefly the doleful report of the Pacific Fish- 
erman for August as it describes the conditions in the large 
red-fish areas. Here is what it says: 

Bristol Bay, the great red-fish district, has had the worst failure 
in its history with a total for all varieties of 395,933. This may be 
attributed partly to drastic restrictions, but actual shortage of 
fish was undoubtedly the principal factor. 

And this is what it says of Chignik Bay: 


Chignik, which showed marked improvement last year, has been 
a flat failure, being closed most of the time to permit escapement, 
and while the season has considerable time to run there is no 
indication of improvement. 


KARLUK 
And now Karluk, where the marvelous machinery operates 
and where the Secretary of Commerce maintains a water- 
tight monopoly for the benefit of the big seine owners, this 
from the Pacific Fisherman of October, 1930: 


Dr. Willis H. Rich, in charge of Pacific salmon investigations, 
returning from Alaska in the middle of September, stated that 
this year’s failure of the Karluk River red run is inexplicable on 
the basis of any data now available. 


Doctor Rich, a most capable and withal honest scientist, 
is “up a tree,” so to speak, regarding the failure of Karluk 
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fishing last year, but let him leave it to his associates, who 
prepare the annual reports, to show that it was a premedi- 
tated act of God and to see to it that no terrestrial powers 
are implicated. 

COMPARISON 


Thus is recited the story of the Alaska red fishery failure. 
But let us compare this failure with the statistical reports 
of the 1930 salmon fishery in British Columbia. The total 
salmon pack of the Canadian Province of British Columbia 
for the season of 1930 was 2,163,712 cases, the greatest sal- 
mon pack in the history of the Province. The red-salmon 
pack amounted to 463,879 cases, the greatest pack of red- 
fish in 15 years. 

COMMENT 


With the presentation of these figures it would seem un- 
necessary for me to comment on them. The figures should 
speak for themselves. The immense pack of fish in British 
Columbia and the evident restoration of their red-salmon 
pack to the volume of 15 years ago is a testimonial to the 
administration of the British Columbia fisheries by prac- 
tical men, who introduce no childish methods such as driv- 
ing salmon through an aperture in a fence in order to count 
them, in permitting a legitimate escapement of fish to 
spawning grounds. But above all the great success of the 
fisheries of our neighboring British Province speaks volumes 
for a people who regulate their fisheries according to law; 
where there are equal rights for all fishermen and favors to 
none; where there is no discord among the fishing popula- 
tion, because all participate in the taking of this great natu- 
ral provincial resource on terms of absolute equality. 


THE OBJECT LESSON 


Southeastern Alaska’s 1930 salmon pack was about 3,000,- 
000 cases, and less than 3,000 men were employed to take 
the fish from the water. 

British Columbia pack for 1930 was approximately 2,000,- 
000 cases, and they employed over 9,000 men to catch the 
fish. 

Why should I comment further on this subject? While 
our Nation is laboring in the throes of industrial depres- 
sion and while unemployment of our citizens is the serious 
country-wide topic of our population, why not step across 
the international boundary line and note the great object 
lesson in distribution of employment that is shown in the 
figures I have submitted? 

I would call the attention of our statesmen and economists, 
who are presenting economic theories in explanation of our 
national unemployment situation that are almost as incom- 
prehensible to the ordinary mind as is Doctor Einstein’s 
theory of relativity, to make close investigation of the Brit- 
ish Columbia economic system in fishery and tell the coun- 
try just what economic law is involved, for it is easily 
explained. 

I would also once again call the British Columbian indus- 
trial system in fishery to the attention of our Territorial 
governors, but what is the use? 

Perhaps with a $10,000 a year salary attached to the office 
some independent-minded individual who is not entirely de- 
pendent on the $10,000 salary may challenge his adminis- 
trative superiors, the bureaus and the exploiting interests 
that now dominate the office, and tell the wide world of the 
contrasting conditions in two neighboring Provinces. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. What traveling expense and maintenance 
expense are allowed the Governor of Alaska? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do not recall just the amount. He 
is allowed traveling expenses and a home and fuel and things 
of that sort. 

Mr. RANKIN. He is given a home and fuel and his nec- 
essary traveling expenses? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes. I think that is shown in the 
report. 

Mr. RANKIN. It is not shown in the report, and it is 
not shown in the hearings. 
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Mr. GIBSON. I think that is correct. The Governor of 
Hawaii is allowed a home and traveling expenses, an auto- 
mobile and chauffeur, and an entertainment fund. 

Mr. RANKIN. What is the population of Hawaii? 

Mr. GIBSON. About 360,000. 

Mr. RANKIN. And the population of Alaska is only 
about 54,000? 

Mr. GIBSON. That is practically correct. 

Mr. RANKIN. It is between 54,000 and 60,000, including 
all of the Indians and Eskimos. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. What is the present salary of the Gov- 
ernor of Alaska? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Seven thousand dollars. 

Mr. RANKIN. I call the attention of the gentleman from 
Alaska to the fact that that is considerably more salary than 
a majority of governors of the various States of the Union 
receive. There are only 9 States of all of the 48 that 
pay salaries of $10,000, and they have much greater popu- 
lation. The governor of my own State, with a population 
of more than 2,000,000, gets a salary of $7,500. The governor 
of the State of our distinguished friend from Vermont re- 
ceives a salary of $5,000. If these governors of the various 
States are able to administer the affairs of those Common- 
wealths on such salaries, does not the gentleman from 
Alaska think that the Governor of Alaska could perform 
his meager duties on a salary of $7,000 a year? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The gentleman from Vermont could 
probably explain the expenditures and the requirements of 
the Governor of Vermont and compare them with those of 
the Governor of Alaska. I do not know the situation with 
respect to the Governor of Vermont. 

Mr. RANKIN. The Governor of Vermont gets a salary of 
only $5,000 a year. 

Mr. GIBSON. But the gentleman does not take into con- 
sideration the benefits that go with living in the State of 
Vermont or of living in the great State of Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. I know that is a great benefit, and it is 
also a benefit to the people. I hope the governor of the 
gentleman’s State contributes more to the happiness of the 
people of that State and their welfare than I fear the Gov- 
ernor of Alaska does to the people of that Territory. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If we could have a governor in 
Alaska under the same circumstances as obtains in respect 
to the Governor of Vermont, and have men of similar ca- 
pacity, I do not think a salary of $20,000 a year would be 
too much. It is all in the quality of the men who are sent 
to be governors of the Territories. Once in a while in a 
Territory like Porto Rico we have an outstanding governor. 
The same is true of the Philippine Islands, that has had such 
men as General Wood and the late Chief Justice Taft. 
Sometimes that type of man is sent to the Territory. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes. 

Mr. GIBSON. I believe this is the last term of the Dele- 
gate from Alaska. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That is true. 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish the gentleman to know that every 
member of the committee appreciates the splendid service 
that he has rendered to the people of that great empire of 
the North. I think I speak what is in the heart of every 
man in this House when I say that we appreciate the splen- 
did way in which the gentleman has served his people. 
{Applause.] I trust the gentleman understands that I am in 
sympathy with the development of that great Territory of 
Alaska; and I hope, so far as my influence goes in shaping 
the policy of legislation, that we may pursue a course 
through legislation that will bring contentment, relief, and 
prosperity to the people of the Territory. 

Mr. EATON of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes. 

Mr. EATON of Colorado. Do I understand from the very 
interesting historical sketch the gentleman has given us of 
the lives of the Governors of Alaska and of the fishing in- 
dustry that he thinks the Congress should not name $10,000 
as a salary for a Governor of Alaska? 
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Mr. SUTHERLAND. Oh, I do not say that. I realize 
that an increase in salary might command superior men, 
but I also gather that the question of the salary did not 
enter into the matter in Porto Rico or the Philippines, be- 
cause the men who were appointed to those governorships 
had independent means of their own. I do not think the 
salary meant anything. 

Mr. EATON of Colorado. Is there any basis of compari- 
son with the fishing regulations about the Territory of 
Alaska and Hawaii? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Absolutely. The Territory of Ha- 
waii regulates its own fisheries. Congress gave them that 
power. They reserved that right in the organic act. They 
further reserved the right to exercise the power of eminent 
domain, and to abolish private fisheries such as exist in 
Alaska. We have no such power to do anything of the 
kind while the Secretary of Commerce perpetuates that 
system. 

Mr. EATON of Colorado. Up to this time Congress has 
not made similar rules for Alaska? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Absolutely not; no, sir. It can not 
be done. There will be opposition in every administration. 

Mr. GLOVER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I yield. 

Mr. GLOVER. The Delegate from Alaska is supposed to 
represent the sentiments of his people. As I understand it, 
the gentleman is opposing the increase in salary from $7,000 
to $10,000? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Oh, I have not taken a position of 
opposition. My attitude was that the salaries of the two 
officials were absolutely disproportionate. They are not 
near what they should have been, a small salary for one and 
a higher salary for the other. 

Mr. GLOVER. Is the gentleman favoring or opposing the 
bill now before us? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I am neutral. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I yield. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is the first time the gentleman 
from Alaska has been neutral on anything. We have much 
confidence in the gentleman from Alaska, and I follow the 
gentleman on all Alaskan matters. It has always been a 
pleasure to fight for anything he is for or against. 

I believe that is the feeling of the membership of this 
House. There is nothing worse than a neutral attitude on 
any legislation. If the gentleman is against it, we will de- 
feat it. If the gentleman is for it, we will pass it. I would 
like to have the gentleman declare himself. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. There is no question but that a 
neutral on any question is condemned by both sides. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Well, it is so unlike the gentleman 
from Alaska. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. It is unlike the gentleman from 
Alaska, I presume; but I do not know that I ever wanted 
to be in the position of opposing an increase of compensa- 
tion to any man. That is the position I am in, really. 
What I want to say is that the governors we have are not 
worth $5,000 a year nor $2,500 a year. 

Mr. GIBSON. The gentleman’s opposition is more of a 
personal nature than to the salary that goes with the 
office? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes. I would say that. 

If there are no further interrogations, Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman yields back five 
minutes. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas (Mr. STRONG]. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Mr. Chairman and members 
of the committee, I take these few minutes for the purpose of 
advising the membership that on Friday morning in the 
caucus room of the House there will be a meeting spon- 
sored by the National Milk Producers Federation; the 
National Dairy Union; the Farm Boards Federation; the 
National Grange; representatives of creamery butter and 
milk producers in New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, North 
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Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia, Arkansas, Georgia, Louisiana, 
Colorado, Mississippi, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Wiscon- 
sin, Minnesota, Iowa, and Kansas, 

The roll call will not be large. It is expected that about 
40 members will be present. As chairman of a group from 
the butter-producing States in Congress, which met for or- 
ganization last month, I desire to ask the Members of Con- 
gress who are interested in the preservation of the dairy 
interests of the United States to meet with the repre- 
sentatives of the dairy interests I have mentioned on Fri- 
day morning at the Caucus Room in the House Office Build- 
ing at 10 o’clock. 

I thank the Members. Mr. Chairman, I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas yields 
back three minutes. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Green]. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Chairman and my colleagues, it is quite 
fitting that we pause for a moment to-day in celebration of 
the eighty-fourth birthday of the world’s most prominent 
citizen, Thomas Alva Edison. He was born February 11, 
1847, at Milan, Ohio. He received some early instructions 
from his mother, and his subsequent education has been 
so complete as to warrant many honorary college degrees. 

At the age of 12 he became a newspaper boy on the 
Grand Trunk Railway, later learned telegraphy and worked 
as an operator. During this period of his life his inventive 
mind took shape and he developed into a genius unexcelled. 

He has received patents for more than one thousand in- 
ventions, probably a larger number than any person in the 
world. Among his outstanding inventions have been: 
Electric pen and mimeograph, the carbon telephone trans- 
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This genuine genius both time and again 

Has proven his faith in himself by his works— 
The world has been blessed by the sweat of his brain, 
While others have longingly labored in vain, 

Enticed by the wooing of leisure that lurks— 
Concealed in enchantment's invisible coll 
To fasten its fangs in the impulse of toil. 


All branches of industry, travel, and trade, 
And all the professions and callings of life, 
Owe debts of real gratitude—ne’er to be paid 

To Edison for the great part he has played 

In furthering progress and lessening strife, 
Through useful inventions correctly designed 
To lessen the labors of toiling mankind. 


This great benefactor, too busy to rest 
As long as his Maker supplies him with breath, 
Can't help but keep on keeping on,” at his best, 
"Till love folds his hands gently over his breast 
And lays him down sadly to slumber in death 
"Till God in His wisdom shall open his eyes 
And bid him prepare for his flight to the skies. 


Then far, far above the ethereal blue, 

Where faith never fails and where life never dies, 
Where stars that the scientists’ dreams never knew 
And systems and suns shall have faded from view— 

Beyond the last gleam of the uppermost skies— 
Will Thomas A. Edison, born of the sod, 

Stand forth as the chief electrician of God, 
—Horace C. Carlisle. 


Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RANKIN. The debate is limited to the bill, is it not, 
under the rules? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 10 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, first I desire to express my regret that the 
gentleman from Alaska [Mr. SUTHERLAND] is leaving this 


lamp.and light system, the electric valve, a system of wire- 
less telegraphy to and from moving railway trains, motion 
pictures, the telescribe, the alkaline storage battery, and a 
large number of others. 


tee on Territories ever since I have been in the House. 
While we are of different political faiths, I desire to say 
without fear of successful contradiction that the gentleman 
from Alaska is the best friend the people of that Territory 


He now resides at West Orange, N. J., and Fort Myers, | have in public life to-day, according to his works. 


Fla, 
Florida greatly appreciates the winter residence of this 
renowned citizen. It also appreciates the great experimen- 


[Applause.] 
He knows more about the Territory than any other man 
I know, and has devoted his years of service to trying to 


tations and research work in rubber production which Mr. take care of the people of Alaska. His exit from this House 


Edison is now carrying on at Fort Myers. To-day in cele- 
bration of his birthday the State of Florida is dedicating to 
him a magnificent bridge spanning the Caloosahatchee 
River at Fort Myers. [Applause.] 

He will take part in this splendid celebration by clipping 
the ribbon which will officially open the bridge to trafic. 
He will also press the button which will lower the draw. 

He has in so many respects rendered a full measure of 
service to humanity until it is useless for me to stress in 
detail his great services and achievements, but may we all 
wish for him this continued splendid service in which he is 
so happy, and wish for him many more birthdays. [Ap- 

_plause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I ask the Clerk to read in my time a very 
brief poem contributed by Mr. Horace C. Carlisle to the 
honor of Thomas A. Edison. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the poem re- 
quested. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


EDISON 


Invention’s past master, humanity’s friend, 
Electrical wizard, distinctively odd, 
Endowed with a will that no failure can bend, 
With only one purpose, one aim, and one end 
Big brother to man and coworker with God— 
Stands Edison, separate, alone, and apart, 
Enshrined in America’s worshipful heart. 


Unchecked by the lengthening shadow of years, 
That darken the days of his purposeful past, 

He labored away, unrestrained by the fears 

That failure might bury his efforts in tears, 
And leave him to perish, forgotten at last— 

For Thomas A. Edison never found time 

To fail in an effort whose urge was sublime. 


will be a distinct loss to the people of this country, and more 
particularly a distinct loss to the people of Alaska. 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this bill to raise the salary 
of the Governor of Alaska from $7,000 to $10,000 a year. 

This House has just refused to raise the salaries of Gov- 
ernment workers in the United States, largely because of 
the fact that we are in the midst of a great depression. 
A dollar will buy more now than it would a year ago, so that 
the salary of the Governor of Alaska has been automatically 
raised by the reduction in the price of commodities with- 
out any reduction in his salary. 

I regret to say, Mr. Chairman, that the policy of the 
United States at the present time toward its insular and 
Territorial possessions is one of exploitation. That is the 
reason we do not give the Philippine Islands their independ- 
ence. If you will take the hand of exploitation off the 
Philippines and let them know that for all time to come 
they will be deprived of the opportunity of exploiting those 
islands, then you will see all opposition to the independence 
of the Philippines destroyed and a bill passed in both the 
House and the Senate to give them their immediate 
independence. 

You take Porto Rico. Everything that is produced in 
Porto Rico to-day is gobbled up by exploitation elements in 
the United States and certain countries of the Old World to 
such an extent that to-day we have the most abject pov- 
erty throughout that island—a condition whereby the peo- 
ple there can not get enough to eat, although living in one 
of the richest sections of America’s insular possessions. 

The Territory of Hawaii is more fortunate because more 
Americans have moved there; but in the Territory of Alaska 
our exploitation policies are indefensible, and Dan SuTHER- 
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House to try to take the hands of these exploitationists from 
that Territory and permit the people who live there to earn 
and enjoy a livelihood such as is enjoyed in continental 
United States. 

The average man does not know about conditions in 
Alaska. I have said on the floor of this House before that 
we are virtually giving a subsidy to the cannery interests in 
Alaska amounting in value to that of the wheat crop of Ohio 
or the cotton crop of the State of Tennessee. Yet you are 
driving from the fishing grounds, by the very policies which 
have been adopted, the white people who have gone there 
to try to make their homes. And the most pathetic thing 
about it all is that you have driven those poor Indians from 
the fishing grounds until to-day they write me that they 
and their children are looking into the dark future without 
a ray of hope. I can never forget my visit to Alaska in 
1923. The President of the United States, Mr. Harding, 
went there just after we did, and at Ketchikan an old 
Indian chief went to him—and I can never forget his 
expression—and said, Mr. President, we like fish, but we 
must now beg fish from the canneries.” What did that 
mean? It meant that these fishing areas had been farmed 
out or given out, without a dollar of remuneration to the 
United States, to those large canning companies and they 
have driven those white people and those Indians from the 
fishing grounds until to-day they are unable to even take 
their living from the waters of the streams on which their 
ancestors have lived for thousands of years. 

I want to serve notice on you now that if we ever do come 
into power in this House and in the other body while I am 
a Member of this House, those conditions are going to be 
changed. 

Let us see about this governor's salary. Why do you 
insist on paying this governor $10,000 a year when you deny 
a raise in the salaries of the Government workers of the 
United States? He is now drawing $7,000 a year. Did you 
know that there are 19 States in this Union whose governors 
do not get more than that amount? Besides, have you 
thought of the number of people he has to look after? 
There are not as many people in Alaska as there are in the 
counties represented by the average man before me to-day. 
How many are there? Fifty-four thousand according to the 
census of 1920, and half of them are Indians and Eskimos. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The 1930 census showed 59,000. 

Mr. RANKIN. All right; we will make it 59,000. Of that 
59,000, 32,000 are white people and 27,000 Indians and 
Eskimos. ‘The Indians are scattered, and especially the 
Eskimos, in those northern stretches over which the governor 
virtually has no control. 

You have this governor there, with all the governmental 
agencies, now drawing a salary of $7,000 a year, with travel- 
ing expenses, a house, and all the other incidentals which go 
with it. Then why should you precipitately pass a bill to 
raise it to $10,000, at a time, as I say, when his salary will 
buy a great deal more than it would a year ago? 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that at this point 
I may insert in the Recorp a list showing the salaries of the 
various governors of the States of the Union. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The list referred to follows: 
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Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. The Governor of Texas gets only $4,000 a 
year, and the Governor of Colorado, from which State come 
the two distinguished gentlemen in front of me, gets only 
$5,000. 

Mr. BLANTON. There are some of the other States that 
go down to $4,000 and below it. The Governor of the great 
Commonwealth of Maryland receives a salary of only $4,500, 
and Governor Ritchie has sought and been elected four suc- 
cessive terms. And he holds himself out to the country as 
presidential timber. 

Mr. RANKIN. The Governor of Utah gets only $6,000 a 
year; the Governor of South Dakota gets only $3,000 a year, 
and I find the same thing with reference to other governors. 
For instance, the governor of the State of New Mexico gets 
only $5,000; the Governor of Arkansas $6,000; the Governor 
of the great State of Georgia gets only $7,500, where he has 
millions of people under his jurisdiction. Then, you come 
here and say we must raise the salary of this man to $10,000 
a year in order that he may hang around Juneau, Alaska, 
while a few bureau representatives look after the exploitation 
of the fishing industry of Alaska. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr, RANKIN. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. The State of Texas, over 900 miles across 
it east and west and over 900 miles across it north and south, 
has just had one of the finest men in the United States 
retire from four years’ service as governor. He has given our 
State the very best service possible for $4,000 a year. 

Mr. RANKIN. Certainly. Take the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Srrone]. I thought he was going to discuss this 
matter—as he is on the committee—while he was discussing 
butter, and so forth, I hoped he would discuss this matter. 
The Governor of the State of Kansas, from which my friend 
Stronc hails, and, as I say, he is a member of the committee, 
draws a salary of only $5,000 a year. It is a State of more 
than 2,000,000 population, with all its various and sundry 
activities. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi has expired. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman five 
minutes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Take the State of Iowa, with 13 Repre- 
sentatives in this House, a State of two and a half million 
population, I am sure, with all of its varied and sundry 
activities, the governor gets only $7,500 a year. 
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I would like to know if any of you think you could get 
the people of these States to raise these salaries when, in- 
stead of doing that, in various towns, cities, and municipali- 
ties throughout the country, as well as in some of the States, 
they are now reducing salaries because of the distressful 
conditions. 

I saw one gentleman from Kentucky rise just now and 
leave the room, and it made me think to look at the grand 
old State of Kentucky. I see the Governor of Kentucky 
draws only $6,500 a year, and he has a worse job than they 
have in Pennsylvania or Mississippi, because he has both 
Democrats and Republicans in the legislature to deal with. 
{Laughter.] 

Why, if you increased the salaries of the governors of all 
these States in proportion to the people and in proportion 
to their duties as they are trying to do in this bill, you 
would almost break some of them, and you would not be 
long about it. 

O Mr. Chairman, I know, unfortunately, Alaska is way off 
yonder. This great Territory is far away, and, as I have 
said, it is being exploited in a manner that should bring 
a blush of shame to the cheek of every man who under- 
stands the situation. Instead of now attempting to raise 
the salary of some appointee at a time when we are cutting 
the salaries of other people, at a time when his duties are 
no more burdensome than they have been during all these 
years, at a time when he is serving no more faithfully than 
other men have in the past, instead of that we would better 
devote our attention to trying to give the people of Alaska 
a “square deal,“ to take the hand of the predatory in- 
terests not only away from Alaska but from Porto Rico and 
from Hawaii and, above all, from the Philippine Islands. 

I say let us defeat this bill. Then if you are going to 
do anything in Alaska, let us see that the laws to which 
the gentleman from Alaska [Mr. SUTHERLAND] has referred 
are put in force. 

Then let us put through a bill at the earliest possible date 
to carry out our solemn promise to those people to make 
the Philippines free and independent. [Applause.] 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. EATON]. 

Mr. EATON of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, ladies and 
gentlemen of the committee, this debate seems to have gone 
far afield from the subject matter of the bill. The only 
question raised by this bill is whether the salary of the 
governor of one of the insular possessions of the United 
States shall be upon a par with the salary paid to the gov- 
ernors of the other insular possessions. The Governors of 
Porto Rico and Hawaii are each paid $10,000 a year. 

The reason for failure to increase the salary of the Gov- 
ernor of Alaska does not appear in this discussion. The 
Delegate from Alaska, I am sure, will not say, and in fact 
he has not said, that the salary of this office should not be 
$10,000. The office is what we are speaking about. The 
criticism of previous incumbents is within the knowledge of 
those who criticize them, but the question is whether the 
office shall carry a salary commensurate with the responsibi- 
lities that are required of the man holding that office. True, 
from this discussion, it appears there is plenty of work for 
the Governor of Alaska to do. Whether the present in- 
cumbent is active along the line of doing this or that in 
respect of the fisheries makes no difference so far as this 
bill is concerned, and I submit that with the recommenda- 
tions of the Interior Department, the committee of the 
House, the committee of the Senate, and with the passage 
of the bill by the Senate, the House ought to concur in the 
passage of this bill. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. EATON of Colorado. Yes. 

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman does not think that the 
duties of the Governor of Alaska are any more burdensome 
than the duties of the governor of his own State of Colo- 
rado, whose salary is only $5,000, does he? 

Mr. EATON of Colorado. It is interesting to have the 
gentleman bring up that question, because it is on account 
of a little story, which I shall not put in the Recorp, that 
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the present Governor of the State of Colorado elects that 
his salary shall remain at $5,000 instead of $10,000. 

Mr. RANKIN. I congratulate him and I was hopeful the 
same patriotic impulse would inspire the Governor of Alaska 
and that he would write us a letter and ask us not to pass 
this proposed legislation. 

Mr. EATON of Colorado. So far as the Governor of 
Alaska is concerned, I have not the least idea what he thinks 
about this salary matter, but there certainly can be seen by 
the gentleman from Mississippi the difference between a man 
going out and submitting himself for election for the office 
of governor to the electorate of his State and a man taking 
an appointive office as governor for a short and definite 
term; between the man who takes an office and instead of 
fighting the political battles of a State, administers the office 
of insular governor as he finds it proper under the laws 
applicable to Territories, whether it be in the Philippines or 
in Hawaii or in Porto Rico or in Alaska. 

The Delegate from Alaska has made it plain that he is not 
proud of the administration of many of the Governors of 
Alaska. He has made it just as plain that he admires the 
vigorous spirit in which the present Governor of the island 
of Porto Rico has presented to this Congress his views of the 
needs of that island. But he did not say, and I am sure he 
will not say, that the amount of the salary of the Governor 
of Porto Rico has anything to do with the excellence of the 
administration which is being given that island. The Dele- 
gate from Alaska did not comment upon the administration 
by the present Governor of the island of Hawaii. But the 
salaries of the governors of those two Territories are the same 
as that proposed by this bill. Why should one governor get 
$7,000 per annum and two get $10,000? As I said before, the 
salary is made for the office and not for the incumbent. 

Mr. RANKIN. As a matter of fact, when a man goes out 
in a State and runs for governor he has a campaign ex- 
pense, and ordinarily this is a very heavy expense and one 
which cuts into his salary. So if the gentleman is going to 
take that into consideration, a governor who is elected by 
the people ought to have at least as much if not more than 
the governor who is appointed without any campaign 
expense. 

Mr. EATON of Colorado. In answer to that I may say 
that the only governor I ever knew who ran for the office for 
the salary in it was one of the worst governors I ever heard 
of. No governor runs for the office for the salary there is 
in it. 

Mr. RANKIN. Does the gentleman think the governor 
ought to serve without any salary? 

Mr. EATON of Colorado. Some have and many do. 

Mr. RANKIN. If so—I am merely comparing this gover- 
nor with the governors of various States, and these governors 
of various States with the exception of nine of them—not a 
single one draws $10,000. Some of them preside over most 
populous States. If they should serve without pay, why 
should not the Governor of Alaska? 

Mr. EATON of Colorado. The answer is obvious, the gov- 
ernors of these Territories, no matter whether we like the 
system or not, are persons selected not by the inhabitants 
of the Territory but selected by the National Government. 

Mr. RANKIN. Let me say this to the gentleman from 
Colorado, that I am not impugning his motives, but the Gov- 
ernors of Mississippi and Colorado have all of the institu- 
tions of the State to look after. This Governor of Alaska 
does not. He has the Department of the Interior, the De- 
partment of Agriculture, and the Department of Commerce— 
all these departments looking after everything from fish 
to fowl. All the Governor of Alaska has to do is to sit 
around Juneau and wait for the legislature that comes down 
there every two years and maybe every year—he does not 
have anything like the duties and responsibilities of the 
governor of the smallest State in the Union. 

Mr. EATON of Colorado. Let me ask the gentleman from 
Mississippi does he not think it is something of a job trying 
to look after what all the departmental agencies are trying 
to do, even in Alaska? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Colo- 
rado has expired. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON]. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, this bill to raise the sal- 
ary of the Governor of Alaska from $7,000 to $10,000, when 
it was on the Consent Calendar, was objected to by the Dele- 
gate from Alaska [Mr. SUTHERLAND], and, at his instance, 
we then stopped its passage. He is the duly constituted rep- 
resentative of the people of Alaska, having been elected by 
them as their representative on this floor. If he thought 
this were a good measure, a necessary bill for Alaska, he 
certainly would not have interposed his objection to it and 
had its passage stopped on the Consent Calendar. 

There are about as many people in Alaska as are in my 

home county in Texas. I have 19 counties in my district. 
My home county has about as many people in it as there are 
in Alaska. 
As was mentioned by my friend from Mississippi [Mr. 
Rankin], practically all of the governmental agencies in 
Alaska are handled by our departments here in Washington. 
The duties of the Governor of Alaska are mostly perfunc- 
tory. He is merely to carry out the will and policy of cer- 
tain executives here in Washington. Congress furnishes the 
Territory of Alaska with many of its appropriations. It is 
well known how much we have spent and are still spending 
in furnishing the trunk railroad system to Alaska and for 
Alaska. 

This is a perfunctory job. I dare say our distinguished 
friend from Alaska, [Mr. SUTHERLAND], whom we all admire 
and respect could tell us the names of a dozen men who 
are just as prominent, just as capable, and just as efficient 
as the present Governor of Alaska who would gladly and 
willingly take the job at the present salary if offered it at 
this time. 

What is the necessity of raising the salary from $7,000 to 
$10,000 at this crucial time—this time of unemployment, at 
this time of economy, at this time when we are trying to 
relieve distress of 5,000,000 idle people? Why is it that we 
should raise the salary of this official? What is the neces- 
sity for the demand at this particular time? What is the 
occasion for it? Why, there is no satisfactory answer to 
that. If it should become necessary hereafter we can 
raise it. 

I admit that the small salary of $4,000 paid to the Gov- 
ernor of Texas is inadequate. But the people have refused 
to raise it. We ought to pay him $10,000 in that great 
State which, when it was admitted into the Union, was a 
republic in itself, had its own diplomatic representatives 
from foreign countries. There is in existence now in the 
capital of Texas a building which was owned by France for 
her ambassador when Texas was a republic. 

The great State of Tennessee pays her governor only 
$4,000 per annum, or $3,000 less than this Governor of 
Alaska already receives. 

The great State of Oklahoma pays her governor only 
$4,500 per year. 

The great State of Kansas pays a salary of only $5,000 to 
her governor. 

This Governor of Alaska now receives exactly as much as 
does the Governor of Iowa. 

Idaho pays a salary of only $5,000 to her governor. 

And the great old State of Missouri pays her governor a 
salary of only $5,000. 

And this former republic, my great State of Texas, pays 
her governor a salary of $4,000. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Is that the same salary 
that was paid to the lady Governor of Texas when she occu- 
pied the governor’s chair? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; but probably we paid her more 
than she deserved. As I have said, one of the finest young 
men in our State, a man of high character, a man of good 
judgment, a man who has for the past four years required 
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honesty in government in Texas, Hon. Dan Moody, has just 
retired from the governor’s chair after a distinguished serv- 
ice as governor, in which he gave the people of Texas the 
very best that was in him for a salary of $4,000 a year. It 
does not take a big salary to require efficient, honest service 
on the part of a public official. I hope we will not raise this 
salary at this time, especially when it is against the wishes 
and advice and best judgment of our distinguished col- 
league the Delegate from Alaska [Mr. SUTHERLAND]. I hope 
we will defeat this bill. It will be hard to explain to con- 
stituents back at home why Congress voted to pay the Gov- 
ernor of Alaska twice the salary that the governors of many 
of the very best States in this Union are now receiving. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. Banton] has said that the proposed raise in salary 
is against the judgment of the Delegate from Alaska, but 
you will all bear in mind that I asked the Delegate if his was 
not a personal objection rather than an objection to the 
salary that ought to go with that office, and he admitted 
that it was a personal objection. The gentleman from 
Texas asked what is the occasion for the passage of this 
bill. The reason for the passage of this bill is that we may 
deal with the Governor of Alaska as fairly as we have dealt 
with every other chief executive of a Territory or colonial 
possession. The Governor of Porto Rico receives a salary 
of $10,000, as does the Governor of Hawaii; and in addition 
to the salary of $10,000 the Governor of Hawaii is furnished 
a home, the use of an automobile, and a chauffeur. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Iowa. And in the case of Hawaii I 
understand he is provided with a house and traveling ex- 
penses, an automobile, and chauffeur. 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes; and in addition to that he has an 
allowance for entertainment from the Territorial legislature. 
The idea of this bill is to treat the Governor of Alaska the 
Same as we treat other governors. Gentlemen find fault 
and say that the duties of the office are perfunctory, and 
the fair inference from their remarks is that they regard 
the present incumbent as lacking in the administrative abil- 
ity required for that office. Granting this to be true—and I 
do not concede it—then I say, if you will pay a salary com- 
mensurate with the dignity of that office, you will be cer- 
tain to get men with ability to administer the affairs of 
that Territory. The gentleman from Texas calls attention 
to the fact that the Governor of Texas gets only $4,000. I 
ask which he would prefer, to be Governor of Texas at 
$4,000 or Governor of Alaska at $10,000? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. I understand that our splendid young 
governor, Hon. Dan Moody, who has just retired, after draw- 
ing for four years a $4,000 salary while governor, has recently 
made a business arrangement whereby he will get about 
$25,000 a year for the next five years. It is the value of the 
service that you can render and cash in after you get out of 
officé that makes a governorship worth while, in addition 
to the honor. The governor who is now filling this position 
in Alaska, I dare say, when he comes out will find his services 
worth twice as much as he could have commercialized them 
for before he took the office. It is the prestige of office that 
is of value to the man who holds it. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, the claim is made that 
there are few people in Alaska. I call attention to the fact 
that the Territory is equal in area to one-fifth that of con- 
tinental United States and the people who do live in this vast 
area have administrative problems as grave and perplexing 
as any. The people up there are battling with a stubborn 
soil and a bleak climate, and I think they are entitled to the 
same consideration and treatment that we give the other 
Territories. 

What is the situation in respect to this bill? It has been 
acted on by the Senate committee and reported favorably. 
It has been passed by the Senate and has been considered 
by the House committee and reported favorably by that com- 
mittee. It comes up now for final action on the part of the 
House. It is approved by the Secretary of the Interior. I 
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shall not take time to read all that he says, but the con- 
cluding paragraph reads as follows: 

` The salary of the Governor of Hawaii, as fixed by law, is $10,000 
per annum, and there is no good reason why the Governor of 
Alaska should not receive a similar amount. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House, I ask you to 
pass this bill and make the salary of the Governor of Alaska 
the same as that of the governors of our other Territory and 
of our colonial possessions. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no further general debate, 
the Clerk will read the bill for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter the Governor of the Territory 
of Alaska shall receive an annual compensation of $10,000. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise and report the bill favorably with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. KetcHam, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill (S. 4142) 
to fix the salary of the Governor of the Territory of Alaska 
nd had directed him to report the same back without amend- 
ment, with the recommendation that the bill do pass. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the bill to final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of 
the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, and was read 
the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the 
bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. RaxRkIN) there were—ayes 41, noes 33. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote upon the 
ground that there is no quorum present, and I make the 
point of order that there is no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently there is no quorum. The 
Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will 
bring in absentees, and the Clerk will call the roll. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 163, nays 
167, not voting 101, as follows: 


[Roll No. 28] 
YEAS—163 

Adkins Dallinger Ketcham Pritchard 
Aldrich Darrow Kiefner Ransley 
Allen Davenport Kinzer Reece 
Andrew n Korell Reed, N. Y. 
Arentz Dickstein LaGuardia Reid, III 
Auf der Heide er Lankford, Ga. 

Eaton, Colo. Lankford, Va. Short, Mo, 
Barbour Eaton, N. J Leavitt Shreve 
Beers Elliott Leech 
Black Englebright Lehlbach Sirovich 
Blackburn Esterly Lindsay 
Bohn Evans, Calif. Linthicum Smith, Idaho 
Bolton Fish Loofbourow 
Bowman Fitzgerald Luce N. T. 
Boylan Fitzpatrick McClintock, Ohio Sproul, Il. 
Brigham 
Browne Free McCormick, Ill. Strong, Pa. 
Brumm Gambrill McLa 
Burdick Gavagan McLeod 
Campbell, Iowa Gibson Taber 
Campbell,, Pa. Gifford Manlove Temple 
Carter, Calif Goss Mapes Thatcher 
Carter, Wyo. Granfield Martin Thurston 
Celler Hadley Mead Tilson 

Hall, Ind. Michener Timberlake 

Hancock, N. Y. Miller 
Chindblom Hardy Mooney Turpin 
Chiperfield Hess Moore, Ohio Vestal 
Clancy Hickey Morgan Vincent, Mich, 
Clarke, N. Y. Hoch Murphy Wainwright 
Cochran, Pa Holaday Nelson, Me. Wason 
Connolly Hooper Niedringhaus Watres 
Cooke Hope Nolan Welch, Calif, 
Cooper, Ohio Hopkins Norton Welsh, Pa. 
Cooper, Wis James, Mich. Palmisano Whitley 
Crail Jenkins Parker Wolfenden 
Cramton Johnson, Ind Perkins Woodruff 

Jonas, N. C Pittenger Wurzbach 
Crowther Wyant 
Culkin Kelly Pratt, Harcourt J. Zihlman 


Cullen Kendall, Pa. 
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NAYS—167 
Abernethy Drane Jones, Tex. Rankin 
Ackerman Drewry Kading Rayburn 
Allgood Driver Kerr y 
Almon Dunbar Kopp Rich 
Andresen Eslick Kurtz Robinson 
Arnold Evans, Mont. Kvale Romjue 
Aswell Finley Lambertson Rutherford 
Ayres Frear Sabath 
Bachmann Freeman Letts Sanders, N. T. 
Baird French Lozier Sanders, Tex. 
Bankhead Puller Ludlow 
Bland Fulmer McClintic, Okla, Schafer, Wis. 
Blanton Garber, Va. McDuffie Sc. 
Box Gasque McFadden Seiberling 
Ga. Glover McKeown Selvig 
Brand, Ohio Goldsborough Shott, W. Va. 
Briggs Goodwin McReynolds 
Browning Green McSwain Smith, W. Va. 
Buchanan Greenwood Maas Snow 
Busby Gregory Mansfield Sparks 
Byrns Guyer Menges Speaks 
Canfield Hall, II. Milligan Stafford 
Cannon Hall, Miss. Montague Steagall 
Cartwright Hall, N. Dak. Montet Stone 
Christgau Halsey Moore, Ky. Strong, 
Clague Hancock, N. O Morehead Summers, Wash. 
Clark, N. C. Hare Mouser Swanson 
Mo. Hastings Nelson, Mo. Tarver 
Cole Hill, Ala. Nelson, Wis, Treadway 
Collier Hill, Wash. O'Connor, N. Y. Vinson, Ga. 
Collins Hogg, Ind. O'Connor, Okla. Walker 
Condon Hogg, W. Va Oldfield Warren 
Cooper, Tenn. Howard Oliver, Ala. Whitehead 
Cox Huddleston Palmer Whittington 
Cross Hull, Morton D. Parks Williams 
Davis Hull, Tenn. Parsons Wilson 
Dickinson Hull, Wis. Patman Wingo 
Dominick Irwin Patterson Wolverton, W. Va. 
Dorsey Jeffers Peavey Wood 
Doughton Johnson, Nebr. Quin Wright 
Dowell Johnson, Okla. Rainey, Henry T. Yon 
Doxey Johnson, Tex. 
NOT VOTING—101 
Bacon Doyle Johnson, S. Dak. Seger 
Beck Edwards Johnson, Wash, Shaffer, Va. 
Beedy Ellis Johnston, Mo. Sin 
Bell Erk Kearns 
Bloom Estep Kemp Sproul, Kans. 
Britten Fenn Kendall, Ky Stevenson 
Brunner Fisher Kennedy Stobbs 
Buckbee Fort Knutson Sullivan, N. Y. 
Garber, Okla. Kunz Sullivan, Pa. 
Butler Garner Langley Sumners, Tex. 
Cable Garrett Larsen Taylor, Colo. 
Carley Golder Lea Taylor, Tenn. 
Christopherson Graham Merritt Thompson 
Clark, Md. Griffin Michaelson Tucker 
Colton Hale Moore, Va. Underhill 
Connery Hartley Newhall Underwood 
Haugen O'Connor, La. Watson 
Coyle Hawley Oliver, N. T. 
Craddock Hoffman Owen Wigglesworth 
Crisp Houston, Del Pou n 
Dempsey Hudson Purnell Wolverton, N. J. 
De Priest Hudspeth 
DeRouen Hull, William E. Ramey, Frank M. Yates 
Douglas, Ariz. Ramseyer 
Douglass, Mass. James, N.C, Rogers 
Doutrich Johnson, Ill. Rowbottom 
So the bill was rejected. 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Mr, Ellis (for) with Mr. Ragon (against). 


General pairs until further notice: r 


Mr. Graham with Mr. Crisp. 
Mr. 3 94 — ee e ene 


Knutson with Mr. Hudspeth. 
Christopherson with Mr. De Rouen. 
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Johnston of Missouri with Mr, Underwood, 
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Mr. Fenn with Mr. Sullivan of New York. 

Mr. Wigglesworth with Mr. Stevenson. 

Mr. Colton with Mr. Taylor of Colorado. 

Mr. Yates with Mrs. Owen. 

Mrs. Langley with Mr. Tucker. 

Mr. Merritt with Mr. Spearing. 

Mr. De Priest with Mr. Kearns. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. RANKIN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was rejected was laid on the table. 

A quorum being present, the doors were opened. 

Mr. MAAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for one minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAAS. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, I am 
not opposed to the bill that was just voted upon. I think 
the Governor of Alaska should get $10,000 a year, and we 
should have a $10,000 man; but the action of the House the 
other day in refusing to raise the salary of the secretary 
compels me to vote against the bill at this time, until the 
salary of the secretary is raised, because the governor now 
receives $7,000 a year and a house free, while the secretary 
receives $3,600, and when the governor is away the secre- 
tary has to do all of the entertaining and the governor's 
work, and the cost of the entertaining comes out of his 
own pocket. I think the salaries of both should be raised, 
and I hope hereafter to vote for a bill to raise the pay of 
the governor when we raise the pay in the lower brackets 
or the pay of the secretary. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman will have that oppor- 
tunity in the next Congress. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAAS. I yield. 

Mr. GIBSON. Did the committee not propose a bill rais- 
ing the salary of the secretary? 

Mr. MAAS. The committee did, but the House refused to 
accept it, in view of the fact that they would not allow 
any raises in salary this year. 

TO EXTEND THE PROVISIONS OF CERTAIN LAWS TO THE TERRITORY 
OF HAWAI 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 
16913) to amend the act entitled An act to extend the pro- 
visions of certain laws to the Territory of Hawaii,” ap- 
proved March 10, 1924, and I ask unanimous consent that 
it may be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
Grsson] calls up the bill H. R. 16913, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that the bill be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole House. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the act entitled “An act 
to extend the provisions of certain laws to the Territory of Ha- 
Wall,“ approved March 10, 1924 (43 Stat. 17), is hereby amended 
by adding at the end thereof the following: “: Provided further, 
That the system of roads on which Federal-aid apportionments 
to the Territory of Hawaii shall be expended may be determined 
and agreed upon by the governor of said Territory and the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture without regard to the limitations in section 6 
of the Federal highway act respecting the selection and designa- 
tion of such system of roads; and when the system first deter- 
mined and agreed upon shall have been completed, additions 
thereto may be made in like manner as funds become available 
for the construction and maintenance of such additions: And 
provided further, That there is authorized to be paid from funds 
heretofore authorized, appropriated, allocated, and unobligated 
under the Federal highway act a sum not to exceed $880,000 for 
the purpose of road construction in the Territory of Hawaii, which 
sum equals the amount such Territory would have received for 
roads built and incorporated upon the 7 per cent system as ap- 
proved, during the period from 1917 to 1925. The Secretary of 
the shall pay to the Territory of Hawaii, or to such offi- 
cials or depository as may be designated by it, on warrants drawn 
by the Secretary of Agriculture, such part of such sum as may 
from time to time be necessary for the construction or reconstruc- 
tion of any highway in such Territory the project for which has 
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been approved by the Secretary of Agriculture. The provisions of 
this act shall in no way impair the right of such Territory to 
receive the benefits of the Federal highway act.” 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

I had difficulty when I examined the report in coming to a 
satisfactory conclusion as to the purpose of the $880,000 
authorization. I could not appreciate why the gentleman 
wanted the funds that were available from 1917 to 1925 to 
be made available now. 

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. We did not benefit by the 
funds that were made available during the years 1917 to 
1925 because it was held by administrative action of the 
department that the law as drafted did not cover benefits to 
the Territory of Hawaii. 

Mr. STAFFORD. As the law was then drafted, did it 
cover benefits to any of our other Territories? 

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. The Territory of Alaska has 
had since before that time and does benefit at the present 
time, through the War Department appropriation bill. In 
this year’s War Department appropriation bill Alaska re- 
ceives $800,000 alone for road construction. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I am well acquainted with the policy 
of the Government in making special appropriations for 
Alaska, in voting large sums of money for the building of 
Alaskan trails and roads. 

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. Hawaii was the only Terri- 
tory that was not covered. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Why should we make this act retro- 
active after all these years, when Hawaii was not the re- 
cipient of this favor? That is a gift of $880,000 to the 
Territory of Hawaii, which is already the beneficiary of the 
Government through its large investments in sugar opera- 
tions. 

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. We felt and claimed at that 
time that by reason of the organic act we were entitled to 
it, and I think I can show by the reports of congressional 
committees it was the intent of Congress that we should 
have that benefit. If the gentleman has read the hearings 
on that bill, he will remember they were very extensive and 
everything is contained in the hearings. 

Mr. STAFFORD. No. I confess I do not go to the extent 
of examining the hearings. I do take it upon myself to 
examine the reports, but I could not get a clear concept 
of the real reason for voting $880,000 to Hawaii when the 
road act to-day applies to Hawaii. 

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. Yes; but it did not at that 
time, and during these years we spent 100 per cent of our 
money instead of 50 per cent, as was being spent by the 
States, and we spent about $3,500,000 of our money at that 
time; and in order to do so, and in order to carry out what 
was thought to be the wish of the country at that time, be- 
cause it was in the national defense that we built many of 
these roads, we had to bond ourselves; and we find our- 
selves now in the position of not being able to bond our- 
selves further to take advantage of the moneys that are 
available to us. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Was it the wish of the people or the 
intentment of Congress to vote that money to Hawaii? 

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. It was the intent of Congress, 
I believe; and I think I can show that. 

Mr. STAFFORD. That is the point at issue, whether this 
is to correct an ambiguity in prior legislation 

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. I believe that is true. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Or merely to grant a gratuity to the 
rich islands of Hawaii. 

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. It is simply in order to cure 
a question of discrimination. 

Mr. STAFFORD. So it means $880,000 more to the high- 
way fund of Hawaii than is now provided by law? 

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. No. It will be taken from 
funds that are now available only. 

Mr. STAFFORD. But it means an additional gratuity of 
$880,000 for road construction in Hawaii? 

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. They will build roads in the 
national defense; yes. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER 


Mr. SEARS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 5768) authorizing 
the cities of Omaha, Nebr., and Council Bluffs, Iowa, and 
the counties of Douglas, Nebr., and Pottawattamie, Iowa, to 
construct, maintain, and operate a toll or free bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near O’Hern Street, South Omaha, 
Nebr., a similar House bill being on the calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands from the gentle- 
man that this is an emergency? 

Mr. SEARS. Yes. The mayor of Omaha is here at the 
present time in connection with this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of Senate 
bill 5768, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in order to promote interstate com- 
merce, improve the postal service, and provide for military and 
other purposes, the city of Omaha, Nebr., or Douglas County, 
Nebr., or the city of Council Bluffs, or Pottawattamie County, 
Iowa, or any two or more thereof cooperating, are hereby author- 
ized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches 
thereto across the Missouri River at a point suitable to the inter- 
ests of navigation, at or near O’Hern Street, South Omaha, Nebr., 
in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to 
regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” ap- 
proved March 23, 1906, and subject to the conditions and limita- 
tions contained in this act. 

Sec, 2. There is hereby conferred upon said cities and counties, 
acting jointly, or any one or more of them separately, all such 
rights and powers to enter upon lands and to acquire, condemn, 
occupy, possess, and use real estate and other property needed for 
the location, construction, maintenance, and operation of such 
bridge and its approaches as are by railroad corporations 
for railroad purposes or by bridge corporations for bridge pur- 
poses in the State in which such real estate or other property is 
situated, upon making just compensation therefor, to be ascer- 
tained and paid according to the laws of such State, and the pro- 
ceedings therefor shall be the same as in the condemnation or 
expropriation of property for public purposes in such State. 

Src, 3. The said cities and counties, or any one or more thereof, 
are hereby authorized to operate such bridge free of tolls, or, in 
their discretion, to fix and charge tolls for transit over such 
bridge; and in case rates of toll are so fixed, such rates shall be 
the legal rates until changed by the Secretary of War under 
authority contained in the act 

Sec. 4. In fixing the rates of charged for the use of 
such bridge the same shall be so adjusted as to provide a fund 
sufficient to pay for the reasonable cost of maintaining, repairing, 
and operating such bridge and its approaches under economical 
management, and to provide a sinking fund sufficient to amortize 
the cost of such bridge and its approaches, including reasonable 
interest and financing costs, as soon as possible, under reason- 
able charges, but within a period of not to exceed 20 years from 
the completion thereof or acquisition thereof as hereinafter pro- 
vided. After a sinking fund sufficient for such amortization shall 
have been so provided, such bridge shall thereafter be maintained 
and operated free of tolls, or the rates of toll shall thereafter be 
so adjusted as to provide a fund of not to exceed the amount 
necessary for the proper maintenance, repair, and operation o 
such bridge and its approaches under economical management. 
An accurate record of the cost of such bridge and its approaches, 
the expenditures for maintaining, repairing, and operating the 
same, and of the daily tolls collected, shall be kept and shall be 
available for the information of all persons interested. 

Sec. 5. All rights, powers, and privileges conferred by this act 
upon the city of Omaha, Nebr., the city of Council Bluffs, Iowa, 
the county of Douglas, Nebr., and the county of Pottawattamie, 
Iowa, may be enjoyed, used, or performed by said cities and coun- 
ties, jointly, or by any one or more thereof separately, or by such 
boards or ons as may be created by law to carry out the 
provisions of this act for said cities and counties, or any one or 
more thereof that may construct the bridge hereby authorized. 
The rights, powers, and privileges conferred by this act may be 
assigned, conveyed, and transferred by said cities and counties to 
the State of Nebraska and the State of Iowa, or to either thereof, 
or to the highway departments of said States, or of either thereof, 
but shall not otherwise be assigned, conveyed, or transferred. 

Sec. 6. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed was laid on the table. 

A similar House bill was laid on the table. 
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NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. CLAGUE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
16969) making appropriations for the Navy Department and 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, 
and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill H. R. 16969, with Mr. LEHLBACH in 
the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. CLAGUE. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. BACHMANN]. 

Mr. BACHMANN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 
committee, I have asked for a few minutes’ time in order to 
tell the Members of the House something about the delega- 
tion that called on the Speaker yesterday. I want to say 
unqualifiedly to the Members of the House that that delega- 
tion yesterday did not represent the unemployed of the 
country. The whole crowd was nothing but a communist 
organization, coming here for the sole purpose of using this 
means for spreading communist propaganda. 

If the Members will read a copy of the petition which came 
through the mail this morning to each Member of the House 
you will find that petition is nothing but communist propa- 
ganda. I read three or four lines to give you some idea of 
the petition. Here is what it says: 

Only the proletarian revolution can liquidate unemployment by 
abolishing the private ownership of the means of production, the 
exploitation of the workers, and production for private profit, and 
by establishing instead a system of social ownership of industry 
and of production for social use. 

By reading on further you will see that the intent and 
Se ee 

The man who was at the head of that delegation is Alfred 
Wagenknecht. He is a German naturalized citizen. There 
was some question raised about his naturalization. If you 
will read part 3, volume 1, of the hearings of the committee 
appointed to investigate communist propaganda, beginning 
on page 77, you will find the record of Alfred Wagenknecht. 

Mr. Charles G. Wood, Commissioner of Conciliation of the 
Department of Labor, the man who had charge of the inves- 
tigations in connection with the strike at Passaic, N. J., the 
strike at New Bedford, Mass., and the Gastonia strike, all 
three of which were led by communists, and cost the Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor, the strikers themselves, and the 
owners of those mills millions of dollars, testified as follows: 

Mr. BACHMANN. Is Alfred Wagenknecht a known communist? 

Mr. Woop. Yes, sir. He was a known communist, a fugitive from 
justice. He has been fined $1,000 for false representation on pass- 
ports, and has been prosecuted by the Department of State. He 
is a recognized communist, and since then has been known as an 
avowed enemy of the Government. 

Mr. BACHMANN. What is his nationality? 

Mr. Woop. A German. 

Mr. BACHMANN. Naturalized? 

Mr. Woop. I think so. He has been here a number of years. 
There has been some question about his naturalization in Cleve- 
land. Wagenknecht was a member of the American section of the 
Communist International, and he is still so. 

This is the record of the man who was leading the dele- 
gation here on yesterday, falsely representing that he and 
his committee represented the unemployed of the country. 

I call your particular attention to this because some Mem- 
bers of this House and a large number of the American 
people do not know about this movement, and they seem to, 
treat it too lightly. 

I believe it is time that the Congress of the United States 
began to pay some attention to this communist organization, 
75 to 90 per cent of whom are aliens and naturalized citizens 
and who have for their purpose the overthrow of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States by force and violence. 

I am no alarmist, but I attended the unemployed conven- 
tion held by the communists in Chicago on July 5. I saw 
the riots in Chicago on July 4. I attended their convention 
in New York City in June and saw 12,000 of them in action, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from West 
Virginia has expired. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman two 
additional minutes. 

Mr. BACHMANN. The whole movement is illegal and 
unlawful. Ninety per cent of its membership is foreign 
born and they receive their instructions from Moscow. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes. 

Mr, DICKSTEIN. In this particular case and in other 
cases of this kind why can we not cancel their citizenship 
and deport them? 

Mr. BACHMANN. You can not cancel their citizenship 
and deport them without some law. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. From the gentleman's statement it 
would appear they obtained their citizenship by fraud or 
some misrepresentation. If that is so I would take up every 
communist I could find, cancel their citizenship, and throw 
them out. [Appiause.] 

Mr. BACHMANN. What you can do is to pass the bill 
I introduced which will be very effective in stopping this 
movement. My bill provides for the adding of the word 
“communist ” in the immigration law after the word an- 
archist.” That bill is pending before the committee of which 
the gentleman from New York is a member, the Committee 
on Immigration. If this bill is passed we would be able to 
send back every man who is actively engaged in this move- 
ment in the country. a 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I would be glad to do anything possible 
to throw out any communist. 

Mr, BACHMANN. Let me say further that this man 
Wagenknecht is not lookmg for work. He is a revolutionist; 
the only thing he is looking for is trouble. He was one of 
the men behind the big communist strike at Passaic, N. J. 
He assisted in raising over $500,000 by popular subscription 
in furtherance of this strike. According to the testimony of 
Mr. Charles G. Wood, no accounting by competent authority 
of any sort was made of the distribution of this money. 
Wagenknecht O. Kd everything. He got the money and was 
the disbursing officer. He was the man who said “yes” 
or “no.” 

The great mass of loyal American workmen who may be 
unfortunate enough at this time to be out of employment 
are too patriotic to send to Washington a known communist 
revolutionist like this man Wagenknecht, who has for his 
sole purpose the spreading of class hatred and discontent 
in order to destroy the American form of government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from West 
Virginia has again expired. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA]. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. Bacumann] states that the demonstra- 
tion yesterday was simply a publicity stunt. I agree with 
the gentleman; but I believe the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia and my colleague from New York [Mr. FisH] have 
given the communists more publicity in the last few months 
than all the stunts they can possibly stage. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from West Virginia states 
that Congress should do something about this. I agree with 
him. Congress should do something to better conditions so 
that the communists will have no argument by reason of our 
inactivity. Our failure to give the subject of unemploy- 
ment consideration and thought and pass some constructive 
legislation so as to avoid suffering and hunger in periods 
of depression is indeed justification for criticism and fuel 
for the agitator. If we do something real neither the com- 
munists nor any other organization will have any argu- 
ment, and they will not be able to undermine the Govern- 
ment. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman himself says that at 
this meeting where these men were appointed there were 
only 100 present, and many them were curiosity seekers. 
‘If this is so, I will say to my colleague that this Govern- 
ment is in no danger. The danger is not in what the com- 
munists say but rather in what we fail to do. There are 
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millions of people out of work. They are willing to work. 
They must be employed. 

As to stopping communism by law, gentlemen, I do not 
see how you can do it. You can not stop a thought; you 
can not stop an idea by legislation. The Czars of Russia 
tried it, and communism was the result. The way to com- 
bat communism is by creating decent working and living 
conditions so that the working men and women of this 
country will not be compelled to go on a bread line or to 
wait for the dispensing of charity. [{Applause.] 

The way to stop communism is to give the working people 
of the cities and the farmers of certain sections of this 
country a square deal. It has come out, gentlemen, in the 
course of the discussion about conditions in the drought 
area that we have in this country a peasant-tenant class— 
farmers who are working under most intolerable conditions. 
There seems to be a sort of cruel, feudal system of farmer- 
landlords in certain of the areas that are now suffering. I 
say the way to combat communism is to abolish these con- 
ditions, to give the American farmer a chance, to put an 
end to this farmer-tenant system, and for Congress to do 
something constructive. 

You can not fight communism by talking about it. You 
can not fight communism by having special committees of 
investigation. You can not fight it by making reports on 
it. You can not fight it by giving it publicity. But you can 
fight it by doing something that is really constructive to 
give our workers steady work and providing properly to 
avoid suffering in times of depression. The American home, 
a steady job, an opportunity for the children to go to school 
properly nourished is the way to combat communism. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. FREAR]. 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, the bill that is now before you proposes to make 
appropriations for the Navy, and it is appropriate at this 
time, possibly, that I make the remarks I have in mind. I 
call the attention of those who are interested in the subject 
to the fact that on January 9, in the course of my remarks, 
I discussed at some length the subject of war—wars we have 
had and wars we are going to have. 

If you will examine my remarks of January 9 you will 
find that in that discussion I quoted not my opinions but 
the opinions of men known throughout the world on this 
subject of another world war and how imminent it is at 
the present time. It is more important than the subject of 
communism, which has been debated in the last few min- 
utes, because that, to me, is more of an idle threat, however 
worthy of consideration, than anything serious to this coun- 
try at the present time, while war is a present overshadow- 
ing threat. I am not an alarmist but have laid before you 
world conditions that should have the careful study of every 
Member of Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, there are those who view with alarm the 
failure of our Navy to be on a “parity ” with England, yet 
only once in past history were we in war with England, and 
then only to help England. That is the reasonable purpose 
of “parity —to help England in her wars. With century- 
old rivals at her doors and Canada unprotected at our own, 
it is the wildest fancy to believe England will ever give us 
occasion for war. 

Naval “ parity ” is to help England, not to hurt her, and 
I submit the passage of resolutions such as I propose should 
do much to save ourselves, England, and civilization un- 
measured billions of dollars, where our hearts are, and un- 
told suffering and sorrow to humanity, where they should be. 

In the words of a distinguished statesman, I quote from 
Senator Bonan's speech of March 1, 1921, wherein he says: 

The Navy as a negotiator of peace has never been a success; as 
a negotiator of war it has had no equal. 

In my speech of January 9 on “wars” this subject was 
discussed at length. 

Here are two proposed resolutions that I am offering to- 
day, not with the expectation that they will be passed by 
this body at this time, but they are offered for considera- 
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tion. The first is a House joint resolution, not the creature 
of my own mind alone, but suggested in part by those who 
know far more about international conditions than I do, 
although I have some knowledge from traveling throughout 
Europe. The resolutions speak for themselves. 


[Seventy-first Congress, third session. House joint resolution in- 
troduced to-day in the House of Representatives] 


Joint resolution authorizing the President to call a conference of 
foreign governments 

Resolved, etc., That whereas the United States Government has 
entered into a peace treaty with 52 other nations, haying for its 
purpose the outlawing of war in the settlement of international 
disputes, and 

Whereas different conferences have been called by several of 
these governments for a reduction of naval armaments which 
have not resulted in the material gains hoped for toward the 
solution of problems covered by the Kellogg peace treaty: 
Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the President of the United States is authorized 
and requested to invite the Governments of Great Britain, France, 
Italy, Germany, and Japan, together with such other governments 
as may be advisable, that have signed the Kellogg treaty for 
outlawing war, to send representatives to a conference that shall 
be charged with the duty of promptly entering into an under- 
standing or agreement on any or all of the following subjects, 
to wit: s 

First. The respective governments so represented agree not to 
permit any public or private interests therein hereafter to render 
military or naval aid to any belligerents either by selling or 
otherwise disposing of any ships, arms, munitions, or other war 
supplies to such belligerents or by gifts or loans of any money 
or property to those engaged in war. 

Second. That prior to engaging in any war, excepting to repel 
invasion, any of these governments intending to declare war shall 
give written notice through diplomatic channels to different gov- 
ernments joined in such agreement or treaty, that no declaration 
of war or breaking of diplomatic relations shall occur until first 
submitted to the electorate of such governments wherever the 
right to popular vote exists. Where such right does not exist, 
n notice of 30 days of the proposed declaration of war shall be 
given to the respective signatories before any act of aggression 
occurs on the part of such government, 

Third. That no military enlistments or assembling of new bodies 
of armed men shall be undertaken by any of the governments 
parties hereto for a period of one year after the signing of such 
agreement except for the purpose of repelling invasion. 

Fourth. That in an effort to carry out the provisions of the 
Kellogg peace treaty all naval building operations of the several 
governments parties to such agreement shall cease within 60 days 
after the signing of the agreement and a 1-year naval building 
holiday shall occur with the parties to such agreement. 

Fifth, That the governments so represented shall be requested 
to consider any further questions that may properly come within 
the purview of the Kellogg peace treaty, with public announce- 
ment from time to time of any agreements that have been 
reached and which thereafter may be submitted to the respective 
governments, so represented, for ratification. 


Here is the other resolution, not for other governments, 
but for our own consideration, also introduced to-day: 

Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of 
each House concurring therein), That the following article is pro- 
posed as an amendment to the Constitution, which shall be valid 
to all intents and p as part of the Constitution when rati- 
fied by the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States. 

Congress shall have power to declare war only after the proposi- 
tion shall have been submitted by the President to the several 
States and a majority of the States, at general or special elections 
called by the governors thereof, shall have approved the same. 
This amendment shall not be construed to prevent the President 
from using the Army and Navy to suppress insurrections and to 
repel invasions. 

The right of the people to be secure in their persons shall not 
be violated by conscription or forced military service, but when 
public safety demands Congress may provide for forced military 
service on the North American Continent, and in no other place. 


Mr. Chairman, if you will read my remarks of January 
9 I am convinced you will be satisfied, from the number and 
high character of authorities quoted, that war is imminent; 
and certainly, if war comes in Europe, we are going to get 
into that same war. 

The World War, in which we played a small part, cost our 
Government $36,000,000,000. The next war chapter, it is 
prophesied, will be written within two decades, possibly one. 

A New York Times article, dated February 1, 1931, says: 

The World War cost the. world 23,000,000 human lives and 
$200,000,000,000 in gold before peace came. The toll of the next 


may mean extermination, for it will be waged against population 
centers with gas bombs. 


Reference to the inception, prosecution, and results of the 
World War are briefly offered, only to furnish a picture of 
what will again happen, unless all signs fail. When an 
Austrian official was shot in Serbia in 1914 not one Ameri- 
can in a hundred believed our own Government would soon 
be raising 4,000,000 men to fight in that war. Two years 
after the Serbian incident Wilson was reelected President 
because he kept us out of war, yet six months after his elec 
tion we were in that war. 8 

The World War would not have involved this country 
easily without flerce propaganda by press and pictures, 
much of which was untrue. It recounted cutting off ears 
and hands of Belgian children, ravaging of women, pow- 
dered glass in foodstuffs, poison wells, and stacked arms in 
basements of my own State, with countless other sensational 
statements, calculated to arouse hate and passion. 

Overwhelmed by a storm of demands for war, that sup- 
ported President Wilson’s ultimatum, Congress then de- 
clared war. Without discussing the justification for that 
war or water passed over the wheel we were then assured it 
was waged for self-determination of European peoples, “a 
war to save civilization ” and “ a war to end wars.” When it 
was concluded we learned that secret treaties, old race en- 
mities, the Bagdad Railway, free passage of the Dardanelles, 
control of Alsace-Lorraine, African colonization, commer- 
cial rivalries, and a dozen other causes were involved in the 
European conflict, in which international opinion was 
divided as to whether Germany, Russia, or France was the 
real aggressor. 

For years Germany, Russia, England, and France had 
been feverishly preparing for war. The Czar, Kaiser, and 
practically all leading characters in that war have long 
since dropped out of the picture. Several great monarchies 
of Europe were changed into a communistic or dictatorship 
form of government, while a dozen years after that war 
unrest in the world at large is greater than ever before in 
all history. 

From a peaceful commercial people we were rudely awak- 
ened in 1917 by a summons that declared all opposition to 
war purposes and war methods was unpatriotic. 

In a world-mad war Wisconsin’s great leader was in the 
thick of the fray, never surrendering his convictions nor 
swerving from the fearless course pursued in both peace or 
war. No tribute of praise can ever do justice to the courage 
of La Follette, who stood undaunted to the end. 

Realizing the futility of raising an American volunteer 
army to fight in Europe, the Army Staff, aided by powerful 
propaganda, put into effect an ironclad conscription law 
for the first time in our history that assumed to take all the 
physically fit man power of the Nation and send it to war. 
Conscription of property, an idle promise or threat, never 
was attempted in that war; but from a peaceful people we 
were immediately transformed into a warring nation second 
to none. 

From a number of years’ experience in the Regular Army 
and Wisconsin National Guard, I believed I fairly under- 
stood the meaning of war. Members of our family had 
served in wars from the days of the Revolution down to the 
last war, often with casualties; but when once in the war, 
all agreed, we had to win it. 

The Thirty-second Division, composed of Wisconsin and 
Michigan soldiers, reported over 13,000 casualties in that war, 
indicating the character of service our own troops were 
called upon to render. A company from my little home city 
lost 88 men in France, either killed in action or died from 
other causes. These fatalities out of about 500 replacements 
indicate what real war means, and is mentioned only because 
of its bearing on the next war. 

A record of war profiteering at home and of official inca- 
pacity while our soldiers were in France was disclosed by 
the report of a House committee of 15 members made up 
of 5 subcommittees. After 19 months of war and an ex- 
penditure of over $500,000,000 for airplanes, Secretary of 
War Baker testified before the subcommittee of which I 
was chairman that not one fighting plane of American man- 
ufacture ever reached the battle front. 
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Our aviators, among the greatest in that war, used Spads, 
Sopwiths, and other planes procured from our allies, all of 
whom needed planes. This is referred to because of its bear- 
ing on the next war, to be fought with nations like our own, 
all of which are now engaged in the “ preparedness” race. 

Loss of life, loss of jobs, of business prospects, and of moral 
standards due to war influences are always an accompani- 
ment of such conflicts. If any direct benefit came to any 
community other than employees of munitions factories and 
cost-plus contractors, it was infinitesimal compared with the 
losses. 

It has been estimated that around 80 per cent of all our 
present Government’s expenses are occasioned by past wars 
and preparedness programs. Over $900,000,000 annually is 
now required for hospitalization, pensions, and like relief, 
while over $1,000,000,000 yearly average is an item for mili- 
tary and naval expenditures, including our present naval 
“ parity ” program. 

Mr. Chairman, the United States that initiated all the re- 
duction of armament conferences, including the Kellogg 
peace treaty signed by 53 nations, now leads the world in its 
naval expenditures. 

This brief résumé of the World War furnishes a picture not 
easily forgotten. It shows the extent of human selfishness 
and demand for human sacrifice by those who do not fight, 
and economic distress of this present day, to a large degree 
traceable to that war. What are we going to do in the next 
European war and when may that occur? 

We are now confronted with positive evidence that another 
European war is in the making with a strong probability 
that our own country may become involved. 

A picture following the World War discloses strong oppo- 
sition to any veterans’ relief bill to aid 3,500,000 surviving 
men, hundreds of thousands of whom are to-day out of em- 
ployment and in needy circumstances, according to testi- 
mony of General Hines. Great financiers of the country, 
including Secretary Mellon; Roberts, of the National City 
Bank; Reynolds, of the Continental Bank, of Chicago; Owen 
Young, author of the German reparations’ plan, and others 
have expressed, with but one exception, business danger over 
any material relief to these war veterans. That is a com- 
mentary on our lack of gratitude when military and naval 
expenses during the next fiscal year are to reach around 
a billion dollars. 

The likelihood of an impending European conflict and the 
feverish efforts of our own and foreign governments to reach 
another great “preparedness” program is beyond doubt. 
All these preparations follow close after the Kellogg peace 
treaty to outlaw war which pact, I repeat, was signed by 53 
nations. 

On January 9 many high authorities were cited by me in 
the ConGrEessionaL Recorp to show that another European 
war now threatens to involve the world. Only brief refer- 
ence can be made here to such predictions. 

Frank Simonds, famous war correspondent; William 
Simms, Henry Adams, Gibbons, George Adam, and a dozen 
other authorities were there quoted, including a recognized 
world-wide observer, H. G. Wells, who says of the next war: 

Some sort of accident might happen next year or the year after; 
it is as close as that, 

Stalin, dictator of all Russia, said two months ago: 

Europe to-day is like an armed camp, with more money for 
armaments wrung each year from nations now half bankrupt. 
Things can't go on like that; the breaking point must come. 

General Pershing said recently: 


The Great War was called a war which would end wars, yet how 
many disastrous wars have been fought—and how many others 
seem in the process of making. 


Speaking on Armistice Day, Coolidge said of the World 
War: 


No nation profited by it. destruction of life, the maimed 
reaching 


mise: 
catastrophe to envelop the world. 
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From many other writers and magazines also quoted the 
following paragraph from a recent “ Liberty editorial ” sums 
up the situation: 

The last war decided nothing * * * the same hatreds, ani- 
mosities, and fears that inspire wars between nations continues 
throughout Europe. * * * European war is not alone a pos- 
sibility, it is a certainty, as any European traveler knows. * * + 
If war comes, will we be in or can we keep out?? The 
junkers in England, Japan, France, Italy, and loudest of all in 
the United States, demand great preparedness. Germany and 


Russia had it in 1914. What was the result and what will be the 
next harvest? 


My own judgment, after visiting practically every country 
in Europe on one or more occasions, is that these predictions 
are not exaggerations. Eminent military authorities declare 
that 30,000,000 men are now under arms throughout the 
world to-day, or double the number prior to the World War. 

Commander Kenworthy, of the Royal Navy, has said 
within 30 days that “ before the war to end wars,” $3,500,000,- 
000 was spent annually for war purposes by the world, but 
to-day we are annually spending $5,000,000,000, despite 
limitations of armaments by Germany and in the midst of 
a world-wide economic crisis. 

. The United States expended $319,665,000 for war purposes 
in 1916. In 1929 we spent for war “ preparedness” $781,- 
463,000, or over 140 per cent annual increase within about 
a dozen years. Last year the United States expended for 
naval purposes 40 per cent more money than Great Britain, 
200 per cent more than Japan, 270 per cent more than 
France, and 600 per cent more than Italy. These figures 
disclose the warlike attitude of our Government, not in- 
fluenced by the Kellogg peace treaty, which we recently 
initiated. They indicate the heavy unexplained tax burden 
placed on the American people to support another war. 

After our Government has initiated several reduction of 
armament conferences, together with the recent Kellogg 
treaty, we find we are now about to build over 100,000 in- 
creased naval tonnage to reach “ parity” with England at 
a cost of far more than a billion dollars. England agreed 
to reduce her naval tonnage 140,000 tons to reach that 
promised “ parity.” However, not one ton reduction in her 
navy will occur because of a reservation in the London treaty 
based on the conduct of France that is building 46,000 of 
warships and Italy that is breaking all records with 100,777 
increased tons of fighting ships. 

No one imagines England, with Canada unprotected on 
our northern border, will ever challenge our own Govern- 
ment to war, but if England is involved in the next war, 
and that is practically certain to occur, then our Navy will 
be expected again to help England in that war. 

Another Lord Northcliffe will arise and another powerful 
propaganda will overwhelm us to see that we are aligned 
with the British Government. Once war is declared, our 
soldiers and our Navy will again be in another “ war to end 
wars.” That seems to be the inevitable conclusion of the 
present drift toward war. 

Mr. Chairman, the United States adopted a real conscrip- 
tion law for the first time in 1917 to secure an army for 
foreign service, although England, Canada, and other gov- 
ernments refused to draft their man power for that war. 
Without conscription, comparatively few volunteers would 
have enlisted for a European war. Without conscription, it 
is safe to say few volunteers would have gone to fight in the 
trenches at a dollar a day with a possibility of 50 per cent 
casualties, or more than one-half of a single division dis- 
abled. That was the loss suffered by the Thirty-second 
Division of the Wisconsin and Michigan troops a little over 
a decade ago, when the reported casualties reached 13,936, 
with 2,660 killed in action or died of wounds. 

With conscription the number of men drafted for the next 
war may double the 4,000,000 who served in the last war to 
end wars. No one could successfully challenge the right of 
our Government to draft 20,000,000 men if need be to repel 
invasion, but all the world can not bring armies to our 
shores that would endanger our own Government. 

Every attempt in this country and in the world at large 
to stem the war spirit has failed, but it is not entirely hope- 
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less, and possibly a ray of promise may occur in a suggestion 
that should be made. If this seems to be a violent proposal, 
then let me again recall the article previously quoted from 
the New York Times: 

The World War cost the world 23,000,000 human lives and 
$200,000,000,000 in gold before peace came. The toll of the next 
may mean extermination, for it will be waged against population 
centers with gas bombs. 

It is a sad commentary on our civilization with that record 
before us, and a Kellogg peace treaty, signed by 52 other 
nations within the past three years, all inspired by this Gov- 
ernment, that we now face another threatened conflict 
which may destroy or change the form of many govern- 
ments through a second world-wide war catastrophe. 

Mr. Chairman, those who are responsible in House and 
Senate for our foreign-relation policy as affected by con- 
gressional action may have prior right to urge any resolution 
concerning those relations, and I well remember it was the 
Senator from Idaho, Senator Boram, who, by amendment to 
an appropriation bill, started the series of conferences which 
had for their purpose the mutual reduction of armaments. 

When President Harding and Secretary of State Hughes 
opened the first conference in Washington the hopes of all 
governments there represented were high that a real move 
for international peace had been started, destined to enlist 
the support and sympathy of the entire world—for the dis- 
tressed people of every nation wanted peace. 

Any failure to meet that end was due as much to fears of 
yielding advantage to possible rivals in the future as to 
century-old jealousies that laid foundations for the next war 
in the treaty of Versailles from which these nations had 
recently emerged. 

A few days ago, on February 9, British Foreign Secretary 
Henderson said that if the people want disarmament and 
exert their will they can compel results. He also said: 

FEMI TE Sa ha eet T ee fo ek Se 
It will be fought by aircraft using poison gas; * * * by air 
attacks against great centers of 5 and population. 

He says that disarmament, not preparedness, alone can 
stop war. 

Every conference has been disappointing to those who 
expected frankness and a spirit of sacrifice would govern 
its proceedings. It has been an agreement entered into by 
nations that alternately have been allies or enemies for 
centuries. 

Any agreement was a distinct advance, but instead of 
seeking to shave down a battleship here and a cruiser or 
submarine there or removing fortifications and forces by 
any rule of thumb, would it not be better to try a plan 
that if agreed to will be a long step toward world peace? 

Mr. Chairman, according to many high authorities quoted 
in the Record of January 9, another world war is in the 
making. It is evident that no genuine reduction of arma- 
ments will be had. On the contrary the race was never so 
hard and the end never more certain. 

I repeat when the Kellogg peace treaty was signed 53 
nations were agreed that war should be outlawed. It was 
more than a gesture, yet no concrete proposal has been 
agreed upon to offer a break in the suspicions and fears 
born of countless scraps of paper. 

With that thought I have introduced a resolution for an- 
other and different conference. It proposes to take from 
belligerents the sinews of war by revising archaic interna- 
tional usage which only fans the flames, and in its stead 
by mutual agreement to prevent any contributions public 
or private of war aid either by war munitions or by money 
or property that are as necessary to war as blood to the 
body. A military and naval holiday instead of comparative 
measurements of ships and guns would be calculated to in- 
spire mutual confidence in peace purposes. 

Other conferences may be had, the more the better; but 
let this effort be to stop the mad race in armaments so 
that nations will be unafraid to inaugurate needed econo- 
mies in their governments and turn their spears into plow- 
shares. 

A recent reduction of Japanese naval appropriations fol- 
lowed, I trust, by naval slashes in the naval bill under con- 


sideration will give more confidence of peaceful purposes 

than volumes of speeches and treaties to outlaw war un- 

orate by acts to convince the world of our good inten- 
ons. 

Mr. Chairman, it may be a far-fetched hope to believe the 
second resolution for our own national conduct will permit 
“ preparedness champions to yield to the people who pay 
the bills and fight, a right to decide when foreign wars 
shall be fought. They are the ones who pay the price; 
they love their country and are as patriotic as those they 
send here to represent them. Why should not the people 
vote their instructions? 

Congress surrounded by hysterical propagandists and 
often influenced by a controlling Executive message does 
not carry out the people's will, but that of the Executive's 
by its war declarations. The constitutional provision has 
become a war liability when the decision is left to Congress. 

A farcical pretense of conscription of property has been 
completely abandoned. Why not abandon conscription of 
man power rather than send our boys again to fight in 
Europe? That would insure our refusal to join the next 
war. By every right of life, liberty, and the pursuit of hap- 
piness conscription should be abolished excepting to repel 
invasion. 

If we set an example for the world, it will invite the world’s 
confidence in our good intentions. If Junkers wish to fight, 
let us send them to the trenches as brave volunteers who 
have the courage of their convictions, but let them be placed 
in the front to enjoy a novel experience, where, by example 
as well as by precept, they can say, “ Come in” rather than 
“Go in.“ I submit these resolutions for your consideration. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. KETCHAM]. 

Mr. KETCHAM. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of 
the committee, there is a right way and there is a wrong way 
to do a very worthy act. There has been very much said 
and something done within the last few weeks in the matter 
of relief of distress in Arkansas. Some of the things that 
have been done and some of the things that have been said 
elsewhere, it seems to me, have hindered rather than helped 
in the splendid campaign in behalf of this worthy cause. 

I have arisen for a few moments to tell you of one right 
way which has just been demonstrated in my home district. 
I particularly call attention to the sequence of dates, because 
that sequence illustrates how the human heart, individually 
or collectively, really responds when once it gets thoroughly 
interested in any proposition. Down in the city of Helena, 
Ark., in Phillips County, in the district of my colleague [Mr. 
Driver] lives at the present time a lady who formerly lived 
in the city of Benton Harbor, Mich. On February 4 she sent 
the following telegram: 

HELENA, ARK., February 4, 1931. 
NeEws-PALLADIUM, 
Benton Harbor, Mich.: 

There is urgent need of food for school children in this district. 
Conditions deplorable. Any food will be distributed through Mrs. 
Bertha Sanders, county superintendent of schools, care of court- 
house, and I assure you no more kindly deed could be done by 
your community. Deep appreciation. 

Mrs. JOSEPH Harr. 


There is a note under the telegram, published in the news- 
paper from which I have read it, that Mrs. Hart was 
formerly Miss Harriet Hurst and for some time served the 
First Congregational Church in Benton Harbor as young 
people’s director; also that she has lived in Arkansas for 
several years. 

That telegram reached the city of Benton Harbor on the 
4th of February. On the 5th of February the News- 
Palladium carried the story in headlines such as I show you. 
The response from that community was immediate and 
very wonderful. All over the county, and, indeed, all over 
that section of the State, responses came in, and while it 
was intended in the first place simply to dispatch one 
truck load of food and various other needed supplies to 
this particular city for these particular children, after they 
had it all assembled there were five truck loads of material. 
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Instead of a week or 10 days being taken to accomplish this 
wonderful thing, on Saturday, the 7th, following the receipt 
of the telegram on the 4th, the “ autocade,” as it was called 
by the newspaper, started on its way from Benton Harbor, 
on an 800-mile trip, down to Helena, Ark., and was ex- 
pected to arrive in that city on the Monday following. 
[Applause.] 

To indicate to you how deeply the community was stirred, 
many of its representative citizens laid aside their duties 
for the time and responded as Michigan folks and other 
folks like Michigan folks—and we are all of that sort—do 
when an appeal is made in the proper way. In this con- 
nection I am pleased to refer to the little village of Covert, 
of only about 300 inhabitants. It heard through the 
columns of the newspaper of this very worthy enterprise 
being undertaken by the good people of Benton Harbor and 
Berrien County, and the people of that village also laid 
aside their ordinary cares and in one day collected together 
more than a truck load of supplies, and sent word to Benton 
Harbor that their truck would be down there to join the 
“autocade on its way to Arkansas. 

So on Monday of this week, and if not on Monday then 
certainly on Tuesday, this fleet of trucks reached Helena in 
charge of the mayor of the city of Benton Harbor, preceded 
by a trooper assigned to the task of escorting the auto- 
cade” down there by the governor of the State. As they 
went down through the country upon the sides of the 
various trucks was displayed the character of the expedi- 
tion. The mayor himself, a very eloquent gentleman, was 
authorized to extend to the citizens of Helena and/ through 
them to the citizens of Arkansas the real sympathy and 
appreciation that our people have for those good folks down 
there. 

Over 20 tons of food supplies were collected within this 
surprisingly short time and all the necessary details for 
transportation were likewise planned. A ton of sugar, a 
ton of flour and corn meal, a half ton of rice, a ton of navy 
beans, a half ton of concentrated honey, a ton of canned 
tomatoes, several tons of farm produce and miscellaneous 
food products made up the bulk of the shipment. It is 
estimated that a ton of jam and jelly alone was contributed 
out of the abundance of such delicacies produced in this 
great fruit section. Nearly $500 was collected in cash gifts 
outside the regular Red Cross subscription of the community 
which had already been made. A characteristic touch is 
afforded in the message from the boys and girls of Benton 
Harbor to the boys and girls of Phillips County to accompany 
the school collection of $90 which was sent: 

To the boys and girls of Phillips County, Ark.: 

DEAR FELLOW STUDENTS: Like pirates of old, we, the boys and 
girls of Benton Harbor, Mich., have been on a treasure hunt for 
coins, big and small—pennies, nickels, and dimes. 

Since we believe that buried treasure brings good to no one 
we are sending our treasure to you. 

Kindergartners, grade pupils, high-school students, and teach- 
ers have unearthed treasure and hoarded it in this sack to be 
speeded many miles across the States to you in Arkansas. 

With every coin in this bag goes a message of good will and 
sympathy from the ones who gladly contributed. 

We hope that the enjoyment you receive from this treasure is 
as great as that which we have experienced in sending it. 

With all sincerity, from 
THE Bors AND GIRLS OF THE BENTON HARBOR SCHOOLS. 


The truck transportation was provided by local firms and 
local companies furnished the necessary gas and oil for the 
trip. Greetings were sent by the secretary of Benton Harbor 
Chamber of Commerce to like organizations in Cairo, Mem- 
phis, and Helena. A final touch was given to the expedi- 
tion by a little colored lad who rushed up to the editor of the 
News-Palladium and said, as he thrust a dollar bill into the 
editor’s hand: “Send this down; it’s all I can afford, but 
I want it to go.” 

Such in incomplete outline is the story of how one com- 
munity responds to the need of another when a proper 
appeal is made. 

Mr. Chairman, I have not taken this time in order to 
boast to you as to the character of response that comes 
from our own people when real need is established, but I 
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wished to pay our home people a deserved tribute, and par- 
ticularly to emphasize again that there is a right way and 
there is a wrong way to do a thing that is entirely worthy 
and which ought to be done. I think if those high in au- 
thority, not here but in other places, those who have been 
acting as spokesmen for these areas, had used the tact and 
judgment of this fine lady who simply outlined the situa- 
tion to her old friends back in her home town, there would 
have been a much readier response, and we would not have 
delayed so long as we have been delayed in this matter of 
providing what the Congress has seen fit to provide in the 
way of relief. I sincerely hope that the good people of 
Arkansas will come to know that some of those who have 
spoken in her behalf have hindered rather than advanced 
the cause we all desired to aid. I am particularly happy to 
speak these sentiments, which I feel sure are the sentiments 
of our own people, because there has always been a particular 
bond of sympathy between Arkansas and Michigan. We 
are what are called twins in the great family of States. 
Arkansas was admitted to the Union in 1836 and Michigan, 
a Northern State, in 1837. And I say to the Representatives 
of Arkansas who are now upon the floor, honoring me with 
their presence, that any time that the people of Arkansas 
speak the word spoken by this most estimable lady in 
Helena, Ark., and speak it in the same spirit, not only one 
community, but hundreds of communities will respond as 
has this fine community of Benton Harbor; but when spokes- 
men for Arkansas stand, not here but elsewhere, and be- 
smear and belittle and berate everything that the people 
of Michigan hold dear, we can not be blamed for withhold- 
ing the largess which our hearts prompt us to pour out 
so lavishly when once the proper sources are touched in the 
proper way. 

I close as I began, by saying that there is a right way and 
an entirely wrong way to do a thing that is worthy. [Ap- 
plause.] I commend our good people and say that this is 
but an illustration of what we will always do when similar 
occasions arise and when similar appeals are made. 

Mr, GLOVER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan has expired. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Driver]. 

Mr. DRIVER. Mr. Chairman, the most tragic aspect of 
the unfortunate economic conditions prevailing in the 
drought-stricken areas is to be found in the great number 
of undernourished children in the public schools, the plight 
of whom were responsible for disclosing to a degree the 
widespread distress existing generally. The spontaneous and 
generous response of the citizens of Benton Harbor and its 
vicinity in Michigan to the appeal of that splendid character 
formerly residing there, and now domiciled in the district 
which I represent, the lady mentioned by my distinguished 
colleague from Michigan [Mr. Ketcuam], supported by the 
accurate portrayal of conditions and a soul-stirring appeal 
from the pen of the gifted editor of the Helena World, will 
contribute to the elimination of much of the suffering which 
exists, and securely places her and those citizens who were 
moved by their humane impulses at her call, in the 
affections of the people there. It will not be necessary to 
erect monuments of stone and granite in memory of this 
most kindly act on the part of the citizens of Michigan, the 
twin State of Arkansas, but their names and generous acts 
are enshrined in the hearts of the people and will ever be 
cherished by them. These people not only gathered from 
their storehouses 20 tons of food, but they loaded the same 
on trucks and personally transported this relief over the 
highways and delivered the same to the city, thus avoiding 
even the expense of its transportation, and received person- 
ally at the hands of the beneficiaries the expression of the 
gratitude of the people. With the gift was one of special 
significance in the form of a donation by the school children 
of Benton Harbor amounting to $96, represented by pennies 
voluntarily contributed by these more fortunate children of 
the sister State. It is my hope that the name of the donors, 
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many in number as it must be, will be furnished to the 
school authorities of Helena to be posted and preserved as 
a roll of honor. 

I take this opportunity of further acknowledging the gen- 
erous contribution of food and feedstuff from the States of 
Nebraska, Iowa, Montana, Colorado, and Texas. Altogether 
there has entered the State and been distributed to its suf- 
fering citizens 117 carloads, amounting in value to many 
thousands of dollars, which supplement the contributions 
of our great relief organization, the Red Cross, in caring for 
the unfortunate people. 

I indorse and support the compromise effected, through 
which the establishment of credit agencies are made pos- 
sible, and the people bankrupted through the ravages of the 
drought may be permitted to remain on the farms and re- 
habilitate themselves. It is not my purpose to attempt to 
construe the language of the Secretary of Agriculture in the 
letter to the chairman of the Appropriations Committee, or 
to offer an opinion on the definition of the phrases in the 
letter of the President addressed to Senator ROBINSON of 
Arkansas. I could indulge the hope that the language of 
the amendment would be so definite and unequivocable that 
no controversy could arise in its administration. 

Such communications express the purpose of a sympa- 
thetic administration of the law, and such assurance comes 
from sources fully and reliably informed of the actual con- 
ditions sought to be relieved against. This information 
comes from the selected representatives of the Executive; 
the Secretary of Agriculture through the complete survey 
made by his staff; from reports coming to the Red Cross, 
and made available to the President and his Secretary of 
Agriculture; and the mass of evidence entering into the 
Recor at the instance of the Representatives from the af- 
fected areas presenting a complete picture of the conditions 
existing and leaving only a proper and effective method of 
relief to be applied. I regard it highly important that this 
compromise be enacted into law at the earliest possible mo- 
ment in order that the necessary administrative organiza- 
tion be created and provision made for expeditious opera- 
tions in the drought-stricken territory. 

The farming season is just around the corner. It is most 
unfortunate that this recognition of the demands was re- 
fused when the seed loan bill was under consideration. To 
those familiar with the actual conditions its failure was no 
surprise. Such theory of relief could not apply to the con- 
ditions existing in the cotton-producing areas where the 
credit system prevails and the security dealt with in most 
instances is the crop to be produced, the sole security of 
tenant farmers, and when that asset is mortgaged, is ex- 
hausted, and is of such character that a subsequent lien is 
impossible to place. 

In the administration of the feed and seed act a first 
mortgage was required, and therefore, when executed, de- 
nied the participant of the fund the possibility of securing 
necessary means with which to cultivate his crop. It is 
therefore not surprising that but few loans are made, and 
that a very limited amount of the sum provided can be 
utilized. In fact, the setting up of a credit structure is the 
one system through which an answer can be given to the 
actual demands. 

These people do not want a gift if an alternative is 
offered. They were and are ready to enter into obligations 
in good faith, and to use their every energy to meet such 
obligations. They are ready to offer a mortgage on their 
energies to be used in crop production. There was no fail- 
ure on their part in 1930. They cultivated the usual num- 
ber of acres; they expended the usual amount of money and 
labor thereon; they invested their capital and energies, but 
due to conditions over which they had no control it was to 
no useful purpose. The only crop produced even in the most 
favored sections of the stricken areas was cotton, and that 
at a cost of 334% per cent more than market values. 

Tn consequence the tenant could not pay the landlord, and 
the landlord could not pay the banker and merchant, with 
the result the merchant is bankrupt and the bank is closed. 
The few remaining open were forced to freeze their deposits 
thereby tying up the small reserves of those removed from 
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the immediate cause of distress. The banks are unable to 
extend aid to their communities. Practically every dollar 
entering into crop production during the present year must 
be from borrowed capital from without such areas, and 
upon the only available security, the crops to be produced. 
Expressions of dissatisfaction over the compromise ars 
heard from the representatives of the cities, where the 
unemployed present a problem of serious consequence. 

No Representative dealing with the distressed in the 
drought areas can withhold any measure of sympathy for 
the distressed in the cities and hope that a satisfactory solu- 
tion may be provided, and I will support measures to such 
end. While on all fours in the character of distress, the 
treatment of the problem necessarily widely differs. To-day 
500,000 of the inhabitants of the State of Arkansas are de- 
pendent upon the Red Cross for food and raiment. More 
than 90 per cent are residing upon farm lands. Without 
financial resources from outside the State, 50 per cent of the 
land must remain idle, and which means that at least 50,000 
families will be without employment. These people are 
trained in agricultural pursuits, and have no experience or 
preparation to fit them to enter our industrial life, even 
though the opportunity would be afforded. But we know 
that present conditions are such that the opportunity is fore- 
closed against them, and therefore, without the means of cul- 
tivating their lands, they must remain a charge upon char- 
ity, either through continued contributions from the Red 
Cross or await the production of crops by their neighbors 
and share with them the fruits of their labors in order to 
live another year. Through avenues of credit these people 
can be put to work, and be enabled to produce foodstuffs for 
subsistence and make provision for another year. The same 
thing is not true of the unemployed of the cities where only 
a revival of business can apply, and I can conceive of no 
better contribution to that cause than will be made through 
affording these distressed farmers the opportunity of earn- 
ing money, which will give them a purchasing power with 
which to turn the wheels of industry. The State Senate of 
Arkansas has, by appropriate resolution, indorsed the com- 
promise agreement, and I concur in such expression. 
GENEROUS MICHIGAN FOLK IN CITY WITH FOOD FOR HeLENa—Oara- 

VAN OF FIVE TRUCKS FROM BENTON HARBOR, LOADED WITH CON- 


TRIBUTED FOOD, ACCOMPANIED BY MAYOR—NEWSPAPERS STARTED 

MOVEMENT 

Twenty tons of food given through the generosity of the people 
in and near Benton Harbor, Mich., to the drought-stricken school 
children of the area around Helena, will leave Memphis this 
morning in a caravan of five trucks which left Benton Harbor 
Saturday morning. 

The trucks were lent by their owners, some of whom also drove 
them through, loaded with 3 tons of flour, 3 tons of canned 
tomatoes, 5 tons of other canned fruits and vegetables, 100 
bushels of potatoes, an equal amount of onions, as well as honey, 
butter, jelly, corn meal, rolled oats, and hampers of fresh string 
beans. 


NEWSPAPERS STARTED IT 


Two newspapers were the means of bringing the need in Arkan- 
sas to the attention of the good people of Benton Harbor. C. M. 
Rogers, editor of the Helena World, sent articles on the plight of 
the school children to many papers. His story was put on the 
front page of the Benton Harbor News Palladium. The story was 
especially appealing to Chester Curtis, a fruit grower of Millburg, 
near Benton Harbor. A week ago he went to the office of the Ben- 
ton Harbor paper and offered to drive his truck to Helena if others 
would give supplies. 

A telephone call to C. M. Young, publisher of the Helena paper, 
informed them that food was the greatest need and the next day 
Curtis’s offer and the fact that food was especially needed was 
printed. This story unloosed a deluge of food. 


GIFTS POUR IN 


Women raided their pantries of the winter’s canned-food supply. 
Canning factories gave cases of their best products. Growers of 
fruits and vegetables in this area which supplies a large part of 
Chicago’s food supply, dug into their bins and storage houses, and 
the school children gave pennies. Their gifts of $96, all in pennies, 
is a part of the caravan burden. 

Before the next issue of the paper more food had been given 
than could be crowded onto Curtis’s truck. Then another truck 
was volunteered and filled to overflowing, and finally a third truck. 
When it came Saturday morning and the trucks were to start, two 
additional trucks had to be obtained. 

DRIVERS PAY OWN WAY 


These men are driving without pay and paying their own way 
en route. 
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Mrs. Curtis with her husband, the only woman in the 
party. John J. Sterling, mayor of Benton Harbor, joined the cara- 
van, and Walter Kritlow, of the Michigan State Police, was dele- 
gated to represent Wilbur Brucker, Governor of Michigan. L. R. 
White, city editor of the News Palladium, is 8 his paper. 

Other members of the party are Jay Rogers, R. J. Lavanway, 
Walter Allerton, Harold Lamrock, Sam G. and Mr. 
Walter and his son from Covert, which is near Benton Harbor. 

They drove all night Saturday, resting last night at Hotel Chisca. 
They expect to reach Helena about noon. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CLANCY]. 

Mr. CLANCY. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of 
the committee, two days ago the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Connery] very forcibly brought to the atten- 
tion of the House the invidious character of the amendment 
adopted by the Senate to the independent offices appropria- 
tion bill. This amendment was designed to prevent benefits 
being paid under the emergency officers’ retirement act to 
those employees of the Federal Government who are receiv- 
ing $2,000 or more salary per year. As the gentleman from 
Massachusetts pointed out, the Senate amendment does not 
contemplate those employees of State governments, munici- 
pal governments, nor those in private employ. 

I believe that the Senate amendment is unjust. I believe 
that it was adopted without a full comprehension of its effect, 
and most assuredly is indicative of poor judgment on the 
part of the Government, if such provision finally prevails. 
As my colleague, Roya, C. Jonnson, chairman of the World 
War Veterans’ Committee, has suggested, we must go slow 
in adopting amendments of this character. It is well known 
that Mr. Jonnson was uniformly against the enactment of 
the so-called Tyson-Fitzgerald Act, but he appreciates that 
these disabled veterans have assumed additional obligations 
since they have been placed on the retired list with pay, 
which they might not otherwise have assumed. 

I would like to tell the committee about Luther E. Ellis, 
regional manager of Veterans’ Bureau at Detroit, who was 
born in Butler, Ky. Captain Ellis found his way into the 
famous Twenty-sixth (Yankee) Division, the same division 
that my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Connery] belonged 
to. Captain Ellis served in the One hundred and second 
Infantry with my friend from Tennessee [Mr. REECE]. 
Luther Ellis also received the distinguished-service cross, 
and I find, upon inquiry—not from him, because he would 
never tell me—that— 

He. personally led his company against a strongly held enemy 
machine-gun position. During ddvances he was shot through 
the lungs, and when wounded his men halted to render him aid, 
but he ordered them forward. His le of gallantry con- 
tributed greatly to the success of the attack on Bois d’Ormont in 
the Meuse-Argonne on October 28, 1918. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, Captain Ellis is a very much disabled 
man, and he has been through that hell that so few of us 
on this floor have ever experienced. He was at the front 
continuously—not during the last few months of war, but 
from the very commencement of the American occupation 
of the front—joining the Twenty-sixth Division, I under- 
stand, sometime in April, 1918. 

It was just this type of gallant man that General Hines 
was lucky enough to find to head up the regional office of 
the Veterans’ Bureau at Detroit. He knows the difference 
between a worthy case and the case of the gold brick. He 
has the confidence and the cooperation of the veterans’ or- 
ganizations in Michigan. He also has the confidence of the 
delegation from Michigan. 

I am told only to-day that he made application but a few 
days prior to the expiration of the statutory limit for filing 
under the emergency officers’ retirement act, and it was only 
at the insistence of his colleagues that he should so file, 
because they knew that he was deserving. Now, the so- 
called Reed amendment would take this type of man and 
deprive him of the benefits which have been legally deter- 
mined his due, and yet leave on the retired list a man draw- 
ing greater benefits who is receiving $7,000 a year from a 
State government. 
very carefully you will find that in 1924 there was enacted 
a measure, brought out of the Military Affairs Committees 
of both the House and Senate, which permitted Regular Army 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


Moreover, I think if you look into it- 


FEBRUARY 11 


officers retired for disability to be employed by the Veterans’ 
Bureau and who might receive salaries in excess of $2,500 
per annum, and those men will not be affected by the so- 
called Reed amendment. 

I invite. the attention of the conferees from the House 
who will have for consideration the appropriation bill for 
the independent offices to this matter in order that they 
may not too hastily agree to the Senate amendment, for, 
Mr. Chairman, it is indeed loaded with dynamite. 

I am hopeful that there will be an opportunity to have a 
record vote on this amendment in the House if our con- 
ferees find it reasonably proper to accept such an awengi 
ment. [Applause.] 


Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. HUDDLESTON] 30 minutes. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Chairman, as I introduced the 
first bill and made the first speech in Congress in behalf of 
governmental relief for the existing destitution, I feel a 
natural interest in the course of legislation upon that sub- 
ject. It is with deep disappointment that I learn of the 
compromise which it is stated has-been made, under which 
such relief is to be confined to loans in the drought area—to 
loans only upon good security. 

STARVATION—FOOD FOR COMMUNISM 

I heard with close attention the remarks made a few 
minutes ago by the gentleman from New York [Mr. La- 
Guarpi1a] and the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
Bacumann] on the feeble demonstration of communists here 
on yesterday. 

As they spoke I asked myself why were the communists 
here yesterday instead of two years ago. The answer is 
obvious. They are trading upon the suffering and unrest 
throughout the country, and the hunger and despair which 
now prevails with millions of our fellow citizens. Human 
misery is the food on which communism thrives. The real 
enemy of communism is he who fights against the condi- 
tions which give it birth and which are essential to its ex- 
istence. More than all now do the people need to be made 
to feel that their Government is sympathetic and just and 
that their welfare is an object of its unfailing concern. 

The report of the special committee shows that they 
found very few communists. They comment on the fact 
that only a trifling and inconsiderable percentage of our peo- 
ple are adherents of communism. I believe it. So fas as I 
know, I never saw a real live communist in my life. I have 
seen plenty of radicals, but upon talking with them I found 
that most of them know about as little about communism as 
they do about democracy—they merely expressed an urge, 
with a patter about a “ dictatorship of the proletariat ” and 
a lot of nonsense which they themselves did not half com- 
prehend. The vast majority of our radicals are interested 
in better conditions for the poor and the masses, and not 
in “red” politics. 

“LET THE FITTEST SURVIVE” 


The Spencerian doctrine of “ laissez faire” is wholly re- 
spectable. I can understand how an honest and sincere man 
may believe in the harsh philosophy of Let it alone“; Let 
the fittest survive.“ He is supported by the facts of evolu- 
tion in the vegetable and animal kingdoms. Back of him is 
the thorny path which humanity has traveled through the 
dim centuries before the beginning of recorded history. That 
he may think it well to continue upon this road I can 
understand. I can respect him if he is consistent in that 
position. 

Arrayed on the other side against this cruel philosophy 
are all the ideals and all the kindly emotions of the human 
heart. Every impulse that men are willing to acknowledge, 
and the teachings of every respectable religion are against 
it. The admonitions lift up the fallen,” love thy neighbor 
as thyself,” and even “pray for them which despitefully 
use you,” are accepted as guides for conduct throughout the 
whole world. Furthermore, there is the fact that no civil- 
ized government has ever adhered to any such heartless 
principle. 

The doctrine of “laissez-faire” is respectable, and for 
those who adhere to it consistently I have nothing but re- 
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spect, but for those who seize upon it to excuse them from } less. It is safe to say that at least 10,000 persons in my 


some action demanded by the conscience of mankind, I havé 
nothing but contempt. [Applause.] 

From the beginnings of organized society men have had 
regard for the sufferings of their fellow creatures. Gov- 
ernments back to the beginning have always had regard 
for the starving and miserable among their citizens. Never 
in all history can it be said, unless it may now be said of the 
American Government, that a government has been oblivious 
of such suffering. 

For action upon the part of our Government for relief in 
time of emergent and widespread distress there are a multi- 
tude of precedents. From 1804 down to this moment our 
Government has responded on a hundred occasions for the 
relief of suffering and starving citizens. A page of the 
ReEcorD-would scarcely hold a complete list of these measures. 
We have succored not only our own distressed, but those of 
foreign lands. Never, so far as I know, in any important 
emergency except that which now confronts us, have those 
in control turned a deaf ear to the cries of misery and 
destitution. 

SHOCKING INCONSISTENCY 

We are now confronted by the spectacle of men in author- 
ity, who supported grants from the Treasury to feed famished 
Europeans, but who now refuse food to starving Americans. 
Let it alone,” they say; it is not the proper function of 
government to supply food even in a nation-wide emergency.” 
They place their feet upon high principle when it comes to 
food for our own citizens. They have used the public funds 
to subsidize shipping, aviation, and agriculture—they have 
spent millions in finding markets for our manufactures— 
they pride themselves in levying tariffs for the fostering of 
infant industries ”; they have voted away billions for pur- 
poses for which there is no direct warrant in the Constitu- 
tion, but they will not use one penny for the relief of a 
Starving citizen. Starving women and men by the hundred 
thousands stretch out their hands, and their answer is “ Let 
the fittest survive.” 

In all good conscience and logic, there can be no distinc- 
tion in political principle between a gift and a loan, nor 
between a loan to buy food and a loan for some other pur- 
pose. How can those justify themselves in principle who 
have loaned hundreds of millions to shipping and industry 
yet refuse a loan to buy bread for a starving child. 
They should be frank and say “It is the money we value— 
we fear the loan for food will not be repaid.” 

Those in authority lift up their hands and cry in horror, 
“Tt is a dole.” Just what is a dole? The original meaning 
of the word was “ portion,” from which it has come to mean 
“charity.” They refuse to give Government relief and 
say, “ Let the Red Cross care for the suffering.” Upon the 
pretense of high principle they refuse governmental charity 
and throw those who need it upon private charity. 

Their argument against giving Government aid is that it 
will undermine the thrift and morale of the beneficiary. In 
the name of all logic I ask, How is it that the morale, inde- 
pendence, and self-confidence of a starving man are more 
secure when the bread which he receives is given by private 
generosity than from the public funds? If a poor man must 
have help, surely he can receive it, when paid for by his 
Government, with his self-respect more secure than when 
it is drawn from private persons whose sympathy has been 
aroused by his sufferings. 

Those who oppose Government aid assert that the Red 
Cross will care for those in need. This is not true. The 
National Red Cross is giving no relief whatever outside of 
the drought area. Every cent of the funds of the Red Cross 
has been allocated to drought relief. Every cent of the $10,- 
000,000 being raised by the Red Cross by the present drive 
will be spent for drought relief. Every individual of the 
suffering millions in the cities, industrial sections, and terri- 
tory outside of the drought area must rely for succor wholly 
upon the communities in which they live. 

In Jefferson County, Ala., which I represent, the State 
employment commission estimated the unemployed in No- 
vember at 17,000. As many more are working half time or 
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county are in need of help to provide the normal neces- 
saries of life. For aid of these suffering thousands not a 
penny has come from any. outside source. They must be 
cared for by local charity. The local chapter of the Red 
Cross has no funds other than what it has received from the 
local community chest. 

The burden upon my community is made much heavier by 
the fact that apart from unemployment there is an in- 
tense local depression caused by the deflated building and 
real-estate booms—a dozen local banks have closed within a 
few months. It is a new community without great accumu- 
lation of capital. Scarcely an individual in it but whose in- 
come has been seriously impaired. My community is dupli- 
cated by numerous others throughout the country. 

THE COMPROMISE PROPOSAL 

I have in my hand the report of the committee on confer- 
ence upon the bill H. R. 14675, which, as passed by the Sen- 
ate, carried a provision for the appropriation of $25,000,000 
for the relief of the suffering and the destitute over the 
whole country. I notice that now there is presented a so- 
called “ compromise” by which it is proposed to restrict the 
appropriation, first, to make loans to individuals in the 
drought areas to assist “in forming local agricultural credit 
corporations,” and, second, to make loans to farmers ” for 
crop production and for further agricultural rehabilita- 
tion” in the drought areas, such loans to be “secured by 
liens on crops or by other security.” 

We have the interpretation by the committee that the 
$20,000,000 is for “loans ” secured by “liens on crops or by 
other security.” We have also the interpretation of the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture, by which he says, in part: 

A part of the normal agricultural credit operation in the drought 
area consists in financing from month to month by the landlord 
of his tenants. This financing goes to buy food and clothing, as 
well as for other purposes. It is principally this system which, due 
to a weakened banking structure, has broken down, thus depriving 
the community of the credit essential to economic recovery. 

The provision in the pending proposal would answer the needs 
of all of these who can offer security. 

Note the word “ security.” 

It is clear that the interpretation of Secretary Hyde is cor- 
rect. It is also certain that the committee on conference know 
the significance of the provision which they have reported. 

LOANS UPON GOOD SECURITY 

There are two things which are certain about this pro- 
posal. First, that not a penny of this $20,000,000 can be 
loaned outside of the drought area. Not one penny of it can 
be used in the industrial sections or in the cities or any- 
where else in this country, no matter how intense the suf- 
fering may be. That much is absolutely certain. 

The next thing that is certain about this proposal is that 
not a cent of the money is to be given away; not a cent of 
it can be loaned without security; it is to be loaned and the 
loans must be secured. The Secretary would be guilty of 
malfeasance if he should make a loan to a borrower unable 
to give security—more than that, he is charged with the 
duty to require good security for every loan—a security 
which will insure that the loan will be repaid. The man 
who has no security can not get one cent of this money 
even in the drought district. The poor, the propertyless, 
those who constitute the great class of our starving and 
suffering people, can not obtain as a loan or otherwise as 
much as one penny from this appropriation. 

They call this a “compromise.” From the standpoint of 
the starving millions in the industrial sections I say it is an 
abject surrender. From the standpoint of the millions of 
our people, the poor, tenant farmers, both whites and ne- 
groes, throughout the drought sections, it is not a compro- 
mise. It is a craven surrender. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. I yield. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. For days the newspapers 
have been stating that the leaders of both parties agree to 
this compromise. Some of us who read those newspapers 
do not understand who the leaders may be, but this is what 
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I am getting at: In that minority report, in which the con- 
ferees surrendered, they themselves stood on this floor ad- 
vocating that this relief be universal; yet they have now 
signed a minority report surrendering to another body or to 
the Executive. They are not my leaders. I will tell you that. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Who the leaders may be I do not 
know. My position, even in my own party, is so remote 
from the sources of decision that I can not even imagine 
who has made this decision. But let me say that any who 
may have agreed to such a craven policy do not lead me. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Nor me. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. And what is the “compromise ”? 
The best I can get is that to secure for those able to give it 
the poor privilege of a loan on good security it has been 
agreed that there shall be no extra session of Congress. An 
extra session may be called only by the President. He may 
call it if he will or he may leave it alone if he does not 
choose to call it. Oh, but they say, if the President does not 
make this concession, we will refuse to pass some essential 
measure and then in order to carry on the Government he 
will be forced to call an extra session; and they have sur- 
rendered this “privilege of filibustering” in order to get 
this concession. 

CONGRESS SHOULD BE IN SESSION 

To my mind, if Congress had the power to decide against 
an extra session and should so decide, it would be guilty of 
the grossest breach of duty. There is nothing so demanded 
by the emergency that confronts us now as that Congress, 
in this time of trial and the suffering of the people, should 
be in session. [Applause.] 

Who is it that does not want Congress to be in session? 
Who is it that does not trust the Representatives of the peo- 
ple to be in assembly where, if need be, they may act? It is 
not those who believe in the principles of democratic gov- 
ernment; it is not those who believe in the Preamble of 
the Declaration nor in the Constitution. It is not those who 
believe in the people and regard them as fit to rule them- 
selves. It is those who feel that they have an Adminis- 
tration that will look after their selfish class interests— 
they are unwilling to have the Representatives of the peo- 
ple here where the public interests and the general welfare 
may be protected. [Applause.] 

UNREST AND DISCONTENT WIDESPREAD 

Is it possible that there are those in our country who are 
dissatisfied with the small number of communists we have? 
Is it possible that there are those influential in the counsels 
of the Nation who want to make communists more plentiful? 

There is discontent in the country, plenty of discontent. 
In the main it is economic. Little, if any of it, is political. 
There is the unrest that grows out of suffering and hunger. 
There is the discontent which comes from sorrow and de- 
spair. Some of you know that I am in touch with kinds 
of opinion not usually expressed in the public press, and 
based upon this may I assert that there is not only much 
discontent but there is a growing feeling of positive resent- 
ment against the Government. The greatest factor of pub- 
lic safety and order in our country now is that the starving 
and suffering multitudes have no one to lead them. They 
have no leadership and they have no program. If a Moses 
should come among them who could command their confi- 
dence and point them to some program which they believed 
would bring them relief from their sufferings, who could 
throw the light of hope into the gloom of their despair, they 
would rise and they would follow him. God grant that such 
a leader may not appear and that radicals may not be able 
to capitalize the prevailing unrest and discontent. 

Do they want more communists or is it that they choose 
the other anti-democratic alternative and desire to make 
more fascists? Which side are they on? As for me I de- 
spise them both, but if I should be forced to choose between 
them, I would choose the communists, for they at least are 
interested in the multitude. 

A MONUMENT TO GOVERNMENTAL STUPIDITY 

The inevitable result of the policies of those in authority 
is to destroy patriotism and to alienate respect for our in- 
stitutions. 
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If I were able to credit them with sufficient intelligence, 
I should be inclined to think that their purpose is to lay 
a predicate either for communism or for fascism. But I 
am unable to give them that credit. I do not think they 
have capacity enough to lay such a plan. They are merely 
building a monument to governmental stupidity. 

If there were principle upon which these men might 
sincerely stand and refuse to hear the cries of the starving, 
then I might respect their intelligence, if not their senti- 
ments. But there is no such principle. They are merely 
making an excuse. 

What this country now needs more than all other things 
is that our Government should show that it is responsive to 
the sufferings of the people. No man who loves our institu- 
tions should justify himself in this time in taking advantage 
of a specious reason and refuse to listen and to help. More 
than anything else, our suffering and sorrowing people need 
to know that they have a humane Government in Washing- 
ton, and that it will respond to their appeals. 


NO VISION AND NO PROGRAM 


Those who are in control of our Government face the de- 
plorable economic situation without a program either for 
temporary relief or for permanent remedy. Apparently they 
view the situation as having “ just happened,” without any 
understandable causes therefor. Their plan seems to be to 
continue to drift, hoping in some way we will muddle out 
of our distress, and in the meantime “let him survive who 
can.” Bankrupt in vision and unfit to shape governmental 
policy, they are equally poor in their recognition of the needs 
of the unfortunate. 

Suffering and distress exist from one end of this country 
to the other, yet now we come upon a time when nothing 
whatever is to be done by our Government for the relief for 
those who dwell outside of the drought area, and even the 
suffering thousands inside of that area can not get a penny 
from the Government unless they are able to give good 
security. And this is civilization, and this, Mr. Chairman, is 
America! [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama has expired. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Esticx]. 


Mr. ESLICK. Mr. Chairman, ladies, and gentlemen, I 
was a member of the committee created by House Resolution 
No. 220 to investigate communistic activities in the United 
States. This committee devoted much time and work to 
this investigation. We visited cities in all sections of the 
country where the communists had organized, and a large: 
number of witnesses were heard. The witnesses came from 
the different walks of life. May I not quote from the report: 
as to the witnesses examined? 


Among the better-known witnesses who testified at length before: 
the committee and presented a vast amount of documentary evi- 
dence were William Green and Matthew Wohl, president and vice, 
president, respectively, and Edward F. McGrady, legislative repre- 
sentative, of the American Federation of Labor; John L. Lewis, 
president of the United Mine Workers of America; Ellis Searles, 
editor United Mine Workers’ Journal; Father Edmund A. Walsh, 
vice president of Georgetown University; Charles G. Wood, com-. 
missioner of conciliation, Department of Labor; Harry A. Jung, 
commissioner National Clay Products Industries Association, Chi-. 
cago; Walter S. Steele, editor National Republic, Washington; Mrs. 

William Sherman Walker, Daughters of the American Revolution;, 
Col. Leroy Smith, Better America Federation, of Los Angeles; Capt. 
William F. Hynes, of the Los i 


munist activities of any witness during the hearings; 
Kelley, chief of Eastern European Affairs, Department of state: 
J. Edgar Hoover, chief of the Bureau of Investigation, Depart-. 
ment of Justice; former Police Commissioner Grover A. Whalen,, 
of New York; Lieut. Make Mills, Chicago police department; In-. 
2 John A. Lyons, New York police department; Commander 
R. Hein, Department of the Navy Intelligence Bureau; Jacob, 
8 special representative National Metal Trades Associa-. 
tion, Detroit; Basil W. Delgass, former vice president of the Amtorg 
Corporation; Peter A. Bogdanov, president of the Amtorg 
Trading Corporation; Feodor M. Ziavkin, general manager of the 
Am Trading Corporation; Roger N. Baldwin, director of the 
American Civil Liberties Union; William Z. Foster, twice candi- 
date for President on a communist ticket and secretary-general 
of the Trade Union Unity League; J. Louis Engdahl, a well- 
known communist and head of the International Labor Defense; 
Israel Amter, district organizer of the Communist Party in New 
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York City. district; William Simons, district organizer for the These are the communists I am after. Not the honest, 


Communist Party in California; Joseph Fields, head of the com- 
munist youth movement in Seattle; Louis Bebrits, editor of the 
Hungarian communist daily newspaper Uj Elore; Moissaye J. 
Olgin, editor of the Jewish communist newspaper Freiheit, pub- 
lished in New York; Harry Gannes, acting editor of the Daily 
Worker, official daily organ of the Communist Party of America; 
and three escaped prisoners from Russian lumber camps near 
1. 


The large printed record will show that the committee 
gathered the facts, and the report tells the story of what 
we found. I am glad to say that at all times the committee 
kept free from partisan questions, or political matters. Ap- 
pointed to find the facts and to report them as found, the 
committee made the effort to live up to the standard. Of 
course, the several members were differently impressed by 
the witnesses, but upon the findings there is small difference 
of opinion. 

I come from an agricultural district. My district has no 
cities. At the time of my appointment there was not a 
communist in the 11 counties of my district. I think it safe 
to say that more than 99 per cent of the people of my dis- 
trict, white and black, are native born. We have probably 
50 Hebrew merchants, and they are respected citizens and 
high-class business men. 

This investigation has been a revelation to me. I did not 
know there was so much half-baked” humanity in all the 
world. We went into the summer camps of the communist. 
We saw a conglomeration of races from the native white 
and the negro, with many foreigners—mostly foreigners— 
men, women, and children. Most of them were “clad in 
climate and clothed in sunshine.” 

To listen to these people, to hear their evidence, however 
wrong they may be, approaching crime in action, with the 
world revolution as a result, one must believe they are in 
earnest, fanatical, with unbounded energy and determina- 
tion to put over their plans. 

WHAT IS COMMUNISM? 

And what is communism? It is a world-wide political 
organization, teaching and advocating everything we do not 
believe in. 

I listened with very great interest to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. HUDDLESTON]. It was a scholarly and able 
address. I regard him highly, and on a part of his address 
I have no word of criticism. I have no unkind comments 
on the suggestion he made to feed the hungry people of 
America. 

I come from a great agricultural district in Tennessee 
where we produce an immense amount of food, and yet I 
have hungry people in my district to-day. We have them in 
middle and west Tennessee and over in Alabama. 

I want to say to the gentleman from Alabama that I am 
one of the men here who is willing to vote whatever money 
that may be necessary out of the public Treasury to feed the 
hungry men, women, and children of America, and I care not 
what section they come from. I think that is the highest 
obligation and duty of government. I agree with him fully 
on that. 

But there is another phase in which I do not agree with 
him. I do not want to class the hungry people of America 
with the communists who come from Russia. 

I want to talk to you about a different communism than 
the communism discussed by the gentleman from Alabama. 

What is communism—and at this place, Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD 
and to include therein certain quotations in that extension. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. ESLICK (reading) : 

The following is a definition of communism—a world-wide 
political organization advocating: (1) Hatred of God and all forms 
of religion; (2) destruction of private property and inheritance; 
(3) absolute social and racial equality, promotion of class hatred; 
(4) revolutionary propaganda through the Communist Interna- 
tional, stirring up communist activities in foreign countries in 
order to cause strikes, riots, sabotage, bloodshed, and civil war; 
(5) destruction of all forms of representative or democratic gov- 
ernments, including civil liberties, such as freedom of speech, of 
the press, of assembly, and trial by jury; (6) the ultimate and 
final objective is by means of world revolution to establish the 


dictatorship of the so-called proletariat into one world union of 
soviet socialist republics with the capital at Moscow. 


hungry, out-of-work men and women down in my section 
and in the home city of the gentleman from Birmingham. 
I want to destroy the red crusader and feed the hungry 
American citizens. 

It is not the American hungry as communists that I would 
indict. My friend referred to the proletarian dictatorship 
and said no man knew what it was. If he had seen the un- 
fortunates who escaped from the forests of Russia and heard 
them describe the situation he would know what the prole- 
tarian dictatorship is in Russia—an absolute dictatorship 
under such horrible conditions as I never heard of outside 
of the old Russian Empire. 

But let me say to him that great is Russia, which covers 
one-sixth of the face of the globe, with 150,000,000 people; 
had but 23,000 communists, and yet to-day Russia is ab- 
solutely in the grasp of the Communist Party, and they tell 
you that there is but 1 per cent of the people who are com- 
munists, a million and a half of adults and 3,000,000 of the 
young communists. What have they done in 11 years? The 
Russian Communist Party was born in 1919. In Germany 
in one election recently the communists cast four and a half 
million votes. Through the Third International they are 
operating in 54 nations of the world. Finland is ablaze with 
it, Poland has it, the Balkan States also, and we all know 
how close England came to the brink. The Indian trouble, 
the revolution in India, has communism behind it. It is 
claimed that there are 70,000,000 communists in China who 
are making the death grapple for the great Chinese Empire. 
Think of it—in 11 years, grown from a little handful of 
23,000 “reds”! If they can accomplish their purpose in 
these nations they will control the four nations which have 
one-half of the population of the earth. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HUDDLESTON] says they 
are too small to be dangerous. The unexpected often hap- 
pens. Take the old empty gun, the “unloaded” gun, and 
how many new-made graves are to be found in the 
cemeteries of the land from that source. The unexpected 
happened. A single shot at Bunker Hill, and it was heard 
round the world and a new nation was born. In 1914 there 
was a single shot and the Austrian Archduke Francis Ferdi- 
nand fell. 

It was the beginning, the forerunner, of the four blackest 
years in all human history. Fifty-eight nations were march- 
ing under battle banners, 60,000,000 men, and when the 
struggle was over out yonder in the graveyard on the western 
front there were 12,000,000 soldiers, the flower of the world 
manhood, who left 5,000,000 widows and 10,000,000 orphans, 
and the world was bequeathed a legacy of debt that will mean 
$200,000,000,000 when it is paid—all from a single shot. 

You city men do not know anything about it, but we coun- 
try people do, and I am a countryman. A mad dog takes 
its course. He travels day and night, and a single shot lays 
him low, but about 10 days later you wake up to find dogs 
and cows and horses and hogs going mad. One dog and 
one shot finally ends him at the end of the road. That shot 
in advance would have saved all of that community’s live- 
stock and sometimes human life. Let a ship come to your 
port with a case of bubonic plague, or yellow fever, or small- 
pox. It is not the number, it is the malady. You quaran- 
tine it immediately; you stop it in its incipiency. 

Patrick Henry’s “Give me liberty or give me death” 
started the currents of destiny through the hearts of the 
colonists and the United States was born into the family of 
nations. 

As Mrs. O'Leary milked away, with the old coal-oil lamp 
beside her, it was harmless; but when “Old Pide” kicked 
the lamp over it was the beginning of the greatest fire our 
country ever witnessed. When it ended more than half the 
city was in ashes, and the Chicago of to-day in a large 
measure was built upon the ruins made possible by a cow 
kicking over an ordinary coal-oil lamp. 

May J not point to the sublime precedent? The world of 
that day hated the Man of Gallilee. He was persecuted. 
His was a humble beginning. His teachings began with a 
few “in a small way.” The field broadened. The cross on 
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the summit of Calvary was prepared for Him, and there He 
died. The Master's open tomb in the sacred land of Pales- 
tine for 2,000 years has proclaimed the resurrection and the 
life, that our Redeemer liveth. To-day more than half the 
population of the earth embrace His faith and proclaim the 
Christian religion. 

The burning match within itself is harmless, but if you 
put it within a few feet of a powder keg you begin to take 
notice, and the closer it comes to the keg the more dangerous 
it is. We may have the powder keg too close to be com- 
fortable. 

What do these people stand for? What is real commu- 
nism in America? This bunch of birds in the gallery yes- 
terday did not come here because they were hungry. You 
might have given those men a whole ham for breakfast 
and they would have been here raising a row just the same. 
Disturbance is what communism stands for. I do not want 
to class the hungry, the honest, the hard-working American 
citizen with this bunch that takes dictation from Moscow. 
I want no men who take dictation for the overthrow of my 
country from Moscow to be classed with my people in 
Tennessee. We went into the encampments; we went 
among them. I do not know how many there were in 
the two encampments. I think I heard in one they had 500 
people and in another 900 people. I did not see a fully 
dressed man or woman in this crowd. I even saw indecent 
exposure of person. I heard a speech from the public plat- 
form by a negro that would not be tolerated in any other 
community in this country. They were almost a half-naked 
people on the highways and byways, and of all different 
nationalities. I think that of the communists in this country 
fully 85 to 90 per cent are foreigners. I do not believe over 
10 per cent of them are natives. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. HUDDLESTON] says they are not dangerous, there 
are so few of them. They do say there are 12,000 dues- 
paying communists in the United States. I do not know 
about this. They tried to evade and hide all the evidence 
they could in discussing it with us, but I do know that in 
1924 in 14 States in the Union they polled 33,000 votes for 
President; I know that in 1928 in 34 States they polled 
48,000 votes; and I know that in 1930, with a two-thirds 
vote, they polled 100,000 votes. 

When I became a member of this committee I said to my 
leader, Mr. Garner, when he offered me the appointment, 
“You ought not to put me on this committee, I have not 
a communist in my district; 9944 per cent of the people in 
my district—white and black—are native born.” I have 
but one Italian and probably 50 Hebrew merchants in my 
district, all high-class and capable business men. The rest 
are native born. The whites are genuine American Anglo- 
Saxons. Yet, my friends, there were 52 communist votes 
cast in 1930 in my district. In 1928 there were 111 com- 
munist votes in Tennessee, and in 1930 it had grown 3,000 
per cent, to 3,392. This is a sample of how it has grown. 

Mr. BACHMANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. ESLICK. Yes. 

Mr. BACHMANN. When the gentleman talks about the 
number that have voted the communist ticket, he must 
also remember that 90 per cent of those connected with the 
movement in this country, as he says, are aliens or natural- 
ized citizens, foreign born. 

Mr. ESLICK. A large number of them are birds of pas- 
sage who have no home. 

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes; and how many does the gentle- 
man think there are in the United States? 

Mr. ESLICK. I believe there are a half million adult 
communists and I believe that probably there are a million 
and a half sympathizers. There are 52 different organiza- 
tions, many of them under communist dictation, like the 
Young Pioneers of America and the Trade Union Unity 
League, and a large number of organizations that fit in as 
cogs in the great wheel of the communist organization in 
this country. 5 

Let us define communism a little further. Karl Marx and 
Friedrich Engels, two apostate Jews, in January, 1848, gave 
to the worid the Manifesto of the Communist Party. This 
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work is the bible of radical socialism, the guiding star of 
communism. Upon it is built the struggle of the working 
classes for emancipation, both industrial and political. Its 
battle cry is thus stated: 

Communists scorn to hide their views and aims. They openly 
declare that their purpose can only be achieved by the forcible 
overthrow of the whole extant social order. Let the ruling classes 
tremble at the prospect of a communist revolution. Proletarians 
have nothing to lose but their chains. They have a world to win. 
Proletarians of all lands, unite. 

The Third International, really the Communist Interna- 
tional, was organized in Moscow by Lenin in 1919. The 
Third International is the World Communist Party. It 
operates in more than 50 nations of the world. f 

It is not my purpose to discuss the relationship of the 
Third International, the Soviet Government, and the Com- 
munist Party in the control of the Soviet Socialist Republics. 
Beyond question the political bureau of the Communist 
Party controls and dominates all Russian affairs, and, in 
fact, Joseph Stalin is the absolute dictator. 

The Third International extends to the United States. 
Moscow dominates the Third International. Our country is 
represented at Moscow. Numerous representatives, white 
and black, native and foreign born, have been sent to Mos- 
cow to attend the congresses. 

America has a spokesman and representative at Moscow. 
He represented the American Communist Party there until 
quite recently. This man, Sen Katayama, is a native Japa- 
nese, a fugitive from justice from his native land. 


TWO REVOLUTIONS 


The gentleman spoke of the Russian Revolution. Why, 
ladies and gentlemen, there were two revolutions in Russia. 
The first was in March, 1917. The Czar abdicated to the 
Duma, a body elected by the people. The communists had 
nothing to do with this. Most of the leading communists 
were out of Russia. Lenin was in exile, and Trotsky was 
in New York. This was a democratic or representative form 
of government. 

The Kerensky government was established, but in Novem- 
ber, 1917, by armed revolt, headed by Trotsky and Lenin, 
and with German aid and planning, they destroyed the 
Kerensky government and organized the Soviet Government. 
Of the 150,000,000 people in Russia, the communists did not 
exceed 23,000. Our Government was the first to recognize 
the representative government of Kerensky. But we have 
no diplomatic relations with Russia now. In the vernacular, 
we “are not on speaking terms.” Of the Russian popula- 
tion, but a small percentage are communists—probably 
1,500,000 adult communists, and the young communists are 
estimated at 3,000,000. This out of a population of 
150,000,000. i 

COMMUNISTS’ BELIEF AND PLATFORM 

Communists do not believe in God, nor religion. They 
carry on the teachings of Karl Marx that “ religion is the 
opium of the people.” The atheism of the communists is a 
hatred of God and religion. They would destroy the 
churches and unfrock the ministers and priests. No loyal 
communist is a churchman. He can not be married in a 
church, or by a minister or priest, nor can he be buried with 
church or religious ceremonies. The affiliated organizations 
believe in the things the communists believe in and teach. 
They contribute to and aid the cause. Many of these are 
strong organizations. Then, too, there are large numbers of 
young communists not of voting age; numbers of them are 
school children, or of school age, and they are intensely 
bitter toward our Government, its standards, and its people. 

Communism does not believe in the family and the home. 
It does not believe in marriage and its sanctity and morality. 
It advocates the destruction and confiscation of private 
property—all property must be owned by the state. The 
individual’s property would be confiscated—no return to 
him, and if he resisted he would be exiled or murdered. 

The law of inheritance has been abrogated in the land of 
the communist. If the communists dominated America, it 
would be the law here. 

The strongest appeal to the negro of the country is ab- 
solute social and racial equality, intermarriage of the white’ 
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and colored races. William Z. Foster, twice the candidate 
of that party for President, in answer to my question, said 
he believed in and advocated social equality and inter- 
marriage of the racés. He expressly said that the white and 
negro races should intermarry. Foster is an American-born 
communist, 

Class hatred is the daily teaching of the reds; and through 
that hatred they stir up trouble ripening into strikes, street 
riots, fights, sabotage; and if they could carry their pur- 
poses far enough, it would all terminate in bloodshed and 
civil war. 

There is no such thing as patriotism in communism. 
They do not believe in it. They would destroy every patri- 
otic impulse in mankind. 

The communists seek the destruction of every known 
form of government and organized society, save the soviet 
form of government, called “ proletarian dictatorship.” All 
other forms of government are called capitalistic govern- 
ments,“ and the United States is regarded by them as prob- 
ably the strongest and most vicious of the capitalistic gov- 
ernments. 

And the things the communists stand for and would ac- 
complish are to be accomplished by world revolution; not a 
revolution brought about by peaceable means; not a political 
revolution, making changes in laws and forms of govern- 
ment, but by force and violence, by bloodshed through the 
masses and the mobs when victory shall come to the com- 
munists. 

Stalin, the communist dictator of Soviet Russia, in the 
spring of 1929, defined the communist situation in America 
in these words: 

I consider that the Communist Party of the United States is 
one of the few Communist Parties to which history has giyen 
decisive tasks from the point of view of the world revolutionary 
movement. The revolutionary crisis has not yet reached the United 
States, but we already have knowledge of numerous facts which 
suggest that it is approaching. 

It is n that the American Communist Party should be 
capable of meeting the moment of crisis fully equipped to take 
the direction of future class wars in the United States. You must 
prepare for that, comrades, with all your strength and by every 
means; you must constantly improve and bolshevize the Ameri- 
can Communist Party. You must forge real revolutionary cadres 


and leaders of the proletariat who will be capable of leading the 
millions of American workers toward the revolutionary class wars. 


A part of the speech of William Z. Foster, in accepting 
the communist nomination for President in 1928, is a daring 
prophecy of the time when “the red army” will “ enforce 
the dictatorship of the proletariat ” in this country. I ask 
leave to read this part of Foster’s speech into the RECORD: 

Our party, different from the Socialist Party, creates no illusions 
amongst the workers that they can vote their way to emancipa- 
tion, that they can capture the ready-made machinery of the 
state and utilize it for the emancipation of the working class. 
On the contrary, we must utilize this campaign to on 
widespread and energetic propaganda to teach the workers that 
the capitalist class would never allow the working class peace- 
fully to take control of the state, That is their strong right arm, 
and they will fight violently to the end to retain it. The working 
class must shatter the capitalist state. It must build a new 
state, a new government, a workers and farmers’ government, 
the soviet government of the United States, No communist, no 
matter how many votes he should secure in a national election, 
could, even if he would, become President of the present Gov- 
ernment. When a communist heads a government in the United 
States, and that day will come just as surely as the sun rises, 
that government will not be a capitalistic government, but a 
soviet government, and behind this government will stand the 
red army to enforce the dictatorship of the proletariat. 


A communist is a communist the world over. They stand 
for the same things, regardless of nativity dr present home. 
A very great preponderance of the communists are foreign 
born and of foreign extraction—personally, I think 85 to 90 
per cent. 

HOW MANY COMMUNISTS IN THE UNITED STATES? 

The question is often asked, How many communists are 
there in the United States? What are their activities? 
How are they carrying on? Are they growing? I do not 
know how many communists there are in America, and we 
have not found anybody who did know and was willing to 
tell us; but we found them everywhere we went except 
Memphis, Tenn. 
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No organization in the country is more alert and active 
than the Communist Party and its affiliated organizations. 
If energy and work bring results, this organization should 
“blossom as the green bay tree.” 

There are some 12,000 dues-paying communists in this 
country, but certainly the strength of the organization could 
not be measured alone by those who pay dues. We all know 
that while the Republican and Democratic Parties number 
their adherents by the millions, probably not one voter in a 
thousand contributes to the “war chests.” We know that 
the various churches do not count their respective member- 
ships by the dues payers. 

The communists’ candidate for President, in 14 States in 
1924, received 33,361 votes; in 1928, in 34 States, he received 
48,770 votes. In state-wide contest, in 16 States in 1930, 
communists’ candidates received approximately 100,000 votes; 
and this was an “off year.” Only about two-thirds of a 
normal presidential vote was cast. In my own district we 
never had a communist vote until 1930; and the communist 
vote in Tennessee in 1928 was only 111; but it grew more 
than 3,000 per cent in 1930, or to 3,392. Nearly everywhere 
we went the witnesses told us communism was growing. It 
should not be forgotten that only a small per cent of the 
adult communists are voters, many are aliens, and others 
without fixed residence; and after all, they do not seek power 
by the ballot but by force and violence. The ballot is used 
as a method of advertising or propaganda. There are many 
men and women of the communists’ faith who do not belong 
to the party—many are close sympathizers. And there are 
some 30 or 40 affiliated organizations, communistic in belief 
and teaching. Estimates run as high as 2,000,000. I think 
it safe to say there are half a million real communists in 
the country, and this is just 500,000 too many, for every one 
of them stands for destruction of American ideals and our 
form of government. I think there are a million and a half 
sympathizers and near communists. 


COMMUNISTS’ ACTIVITIES 


What are the communists’ activities in the United States? 
They are many and varied. The communists have 12 daily 
newspapers, with a sworn daily circulation of 266,000. They 
have 20 weekly papers, with a circulation of approximately 
35,000. Four of the weeklies and only one of the dailies are 
in the English language. The Daily Worker, published in 
New York City, is printed in English, and it is the recog- 
nized communist organ in the United States. Then there 
are 15 publications advocating communism not entered as 
second-class mail matter; and their circulation could not be 
obtained. 

I can only refer to communists’ activities briefly. This 
activity covers nearly every line of industry, commerce, and 
agriculture. 

The Trade Union Unity League is the communist federa- 
tion of labor. Every effort has been made to capture the 
American Federation of Labor, but failed. If this great 
labor organization had yielded or fallen into the hands of 
the communists, it would have been a black day for Ameri- 
can business. Samuel Gompers, that greatest of American 
labor leaders, combated it in his lifetime, and William 
Green, who followed Gompers, took up the defense where 
Gompers left off “ when he laid down the burdens of life.” 

The Federation of Labor has been described as the first- 
line trench in defense against communism. I think it has 
been the “shock absorber” of communism from many un- 
conscionable attacks, both frontal and from the rear. 

A communist can not belong to the American Federation 
of Labor. If he is known to be a communist, membership 
is denied him. If he joins, and the fact becomes known, he 
is expelled. If the communists get control of local units or 
organizations, then the charter is forfeited. There is 
neither friendship nor affinity between communism and 
organized labor. 2 

A strong effort is being made to reach the American 
youth. The Young Pioneers of America is a communist 
organization made up of children of grade-school age and 
under 16 years of age. 


4640 


The Young Communist League is composed of boys and 
girls 16 years of age and over. They furnish the leadership 
for the Young Pioneers. These two organizations are bitter 
in their hatred of our Government and its flag. They ac- 
cept and salute the red flag. The summer camps, where 
communism is taught and pupils fitted to become communist 
leaders and teachers, have grown from 2 to 20 in 5 years. 
The Workers International Relief is to establish 20 more of 
these schools in 1931 in the United States. 

The communists have diligently undertaken to bore from 
within and to destroy our public schools, colleges, and uni- 
versities, but with little effect. They have also undertaken 
subversive activities in the Army, the Navy, the National 
Guard, military training schools, and citizens’ military train- 
ing camps, but so far with slight effect. 

The United States is divided into 20 districts. There is 
a paid organizer in each district. The work goes on con- 
tinuously and with great energy. 

In the West and Northwest, and in the Imperial Valley, 
strenuous efforts have been made among the farmers with 
some results. In the South the appeal to the negro has been 
social equality and a weekly pay check, work or no work. 
Eighty per cent of the communists in Alabama and the city 
of New Orleans are colored. 

The communists care nothing for the individual worker 
except as they can use him for their purposes. Their strikes 
are never beneficial to labor. They caused, or assumed lead- 
ership in, the strikes at Gastonia, N. C.; Passaic, N. J.; and 
New Bedford, Mass. These were costly strikes to labor and 
its employers. They have crippled organized labor in the 
mining fields and coal operations of Pennsylvania, as well as 
the garment, fur, needle, and textile trade in New York City. 
In New York City they have destroyed a number of res- 
taurants with stink bombs. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ESLICK. I yield. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. The gentleman says about 80 per cent 
are foreign born? 

Mr. ESLICK. Yes. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Has the committee any figures in its 
report, and upon what are those figures based, or is it guess- 
work? 

Mr. ESLICK. It is based upon what the witnesses told 
us; the witnesses who appeared before our committee. I 
think it is a safe proposition that from 80 to 85 per cent are 
foreign born or the first extraction of foreign born. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Well, it is practically more or less 
guesswork, is it not, when the gentleman fixes the per- 
centage at 80 per cent? 

Mr. ESLICK. It is guesswork that you get from witnesses 
who would estimate and would tell us. 

Mr. FISH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ESLICK. I yield. 

Mr. FISH. Did not Mr. Foster, who was the candidate 
for President, say that between 60 and 70 per cent were 
aliens, members of the Communist Party? 

Mr. ESLICK. That is my recollection of his statement. 

I want to discuss one other feature. The communist doc- 
trine is that no individual shall own property, but the gov- 
ernment shall take it all over. There shall be no law of 
inheritance. I want to quote just a little from a cross- 
examination I gave Mr. Bebrits: 

Mr. Esticx, If your idea of the new state would come into being 
at once, a change from our form of government to the soviet form 
of government, would you pay the landowner and the merchant 
and the other property owner anything for his holdings? 

Mr. Besrrrs. The landowner, the property owner, will not get 
anything. I hold it that property owning, in my opinion, is the 
result of rege generations of the people. 

You would take away lands, merchandise, banking? 

Mr. —— Yes. 

Mr. Esticx. All of these forms of industry? 

Mr. Besrrrs. Yes. 

Mr. Estick. You would make no compensation whatever to the 
owners? 

Mr. Breserrs. No. 

Mr. Estick. But suppose the capitalist class and individual cor- 


porations refused to give it up; then how would you take it away 
from them except by force? 
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Mr. Besrrts. All revolutions are working with force. 

Mr. ene AnA you would go to the extent of killing him in 
order to take his property, would you not, if it became necessary? 

Mr. BEBRITS. I guess he will be wiser than to say he will stand 
and get killed. 


That is the communist I am talking about and not the 
hungry man and woman in Tennessee or Alabama. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ESLICK. I yield. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Is this gentleman to whom you referred 
native born or foreign born or what is he? 

Mr. ESLICK. He is a foreign-born man, editing a com- 
munist paper with the biggest circulation in America. 

Mr. FISH. And he is an alien? 

Mr. ESLICK. He is an alien. 

Mr. BACHMANN. He is an alien from Rumania, who 
came to this country in 1924, is he not? 

Mr. ESLICK. That is correct; yes, sir. 

Mr. BACHMANN. An unnaturalized citizen? 

Mr. ESLICK. Yes, sir. 

Gentlemen, there is so much of this. Another thing that 
does not appeal to the American white man and woman is 
this: Foster, the man who was twice communist candidate 
for President of the United States, said he believed in inter- 
racial marriages; that a negro man had the right to marry 
white woman and a white man had the right to marry a 
negro woman; that he believed in interracial marriages. 
They do not believe in the home, ladies and gentlemen. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ESLICK. I yield. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Does our Government pro- 
e interracial marriages? Have we not always believed 

Mr. ESLICK. The Federal Government has nothing to do 
with divorce and marriage—only the States. Your State 
may, but mine does not, sir. [Applause.] 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. I am talking about the 
National Government. The National Government has never 
forbidden it? 

Mr. ESLICK. No, sir. I learned another thing in study- 
ing the freedom of speech and the freedom of the press. 
The Constitution guarantees religious freedom in America, 
but does not deprive any State in the Union of the right to 
prescribe what religion shall be practiced and preached. 

I wanted to take up another line. I wanted to discuss the 
economic side of this question just a moment. I want to 
tell you a little something of the 5-year plan you have heard 
so much about, but before I do that, may I not say to the 
gentleman from New York, in talking of numbers, they have 
12 daily papers, but 1 in English, with a sworn circulation 
of 266,000. They have 24 weekly papers with a subscription 
of 35,000. They have 15 papers that are not classed as 
second-class literature. They have publication after publi- 
cation in various plants over the country, such as the Ford 
plant. I do not have a doubt but what they have a circula- 
tion of from one-half to three-quarters of a million of this 
putrid stuff that goes out, teaching to the American citizen 
that in the last analysis we must have relief in America by 
the overturn of our Government and the establishment of 
the Soviet Government, dictated to and controlled from 
Moscow. 

Ladies and gentlemen, I believe in the freedom of speech 
and the freedom of thought. As an American citizen, I 
think the highest privilege that I have, aside from the right 
of the ballot, is to speak what I think and to think what I 
please, but I must think so as not to injure my Government 
and destroy the manhood and womanhood of my country. 
[Applause.] 

The talk of these people is revolution. It is the ultimate 
thought. Revolution means bloodshed and force, and it is 
what is taught by the communist people. This putrid flow 
comes day by day through their press and through their 
public speakers. No communist ever went into a community 
for the purpose of benefiting labor or teaching peace but to 
produce a rough-house and produce trouble. 

Mr. KETCHAM. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ESLICK. I yield. 
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Mr. KETCHAM. Will the gentleman kindly designate the 
papers in the list he has given that are foreign-language 
papers? 

Mr. ESLICK. The gentleman will find them all set out 
in the report. 

Mr. KETCHAM. Would the gentleman give a general 
statement so that it might appear at this place in the 
RECORD? 

Mr. ESLICK. I can not give them to the gentleman. 
They are in different foreign languages. There are a number 
of them in Russian, a number in Hungarian, and I can not 
give them to you. But the Daily Worker is the only daily 
paper in America, published in English, defending com- 
munism. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ESLICK. Yes. 
` Mr. DICKSTEIN. The gentleman does not mean to say 
that other foreign papers are defending communism? 

Mr. ESLICK. Oh, no; but I say that a large number of 
communist papers are printed in foreign languages. They 
are all printed in foreign languages except the Daily Worker, 
and they are all espousing the cause of communism. I know, 
of course, that there are other foreign-language papers which 
do not defend communism. I know there is a large number 
of ‘foreign-language papers, as well as foreigners, who are 
just as loyal to Old Glory as I am, and they showed their 
loyalty to us. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ESLICK. Yes. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. The gentleman is not op- 
posed to the publication of newspapers in foreign languages, 
is he? 

Mr. ESLICK. Not at all. I have no objection to those 
papers or any kind of a paper saying that they want a 
change in the Constitution and the form of government, 
but I want them to go about it in a lawful way. I want to 
see it done through the ballot box, legislation, and the will 
of the people in peaceable assembly. I want no man who 
assails the form of my Government and its Constitution to 
say, “I will destroy it by the mandate of Stalin from Mos- 
cow.” Ido not want to see that. [Applause.] 

SOVIET RUSSIA PREPARED FOR WAR 

A constant cry goes up that the capitalistic governments 
want war, that the communist is denied his freedom of 
speech and public gatherings. All men have the right of 
free speech, provided it does not harm his neighbor or gov- 
ernment. He is entitled to assembly, but the Constitution 
defines this as “peaceable assembly.” The assembly of the 
communists invariably is a trouble breeder, and his speech 
is inflammatory. 

Then, too, the American policeman is a prince of peace by 
the side of the Russian O. G. P. U., the most dreaded, 
feared, hated, and cruelest police force in the world. The 
communists do not believe in a hell. This may be why the 
O. G. P. U. is so cruel. 

And they cry out against war. Russia has 735,000 sol- 
diers, known as the red army. The largest and best 
equipped army in the world, and Russia is ready to use the 
red aed to enforce the brutal decree of the Soviet Govern- 
ment. 

This is the army, the red army, that Foster says will 
stand behind a communist when he becomes President. The 
red army of Russia to protect an outlaw and a revolutionist 
when he becomes President of this great Republic—not as a 
republic then, but fallen to the depths of a despotism. 

I must hurry along to the economic question, or, better 
said, activities, affecting American trade, industrial and 
agricultural. I do not give weight to the charge that by 
selling short a few million bushels of wheat or a few thou- 
sand bales of cotton Russia depressed our markets. There 
is nothing to this, in my judgment; however, I think it a 
wrong practice to let any foreign government deal on our 
exchanges much less this unfriendly power. 

THE 5-YEAR PLAN 

The country has heard much of the 5-year plan of the 

Soviet Union. This plan began in 1927-28 and is tọ end in 
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1932-33. To state the proposition in a few words, it is to 
improve and modernize all Russian sources of production— 
industrial and agricultural—so as to produce very cheap 
commerce through mass production. If this plan succeeds 
it will at once destroy markets abroad for much of our 
American production, as I shall later discuss. 

The author of this plan says they have accomplished in 
four years all they had hoped to do within the full span of 
five years. This I doubt; but much progress has been made. 
The plan calls for an outlay of between $40,000,000,000 and 
$50,000,000,000. When completed it will be between $75,000,- 
000,000 and $100,000,000,000. This, too, in naturally the 
richest country in the world—a vast domain of one-sixth of 
the earth and a population of 150,000,000 people, with every- 
thing government owned, with practically all labor either 
convict or impressed. I do not believe that 1 per cent of 
Russian labor is free in the sense we accept the term in 
America. 

There are more than 1,000 American engineers and ex- 
perts over there putting in the latest and most modern 
machinery, teaching them the lesson of mass production, 
with hundreds of Russian experts roaming through our 
factories, getting our ideas and learning American business 
at first hand, just as we know it. With collective farms 
taken from the peasants, worked by labor for a bare sub- 
sistence, using the most modern American machinery, mod- 
ern factories with up-to-date equipment; with unlimited 
natural resources, oil, coal, and timber; and with Russia 
electrified—oh, what is to keep them from taking the world 
markets from us! If Russia uses our machinery and our 
brains to operate that machinery in producing crops and 
manufacturing its splendid raw materials into the finished 
products, enabling her to offer the world market its prod- 
ucts at from 25 to 75 per cent of our prices, who will deny 
that it will control prices and dominate world markets? It 
will take world trade away from us and from all other pro- 
ducing competitors. 

May we not see what the anticipated result will be? By 
the first of 1933 the Soviet Union will have 22,000,000,000 
hours of electric current per year, 140,000,000 tons of coal, 
40,000,000 tons of crude oil, 8,000,000 tons of commercial 
fertilizer, 17,000,000 tons of cast iron—a great competitor in 
tractors and automobiles. The plan calls for the manu- 
facture of $1,000,000,000 of industrial machinery and $500,- 
000,000 worth of farm machinery. : 

You may ask if Russia has the natural resources. One 
coal field in Siberia is estimated to have 300,000,000,000 tons 
of the finest anthracite coal, and they are already delivering 
coal in the United States cheaper than the Pennsylvania 
mines. She has 37 per cent of the world’s oil, and the 
Soviet Union challenges all others in the world market and 
stands ready to offer her oils here cheaper than American 
producers. She has more timber than America and Can- 
ada—the world supply of a hundred years—and in five 
years she has gone from an inconsequential place to first 
place in world sales, far in the lead of any other nation. 

Last year she sold more lumber than the United States 
and Finland, her two chief competitors. She delivers wood 
pulp on our eastern coast considerably cheaper than our 
western producers. Already she has closed our manganese 
mines. From a very low place in wheat production she 
grew 400,000,000 bushels last year, and threatens to double 
it this year. She has more than 200,000,000 acres of the 
finest wheat land in the world. Russia produces wheat at 
less than 20 cents a bushel. The cotton industry is being 
challenged by the expenditure of $250,000,000 in Central 
Asia, developing and irrigating the richest cotton lands in 
the world. The order has gone out that the soviet people 
are not to buy a bale of American cotton in 1931. This 
year’s cotton acreage will be three times that of last year. 
Russia’s expenditure in developing agriculture calls for 
$11,500,000,000. 

The result must necessarily create a state of unrest and 
dissatisfaction. It would destroy the stabilization of world 
markets. As the communist mouthpiece, Pravda says, It 
is a great plan of world revolution.” The Russian program 
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is not only a potential but a present menace to American 
industry and agriculture. 

Either of two things can destroy the 5-year plan. If the 
nations of the earth cease buying or embargo Russian goods 
or internal revolution shall come, it will destroy the 5-year 
plan and this will destroy the Soviet Government. If the 
Russian situation were thrust upon us, we would have revo- 
lution within 24 hours—revolution for a free government. 

THE AMTORG TRADING CORPORATION 


I want to say something of the Amtorg Trading Corpora- 
tion. It is the principal or largest Russian trading concern 
in the United States. It was incorporated under the laws 
of the State of New York, but not a dollar of its stock is 
owned by an American citizen. It all stands of record in 
the name of Peter A. Bagdanov, trustee for the Bank of 
Foreign Trade of the Soviet Union; and this bank is owned 
by the State Bank of Russia, and that bank, in turn, is 
owned by the Soviet Government. The soviet people here 
never do anything directly, it is by indirection. Every di- 
rector of the Amtorg Trading Corporation, with the single 
exception of a naturalized Russian, is a soviet citizen. 
Bagdanov and Ziavkin, chairman of the board and general 
manager, are both Russian citizens, and were communists 
and revolutionists before coming here. I fully believe this 
is true of them both now. And I do not believe that we have 
any place under our flag for them. I think they should be 
deported with several other Amtorg officials. 

For the last four years we have imported from Russia on 
an average about $15,000,000 per year, and exported about 
865,000,000. This is largely a credit business. Amtorg has 
a paid-up capital of only $2,000,000. It has built up a credit 
of $80,000,000 with American banks and business men. Ap- 
proximately only 1 per cent of our foreign trade is with 
Russia. 

I fully believe Amtorg officials deliberately suppressed facts 
our committee should have had. They were not frank and 
candid, They evaded and tried to cover up. In my own 
mind I have no doubt that Amtorg is filled with commu- 
nists. How can it be otherwise? It is the creature of a 
communist country, owned body and soul by communists. 
Its highest officials were and are communists. They hold 
their appointments, which are political, at the hands of 
communists—once a communist of this type, always a com- 
munist—with the obligation on the part of every member to 
carry out the rules or orders of the Communist Party. Every 
chairman of its board has been a communist. It is the arm 
of the Soviet Government in America, engaged in business 
when the communistic government, itself, could not come 
here and in its own name carry on business. 

I saw Badanov and Ziavkin and others of its officials affirm. 
I saw them refuse to take an oath because they did not 
believe in a Supreme Being. I watched their conduct upon 
the witness stand. I heard their evidence—evidence in a 
large part not to enlighten but to becloud. 

I saw them evade, and argue, rather than come clean ”; 
and when I considered their records and what they stood 
for: (1) A godless bunch with a hate for the Creator and 
all forms of religion; (2) the ruin of the home and family 
fireside; (3) for the destruction of patriotism and the love 
of country; (4) that they would rob the individual of his 
property and deny compensation; (5) that through revolu- 
tion by bloodshed and crime they would destroy my Gov- 
ernment and supplant the Stars and Stripes with the red 
fiag—the symbol of bloody revolution; I said to myself, these 
men are not entitled to full faith and credit in their state- 
ments, and with or without an oath, I can not believe them. 
Yet, in the face of this record known to the Labor Depart- 
ment, or should have been known, Bagdanov has been 
granted an extension of time, or stay, for 12 months. It 
speaks for itself. Instead of. extending Bagdanov’s time 
here, measured by his record, he should be deported because 
he is a revolutionary communist. My information is that 
this was done after the chairman of the investigating com- 
mittee had given the Labor Department notice that protest 
would be made against granting further extension of time 
to Bagdanov. It was done upon the request of this same 
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firm of lawyers, Simpson, Thatcher, and Bartlett. One wit- 
ness stated to the committee that no one could get a visa 
without the approval of this firm of lawyers. It seemed the 
witness knew what he was talking about. And the Thatcher 
of this law firm is the same Thatcher who is Solicitor Gen- 
eral of the United States. 

Our Government refuses to recognize the red government 
of Moscow, because it would destroy by force and violence 
our Government and its economic system. Yet we permit 
the agents and representatives of that government to come 
to us and go among our people with its teachings. Most 
people believe that we have laws prohibiting communists 
from coming to the United States. Our immigration laws 
are and have been ineffective against the communists. The 
record fairly sustains the statement that they are permitted 
to come and go at will. 


NOT A POLITICAL PARTY 


And we recognize the Communist Party as a political or- 
ganization or party. It would not accomplish by the ballot 
if it could. This is only a propaganda means. It would 
accomplish through insurrection and revolution, by force 
and violence. 

Day by day, week by week, and month by month the red 
organization is permitted, through the mails, to spread its 
subversive activities, mass demonstrations, protests, and in- 
dignation meetings—all advocating violations of the law and 
destruction of our Government and its organized society. 

They are permitted to organize schools where sedition and 
treason are taught. Our people would treat all of this 
lightly. We are told the communists are so small in num- 
bers their cause is hopeless. We are told that there is no 
cause for “hysteria,” and to this I subscribe, but there 
is just cause for safe and sane protective legislation against 
this highly organized band of outlaws. 


WORLD COMMUNISM 


American communism is small, but not world communism. 
Russia with its population of 150,000,000, owning one-sixth 
of the face of the globe, is communistic. The last claim is 
that Germany has 4,500,000 communist voters. The Balkan 
States are well inoculated with it. England has her share. 
Poland and Finland are infected. Five of the recent South 
American revolutions were communist-led revolutions. The 
reds are in a death struggle to control China. The uprising 
in India was inspired by the communist. Communism is 
actively at work in 50 nations of the world. Will you not 
stop and think for one moment that with Russia, Germany, 
China, and India within the grasp of the communists, leav- 
ing out the reds scattered in the other nations, the com- 
munists would control half the population of the world. 
Think, too, that the little red cloud of less than 30,000 com- 
munists in Russia in November, 1917, no bigger than a man’s 
hand, has grown in 13 years until it dominates and threatens 
to dominate the nations having quite one-half the world’s 
population, or nearly 1,000,000,000 people. So strong is it 
that it threatens the peace of the world and the civilization 
of mankind, built up through the long centuries of struggle 
and achievement. 

REMEDIES 


You ask me what I would do with the communists. The 
recommendations of the committee is the answer of the 
committee; but personally, and individually, I would go 
some further. 

I would make it unlawful for any communist to come to 
America. I would cut off all Russian immigration, save 
among families. They should have the right to unite, pro- 
vided there were no communists in the family. 

I would deport all alien communists, and, if they had 
acquired American citizenship, revoke it and send them 
along, too. 

If an American-born citizen declared himself a commu- 
nist and declared for the overthrow of our Government by 
force and violence, I would make his words the overt act 
in law and, under legislation declaring this a felony, send 
him to the penitentiary, where he belongs. He has no place 
under our flag as a freeman. ‘ 
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The States should deny the communists the right as a 
party organization to place its name on the ballot. Com- 
munism is an organization formed to bring about a change 
in government by unlawful acts. It should be treated as an 
organization of outlaws and not a political party. 

I would deny the use of the mails to all communists’ 
papers, daily and weekly, magazines, prints, cartoons; and 
the right to transport in interstate commerce should also 
be denied them. I have introduced a bill, H. R. 16348, to 
carry into effect these suggestions; and a little later on I 
want to discuss this bill and submit the authorities upon 
which it is predicated. I have no doubt of its constitu- 
tionality. 

Give ample funds and a trained force to the Department 
of Justice in keeping up with the communists and their 
activities. 

The Labor Department should see that visitors do not vio- 
late the courtesies and privileges extended to them. 

Plenty of funds and ample force to the Department of 
Labor in deporting communists. 

I want to see Bagdanov and Ziavkin, revolutionary com- 
munists of the Amtorg Trading Corporation, sent back to 
Russia at the earliest possible moment. 

I would shut off all trade with Russia. I would tell Amtorg 
to close its doors, and if Russia wanted any of our goods 
let them buy through nations that have diplomatic relations 
with us. 

I would exclude especially Russian coal, lumber, pulp- 
wood, oil, and manganese. 

In the name of free labor I would say to her: Never so 
long as your goods are made by prison or impressed labor 
shall they find a market in the United States. 

Every man has the right, the unchallenged right, to advo- 
cate a change of our laws, and the organic law of the land— 
the Constitution. I question no man’s right to advocate by 
peaceable means a change of our form of government, a 
change through the ballot and the Constitution; to alter 
and change, take from or add to. But when he says it 
makes no difference whether I am an American citizen or 
not, I have orders from Moscow to destroy your Constitu- 
tion and to put the red flag in the place of the Stars and 
Stripes; I have orders to get rid of your President, the Sen- 
ate and House, and the courts of the land, and to establish 
a proletarian dictatorship, which means a despotism to be 
administered from Moscow; when he says, my orders are to 
take all individual and private property, factories, merchan- 
dise stocks, banks, farms, crops, railroads, and other prop- 
erty needed from its owners without pay; that no child can 
inherit from its parents; that you shall no longer have the 
right to worship God according to the dictates of your 
conscience; that you must become a nation of atheists and 
scoffers at all religions and morals; that free love will take 
the place of marriage; that patriotism will be no more; no 
more songs of sentiment and prayers shall fall from the 
mother’s lips in the old home, for communism does not 
believe in the home and its ties; to this man we should say 
you are not only a traitor to your country, its government, 
and its flag, you are a hater of your God, the scavenger of 
an immoral organization, and the enemy of the human race. 

If an alien, I would get rid of him right now; if Ameri- 
can born, I would shut him away from the light of day, in 
the penitentiary, until he had a change of heart and 
learned something of his own country. 


WEALTH MUST DO ITS PART 


Mr. Chairman, I have spoken pretty plainly and bluntly 
what I think of the communist and the creed of communism, 
but they are here, an irritating and dangerous element to 
the body politic. That they are gaining in numbers by 
leaps and bounds, I do not question. Many are embrac- 
ing the faith of communism, not really knowing what it is 
all about or what it stands for. The economic situation 
makes this condition possible. It takes fire to explode pow- 
der. It does not make any difference whether it is from a 
blaze, a coal of fire, or an electric current; the effect is the 
same. The most fertile field for communism is here. 
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The greatest injunction against communism to-day is fill 
the empty stomachs, feed the hungry, give the laborer his 
job that he may earn his living in the sweat of his brow. 

The peace and security of the future, measured by the 
happenings of the day, is a clarion call to the wealth of this 
country. It must do its part. All the world’s wealth is the 
accumulation and savings from the labor of human hands, 
guided by human brains, in the great field of human en- 
deavor; the gathered wealth from the lap of the earth, the 
forest, mines, and factories. 

Unto labor must be given its just reward not only in the 
days of prosperity but in the time of unemployment; a fair 
provision must be made. 

I do not believe the great business interests of this Nation 
know the situation to-day. The man who never felt the 
pang of hunger can not appreciate what it means. Twenty- 
four men in America in 1929 paid on net incomes of $242,- 
000,000. One man has the reputation of having an income 
of more than $100,000 every day in the year, and that man 
never heard the warm heart beat of humanity in the appeal 
of our hungry when they cry in the prayer of the Master, 
“ Give us this day our daily bread.” 

Five to ten million idle men to-day—a fifth of our popu- 
lation—hungry, cold, and destitute. A great Washington 
divine in a sermon last Sunday in the presence of the Presi- 
dent said, “A third of the American people went to bed hun- 
gry last night.” It is not their fault. They are not beggars. 
They have been hard-working American citizens. 

Let me tell you the balance wheel of our civilization is the 
countryman. Revolutions have never risen on the farm 
and in the country. Strikes, riots, and revolutions come 
from the congested centers—the cities. We are largely an 
urban nation. Our population is fast drifting to the cities. 
The cities first feel hunger. The country heretofore has 
been free of both hunger and communism. To-day the 
people of both the cities and country, in a vast area, are 
destitute and hungry. 

The self-respecting man who can not provide for his 
family, and can not get employment, when he hears the cry 
of his hungry children, when he sees the little fellow's 
empty hands outstretched for bread, he becomes a desperate 
and dangerous man. It makes no difference whether he 
lives in the city or the country, he knows but one law—take 
it. The cry of the hungry child moves him much more 
deeply than the waving of the communist red flag and the 
shoutings of his putrid dogmas. But this is the field upon 
which communism feeds. They are going to stricken sec- 
tions to agitate, and it will not help to keep the peace there. 
No communist ever sought happiness for the community he 
visits. 

My prayer is that business will grasp the situation as it is, 
and adopt the live-and-let-live ” policy, that the great love 
of money may enlarge until it embraces mankind. 

Communism must be destroyed in America. Business 
must meet the future with a changed program that the con- 
dition of to-day will never come to us again. If it refuses, 
in the light of experience, the responsibility must rest where 
it belongs. American business must know that the destruc- 
tion of communism will not remove the only enemy of the 
capitalistic system. It must appreciate that if business does 
not do its part, the demand is not respected, then those who 
control the great wealth of the Nation had better refresh 
their memories in world history—that revolutions of the 
hungry and naked are far more destructive than the well- 
planned wars with the alien enemy. 

The powder keg ts out yonder; the match is burning. 
Which way will we go? Let big business make its answer. 
For my part keep them farther and farther apart. 

Let us await with an abiding faith the day when no man 
shall lift his hand or voice against the great Republic of the 
western world; that it shail be so administered that capital 
and labor may live together in peace, with profit to the one 
and a fair return to the other, bringing with it satisfaction 
and happiness. May this Republic be pointed to as the 
house built by the Master Mechanic, built not upon the sands, 
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but founded upon the rock of right and eternal justice. 
Neither the ravings of the communits, nor socialism, nor 
the common enemy can destroy it. This Republic must en- 
dure, and to live she must progress—the evangel proclaim- 
ing that national safety and perpetuity of life rests in the 
contentment and happiness of the people—the great brother- 
hood of man. 

Communism is a menace. It shows us the danger signal. 
Will business and capital take notice? There is plenty of 
room for us all here. The field offers standing room for all 
our citizenship; but the rich must not trample upon the 
poor and the lowly. The law of the land must recognize 
all classes upon terms of equality. If we are to endure we 
must be a republic in fact as well as in name. If we would 
return to the precepts of the fathers, the future would 
beckon us on; and the great historian, after the silence of 
the centuries, would point to us as the ideal republic, that 
we had lived, not by the law that might makes right,” 
but that this great Government had in its march of prog- 
ress achieved the greatest good to the greatest numbers 
in all human history. Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee has expired. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 21 minutes to my 
colleague the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ayres] in view 
of the fact that I used more time than he used yesterday. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas is recog- 
nized for 31 minutes and the gentleman from Idaho will be 
recognized for 21 minutes. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas (Mr. SPROUL]. 

SHOULD FEDERAL AUTHORITY OR STATE AUTHORITY FUNCTION AS THE 
GUARDIAN FOR THE INDIAN TRIBES IN DEVELOPING THEM FOR CITIZEN- 
SHIP AND EMANCIPATION? 

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman and members of 
the committee, among the big problems for Congress to 
solve is that of Indian affairs. No more important step 
toward the solution of the problem of Indian affairs, in my 
judgment, has been taken than that provided for in H. R. 
15498, recently reported out of the Indian Affairs Com- 
mittee and passed by the House. The bill authorizes the 
appropriation of $100,000 for use in revising and codifying 
Indian law, and to procure the services of a capable com- 
mission to make a survey of the condition of the various 
Indian tribes as to education, training, and health, with a 
view to recommending to Congress some suitable program 
to be enacted into legislation and providing for the special 
education, training, and development of the Indian for inde- 
pendent, self-reliant, and capable citizenship, and for his 
complete emancipation by a definite date. This is the most 
constructive and wise step, in my judgment, which has been 
recommended and taken in the interest of Indian affairs. 
Certainly Congress owes a great duty and service to our 
Indians located in the various States of the Government. 
Of course, it owes an incidental duty to look after the health 
of those who can not properly look after themselves. > 

I especially desire to-day to address myself to the subject 
of the duty of the Federal Government to the Indians rela- 
tive to their health and their proper education. There is 
now pending before the House and the Committee on Indian 
Affairs H. R. 15498, being a bill giving the Secretary of the 
Interior discretionary power to enter into a contract or con- 
tracts with States for the education, medical attention, and 
relief of distress of Indians in such States, and providing 
for turning over to the State authorities school buildings, 
hospitals, equipment, livestock, and other property owned by 
the Government and used for the benefit of the Indians, 

It is our opinion that Congress does not have the consti- 
tutional power to abrogate its duty to the Indians in caring 
for and educating them. The third paragraph of section 8, 
Article I, of the Constitution is a grant from the States of 
plenary power to Congress “to regulate commerce among 
the several States and with Indian tribes.” It has been said 
that the last five words of said third paragraph of section 8, 
Article I, are the only words used in the Constitution which 
vests Congress with power and duty to care for the Indians. 
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The power thus delegated by the various States to the Con- 
gress has been construed time and again by the Supreme 
Court to charge the Federal Government with the duty of 
playing guardian for the Indians. This, of course, means to 
educate and look after the health of the Indians and fit them 
for independent, capable citizenship at the earliest reason- 
able date. 

H. R. 9766 provides for delegating to States, by way of 
contracts, the duty of properly caring for and educating 
the Indians for citizenship. The bill raises the question as 
to whether this guardianship duty that the Federal Gov- 
ernment owes to the Indians is transferable under the Con- 
stitution. It is our opinion that such duty is not trans- 
ferable; that Congress can not abrogate and abandon a 
duty which it has been given power to exercise by trans- 
ferring the duty to the States. When the States transferred 
their power and resulting duties to regulate interstate and 
foreign commerce to the Congress of the Federal Govern- 
ment it did not retain, conditionally or otherwise, any power 
or duty concerning interstate commerce and the commerce 
with Indian tribes. 

The Supreme Court has time and again said that Con- 
gress may not abandon its power and inherent duties to 
regulate interstate and foreign commerce. The power and 
duties concerning commerce with the Indian tribes is in- 
separable from the power and duty to regulate commerce 
among the States. If Congress may not abandon its powers 
and duties in regulating commerce among the States, surely 
it can not transfer its powers and duties in regulating com- 
merce with the Indian tribes. We note among other powers 
vested by the States in Congress the power “ To coin money 
and regulate the value thereof and of foreign coin.” Will 
anyone say that Congress would have the constitutional 
power to transfer to the States the power “to coin money 
and regulate the value thereof, and of foreign coin”? Such 
contention would be preposterous. In the same section 8, 
Congress is given power “to establish post offices and post 
roads.” Would anyone contend that this power could be 
transferred by Congress to the States? In another clause 
the Congress is given power by the States to declare war. 
Surely no one would contend that this power could be 
transferred and delegated to the States. A careful study of 
the entire section 8 of Article 1 will convince the most ques- 
tioning individual that Congress can not delegate its powers 
and duties toward the Indian tribes to the States in which 
the power originally was vested. The power placed in Con- 
gress was placed there as the Constitution and amendments 
thereto are adopted, by a majority vote of the legislature of 
three-fourths of the States. 

If Congress owes a great duty to the Indians to especially 
and carefully educate them for citizenship, it certainly 
owes the same character of duty to each tribe of Indians; 
it owes to them an intelligently discharged duty; it owes to 
them a moral duty. These Indians in the various States are 
entitled to have uniform and equally good educational and 
training facilities. 

It is inconceivable that a uniform service can be rendered 
to the 150 or more tribes when education and care is de- 
pendent upon an ever-changing gubernatorial administra- 
tion in the States; when every year or two in the various 
States county and State superintendents of schools, with 
differing notions concerning education, are changing. It 
is inconceivable that the Indians could or would be given 
equal and uniform medical and hospital treatment. In no 
State in the Union are schools equipped with teachers 
specially prepared for teaching Indian students as they 
should be taught. They are a different race of people from 
the average non-Indian citizen. By nature, by breeding, 
and by traditional education they are different from the 
non-Indian. The Indian, by nature, is uninclined to self- 
reliance or the acquisition and keeping of property. He is 
more inclined to hunting and fishing and sports, by far, than 
he is to industry. He has few thoughts concerning the ac- 
quiring of a home and for the maintenance of the home as 
the non-Indian people have; he is a paternalist by training 
and experience; he believes the Government is under obliga- 
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tion to care for his wants and needs, and he desires that 
such relationship of the Government to the Indian be not 
disturbed, and thus he is much different from non-Indians 
toward acquiring an education. The Indians, generally 
speaking, are communists. There are perhaps 150 or more 
tribal estates in which the property of the tribe is owned in 
common. This character of government, which is nature to 
the Indian, is different from what exists among the non- 
Indian citizens. Because of these and many other condi- 
tions pertaining to the Indians they may not be properly 
educated in the average white schools of the various States. 
It will require special teaching and training by example, 
connected with precept, to ever get the Indians educated to 
the white man’s way of living and to the white man’s govern- 
ment. r 

H. R. 12576 is a bill which provides, in my judgment, a suit- 
able scheme and plan which, when properly executed by 
capable teachers, will, within a few years, qualify the Indians 
for independent capable citizenship and for complete eman- 
cipation. And we commend this bill to every person for 
careful study for the solution of the Indian problem; for 
the Indian problem surely does require much interested 
study and devotion for a sensible solution. The Government 
should continue to press forward in studying and coming to 
an intelligent, reasonable conclusion as to the character of 
program and curriculum to be adopted and pursued by the 
Government for the greatest welfare of the Indian wards. 
The Government owes this great duty to the Indians and 
should not hesitate to discharge it without reference to cost. 

In studying the problem of Indian affairs and arriving 
at a definite policy concerning their care and treatment, it 
should never be overlooked that the Government is the 
guardian for the Indians; that the Government is charged 
with the duty of determining what is best for the Indians. 
It is an altruistic duty that the Government is charged with 
executing in behalf of the Indians. In deciding upon a final 
policy for the Indians and while the Indians should be con- 
sulted upon such policy for their proper treatment and 
care, it should be continually borne in mind that the 
guardian is the one to finally decide what is best for the 
Indians. This duty is somewhat difficult to discharge, be- 
cause the Indians may complain, may protest, and surely 
will think that they should be the arbiter of their own plan 
of progress. The Government must decide surely that the 
Indians must be qualified for independent, self-reliant citi- 
zenship and must be completely emancipated. These are 
matters in which the judgment and desire of the Indians 
may not be controlling. A permanent fixed policy for this 
emancipation must be determined upon and written into 
legislation by Congress. This legislation should be of such 
a character that each succeeding Secretary of the Interior 
and each succeeding Commissioner of Indian Affairs will 
have before him a policy, a program, and a curriculum 
clearly defined for him to follow in caring for and educating 
the Indians for emancipated citizenship. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Montana [Mr. Evans]. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. Mr. Chairman, ladies, and gen- 
tlemen, I am availing myself of this brief time to make some 
comment upon a recent veto by the President of the Homer 
Horine bill. It appears that the bill was vetoed because the 
War Department reported that their records did not show 
that this man had been inducted into and served in the 
Army of the United States. I quote from the President’s 
veto briefly: 

I am advised by the Secretary of War that no record has been 
found of the enrollment, muster in, or service in Company G, 
Fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, during the war 
with Spain, of any man named Homer N. Horine. The Veterans 
Administration has no information as to whether Mr, Horine was 
or was not in the military service of the United States during the 
war with Spain except a statement from him in connection with a 
claim for pension based upon a short period of service in 1916 asa 
member of the First Regiment Kentucky National Guard. 


I assume that the President vetoed the measure because 
the Secretary of War reported that there was no record of 
the service of this man. It appears to me that the question 
is not whether the War Department has a record of service 
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of the man but the fundamental question is whether or not 
the man rendered a service to his country. The implica- 
tion left by the veto is that this Congress has been entirely - 
negligent or indifferent or careless and almost venal in 
passing a bill putting a man on the pension roll when there 
was no evidence that he had ever served his country in a 
military way. This bill was brought into the House two 
years ago, and, I think, passed the House, though I am not 
sure. I do not believe that Mr. John M. Morin, then 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, would 
permit the bill to go through the House without reasonable 
investigation and without reasonable evidence that the 
man’s case was meritorious and that he had served his 
country. Furthermore, I do not believe that the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. James], now chairman of that com- 
mittee, would permit that sort of thing; and I do not 
believe that 12 or 15 men belonging to the Military Affairs 
Committee would countenance such a thing. I would take 
the evidence of honest, competent, qualified men who make 
affidavit rather than the records of the War Department 
that might be made by some careless clerk or might not 
be made at all, as appears to be so in this case. The 
records show that C. C. Calhoun, the captain of this com- 
pany, made an affidavit saying that he knew the man well, 
and that he knew that he was sworn in and he knew he 
served his country, and he gives incident after incident of 
detailing the man to do certain things. This affidavit reads 
in part is as follows: 

While Company C was on active duty at the Chautauqua and 
before the members of the Fourth Regiment had been mustered 
into the service and armed and equipped, some members of the 
Fourth Kentucky had become involved in a difficulty with some 
colored men, which resulted in very severe handling of one or two 
of these colored men by members of the Fourth Kentucky. As 
the Fourth Kentucky was situated near a large settlement of col- 
ored people. this whole settlement of colored people became 
aroused and very indignant at the above treatment received from 
the members of the Fourth Kentucky, which resulted in two or 
three hundred colored men arming themselves and preparing for 
an attack at night on the unarmed members of the Fourth Ken- 
tucky. This resulted in an urgent call from the commanding 
officers of the Fourth Kentucky for assistance, and in response 
affiant hurriedly sent to the camp 12 of his picked men and 24 
guns with an ample supply of ammunition. This squad was put 
in command of Sergt. Homer N. Horine, one of afflant's best 
drilled, most experienced, and efficient men. The response being 
so prompt and the assistance rendered in such a military and 
efficient manner, serious trouble, which was thought to be almost 
inevitable, was averted, and afflant received the warmest thanks 
from the commanding officers of the Fourth Kentucky and of 
the civil officers of Lexington as well. 

S. S. Morrow, the major of his regiment, also made an 
affidavit as follows: 

This is to certify that I, S. S. Morrow, was major of Fourth 
Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, Spanish war; that I know that Sergt. 
Homer N. Horine was sworn in by the mustering officer, Captain 
Ballance; that he was there and rendered service from July 11, 
1898, until November 1, 1898; that he was turned out from the 
service without pay or honorable discharge. He behaved himself 
soldierly; that he drilled platoons and company; that he helped to 
form the first guard mount. We had his military training, which 
was very valuable to our command, and I would say that Sergt. 
Homer N. Horine should have an honorable discharge; character 
excellent. 

S. S. Morrow, 
Major, Fourth Kentucky Volunteer Infantry. 
Witness: 
Oris WODDLE. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me by S. S. Morrow this the 9th 


day of September, 1927. 
IsxaL. ] W. O. Hays, Notary Public. 


My commission expires January 15, 1928. 


These facts are supported by the affidavits of half a dozen 
other men who knew this man served more than 90 days and 
know that he was actually sworn into the service. 

To me the evidence is thoroughly convincing that this 
man served more than 90 days. I voted to sustain the veto 
of the President. I voted under a misapprehension of the 
facts. I knew nothing about the case. The veto was 
brought into this House, and within 5 or 10 minutes after 
it was brought here the vote was taken. Nobody, as far as 
I know, except possibly the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
STAFFORD] had a copy of the report or the bill. Had I read 
the report, I should have opposed the veto of the President. 
So much for that. 4 
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I am using this incident as a basis of some remarks I 
want to make about the records of the War Department. 

If you will bear with me, I think I can show you that a 
company of 34 men served in the Army of the United 
States and fought one of the bloodiest battles in the 
history of America, and yet there is no record in the War 
Department that any one of them was there. I admit in 
the beginning that these men were not inducted into the 
service; they were not properly introduced to the service, 
but they went and fought the battle of the country, and 
one-third of them died on the field. They saved a com- 
mand of 150 American soldiers from annihilation. 

It was the year after Custer had been massacred in 1876. 
In 1877, just after the Custer massacre, there was great 
unrest among the Indians of the country. The Nez Perce 
Tribe of Idaho left the reservation, starting to go to eastern 
Montana or to Canada to join Sitting Bull. They had a 
delusion that all Indians were to be congregated and they 
were to wipe out the white men. The Government of the 
United States sent a little band of soldiers against them. 
The Indians whipped them. They sent another little band 
of a hundred or so men, and the Indians whipped them. 
The Indians started for Montana, where I lived as a boy 
of 15. Great excitement existed in my country, of course. 
There were only a few people there. The governor of my 
State asked for volunteers, 500 citizens, to stop the Indians. 
There were scarcely 500 able-bodied fighting men in the 
Territory at that time, but little companies of soldiers were 
formed to protect the families of those who were living 
there, and among them was a company known as John B. 
Catlin’s company of volunteers. 

The Indians came from Idaho toward Montana, followed 
by General Howard, with 600 men. He should have taken 
the Indians long before they reached Montana, but he did 
not. When they got into Montana another little group of 
soldiers under Col. John Gibbon came in from another 
direction and started to follow them. Howard was three or 
four days behind with his 600 men. John B. Catlin, with 
his company of 34 men who had been guarding their fam- 
ilies and who went to a mountain pass and tried to stop the 
Indians but found themselves hopelessly outnumbered and 
did not give battle, then said to Colonel Gibbon, “If you are 
going to fight these Indians and will overtake them, we will 
join you.” 

Those men were not coffee coolers; they were not camp 
followers. They had fought their way across the continent 
from the Missouri River to Montana 5 or 10 years before. 
Colonel Gibbon said to him, “All right, we are going to over- 
take them if we can. We fear we can not, but if you want 
to join us, come along.” Colonel Gibbon did not stop to 
swear these men in; he did not stop to wind up any ball of 
red tape; he just said, “ Come along,” and they went. 

That is all the induction they had into service. They 
went along with Gibbon. In three days they overhauled the 
Indians. In that regiment of Gibbon’s men there was a man 
named C. A. Woodruff, a lieutenant, a West Point man, 
adjutant of the regiment. He wrote a story of this battle, 
and I purpose to quote a little from it. He told about how 
these volunteers joined them; how when they were approach- 
ing the Indians, Colonel Gibbon called up Captain Catlin 
with his company and put them in the lead. 

They struck the Indians at daylight. They had marched 
all night. They struck them at daylight. There were 400 
fighting men in that band of Indians. They were well 
equipped, and they were as good fighters as ever breathed 
the breath of life. There were 150 soldiers. There were 34 
volunteers who had joined them, Captain Catlin’s company. 
They had been a sort of home-guard company for 30 days. 
They had built little mud forts to protect their families. 
Every woman and child in that section was in one of these 
little mud forts. 

They struck the Indians, and in an hour or so the Indians 
had them surrounded. The Indians killed or wounded 
every officer in the command. They killed 6 of these 34 
volunteers and wounded 6 more on the field. 

It was as desperate a fight as the Nation probably ever had 
except Custer’s fight. 
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I wish to read to you just briefly from what Gen. C. A. 
Woodruff said of it. It was approaching 11 o’clock at night. 
They had been fighting there from daylight and were sur- 
rounded. He said: 

FFF The nights are 
cold in the mountains, even in summer; the men had no cover- 
ing; their clothes have been soaked in crossing and recrossing the 
river. More than one-third of the command are killed and 
ee Bench nave no et eee and some of 7 
woun er intensely e 
addition to all this, the yelling and 8 e tore 
ing the first part of the night did not add to the comfort of the 
survivors. Billy Edwards, one of our citizen comrades, volun- 
teered to carry dispatches to Deer Lodge; it was a brave deed and 
8 8 He left us at 11 p. m., Thursday; crawled 

en line of walked 40 miles to 
— 2 Gulch, obtained a horse and rode 40 more, and at 10 
a. m. Saturday was in the telegraph office at Deer Lodge. 

After daylight fires were lighted and the adjutant’s horse, killed 
by the hostiles within the barricade, furnished a much-needed 
breakfast, the first mouthful of food since our cold supper 36 
hours before, after which the men buried their own and the 
enemies’ dead. 

As a boy of 15, I saw Billy Edwards come in on a jaded, 
foam-fiecked horse, giving the news of this battle and that 
the men were surrounded. The Indians expected to kill 
them all as they had killed Custer. Billy Edwards wanted 
help. Gibbon had sent him and he had volunteered. He 
wanted medicine, he wanted doctors, he wanted help, he 
wanted food. 

General Gibbon, in charge of these men—he was then 
Colonel Gibbon but afterwards became a general—made a 
report of this battle. General Terry, one of the famous In- 
dian fighters of the West, in commenting upon Colonel Gib- 
bon’s report of this battle, said: 

I think that no one can read this report from Colonel Gibbon 
without feelings of great admiration for him, for his officers, for his 
men, and for the citizen volunteers who fought with them. 


General Sheridan, then head of the Army of the United 
States, said about this report: 

When it is borne in mind that the Indians outnumbered the 
troops and citizens who attacked them more than 2 to 1 and were 
equally as well armed and equipped, the good conduct of Colonel 
Gibbon and his men will be appreciated. Our loss was 3 officers, 
27 soldiers, and 6 volunteers killed and 4 officers, 30 soldiers, and 4 
citizens wounded, including Colonel Gibbon, being over 40 per cent 
of the men engaged. 

General Sheridan remarked that the losses in this battle 
were greater in proportion than at Waterloo, Balaklava, or 
Gettysburg. Six of these brave volunteers, who joined and 
stayed with Gibbon for 10 or 15 days, died upon that field; 
five more were mortally or badly wounded, yet there is not a 
record in the War Department that these men ever served 
their country—at least, that is the War Department reports, 

General Woodruff says: 

The Indians left 89 dead unburied on the field, and Joseph 
admitted a loss of 208 killed or mortally wounded, 26 more than 
Gibbon took into the fight. 

Five years after this battle the Congress of the United 
States passed a bill providing that the families of the men 
who died upon this field might be pensioned; that bill pro- 
vided that those wounded in this battle might be pensioned: 
it provided that there should be reimbursement for the loss 
of their horses, and so forth, and it provided that it should 
be done upon the report of Col. John Gibbon, of the Seventh 
Infantry. Col. John Gibbon made such a report to some- 
body, I do not know to whom; anyhow the Government of 
the United States appropriated money and paid these men 
$1 a day for their services, as provided in that law, and yet 
the War Department records do not show that any of these 
people ever served. 

The Congress, recognizing that we were a grateful Nation, 
erected a stone monument upon this battlefield and there 
carved upon slabs of eternal granite the names of the men 
who died there. Six of them belonged to John B. Catlin's 
company of volunteers; they served under Gibbon; they 
took their orders from the commanding officer and these 
people saved him when he was surrounded. Yet the War 
Department says there is no record that any of these men 
ever served their Government. Of course, under our present 
theory, if there is no record they are not entitled to a 
pension. 


1931 


Mr. SIROVICH. How does the gentleman account for 
that? 

Mr. EVANS of Montana. I do not offer a suggestion about 
why it was. It has been a source of very great humiliation 
to our people that in all these years the War Department 
has repeatedly said, “ We have no record.” 

Twenty years ago I came to Congress and asked for a pen- 
sion for some of these people. They told me, “ We have no 
record.” With infinite patience, in the last month I have 
dug up that record and I find the law to which I have re- 
ferred. I supposed the War Department would know about 
it, but I did not. I found that the Government had pro- 
vided that these people should be pensioned under certain 
circumstances; that they should be paid under certain cir- 
cumstances; but I had to dig it out of books of 40 years ago. 
The way the thing came up was that I introduced a bill for 
the widow of one of the men who served there and took a 
prominent part in that battle. Humiliated beyond words 
that the Government never recognized their services or, I 
mean, that the War Department would not recognize their 
services, this man would not apply for a pension. But 15 
years ago he became incapacitated mentally and physically. 
He lived on until last October, when he died. He was an 
old man, 86 years of age, and he left a widow 82 years of age. 
I made an application for a pension for her and I asked 
for a report from the War Department as to the record of 
men who served in this battle, and they told me they had 
no record. 

General Miles, who eventually killed or captured the 
remnant of these Indians, said, The Nez Perce are the 
boldest and best marksmen of any Indians I’ve ever en- 
countered.” 

Again quoting from General C. A. Woodruff, he said: 


I was adjutant in the fight and intimately associated with Gen- 
eral Gibbon for years afterwards; was present, in fact, when he 
died, and he always spoke in the warmest terms of the services of 
your gallant band of volunteers. I prepared a paper upon this 
engagement and I used this expression: “Our citizen volunteers 
followed their gallant leader with honor to themselves and credit 
to American manhood.” I submitted it to General Gibbon, and 
he said: That is right; you can not give those men too much 
credit.” 


And yet there is no record in the War Department of the 
services of these brave men. 

As an act of justice to the children and the children’s 
children of the volunteers who fought in the Big Hole Bat- 
tle on August 9, 1877, under Gen. John Gibbon and in the 
company of Capt. John B. Catlin, I give their names; they 
were: Dave Morrow, Sam Chaffin, Newt Chaffin, Al Lockwood, 
Myron M. Lockwood, Alex Mitchell, Oscar Clark, Amos Buck, 
Anthony Chaffin, V. Burch, Sam Dunham, Riley Cooper, 
Lind C. Elliot, Fred Heldt, John Armstrong, Jacob Baker, 
Campbell Mitchell, Barnett Wilkerson, “Bunch” Sherill, 
Thomas Sherill, Billy Edwards, John Shinn, Charles B. Hart, 
Eugene Lent, Joe Hull, Billy Ryan, Jerry Wallace, Harrison 
Wilson, Mike Wright, Luther Johnson, Otto Leifer, George 
Wade, “ Squire ” Madding, and John S. Chaffin. 

I think every man of that brave band is now gone and 
may no wanton hand ever disturb their resting place. 

The killed of these brave volunteers on that day were: 
Lind Elliott, Campbell Mitchell, Dave Morrow, John Arm- 
strong, and Al Lockwood. The wounded were Myron M. 
Lockwood, Jacob Baker, Fred Heldt, Billy Ryan, and Otto 
Leifer. : 

Chief Joseph, who started out with a band of 400 fighting 
men and is said to have killed more men, women, and children 
in that campaign than he had fighting men in his band, was 
eventually captured by General Miles at Bear Paw Mountain 
in northeastern Montana after a march of 1,500 miles pur- 
sued by all the forces the Government of the United States 
could send against him. It was the Battle of the Big Hole, 
however, where his band was scattered and his spirit 
broken by the intrepid valor of the men under Col. John 
Gibbon, including the volunteer company of John B. Catlin. 
When Chief Joseph was about to surrender he sent word to 
General Miles: 


Tell General Howard, I know his heart. I am tired of fighting. 
Our chiefs are killed. Glass is dead. Too-hul-hul-sote 
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is dead. The old men are all dead. It is the young men who 
say yes or no. He who led on the young men is dead. It is cold 
and we have no blankets. The little children are freezing to 
Geath. My people, some of them, have run away to the hills, and 
have no blankets, no food; no one knows where they are—perhaps 
freezing to death. I want to have time to look for my children 
and see how many of them I can find, Maybe I shall find them 
among the dead. Hear me, my chiefs! I am tired; my heart is 
sick and sad. From where the sun now stands, I will fight no 
more forever. 

And he never did. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mon- 
tana has expired. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Hare]. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, I am very grateful for this precious five minutes, 
because it seems that time is getting to be very valuable as 
we approach the close of this session. 

I rise for the purpose of calling attention to a situation 
which I am sure is familiar to most of the Members of the 
House, if not to all. We all realize that bonds issued by 
Federal land banks and the joint-stock land banks, par- 
ticularly those issued by the joint-stock land banks, are 
now selling below par. I noticed a few days ago that joint- 
stock land bank bonds were selling for probably one-third 
of their par value. Information has come to me that these 
banks are now buying some of these bonds, carrying them to 
the registrar, and having them canceled. 

I do not know whether this is true or not, but I want to 
invite your attention to H. R. 16300. If these banks have the 
right to buy their own bonds, carry them to the registrar, 
and have them canceled, I think the mortgagor himself— 
the farmer—should have the same right to buy the same 
bond, present it to the bank, in lieu of his amortization 
premiums or in satisfaction of his mortgage, and then have 
the debt canceled. By this process, as I understand, the 
bank would lose no more than it would under the practice 
that is being followed, and my contention is the farmer 
should be accorded the same right—a right now being exer- 
cised by these banks, or the officers of such banks, acting 
in their individual capacity. 

I might go further and say it has been suggested that 
instead of the banks buying these bonds for the credit of 
the bank the officers are buying them and having them 
canceled and taking the profits. I do not know whether 
that is true or not. I can hardly think so, but a hearing 
on the bill referred to should disclose just what is being 
done. 

I have the promise of the chairman of the Banking and 
Currency Committee that he hopes to give me a hearing in 
a few days for the purpose of determining whether the 
alleged policy or practice of these banks is true. In other 
words, Mr. Chairman, I have information to the effect that, 
for instance, I owe a joint-stock land bank $10,000 on a 
mortgage, and I am unable to pay it, the bank forecloses. 
The land is put upon the block and sold for $6,000. The 
bank officials then go into the market and buy $10,000 
worth of bonds at the market price of, say, 30 cents on the 
dollar. 

They can buy $10,000 worth of bonds for $3,000, carry 
them to the registrar and have them cancelled, and the 
bank in that case would profit to the extent of $3,000, and I 
am without a home. If the banks are allowed to buy the 
bonds for less than par and pay off its obligation why should 
not the farmer be allowed to do the same thing? That is 
the object of this bill. That is, if a bank is permitted to 
buy a bond and carry it to the registrar and have it can- 
celled for $3,000 and can get $6,000 for the property covered 
by the mortgage and represented by the bonds purchased, it 
has a profit of $3,000. I do not know whether the banks 
are following this alleged practice or not, but a hearing 
before the committee should disclose the facts. I know that 
the bonds have been selling for about 30 cents on a dollar, 
but whether the transactions referred to are true or not I 
do not know. If a hearing before the committee discloses 
facts to show they are true, then I think the bill ought to be 
passed and the farmer given a right to buy the bond and 
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satisfy the mortgage, or be accorded the same privileges 
exercised by the banks, 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of my 
time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. BLACK.] 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, the Democratic Party can 
carry the country next year, if it is against prohibition. Mr. 
Raskob has shown excellent judgment and leadership in 
calling the national committee together in the near future 
so they may declare themselves on the issue. 

Hoover had a commission appointed for the Republicans 
to have an alibi. He got the wrong kind of alibi, and so 
he had to plead guilty to being a dry. 

He has sewed up. his party to the skirts of the Anti- 
Saloon League. My friend from Texas [Mr. Box] does not 
like the Raskob idea, so he called the party leader down. 
Well, in the next elections in Texas, those Texan tumble- 
bugs, known as Hoover Democrats, will think they collided 
with an exterminator. Mr. Raskob has done the honest 
thing in calling the party leaders to the wet side of the 
issue. Not only will the national committeemen have to 
declare themselves but in the next caucus the wet Demo- 
crats in this House hope to bring the Democrats in the House 
to the liberal side. The organization of the House is a 
highly problematical matter, and the wets are in a position 
to demand that the important committees are not packed 
with drys. That goes for both sides. 

The big States in the North are wet. Hoover will find 
that out without the help of a commission in the next Re- 
publican national convention. The new Congressmen from 
these States are mostly wet. The Democratic Party had 
better be true to its liberal philosophy and accept the sug- 
gestion of Mr. Raskob. A clear, definite, liberal statement 
at the coming conference of Democratic leaders against pro- 
hibition will make the issue in this campaign. The Republi- 
cans had better appoint a commission to find another candi- 
date than Hoover. 

And let me suggest, with the best of friendship for every- 
body in the Republican Party, that you nominate Mr. 
Wickersham. 

The Clerk read the first paragraph of the bill. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Lexipacu, Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee, having had under consideration 
the bill H. R. 16969, the naval appropriation bill, had come 
to no resolution thereon. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS ACT 


Mr. ELLIOTT submitted a conference report on the bill 
(H. R. 16297) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the construction of certain public buildings, and for 
other purposes,” approved May 25, 1926 (44 Stat. 630), and 
acts amendatory thereof, for printing under the rules. 


CONSTRUCTION AT UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY, WEST 
POINT, N. x.; FORT LEWIS, WASH.; AND FORT BENNING, GA. 


Mr. TILSON (at the request of Mr. James of Michigan) 
submitted a conference report on the bill (H. R. 8159) to 
authorize appropriation for construction at the United States 
Military Academy, West Point, N. Y.; Fort Lewis, Wash.; 
Fort Benning, Ga.; and for other purposes, for printing 
under the rules. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to— 

Mr. Crisp (at the request of Mr. WRIGHT) on account of 
illness. 

Mr. Exuts, for the balance of the week, on account of 
death in family. 

Mr. Hock, for one day, on account of important business. 

Mr. Leavitt, for one day. 

Mr. Racon (at the request of Mr. Driver), on account of 
business. 
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SENATE BILLS REFERRED 

Bills of the Senate of the following titles were taken from 
the Speaker’s table and under the rule referred as follows: 

S. 5110. An act to amend the act of June 4, 1924, provid- 
ing for a final disposition of the affairs of the Eastern Band 
of Cherokee Indians in North Carolina; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

S. 5313. An act to cancel certain reimbursable charges 
against certain lands within the Gila River Indian Reserva- 
tion, Ariz.; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 5571. An act to provide for the entertainment of mem- 
bers and delegates to the Fourteenth Annual Convention of 
the French Veterans of the World War, to be held in the 
District of Columbia in September, 1932; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

S. 5825. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of California to construct, maintain, and operate a 
toll bridge across the Bay of San Francisco from the Rincon 
Hill district in San Francisco, by way of Goat Island, to 
Oakland; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 
54 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, February 12, 1931, at 12 o’clock noon. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 


Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com- 
mittee hearings scheduled for Thursday, February 12, 1931, 
FCC 
committees: 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 
(10 a. m.) 

Second deficiency bill. 

COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS 
(10.30 a. m.) 

To authorize an appropriation for the purchase of land and 
buildings thereon joining the West Point Military Reserva- 
tion, N. L., H. R. 14811, and other bills relative to the 
acquisition of additional land for the United States Mili- 
tary Academy, West Point. 

Tuesday, February 17, 1931 
COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE 
(10 a. m.) 

To amend paragraph 8 of section 1 of the interstate com- 

merce act (H. R. 16695). 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

827. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropria- 
tion pertaining to the legislative establishment under the 
Architect of the Capitol, for the fiscal year 1931, in the sum 
of $200,000 (H. Doc. No. 749); to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

828. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropria- 
tion for the Department of Justice for the fiscal year 1931, 
to remain available until June 30, 1932, amounting to $20,000 
for enforcement of antitrust laws (H. Doc. No. 750); to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. MERRITT: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


Commerce. H. R. 9413. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of Commerce to dispose of certain lighthouse reservations in 
the State of Michigan; without amendment (Rept. No. 2563). 
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Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. McSWAIN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 
15063. A bill authorizing the Secretary of War to reconvey 
to the State of New York a portion of the land comprising 
the Fort Ontario Military Reservation, N. Y.; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2569). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ELLIOTT: Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. H. R. 16947. A bill to authorize the construction 
on Government Island, Alameda, Calif., of buildings required 
by the Bureau of Public Roads and Forest Service of the 
Department of Agriculture and the Coast Guard of the 
Treasury Department; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2570). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. KENDALL of Pennsylvania: Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. S. 543. An act to increase the pay 
of mail carriers in the village delivery service; with amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2571). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr, KENDALL of Pennsylvania: Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. H. R. 16256. A bill to fix more 
equitably the responsibility of postmasters; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2572). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LEA: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. H. R. 16778. A bill to extend the times for com- 
mencing and completing the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near Culbertson, Mont.; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2573). Referred to the House Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. COOPER of Ohio: Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. H. R. 16829. A bill granting the consent 
of Congress to the Board of County Commissioners of Ma- 
honing County, Ohio, to construct a free overhead viaduct 
across the Mahoning River at Struthers, Mahoning County, 
Ohio; without amendment (Rept. No. 2574). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. LEA: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. H. R. 16834. A bill to extend the times for com- 
mencing and completing the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the point known and desig- 
nated as the power-site crossing or at or near the point 
known and designated as Wilder Ferry, in the State of Mon- 
tana; with amendment (Rept. No. 2575). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan: Committee on Military Affairs. 
H. R. 15596. A bill to authorize the Secretary of War to 
construct a water main to Selfridge Field, Mich.; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2588). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan: Committee on Military Affairs. 
H. R. 15616. A bill to authorize an appropriation for the 
construction of a building at Selfridge Field; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2589). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HAWLEY: Committee on Ways and Means. H. R. 
16517. A bill to prohibit importation of products of con- 
vict and forced labor, to protect labor and industry in the 
United States, and for other purposes; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2590). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOWARD: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 13133. 
A bill to authorize an appropriation of tribal funds to pur- 
chase certain privately owned lands within the Fort Apache 
Indian Reservation, Ariz.; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2591). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 15603. 
A bill to extend the restrictive period against alienation, 
lease, mortgage, or other encumbrance of any interest of 
restricted heirs of members of the Five Civilized Tribes, and 
for other purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 2592). Re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HILL of Alabama: Committee on Military Affairs. 
S. 5649. An act for the relief of the State of Alabama; with 
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amendment (Rept. No. 2596). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL: Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. H. R. 16485. A bille granting to the commissioners of 
Lincoln Park the right to erect a breakwater in the naviga- 
ble waters of Lake Michigan, and transferring jurisdiction 
over certain navigable waters of Lake Michigan to the com- 
missioners of Lincoln Park; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2597). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HILL of Alabama: Committee on Military Affairs. 
H. R. 16162. A bill to extend hospital and home facilities 
to veterans of the Confederate Army and Navy; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2598). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana: Committee on Indian Affairs. 
H. R. 16005. A bill to permit relinquishments and recon- 
veyances of privately owned land within certain counties in 
the State of Arizona to the United States for the benefit of 
the Navajo Indians, and for other purposes; with amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2599). Referred to the Committee o the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. COCHRAN of Pennsylvania: Committee on Military 
Affairs. H. R. 12783. A bill for the relief of James J. Mc- 
Barnes; without amendment (Rept. No. 2576). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mrs. KAHN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 13176. 
A bill for the relief of Edward J. Webster; without amend- 
ment (Rept..No. 2577). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. WOLVERTON of West Virginia: Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. H. R. 15730. A bill for the relief of William 
Lechner; with amendment (Rept. No. 2578). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HALE: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 2046. A 
bill for the relief of Henry C. Perrine; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2579). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. SANDERS of Texas: Committee on Naval Affairs. 
H. R. 2986. A bill for the relief of Michael F. Calnan; with- 
out amendment (Rept. No. 2580). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DRANE: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 8083. A 
bill for the relief of Anthony Peter De Young; with amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2581). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. EVANS of California: Committee on Naval Affairs. 
H. R. 8466. A bill for the relief of David Albert Robeson; 
with amendment (Rept. 2582). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia: Committee on Naval Affairs, 
H. R. 10924. A bill for the relief of Roland Baldwin Estep; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 2583) . Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WOODRUFF: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 
14201. A bill for the relief of Fred C. Hinrichsen; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 2584). Referred to the Committée of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 14423. 
A bill to authorize the appointment of Chester Lawrence 
Fordney as a captain in the Marine Corps; without amend- 
ment (Rept, No. 2585). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. WOODRUFF: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 
14719. A bill for the relief of Casey Hall McGinnis; with- 
out amendment (Rept. No. 2586). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. COYLE: Committee on Naval Affairs. S. 351. An act 
for the relief of John Donahue; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2587). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SWING: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 
14456. A bill to validate a certain conveyance heretofore 
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made by Central Pacific Railway Co., a corporation, and its 
lessee, Southern Pacific Co., a corporation, to Pacific States 
Box & Basket Co., a corporation, involving certain portions 
of right of way in the vicinity of the town of Florin, county 
of Sacramento, State of California, acquired by the Central 
Pacific Railway Co. under the act of Congress approved 
July 1, 1862 (12 Stat. L. 489), as amended by the act of 
Congress approved July 2, 1864 (13 Stat. L. 356); with 
amendment (Rept. No. 2595). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was discharged from the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 16916) granting a pension to Robert W. Creech, and 
the same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. GAVAGAN: A bill (H. R. 17027) to loan to World 
War veterans sums of money not exceeding 50 per cent of 
the face value of the adjusted-service certificates; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 17028) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide for the further development of 
agricultural extension work between the agricultural col- 
leges in the several States receiving the benefits of the act 
entitled ‘An act donating public lands to the several States 
and Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit 
of agriculture and mechanic arts,’ approved July 2, 1862, 
and all acts supplementary thereto, and the United States 
Department of Agriculture,” approved May 22, 1928 (U. S. 
C. Supp. III, title 7, secs. 343a, 343b) ; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 17029) for the relief of 
obligors on defaulted commercial paper in the drought or 
storm stricken areas of the United States; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CHIPERFIELD: A bill (H. R. 17030) authorizing 
the establishment of a migratory bird and game refuge along 
the Illinois River in Illinois; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. FULMER: A bill (H. R. 17031) to provide for co- 
operation with the several States in the care, treatment, 
education, vocational guidance and placement, and physical 
rehabilitation of crippled children, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 17032) to authorize the 
attendance of the Navy Band at the convention of the Vet- 
- erans of Foreign Wars of the United States at Kansas City; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 17033) to amend the act 
entitled “An act for the control of floods on the Mississippi 
River and its tributaries, and for other purposes,” approved 
May 15, 1928; to the Contmittee on Flood Control. 

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 17034) to regulate inter- 
state transportation of wood alcohol; to the Committee on 
Intérstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 17035) providing 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public build- 
ing thereon at Heavener, Okla.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CRAIL: A bill (H. R. 17036) denying the use of the 
United States mails to the book entitled “Lincoln, the 
Man,” and fixing the penalty for mailing the same; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 17037) for the enrollment 
of children born after December 30, 1919, whose parents, or 
either of them, are members of the Blackfeet Tribe of 
Indians, in the State of Montana, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17038) defining and regulating power 
sites upon the Blackfeet Indian Reservation in the State of 
Montana; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 17039) providing for the construction 
and equipment of a hospital upon the Blackfeet Indian Res- 
ervation in the State of Montana; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 17040) to provide $100,000 
for the erection of a monument in Saratoga, N. Y., for the 
American dead; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 497) directing an investi- 
gation and study of transportation by the various agencies 
engaged in interstate commerce; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FREAR: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 498) au- 
thorizing the President to call a conference of foreign gov- 
ernments; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 499) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


MEMORIALS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented 
and referred as follows: 

Memorial of the State Legislature of the State of New 
Jersey, memorializing the Congress of the United States to 
appropriate sufficient funds to carry out the provisions of 
the national defense act of 1920, so that the program of 
the War Department may be effectively carried out; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Memorial of the State Legislature of the State of Illinois, 
memorializing the Congress of the United States to enact 
legislation to provide for the immediate cash payment to 
veterans of the World War of the cash surrender of their 
adjusted-compensation certificates, issued under the World 
War adjusted compensation act; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Memorial of the State Legislature of 
the State of Illinois, memorializing the Congress of the 
United States to enact legislation to provide for the im- 
mediate cash payment to veterans of the World War of 
the cash surrender value of their adjusted-compensation 
certificates, issued under the World War adjusted compen- 
sation act; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PRALL: Memorial received from Hon. Edward 
J. Flynn, secretary of state, Albany, N. Y., urging the Con- 
gress of the United States of America to authorize the 
United States Shipping Board to sell to the Port of New 
York Authority the properties in the port of New York 
district commonly known as the Hoboken Pier properties; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ADKINS: Memorial of the Fifty-seventh General 
Assembly of the State of Illinois (the house of representa- 
tives concurring herein) in the form of senate joint resolu- 
tion, memorializing the President of the United States and 
the Senate and House of Representatives of the present 
Congress to enact legislation to provide for the immediate 
cash payment to veterans of the World War of the cash 
surrender value of their adjusted-compensation certificates 
issued under the World War adjusted compensation act; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KVALE: Memorial of the State Legislature of the 
State of Minnesota, urging amendment of section 5219, 
Revised Statutes of the United States, so as to permit the 
States to tax national banks upon a fair and equitable basis; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. PARKS: Memorial of the State Legislature of the 
State of Arkansas, memorializing the Congress of the United 
States for the enactment by Congress of the Caraway amend- 
ment to relieve the extraordinary economic condition now 
existing; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. AUF DER HEIDE: Memorial of the One hundred 
and fifty-fifth Legislature of the State of New Jersey, adyo- 
cating appropriation of adequate funds to carry out the 
provisions of the national defense act for the training of 
the Organized Reserve forces; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SEGER: Memorial of the Legislature of New Jer- 
sey, urging Congress to appropriate sufficient funds to carry 
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out the training of the Organized Reserves for the fiscal 
year of 1932; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. IRWIN: Memorial of General Assembly of the 
State of Illinois, in form of joint resolution, memorializing 
Congress to enact legislation to provide for the immediate 
cash payment to veterans of the World War of the cash 
surrender value of their adjusted-compensation certificates; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Memorial of the State 
Legislature of the State of New York, memorializing the 
Congress of the United States to authorize the United States 
Shipping Board to sell to the Port of New York Authority 
the properties in the port of New York district commonly 
known as the Hoboken Pier properties; to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 17041) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Prudence M. A. Burton; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. A 

By Mr. DOWELL: A bill (H. R. 17042) granting a pension 
to John H. Andrews; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GAVAGAN: A bill (H. R. 17043) extending the 
benefits of the emergency officers’ retirement act to Napo- 
leon B. Marshall; to the Committee on World War Veterans’ 
Legislation. 

By Mrs. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 17044) to authorize the ap- 
pointment of Bert J. Zimmerman as warrant officer, United 
States Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. MENGES: A bill (H. R. 17045) for the relief of 
Leona Henry; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17046) for the relief of Frank E. Volk- 
man; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 17047) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Caroline E. McDaniel; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHORT of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 17048) granting 
a pension to Nety R. Naugle; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 17049) granting an increase 
of pension to Frank H. Latham (with accompanying papers) ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 17050) granting an 
increase of pension to Emily S. Davis; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXI, petitions and papers were 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

9334. Petition of Oakland (Calif.) City Council, approving 
the immediate payment in cash of the veterans’ bonus for 
veterans of the World War; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9335. By Mr. ADKINS: Petition of veterans of the World 
War residing at Oakland, Ill., requesting the immediate cash 
payment at full face value of adjusted-compensation certif- 
icates as created by section 702 of the World War adjusted 
compensation act of 1924; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9336. By Mr. AUF DER HEIDE: Petition of Newark 
(N. J.) Diocesan Council, National Council of Catholic 
Women, protesting against the passage of Senate bill 4582; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9337. By Mr. BEERS: Petition of citizens of Shirleysburg, 
Pa., favoring legislation to make immediate cash payment 
at the full face value of the adjusted-compensation cer- 
tificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9338. By Mr. BLAND: Petition of inmates of National Sol- 
diers’ Home, Virginia, in favor of legislation in behalf of im- 
mediate cash payment at full face value of adjusted-compen- 
sation certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9339. By Mr. BOHN: Petition of Valley City Post, No. 356, 
American Legion, Grand Rapids, Mich., to amend the ad- 
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justed compensation act of 1925 in such a manner as will | 


allow each and every World War veteran to whom an 
adjusted-compensation certificate shall have been issued to 
receive in a lump sum full face value of such certificate, 
less such loans legally chargeable to them; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

9340. By Mr. BRIGGS: Communication of the Galveston 
district of the Galveston Diocesan Council, opposing the 
passage of Senate bill 4582; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9341. By Mr. BRUNNER: Petition of John Jacobs, of 
7325 Sixty-ninth Place, Glendale, N. Y., and 37 additional 
residents of the Second Queensborough district, New York, 
urging Congress to act favorably upon the immediate cash 
payment at full face value of adjusted-compensation certifi- 
cates, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9342. By Mr. CANFIELD: Petition of LeRoy Malone and 
50 other citizens of Seymour, Ind., urging the passage of 
legislation for immediate cash payment at full face value of 
the adjusted-compensation certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9343. Also, petition of D. J. McCormick and 37 other citi- 
zens of North Madison, Ind., urging the passage of legisla- 
tion for immediate cash payment at full face value of the 
adjusted-compensation certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9344. Also, petition of Rev. N. C. Pfeiffer and 31 other 
citizens of Crothersville, Ind., urging the passage of the 
Sparks-Capper amendment; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9345. By Mr. CHALMERS: Telegram from the members 
of St. Vincent’s Hospital Nurses’ Alumnz, Toledo, Ohio, 
protesting against the passage of Senate bill 4582; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

9346. By Mr. CLAGUE: Petition of Mrs. G. E. Hill, of 
Madelia, Minn., and others, urging passage of Sparks-Cap- 
per amendment, House Joint Resolution 356; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

9347. Also, resolution of Jackson Liberty Post, No. 130, 
American Legion, Jackson; Dell Hogan Post, No. 123, Ameri- 
can Legion, Luverne; and Harry A. Mecklenburg and others, 
of New Ulm, Minn., urging immediate payment of adjusted- 
compensation certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9348. By Mr. CLARKE of New York: Petition of the 
members of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, Bainbridge, N. Y., urging Con- 
gress to enact a law for the Federal supervision of motion 
pictures, establishing higher standards before production 
for films that are to be licensed for interstate and interna- 
tional commerce; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

9349. Also, petition of the members of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, Norwich, N. Y., urging Congress to 
enact a law for the Federal supervision of motion pictures, 
establishing higher standards before production for films 
that are to be licensed for interstate and international com- 
merce; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

9350. By Mr. CONDON: Petition of Michael Crescenza and 
several other World War veterans from Rhode Island, urging 
legislation looking toward the immediate cash payment of 
the adjusted-service certificates at their face value; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9351. Also, petition of Joseph O. San Souci, jr., and sev- 
eral other World War veterans from Rhode Island, urging 
legislation looking toward the immediate payment of the 
adjusted-compensation certificates at their full face value; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9352. By Mr. CORNING: Petition of Helen J. Delehanty, 
president the Kenwood Alumni Braille Association, Albany, 
N. Y. protesting against Senate bill 4582 permitting impor- 
tation, distribution, and sale of contraceptive literature and 
instruments; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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9353. By Mr. CRAMTON: Petition signed by Lily Allen 
and 80 other residents of Kingston, Mich., urging passage of 
House Joint Resolution 356, providing for an amendment to 
the Constitution excluding the approximately 7,500,000 un- 
naturalized aliens from the count of the population of the 
Nation for apportionment of congressional districts among 
the States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9354. By Mr. DOUTRICH: Petition of H. W. Mansberger 
and other residents of Middletown and Royalton, Pa., urging 
the immediate cash payment at full face value of the 
adjusted-compensation certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9355. Also, petition of L. H. Wilt and other residents of 
Harrisburg, Pa., and vicinity, urging the immediate cash 
payment at full face value of the adjusted-compensation 
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9356. Also, petition of Roy Egolf and other residents of 
Harrisburg, Pa., urging the immediate cash payment at full 
face value of the adjusted-compensation certificates; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9357. Also, petition of C. W. Kimmel and other residents 
of West Fairview, Pa., and vicinity, urging the immediate 
cash payment at full face value of the adjusted-compen- 
sation certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9358. Also, petition of John I. Short and other residents 
of Middletown, Pa., and vicinity, urging the immediate cash 
payment at full face value of the adjusted-compensation 
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9359. Also, petition of John E. Anderson and other resi- 
dents of Harrisburg, Pa., urging the immediate cash pay- 
ment at full face value of the adjusted-service compensation 
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9360. By Mr. EATON of Colorado: Petition of the Colo- 
rado Mining Association and Colorado Chapter of the 
American Mining Congress, urging that legislation be favored 
for the purpose of securing a tariff of 30 cents per ounce on 
silver, and urging a renewed fight for a tariff amendment; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9361. By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Petition of the Catholic 
Women’s Club of Eastchester, Tuckahoe, N. Y., protesting 
against the passage of Senate bill 4582; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

9362. Also, petition of residents of New York City, urging 
the immediate cash payment of the World War veterans’ 
adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

9363. By Mr. FULMER: Petition containing fifty and odd 
names, supporting the Capper-Sparks stop-alien representa- 
tion amendment (H. J. Res. 356), providing for an amend- 
ment to the United States Constitution excluding the ap- 
proximately 7,500,000 unnaturalized aliens from the count 
of the population of the Nation for apportionment of con- 
gressional districts among the States; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

9364. By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of citizens of Waterbury, 
Vt., and vicinity urging passage of House Joint Resolution 
356, providing for an amendment to the Constitution to 
exclude aliens from the count for purposes of reapportion- 
ment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9365. By Mr. HESS: Petition of various citizens of Hamil- 
ton County, Ohio, urging the immediate cash payment at 
full face value of the adjusted-service certificates; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9366. By Mr. HOGG of West Virginia: Petition of various 
citizens of Huntington, W. Va., requesting the payment in 
cash of the adjusted-compensation certificates now held by 
veterans of the World War; to the Commitee on Ways and 
Means. 

9367. By Mr. HOOPER: Resolution of the Home Eco- 
nomics Club, of Dimondale, Mich., petitioning Congress to 
enact a new law taxing all yellow oleomargarine at least 
10 cents a pound; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

9368. Also, resolution of the Dimondale Nutrition Club, of 
Dimondale, Mich., petitioning Congress to enact a new law 
taxing all yellow oleomargarine at least 10 cents a pound; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 
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9369. By Mr. HICKEY: Petition of Charles Peller and 
other residents of St. Joseph County, Ind., urging passage of 
legislation for the immediate cash payment of adjusted- 
service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9370. By Mr. HULL of Wisconsin: Resolution of the Farm- 
ers’ Educational and Cooperative Union, Sheridan Local of 
Dunn County, Wheeler, Wis., protesting against ruling of 
Internal Revenue Department on the use of palm oil in oleo- 
margarine and favoring a higher tax on oleomargarine; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

9371. Also, resolution of Washington County Holstein 
Breeders Association, West Bend, Wis., protesting the ruling 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue regarding the use 
of palm oil in oleomargarine and favoring a higher tax on 
oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

9372. Also, resolution of the York Creamery Associa- 
tion, York, Wis., protesting against the recent decision of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue regarding the use of 
palm oil in oleomargarines and favoring a higher tax on 
oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

9373. Also, petition of citizens of the District of Columbia, 
favoring House bill 7884; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

9374. Also, petition of citizens of the District of Columbia, 
favoring House bill 7884; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

9375. Also, petition of citizens of the District of Columbia, 
favoring House bill 7884; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

9376. Also, petition of citizens of Tomah, Wis., favoring 
immediate payment at full face value of adjusted-compen- 
sation certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9377. Also, petition of citizens of Grand Marsh, Wis., favor- 
ing the Sparks-Capper stop-alien representation amend- 
ment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9378. By Mr. IGOE: Petition of city council of the city of 
Chicago, urging immediate payment in full of the adjusted- 
service certificates to veterans of the World War; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9379. By Mr. KADING: Petitions signed by 37 veterans 
of the recent World War, residents of Lake Mills and May- 
ville, Wis., urging legislation looking toward the immediate 
payment of the face value of the adjusted-service certifi- 
cates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9380. By Mr. KEMP: Petition of the Morgan-Spencer- 
Ballard Post of the American Legion, Amite, La., favoring 
immediate payment in cash of face value of adjusted-com- 
pensation certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9381. By Mr. KINZER: Protest of the Catholic Woman’s 
Club, of Lancaster, Pa., against passage of Senate bill 4582; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9382. By Mr. KVALE: Petition of Northwestern Lumber- 
men’s Association, submitted by O. C. Lance, secretary, ap- 
proving House bill 15597 and Senate bill 5370, and urging 
enactment of this legislation; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9383. Also, petition of Lac qui Parle Post, No. 158, of the 
American Legion, Madison, Minn., submitted by E. E. Farn- 
ham, chairman, urging passage of legislation to provide for 
the immediate payment of adjusted-service certificates at 
their value as of their maturity; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

9384. Also, petition of 39 citizens of St. Paul, Minn., urging 
enactment of bill for immediate payment of adjusted-com- 
pensation certificates in full; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9385. By Mr. LEHLBACH: Petition of citizens of Newark, 
N. J., urging the passage of House bill 7884, for the exemp- 
tion of dogs from vivisection in the District of Columbia; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

9386. By Mr. LINTHICUM: Petition of Virginia Gates and 
Mrs. Granville G. Bixler, of Baltimore, Md., favoring Sparks- 
Capper amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9387. Also, petition of Baltimore Pulverizing Co., the 
Terminal Warehouse Co., and the Davison Chemical Co., of 
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Baltimore, all favoring the leasing or selling of Muscle 
Shoals; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

9388. Also, indorsements from Baltimore residents, pre- 
sented by the Animal Protection Bureau, of House bill 7884, 
for the exemption of dogs from vivisection in the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

9389. By Mr. LOZIER: Petition of numerous citizens of 
Chillicothe, Mo., urging passage of House Joint Resolution 
356, relating to the counting of unnaturalized aliens; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

9390. Also, petition of numerous citizens of Carroll County, 
Mo., urging passage of House Joint Resolution 356, relating 
to the counting of unnaturalized aliens; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

9391. By Mr. McCLINTOCK of Ohio: Petition of Henry 
Marjotte and 43 citizens of Dennison and Uhrichsville, Ohio, 
favoring immediate cash payment at full face value of ad- 
justed-compensation certificates; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

9392. By Mr. MEAD: Petition of Maritime Association of 
the Port of New York, urging Congress to provide an early 
appropriation to acquire equipment for more effective super- 
vision over conditions in New York Harbor; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9393. Also, petition of citizens of Buffalo, N. Y., for cash 
payment of adjusted-compensation certificates; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

9394. Also, petition of New York State Bankers’ Associa- 
tion, opposing conferees’ report on Muscle Shoals legislation; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

9395. Also, petition of Erie County subdistrict of the Dairy- 
men’s League Cooperative Association (Inc.), urging a tax 
on oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

9396. Also, petition of New York State Guernsey Breeders’ 
Association (Inc.), urging a tax on oleomargarine; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

9397. Also, petition of American Exporters and Importers’ 
Association, requesting that foreign commerce of the United 
States be represented in the Cabinet by a secretary of for- 
eign commerce; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

9398. By Mr. MOONEY: Petition of Lakewood Chapter, 
No. 8, Disabled American Veterans of the World War, pro- 
testing the Reed amendment to the independent offices ap- 
propriation bill; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

9399. Also, petition of directors of the North American 
Trust Co., Cleveland, Ohio, protesting cash settlement of 
adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9400. Also, petition of Cuyahoga County Council, Veterans 
of Foreign Wars, indorsing immediate settlement of ad- 
justed-service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9401. By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: Petition of Ray Col- 
well, James E. Price, C. D. Kemp, and others, favoring cash 
payment of adjusted-compensation (bonus) certificates; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9402. By Mrs. NORTON: Petition of John A. Ryan, J. 
Burke, and William J. Connolly, and others, in favor of the 
payment of adjusted-compensation certificates; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

9403. By Mr. FRANK M. RAMEY: Resolution adopted by 
the city council of the city of Chicago, Ill, urging legislation 
for payment in full at this time of adjusted-service certifi- 
cates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9404. Also, petition of Catholic Women’s Study Clubs, of 
Springfield, Ill, and vicinity, protesting against law per- 
mitting distribution of literature regarding artificial birth 
control; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9405. By Mr. ROBINSON: Petition signed by A. Mentzer 
and 36 other citizens of Waterloo, Iowa, urging the cash 
payment of adjusted-compensation (bonus) certificates at 
full face value of adjusted-compensation certificates as cre- 
ated by section 702 of the World War adjusted compensation 
act of 1924; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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9406. Also, petition signed by L. R. Smith, 1118 Kern 
Street, and 38 other citizens of Waterloo, Iowa, urging the 
cash payment of adjusted-compensation (bonus) certificates 
at full face value of adjusted-compensation certificates as 
created by section 702 of the World War adjusted compen- 
sation act of 1924; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9407. Also, petition urging the passage of the Grant Hud- 
son bill (H. R. 9986) for Federal supervision of motion pic- 
tures, signed by Mrs. W. A. B. Graham, president, and Mrs. 
W. W.. Beck, secretary, of the Woman’s Auxiliary of the 
Westminster Presbyterian Church of Waterloo, Iowa; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foregin Commerce. 

9408. By Mr. SHOTT of West Virginia: Petition of citi- 
zens of McDowell County, W. Va., urging the immediate pay- 
ment at full value of adjusted-compensation certificates; to 
the Committee on. Ways and Means. 

9409. Also, petition of McDowell County Post, No. 8, 
American Legion, Welch, W. Va., approving the passage of 
House bill 3493, providing for immediate cash payment of 
the face value of adjusted-compensation certificates; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9410. By Mr. SHREVE: Petition of Warren E. Nichols, jr., 
and a number of the citizens of Meadville, Pa., asking for 
the cash payment of the adjusted-service certificates; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9411. Also, petition of Malcolm MacWilkie and a number 
of citizens of Erie, Pa., asking for the cash payment of the 
adjusted-compensation certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9412. By Mr. SLOAN: Petition of J. L. Schiek and 37 
others, of Gage County, Nebr., favoring compensation ad- 
justment; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9413. Also, petition of I. J. Montgomery and 51 others, of 
Saline County, Nebr., favoring compensation adjustment; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9414, By Mr. SNOW: Petition of William E. Mason and 
36 others, of Bangor, Me., urging the passage of legislation 
for the immediate payment at face value of adjusted-com- 
pensation certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9415. By Mr. SPARKS: Petition of the Ladies’ Aid of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Agra, Kans., for the Federal 
supervision of motion pictures-as provided in the Grant 
Hudson motion picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9416. Also, petition of 11 members of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, of Phillipsburg, Kans., for 
the Federal supervision of the motion pictures as provided 
in the Grant Hudson motion picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9417. Also, petition of the regular meeting of the Wom- 
an’s Christian Temperance Union, of Bird City, Kans., for 
the Federal supervision of motion pictures as provided in 
the Grant Hudson motion picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9418. By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition of 
citizens of Indiana County, Pa., in favor of the proposed 
Sparks-Capper amendment to the United States Constitu- 
tion, to exclude unnaturalized aliens in the count of popula- 
tion for congressional apportionment; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

9419. By Mr. SULLIVAN of Pennsylvania: Petition of 
Mathilda O’Hara as president of the Ladies of Charity, 
Roselia Foundling Asylum and Maternity Hospital, of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., to Senate bill 4582 amending the tariff bill and 
Criminal Code; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9420. By Mr. SWANSON: Petition of Mrs. H. W. Redding 
and others of Elliott, Iowa, favoring an amendment to the 
Constitution for the exclusion of aliens in the apportionment 
of the House of Representatives; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9421. By Mr. SWING: Petition of citizens of California, 
respectfully petitioning the President and Congress of the 
United States in behalf of immediate cash payment at full 
face value of the adjusted-compensation certificates as 
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created by section 702 of the World War adjusted compensa- 
tion act of 1924; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9422. Also, petition of citizens of California, respectfully 
petitioning the President and Congress of the United States 
in behalf of immediate cash payment at full face value of 
adjusted-compensation certificates as created by section 702 
of the World War adjusted compensation act of 1924; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9423. By Mr. TEMPLE: Petition of Clyde H. Nelson and 
others, of Donora, Pa., urging support of the Sparks-Cap- 
per amendment (H. J. Res. 356) to the Constitution; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

9424. Also, petition of Mary C. Taylor, of Donora; Rev. 
G. M. Conner and other residents of Houston, Pa., urging 
support of the proposed Sparks-Capper stop-alien repre- 
sentation amendment (H. J. Res. 356) to the Constitution; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9425. Also, petition of John S. McCans and other resi- 
dents, of Donora, Pa., urging support of the Sparks-Capper 
stop-alien representation amendment (H. J. Res. 356) to 
the Constitution; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9426. Also, petition of Rev. Thomas F. Chilcote and a 
-number of other residents of Donora, Pa., urging support of 
the Sparks-Capper stop-alien representation amendment 
(H. J. Res. 356) to the Constitution; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

9427. By Mr. WYANT: Petition of Amos A. J. Myers Post, 
No. 28, Veterans of Foreign Wars, Jeannette, Pa., advocating 
cash payment of adjusted-service certificates; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

9428. Also, petition of members of Stewarts Station, 
U. P. Sabbath School or Church, of Trafford, Westmoreland 
County, Pa., urging favorable action on Sparks-Capper 
amendment eliminating approximately 7,500,000 unnatural- 
ized aliens from count in proposed congressional reappor- 
tionment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9429. Also, petition of citizens of Trafford, Westmoreland 
County, Pa., urging favorable action on Sparks-Capper 
amendment eliminating approximately 7,500,000 unnatural- 
ized aliens from count in proposed congressional reappor- 
tionment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE 
THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 12, 1931 
(Legislative day of Monday, January 26, 1931) 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m., on the expiration of 

the recess. 
THE JOURNAL 
- Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for the 

approval of the Journal of the calendar days of February 9, 
10, and 11, 1931. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. SMOOT obtained the floor. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to enable 
me to make the point of no quorum? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield for that purpose? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do. 

Mr. FESS. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 


Ashurst Carey Gillett Howell 
Barkley Connally Glass Johnson 
Bini Copeland Gof jones 
Black Co Goldsborough K 
Blaine Cutting Gould Kendrick 
Blease Dale Hale King 
Borah Davis Harris La Follette 
Bratton Deneen Harrison McGill 

k Dill Hatfield McKellar 
Brookhart Fess Hawes McMaster 
Bulkley Fletcher Hayden McNary 
Capper Frazier Hebert Metcalf 
Caraway George Morrison 
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FEBRUARY 12 
Morrow Pine Smoot Vandenberg 
Pittman Steiwer Wagner 
Norbeck Ransdell Stephens Walcott 
Norris Reed Swanson alsh, Mass. 
Nye Robinson, Ark. Thomas,Idaho Walsh, Mont. 
Oddie Sheppard Thomas, Okla. Waterman 
Shipstead Townsend Watson 
Patterson Shortridge Trammell Wheeler 
Phipps Smith Tydings Williamson 


Mr. TOWNSEND. I desire to announce that my colleague 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hastincs] is un- 
avoidably detained from the Senate. I ask that that an- 
nouncement may stand for the day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-eight Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 


LINCOLN—THE GREAT AMERICAN FATHER 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, to-day is Lincoln’s birthday. 

Every year the events with which the name of Abraham 
Lincoln is associated recede farther into the background of 
history, but the character of the man himself rises to a still 
higher place in the esteem of mankind. The name of Lin- 
coln stands like a pyramid rising out of a plain that is 
fading from our vision. He is no longer merely the rail 
splitter, the country politician, the emancipator, or even 
the savior of the Union. He has become an ideal which 
time holds aloft out of the clouded reasoning, the bigotry, 
and the carnage of a century that has passed. Through the 
perspective of two generations we see the skill of Lincoln, 
the statesman; the humanity of Lincoln, the lawyer; the 
fortitude of Lincoln as the leader of a great cause; the 
commonness of Lincoln as a friend and neighbor; the pa- 
tience and resourcefulness of Lincoln as the President of a 
war-torn nation all converge into one sublime conception of 
Lincoln, the man and the father. 

In those years immediately following his triumph and 
tragic death his friends, who were besieged for information, 
sought to shield him from the truth. Some tried to con- 
ceal the squalor of his childhood environment in Kentucky 
and Indiana; others to throw a false glamour of romance 
about his courtships; to hide his neglect of law for politics 
and literature; to distort the truth of his family relation- 
ships; and to minimize what were thought to be his short- 
comings as Chief Executive. But in trying to hide what 
they thought were his weaknesses these friends revealed 
their own ignorance of the real Lincoln. 

To-day we are not content to acknowledge Lincoln’s great- 
ness. Our admiration for his achievements is superseded 
by our love for the man himself, as he is revealed by his 
failings, his defeats, his humble mode of living, and his 
simple virtues. In ascending to the heights of honor and 
renown he never lost the common touch of humanity, and 
never wished to. More than any other man he felt and 
reflected in his life the heart throbbings of a nation. His 
crude nobility of character inherited from the backwoods 
blended with the knowledge he absorbed from the great 
minds of the world, and with the experience he gained from 
long devotion to public issues to produce not only the high- 
est ideal of American statesmanship but also one of the 
finest examples of fatherhood. 

A man of letters whose soul had been stirred to its depths 
by fratricidal war might have written the Gettysburg Ad- 
dress. In the course of social evolution a wise emancipator 
might have abolished slavery. A militant Chief Executive 
might have crushed the South and brought the Civil War 
to an end. But only Lincoln could have fathered a nation 
in such distress. Our lasting memory of him is that of a 
kind, unassuming, patient, and sagacious parent whose love 
did not blind him to the nature of that colossal feud, whose 
grief did not swerve him from the fixed purpose of preserv- 
ing national unity. 

Washington will always be known as the Father of our 
Country. It was his high privilege to shape the destiny 
of the United States as an infant nation. Beside him Lin- 
coln has taken a place as the father who guided the same 
nation through its most perilous years of adolescence. Who 
can say that the genius of a father was needed more in the 
travail of 1776 than in the convulsion of 1860? History has 
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not revealed a character more deserving of patriarchal ven- 
eration than was Abraham Lincoln 

God seems to have prepared Lincoln as a father preserver 
of the American Union. In youth he was the leader and 
protector of his companions. As a young man he was vil- 
lage philosopher and athletic champion. Lincoln never 
seemed to be young, because his attitude was always that of 
a big brother or a companionable father. Children trooped 
after him. Men congregated about him to hear his stories, 
jokes, comments, and advice. He loved the common people 
because he was one of them, and concluded that God must 
love them, too, “ because he made so many of them.” Long 
before they recognized his greatness the people lovingly 
called him Father Abraham. 

Sorrow laid a heavy hand upon Lincoln in his tender years. 

There was a darkness in this man; an immense and hollow dark- 
ness, of which we may not speak, nor share with him, nor enter. 

The death of his mother in the wilderness of Indiana 
cut off the only refining influence in his life up to that time. 
Vacant loneliness again laid hold upon his heart when a 
sister who had been his companion in youth was also 
stricken. Not many years later death terminated his court- 
ship with Ann Rutledge, and Lincoln experienced a period of 
the most abject despondency. But out of the grief of these 
separations arose his profound sympathy for the distress 
and sufferings of mankind. 

Disappointments were added to sorrow, and Lincoln’s 
soul was purged of pride and selfish ambition. His mar- 
riage with Mary Todd was not a happy one, because they 
were unsuited to each other by temperament, manners, and 
training. But it accentuated Lincoln’s patience and hu- 
mility and strengthened his mastery of self. Mrs. Lincoln 
added much to the melancholy of his life, but her insatiable 
ambition buoyed him up and goaded him on. The hand of 
Providence seems to have shaped his environment so as 
to discipline him for the appalling ordeal which was to 
climax his life. 

Defeat in his chosen field of politics completed Lincoln’s 
castigation. Fondly he had dreamed of a career in Con- 
gress, but his opposition to the Mexican War brought him 
into disfavor when he had served one brief term, and he 
returned to the practice of law in Springfield, Ill., convinced 
that his public service was at an end. But out of his 
despondency emerged a higher resolve to subordinate his 
aims to the cause of the Union. When he did attain the 
highest office within the power of his country to bestow he 
did not consider it a personal triumph but the ascendency 
of the noble cause to which he gave devotion. 

Chastened by sorrow, humbled by defeat, and strength- 
ened by a knowledge of his own limitations, Lincoln came 
forth as the strongest influence amid the chaos arising 
from the abolition movement, the Dred Scott decision, and 
the threats of secession. With characteristic fatherly spirit 
he pleaded with the Southern States not to alienate them- 
selves from the Union. He conceded that the sons of the 
North and the sons of the South were equally brave and 
chivalrous, and with all the energy of his powerful intellect 
he strove to prevent them from turning their muskets 
against each other. When these efforts failed he took 
the only course left to him; namely, preservation of the Union 
by force of arms. Like a parent who is forced to drastic 
measures by a child’s perversity, he pushed the war with 
relentless energy, even though every battle rent his heart. 

Few personalities have ever been so completely submerged 
within a cause. Lincoln allowed the people to sneer at 
what they called his weakness, because he was determined 
to keep the border States in the Union. He suffered indig- 
nities from subordinates because the Union needed all the 
support it could command. His unfathomable grief was 
frequently camouflaged beneath outbursts of humor be- 
cause the country needed to face its ordeal cheerfully. 
Even Cabinet members were permitted to regard the Presi- 
dent as a novice, so that their own sense of responsibility 
for directing the country through that terrible crisis would 
be sharpened. 

Lincoln had gathered about him the ablest men who re- 
mained loyal to the Union. His Cabinet included such men 
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as Seward, Chase, Cameron, Blair, Bates, and Smith, a 
liberal division between Republicans and Democrats. The 
fact that Seward and Chase considered themselves superior 
to the President did not diminish in his estimation the poten- 
tial value of their service to the cause. 

The new administration had been in office less than a 
month when Seward, to use his own words, “assumed a 
sort of dictatorship for defense.” Secretary Seward’s in- 
sulting letter, in which he proposed that the powers of 
Chief Executive be delegated to him during the crisis, must 
have sent a flame of anger leaping through Lincoln’s heart. 
But the cause which had been intrusted to Lincoln’s leader- 
ship was not his. It was America’s. Lincoln’s reply was 
calm, serene, and free from any taint of malice or resent- 
ment. Seward was mastered like a child in error. The 
President retained his authority and, at the expense of his 
personal pride, acquired the loyalty and ultimate devotion 
of a capable man. 

Lincoln’s first aim in the early days of the war was to 
maintain the adherence of the border States to the Union. 
To do this it was imperative that the unity of the American 
States and not slavery be made the fundamental issue of 
conflict. Lincoln alone seems to have sensed the dangers 
in a premature emancipation movement. He was deter- 
mined that no blow should be struck against slavery until 
it could help to save the Union. In defiance of this well- 
known policy, General Frémont issued a proclamation to 
liberate all slaves owned by persons who had taken up arms 
against the United States in Missouri. Instead of rebuking 
and dismissing this impetuous general, Lincoln condoned 
his insubordination, reversed his order with no display of 
enmity, and left him in command. 

It is not surprising that the North and the West rallied to 
the support of such a man in putting down the rebellion of 
the South. The country was not in a mood for a dictator- 
ship, but it responded nobly to the paternal guidance of 
Father Abraham. The American people learned that the 
destiny of their beloved Nation was in the hands of a man 
who reduced passions to common sense, who tempered judg- 
ment with mercy, who mastered impulse with patience, and 
who relied upon God for guidance and comfort. 

In the words of Edwin Markham: 


Here was a man to hold against the world, 
A man to match the mountains and the sea. 


A beautiful story, full of symbolic meaning, could be told 
of Lincoln, the sorrowful President, and his 9-year-old son, 
affectionately nicknamed “Tadpole.” ‘Throughout those 
tragic days in the White House Tad shared, as well as he 
might, the confidence of this father. In turn Lincoln always 
saw the boy’s point of view and was always indulgent with 
him. A romp with Tad was about the only thing that gave 
him relief from the crushing problems of the Nation’s 
troubled soul. Tad was allowed to conduct guests through 
the Executive Mansion, to interrupt official routine, and even 
to break into Cabinet meetings. Lincoln reproved the boy 
for his pranks in much the same kindly tone that he used in 
pardoning untrained recruits who went to sleep on duty 
after a hard day’s march. His great heart lavished upon 
this boy the love and compassion he felt for the thousands 
of loyal sons of America who were giving their lives that 
that Nation might live. 

Yet with all this indulgence, his informality, his contra- 
vention of military discipline, and his official humility, no 
man has ever held a government more steadfastly to pur- 
suit of a great cause than did Lincoln during those fateful 
years of civil war. Beneath his mild manners was a deter- 
mination that could not be shaken. Behind his personal 
restraint lay a reserve of will power and courage that has 
seldom, if ever, been equaled. Under the mask of humor 
which it frequently wore the bitter anguish of a nation 
tearing itself asunder brought him daily torture. Abuse and 
cynicism from many individuals of the North were added to 
the anathema of the South. But Lincoln suffered in silence 
and held to his course with the unwavering conviction of 
one who knows he is right but must wait for victory to 
prove it. We now recognize his patience, forbearance, and 
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judgment as the source of his strength as well as his 
greatness. 

As time goes on Lincoln will continue to emerge in the 
light of a wise, kind, but resolute father. No man has 
shown more comprehensive knowledge of human. nature 
than he. His boundless sympathy extended to all created 
things. His interest went to the root of every human prob- 
lem. It was as much his nature to befriend everyone as it 
was to sponsor every righteous cause. Whether dealing with 
a child, a elient, or a nation, his guiding principle was, 
“ Firmness in the right as God gives us to see the right.” 
Where is there a leader among men who was so little of a 
ruler and so much of a father? 

Illustrations of these lovable qualities run through his 
career as a spark of benevolence through an age of hate. 
As a boy accompanying his father’s family on its lonely trek 
into the wilderness of Indiana, Lincoln recrossed an icy 
stream on foot to rescue his stranded dog. As President he 
stretched his long arm around the shoulders of his Secretary 
of the Treasury and paced the floor with him until the in- 
domitable will of Secretary Chase had been melted. As 
Commander in Chief of the Army he visited the battlefields 
and hospitals to speak words of comfort and cheer to dying 
soldiers; he exposed himself to dangers along the firing line 
to inspire his men with courage; and he pardoned negligent 
recruits who were not accustomed to the discipline of war. 
As Chief Executive he offered the simple thanks of the Re- 
public to mothers of the dead and bade them find “solemn 
pride” in their sacrifice. After four years of rebellion, 
bloodshed, and devastation, he met the supreme test of 
statesmanship by proclaiming “malice toward none” and 
„charity for all.” 

Through these crises Lincoln was not trying to write his 
name among the great of the world. In his own ingenious 
way he was dealing with problems as they came to him. 
But the result of his humble devotion to those problems has 
been to exalt his name wherever civilization has spread. 

Lincoln’s character has withstood scrutiny for three- 
quarters of a century. Critics and cynics have beaten in 
vain against the shrine he occupies in every American heart. 
But they leave his renown more invulnerable than before. 
In a nature so free from pride and ostentation, in a mind 
so honest and candid, in a heart so apprehensive of the 
general welfare, and in a life so genuine there is nothing to 
taint our highest admiration of him. By losing himself in 
humble, fatherly devotion to a people and a nation in their 
darkest hour of distress he made his name secure against 
the onward flow of time. 


ABRAHAM LINCOLN—THE GREAT CAPTAIN 


Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, the Republic, con- 
ceived in liberty and dedicated to the proposition that all 
men are created equal,” in the throes of dissolution; the 
Union of Washington and Jackson, framed by the wisdom 
and sanctified by the blood of brothers, about to be rent 
asunder; the “government of the people, by the people, 
and for the people” in mortal danger of perishing from the 
earth—in that dark hour of estrangement, doubt, and fear 
the Great Captain of our country’s salvation came. 

He came, and thenceforth all was clear. Simple in speech, 
plain in manner, straightforward in action, tender as a 
child, fearless as a hero, humble and lowly, he came to speak 
and to act. Born of southern parents and reared in the 
broad prairies of the West, whose very winds sang liberty, 
he realized the curse of bondage and the blessing of freedom. 
From the unfelled forest, from the log cabin and the country 
store, from humble forum and obscure dwelling, from out the 
ranks of the people, the Great Captain came. He came, 
and statesmen paused and wondered; he spoke, and a nation 
hearkened to his counsel. 

Devoted to truth and the right, opposed to falsehood 
and the wrong; scorning the tricks and subterfuges of the 
self-seeking, and abhorring the mean and base; loving his 
country with a devotion that made him forgetful of all else 
save the preservation of the Union, the incomparable leader 
rose. In judicial tribunal and hall of State, in capital and 
village, in stately mansion and log hut, bewildered men lis- 
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tened to his words and saw, as they had never seen before, 
the darkness, the light, and the path; the wrong, the right, 
and the remedy. 

Who was this man that came unheralded out of the West? 
Who was this man that rose above great statesmen of his 
day—who was as earnest as Phillips, as gifted as Baker, 
more profound than Seward, more wise than Chase, more 
logical than Douglas, more eloquent than Everett? 

Who was this man that combined in one soul the simplicity 
of a child, the wisdom of a sage, and the foresight of a 
prophet? 

Wheresoever among men there is a love for disinterested 
patriotism and sublime attachment to duty, wheresoever 
liberty is worshipped and loyalty exalted his name, his life, 
his deeds are known. To-day his image is in all hearts, 
his name is on all lips. That humble, loving, forgiving, 
sublime man was the rail splitter of Ilinois—sainted and 
immortal Abraham Lincoln—Abraham Lincoln, child of 
poverty, champion of freedom, savior of the Union. 

Rejoice and give thanks to God. The dark hour of 
brotherly estrangement is gone forever. The Constitution 
of Washington and Jackson remains. The Union, strong 
and great, endures. The government of the people, by the 
people, and for the people” did not perish. The sons of 
America march all one way. 

And for all these blessings we stand to-day beneath the 
one and only banner of the loyal heart to pay the tribute 
of our veneration and gratitude and love to Abraham 
Lincoln. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I deem it very appropriate 
on this occasion to read a few lines written by Mr. George 
Sanford Holmes: 


IN BROODING BRONZE—A LINCOLN DAY VERSE 
By George Sanford Holmes 


He dreams in brooding bronze; it almost seems 
A word, a touch, would kindle into flame 
The spark of life in that gaunt metal frame 
And light those somber eyes with living gleams. 


Yet as he patient vigil keeps and dreams 
in the shrine erected to his fame, 
Glib tongues invoke the magic of his name 
To purge a party and promote its schemes. 


Oh, wake, immortal heart, and breathe again 

Thy pulse of mercy into lesser men! 

That pulse that beat in anguish for the slave, 

That gave its own lifeblood to heal and save!— 

And shame those hollow hearts that praise thee dead 
And praising, would deny they people bread! 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate petitions 
of sundry citizens of the States of Delaware and New Jersey, 
praying for the prompt ratification of the World Court pro- 
tocols, which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. KEAN presented the following concurrent resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of New Jersey, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 


TRE ONE HUNDRED AND FIFTY-FIFTH LEGISLATURE 
OF THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY, 
Senate of New Jersey. 

Senate Concurrent Resolution. (Introduced and adopted by the 

senate February 2, 1931, and concurred in by the house of as- 

sembly February 2, 1931, memorializing 88 to appropriate 

sufficient funds to carry out the training of the Organized Re- 

serve for the fiscal year 1932) 


Whereas the platforms of the two great political parties of this 
Nation advocate the maintenance of an adequate system of na- 
tional defense; and 

Whereas the people of New Jersey have ever been in the front 
rank when the safety of this Nation has been endangered; and 

Whereas the Organized Reserve will, in case of a national emer- 
gency, constitute by far the largest component of the Army of the 
United States, and should, therefore, receive proper training and 
equipment; and 

Whereas the Reserve Officers’ Association of the United States, 
a patriotic body of citizens of whom the great majority have had 
active service in the Army of the United States during the late 
war, have requested the Committee on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives and the Senate of the Congress of the United 
States to appropriate sufficient funds to carry out the training of 
the Organized Reserve for the fiscal year 1931: Then be it 
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Resolved by the Senate of the State of New Jersey (the House 
of Assembly concurring), That the Congress be, and it hereby is, 
requested to appropriate sufficient funds to carry out the provisions 
of the national defense act of 1920 and its accompanying legisla- 
tion, so that the program of the War Department may be effectively 
carried out; be it further 

Resolved, That the secretary of the senate is hereby instructed 
to forward certified copies of this resolution, signed by the presi- 
dent and secretary of the senate and the speaker and clerk of the 
house to the following: The President of the United States, the 
United States Senate, the House of Representatives, the Senators 
and Members of Congress from the State of New Jersey. 

JOSEPH GRADEY, 
President of Senate. 
R. S. WISE, 

Speaker House of Assembly. 

I hereby certify that the above is a true and official copy of the 
resolution adopted by the senate on February 2, 1931, and con- 
curred in by the house of assembly February 2, 1931. 
ns O. F. Van Camp, 

Secretary of the Senate. 
FREDK. A. PRODESSER, 
Clerk House of Assembly. 


Mr. PARTRIDGE presented petitions numerously signed 
by sundry citizens of the State of Vermont, praying for the 
prompt ratification of the World Court protocols, which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DENEEN presented resolutions adopted by the city 
council of the city of Chicago, Ill., favoring the immediate 
payment of the full face value of adjusted-service certifi- 
cates of ex-service men, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. BROOKHART presented resolutions adopted by mem- 
bers of Bob Tribby Post, No. 58, of the Iowa Department, 
the American Legion, at Mount Pleasant, Iowa, favoring the 
immediate payment in cash of adjusted-service certificates 
of ex-service men, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Building 
Trades Council of Sioux City, Iowa, favoring the selection by 
the Post Office Department of a half block of ground in 
Sioux City for a building site and for the starting of con- 
struction of a new post-office building at the earliest possible 
date, which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. R. J. Cornell and 
sundry other citizens of Hawarden, Iowa, praying for the 
passage of the so-called Sparks-Capper stop alien repre- 
sentation amendment, and also the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution excluding approximately 7,500,000 
unnaturalized aliens from the count of the population of the 
Nation for apportionment of congressional districts among 
the States, which was referred to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

Mr. JONES presented a joint memorial of the Legislature 
of the State of Washington (House Joint Memorial No. 2) 
favoring the early construction of a highway on the Quinault 
Indian Reservation, Wash., which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. (See joint memorial printed in 
full when presented by Mr. Dim on February 10, 1931, 
pp. 4506-4507 of the Rrcorp.) 

He also presented a telegram in the nature of a memorial, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary and 
ordered to be printed in the Recor, as follows: 

TACOMA, WASH., February 5 
Senator W. L. JONES, 15 r 
Washington, D. C.: 

We protest the passage Senate bill 4582, amending tariff act and 
penal code and importation, distribution, and sale of 
contraceptive literature and instruments. Print our protest in 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

CaTHOLIC WoMEN’s CLUB. 

Mr. SHEPPARD presented letters in the nature of memo- 
rials from the National Council of Catholic Women, Diocese 
of Galveston, and the Altar and Rosary Society of St. Mary’s 
Church, of Austin, in the State of Texas, remonstrating 
against the passage of Senate bill 4582, permitting the im- 
portation, distribution, and sale of contraceptive literature 
and instruments, which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 
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Mr. CONNALLY presented letters in the nature of me- 
morials from the Catholic Women’s Study Club, the Altar 
and Rosary Society, of St. Mary’s Church, and the Catholic 
Home Mission Guild, all of Austin, Tex., remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called Gillett bill, being the 
bill (S. 4582) to amend section 305 (a) of the tariff act of 
1922, as amended, and sections 211, 245, and 312 of the 
Criminal Code, as amended, which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HEBERT presented a letter in the nature of a me- 
morial, which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary and ordered to be printed in the Rrcorp, as follows: 


East GREENWICH, R. L, February 9, 1931. 
Senator FELIX HEBERT, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Senator: In behalf of my circle, which consists of 
107 members, I wish to protest against the statement concerning 
Senate bill 4582, to amend tariff act (1930), and Penal Code to 
permit importation, distribution, and sale of contraceptive litera- 
ture and instruments. 

We believe if this bill were passed that it would be detrimental 
to the public health and morals, especially of our young people, 
and result in an increase in obscenity and pornography should 
the present Federal restriction be removed. 

22 request that this protest be recorded in the CoNGRESSIONAL 
RD. 
Thanking you in advance, we are yours very truly, 
Mercy CIRCLE No. 154, DAUGHTERS OF ISABELLA, 
MILDRED A. Du Bors, Secretary. 

(I have written to Hon. FREDERICK GILLETT requesting that our 

protest be embodied in the report of the hearing.) 


Mr. WATERMAN presented letters in the nature of me- 
morials, which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Hon. CHARLES W. WATERMAN, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

HONORABLE AND Dear Sm: The Good Shepherd Aid Society, 
of Denver, Colo., protest the passage of the Senate bill 4582, to 
amend tariff act (1930), and Penal Code to permit importation, 
distribution, and sale of contraceptive literature and instruments, 
The aid, numbering 250 members, request that their protest be 
printed in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Very truly yours, 
MARGARET A. LEARY, 
President Good Shepherd Aid Society. 
FEBRUARY 9, 1931. 


CATHOLIC DAUGHTERS OF AMERICA, 
Court St. Rrra, No. 625, 
x Denver, Colo., February 7, 1931. 
Hon. C. W. WATERMAN, 
Senate Office Building, Washington. 

Dran Sm: In the name of St. Rita's Court, Catholic Daughters 
of America, a local organization of nearly 600 members, I protest 
most emphatically the passage of Senate bill No. 4582, providing 
for the amendment of the tariff act and penal code. Should pres- 
ent Federal restrictions be removed, we believe it would result in 
great danger to public health and morals; also be an added burden 
on State authorities. We request that this protest be printed in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Rose M. Haus, 


Respectfully, e 
Grand Regent St. Rita’s Court, 
Catholic Daughters of America. 


Mr. WAGNER presented telegrams and letters, in the na- 
ture of memorials, which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 


Hon. ROBERT F. WAGNER, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

The executive committee of the Catholic Women’s Service 
League, representing a membership of 400 women, hereby petition 
you to oppose Senate bill 4582, which advocates the promulgation 
of birth-control policies, to which we are unalterably opposed. 
We also request that our objection be duly recorded in the RECORD. 

Yours respectfully, 


ALBANY, N. T., February 12, 1931. 


Mrs. ELMER NEUMANN, 
President. 
Mrs. BENJAMIN MULDERRY, 
Vice President. 
Mrs. ANTHONY BRADY FARRELL, 
Second Vice President. 


Mrs. JAMES GLAVIN, 
Treasurer. 
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ONEONTA, N. Y., February 12, 1931. 
Senator ROBERT F. WAGNER, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Court Regina, No. 217, of the Catholic Daughters of America, 
protest the Senate bill 4582, to amend tariff act and penal code. 
Please record our protest in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 

ELIZABETH A. LAREAU, 
Grand Regent. 


Hupson, N. Y., February 11, 1931. 
Hon. ROBERT WAGNER, 


Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Court Columbia 248, Catholic Daughters of America, protest 
against Senate bill 4582, permitting importation, etc., of contra- 
ceptive articles, as creating danger to public morals and health, 
especially of our young people, and as tending to increase obscen- 
ity if present Federal restrictions are removed. Please include 
our protest in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

ELIZABETH L. SPANBURGH. 


Fort Epwarp, N. T., February 11, 1931. 
Hon. ROBERT WAGNER, 


Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C.: ` 
In the name of public health, morality, and safety of rising 
generation, we protest against Senate bill 4582, permitting im- 
portation, distribution, and sale of contraceptive literature and in- 
struments. We urge emphatically that you take negative stand 
on this bill. We request also this protest be embodied in report 
of hearing, also printed in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
HoLY NAME Soctery, Sr. JOSEPHS CHURCH, 
WILLIAM ARTHUR, President. 
ROSARY SOCIETY, ST. JOSEPHS CHURCH, 
Miss FLORENCE Powers, President. 
Fort EDWARD COUNCIL, KNIGHTS or COLUMBUS, 
ARTHUR Durry, Grand Knight. 


— 


HERKIMER, N. Y., February 10, 1931. 
Hon. ROBERT F. WAGNER, t 


Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear SENATOR: The attention of the Knights of Columbus 
Auxiliary, with a membership of 150 women, has been called to 
a bill introduced last May by Senator GILLETT, of Massachusetts, 
which has as its purpose the amendment of the Criminal Code 
and the tariff act, so that literature and material for use in con- 
traception or artificial birth control could be imported into and 
distributed throughout the country. 

We are furher advised of a public hearing proposed to be had 
on the 18th day of February, 1931, before a subcommittee of the 
Judiciary Committee. 

As citizens of the Nation, we feel it our duty to express our- 
selves in this vital matter as being utterly opposed to the afore- 
said amendment, and take this opportunity to formally enter our 
protest to the passage thereof, on the ground that any such leg- 
islation should endanger the public health and morals, especially 
of our young people, and would increase the obscenity and 
pornography of the Nation and would tend to destroy the long- 
standing traditions of good living. 

In view of our inability to attend the public hearing on Febru- 
ary 13, we therefore ask, as constituents residing in the thirty- 
third congressional, that you strenuously oppose the passage of 
the aforesaid amendment when the same reaches your House for 
disposition and request that this protest be printed in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Very truly yours, 
KNIGHTS OF COLUMBUS AUXILIARY OF HERKIMER, N. Y., 
Mary M. Harris, President. 


— 


HERKIMER, N. Y., February 10, 1931. 
Hon. ROBERT F. WAGNER, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

My Dran Senator: The attention of Court Halpin Catholic 
Daughters of America, with a membership of 90 women, has been 
called to a bill introduced last May by Senator GILLETT, of Massa- 
chusetts, which has for its purpose the amendment of the 
Criminal Code and tariff act so that literature and material for 
use in contraception or artificial birth control could be imported 
into and distributed throughout the country. 

We are further advised of a public hearing proposed to be had 
on the 13th day of February, 1931, before a subcommittee of the 
Judiciary Committee. 

As citizens of the Nation we feel it our duty to express our- 
selves in this vital matter as being utterly opposed to the afore- 
said amendment, and take this opportunity to formally enter our 
protest to the thereof, on the ground that any such 
legislation should seriously endanger public health and morals, 
especially of our young people, and would increase the obscenity 
and pornography of the Nation and would tend to destroy the 
long-standing traditions of good living. 

In view of our inability to attend the public hearing on Feb- 
ruary 13 we therefore ask, as constituents residing in the thirty- 
third congressional, that you strenuously oppose the passage of 
the aforesaid amendment when the same reaches your House for 
disposition, and request that this protest be printed in CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD, 

Very truly yours, 


Eva D. ALLEN, 
Vice Regent, Court Halpin, Catholic Daughters of America. 
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Fesrvary 10, 1931. 
Hon. FREDERICK H. GILLETT, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

My DEAR SENATOR: As corresponding secretary of the Catholic 
Women's Service League of the City of Troy, N. Y., composed of 
upward of 500 members, I have been duly instructed to present 
to you our earnest and sincere protest against enactment of your 
Senate bill No. 4582, for the amendment of the tariff act and 
Criminal Code. 

We sincerely believe that passage of this bill would vitally affect 
the right standards of public morality and would very seriously 
tend to destroy traditions of our country. The proposed legisla- 
tion presents great dangers to our public health and morals, more 

y of our young people, and would undoubtedly increase 
obscenity and pornography. 

We understand that the Voluntary Parenthood League drafted 
this bill and that you introduced it at their request. We believe 
this type of legislation to be vicious. No State legislature has 
attempted any such bill and we therefore trust that you will with- 
draw your support from a bill for which there is no popular 
demand. 

We earnestly request, Senator GILLETT, that this protest be 
embodied in the report of the hearing to be held February 13, 

Very respectfully yours, 
Mary BUSHONG O'CONNOR, 
(Mrs. Gerald W. O'Connor), 
Corresponding Secretary. 


Mr. COPELAND presented telegrams and letters in the 
nature of memorials, which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

CARTHAGE, N. Y. February 12, 1931. 
Senator ROYAL S. COPELAND: 

We, the Ave Maria Circle, Daughters of Isabella, of Carthage, 
N. Y., wish to have you put in a protest for us against the amend- 
ment Senator GILLETT is trying to put through Friday, 13th, on 
appliance for birth control. Please answer. 

Mrs. E. J. CROWLEY, 
834 West End Avenue, Carthage, N. Y. 


ALBANY, N. T., February 12, 1931. 
Hon. ROYAL S. COPELAND, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Catholic Daughters Court San Salvador, No. 146, protests in 
name of public health and morality and safety of rising genera- 
tion against Senate bill 4582, permitting importation, distribu- 
tion, sale contraceptive literature and instruments. Earnestly 
urge you to take this matter in hand and represent unanimous 
opinion of our society. Further request this protest be embodied 
in report of hearing; also printed in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mrs. Anna L. Hayrorp, 
Grand Regent President. 


ALAN T, N. T., February 12, 1931. 
Hon. RoxraL. S. COPELAND, 


Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Newman Club Auxiliary protests in mame of public health, 
morality, and safety of rising generation against Senate bill 4582, 
permitting importation, distribution, sale contraceptive literature 
and instruments. Earnestly urge you to take this matter in 
hand and represent unanimous opinion of our society. Further 
request this protest be embodied in report of hearing; also printed 
in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

ELIZABETH B. CAREY, President. 


ALBANY, N. T., February 11, 1931. 
Hon. Royat S. COPELAND, 


Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

St. Peters Alumnae Nurses’ Association protests in name of 
public health and morality and safety of rising generation against 
Senate bill 4582, permitting importation, distribution, sale con- 
traceptive literature and instruments. Earnestly urge you to take 
this matter in hand and represent unanimous opinion of our 
society. Further request this protest be embodied in report of 
hearing; also printed in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

STATIA H. FREEL., 


ALBANY, N. Y. February 11, 1931. 
Hon. ROYAL S. COPELAND, 


Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Albany Women's Unit Catholic Parishes protests in name of 
public health and morality and safety of rising generation against 
Senate bill 4582, permitting importation, distribution, sale con- 
traceptive literature and instruments. Earnestly urge you to 
take this matter in hand and represent unanimous opinion of 
our society. Further request this protest be embodied in report 
of hearing; also printed in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 

Mary B. Carey, President. 
ALBANY, N. Y. February 11, 1931. 
Hon. Royrat S. COPELAND, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Guild of the Little Flower protests in name of public health and 
morality and safety of rising generation against Senate bill 4582 
permitting importation, distribution, sale contraceptive literature 
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and instruments. Earnestly urge you to take this matter in hand 
and represent unanimous opinion of our society. Further request 
this protest be embodied in report of hearing; also printed in 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mrs. Anna M. DUGAN. 


Axpany, N. L., February 11, 1931. 
Hon. ROYAL S. COPELAND, 


Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Thirty-five thousand members New York State Catholic Daugh- 
ters of America protest in name of public health, morality, and 
safety of rising tion against Senate bill 4582 permitting 
importation, distribution, sale contraceptive literature and instru- 
ments. Earnestly urge you take this matter in hand and repre- 
sent unanimous opinion of our organization. Further request 
this protest be embodied in report of hearing; also printed in 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

MARGARET M. RYAN, 


Chairman New York State Legislative Committee 
Catholic Daughters of America. 


Ausany, N. T., February 11, 1931. 
Hon. RoYAL S. COPELAND, 


Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 
- Children of Mary Sacred Heart Convent protests in name of 
public health and morality and safety of rising generation against 
Senate bill 4582 permitting importation, distribution, sale contra- 
ceptive literature and instruments. Ernestly urge you to take 
this matter in hand and represent unanimous opinion of our 
society. Further request this protest be embodied in report of 
hearing; also printed in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
Mrs. ROBERT COUGHLIN, President. 


Ausany, N. T., February 11, 1931. 
Hon. Royat S. COPELAND, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Kenwood Alumnz protests in name of public health and morality 
and safety of rising generation against Senate bill 4582 permitting 
importation, distribution, sale contraceptive literature and instru- 
ments. Earnestly urge you to take this matter in hand and rep- 
resent unanimous opinion of our society. Further request this 
protest be embodied in report of hearing; also printed in Con- 


GRESSIONAL RECORD. 
Mrs. CHARLES M. S. Marr, President. 


ALBANY, N. T., February 11, 1931. 
Hon. Royat S. COPELAND, 


Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

St. Monicas Circle protests in name of public health and moral- 
ity and safety of rising generation against Senate bill 4582, per- 
mitting importation, distribution, sale contraceptive literature and 
instruments. Earnestly urge you to take this matter in hand and 
represent unanimous opinion of our society. Further request this 
protest be embodied in report of hearing, also printed in CONGRES- 


SIONAL RECORD. 
Mrs. Sara Burcess, President. 


Hopson, N. Y., February 11, 1931. 
Hon. Royrat S. COPELAND, 


Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Court Columbia 248, Catholic Daughters of America, protest 
against Senate bill 4582, permitting importation, etc., of contra- 
ceptive articles as creating danger to public morals and health, 
especially of our young people, and as tending to Increase obscenity 
Federal restrictions are removed. Please include our 


ELIZABETH L. SPANBURGH. 


Fort Epwarp, N. T., February 11, 1931. 
Hon. Rorat S. COPELAND, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C.: 

In the name of public health, morality, and safety of rising gen- 
eration we protest against Senate bill 4582, permitting importa- 
tion, distribution, sale of contraceptive literature and instruments. 
We urge emphatically that you take negative stand on this bill. 
We request also this protest be embodied in report of hearing, 
also printed in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Hoty Name SOCIETY, Sr. JOSEPHS CHURCH, 
WILLIAM ARTHUR, President. 

Rosary SOCIETY, ST. JOSEPHS 

Miss FLORENCE Powers, President. 

Fort EDWARD COUNCIL, KNIGHTS oF COLUMBUS, 
ARTHUR Durry, Grand Knight. 


Arsany, N. T., February 11, 1931. 
Hon. ROYAL S. COPELAND, 


Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Court Mary Regis 638, Catholic Daughters of America, protests 
in name of public health and morality and safety of rising gen- 
eration against Senate bill 4582, permitting importation, distribu- 
tion, sale contraceptive literature and instruments. Earnestly 
urge you to take this matter in hand and represent unanimous 
opinion of 700 membership, Further request this be em- 
bodied in report of hearing, also printed in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 

CLAN A. Kinscu, Grand Regent, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


4659 


Oneonta, N. Y., February 12, 1931. 
Senator ROYAL S. COPELAND, 7 


Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Court Regina, No. 217, of the Catholic Daughters of America, 
protest the Senate bill 4582, to amend tariff act and penal code, 
Please record our protest in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

ELIZABETH A. LAREAU, Grand Regent, 


ALBANY N, Y., February 12, 1931. 


* 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear SENATOR: The executive committee of the Catholic Women’s 
Service , representing a membership of 400 women, hereby 
petition you to oppose Senate bill 4582, which advocates the pro- 
mulgation of birth-control policies, to which we are unalterably 
oppaana: We also request that our objection be duly recorded in 

e RECORD, 


Yours respectfully, 


Mers. BENJAMIN MULDERRY, 
First Vice President. 
Mrs, ANTHONY BRADY FARRELL, 
Second Vice President. 


ALBany, N. Y. February 12, 1931. 
Hon. ROYAL S. COPELAND, 


Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Newman Club Auxiliary protests in name of public health and 
morality and safety of rising generation against Senate bill 4582, 
permitting importation, distribution, sale contraceptive literature 
and instruments. Earnestly urge you to take this matter in hand 
and represent unanimous opinion of our society. Further request 
this protest be embodied in report of hearing; also printed in 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
ELIZABETH B. Carey, President. 


NATIONAL CIRCLE, DAUGHTERS OF ISABELLA, 
New Haven, Conn. 
To the UNITED STATES SENATOR FROM New YORK STATE, 

Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sm: The State Circle of the National Circle, Daughters of 
Isabella, in session in Utica, December 18, adopted a resolution 
against the proposed amendment to the tariff act (1930) and the 
penal code, known as S. 4582, for the following reasons: j 
It will mean great danger to the public health and morals, 
especially of our young people, and will increase obscenity and 
pornography. Also, an added burden will be placed on the State 
authorities, where State laws now forbid the use and sale of con- 
traceptives, in seeking to meet the increased traffic in these arti- 
cles, as well as in information and advertisements, and the spread 
of immoral literature generally, which must certainly follow. Please 
embody our protest in the report hearing. : 
Thanking you for any efforts you may make against so pernicious 


a measure, I am, 
Anna R. MANNIGAN, State Regent. 


HERKIMER, N. T., February 10, 1931. 
Hon. RoraL S. Co 


PELAND, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear SENATOR: The attention of Court Halpin, Catholio 
Daughters of America, with a membership of 90 women, has been 
called to a bill introduced last May by Senator GILLETT, of Massa- 
chusetts, which has for its purpose the amendment of the Criminal 
Code and the tariff act, so that literature and material for use in 
contraception or artificial birth control could be imported into 
and distributed throughout the country. 

We are further advised of a public hearing proposed to be had 
on the 13th day of February, 1931, before a subcommittee of the 
Judiciary Committee. 

As citizens of the Nation, we feel it our duty to express ourselves 
in this vital matter as being utterly opposed to the aforesaid 
amendment, and take this opportunity to formally enter our pro- 
test to the passage thereof on the ground that any such legislation 
would seriously endanger the public health and morals, especially 
of our young people, and would increase the obscenity and pornog- 
raphy of the Nation, and would tend to destroy the long-standing 
traditions of good living. 

In view of our inability to attend the public hearing on Febru- 
ary 13, we therefore, as constituents living in the thirty-third 
congressional, ask that you strenuously oppose the passage of the 
aforesaid amendment when the same reaches your House for dis- 
position, and request that this protest be printed in CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 


Very truly yours, 
Eva D. ALLEN, 
Vice Regent, Court Halpin, Catholic Daughters of America. 
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HERKIMER, N. T., February 10, 1931. 
Hon. Rox S. Co 


ELAN, 
Senate Office Building. Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Senator: The attention of the Knights of Columbus 
Auxiliary, with a membership of 150 women, has been called to a 
bill introduced last May by Senator GILLETT, of Massachusetts, 
which has for its purpose the amendment of the Criminal Code 
end tariff act, so that literature and material for use in contracep- 
tion or artificial birth control could be imported into and dis- 
tributed throughout the country. 

We are further advised of a public hearing proposed to be had 
on the 18th day of February, 1931, before a subcommittee of the 


Judiciary Committee. 


As citizens of the Nation, we feel it our duty to express ourselves 


4m this vital matter as being utterly opposed to the aforesaid 
‘amendment, and take this opportunity to formally enter our pro- 
test to the passage thereof on the ground that any such legislation 


RECORD. 


would seriously endanger public health and morals, especially of 
our young people, and would increase the obscenity and pornog- 
raphy of the Nation, and would tend to destroy the long-standing 
traditions of good living. 

In view of our inability to attend the public hearing on Febru- 
ary 13, we therefore ask,tas constituents residing in the thirty-third 
congressional, that you strenuously oppose the passage of the 
aforesaid amendment when the same reaches your House for dis- 
position, and request that this protest be printed in CONGRESSIONAL 


Very truly yours, 
KNIGHTS OF COLUMBUS AUXILIARY OF HERKIMER, N. T., 
Mary M. Harris, President. 


PAYMENT OF ADJUSTED-COMPENSATION CERTIFICATES 


Mr. HEBERT presented a resolution adopted by the City 
Council of Providence, R. I., which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 


as follows: 
THE CITY OF PROVIDENCE. 


Joint resolution of the city 0 No. 24, approved February 7, 
193 


Resolved, That the City Council of the City of Providence hereby 
petitions the Congress of the United States to enact legislation 
providing for the immediate payment of the face value of adjusted- 
compensation certificates to veterans of the World War. 

That the city clerk is hereby directed to forward a copy of this 
resolution to the Rhode Island Senators and Representatives in 
the Congress of the United States. 

A true copy. 

Attest: 

[SEAL.] Raymonp P. McErroy, City Clerk. 


Mr. HEBERT also presented resolutions adopted by the 
North Kingstown Chamber of Commerce, of North Kings- 
town, R. I., which were referred to the Committee on Finance 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Resolution adopted by North Kingstown Chamber of Commerce, 
North Kingstown, R. I., February 4, 1931 


Whereas the Congress of the United States has before it for con- 
sideration proposed measure providing for the immediate pay- 
ment of the face value of the veterans’ adjusted-service certificates 
at a cost of approximately $3,400,000,000; and 

Whereas the possibility of the passage by the Congress of any 
of these measures is a matter of deepest concern to the entire 
Nation because of its far-reaching and adverse effect on the busi- 
ness recovery so much hoped for and on the solution of the prob- 
lem of unemployment, necessarily affecting not only all industry 
and every branch of business endeavor, but also the great popu- 
lation of these United States, both collectively and individually; 
and 

Whereas it is incumbent upon business organizations generally 
to voice unequivocally a definite expression of opinion on all mat- 
ters of such vital concern, but without any participation in the 
political considerations which too often become a serious influence; 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Providence Chamber of Commerce respect- 
fully urges the Congress to reject any proposals to alter the intent 
and purposes which caused the issuance of the yeterans’ adjusted- 
service certificates, and desires to be placed on record as vigorously 
opposed to the projected plan of cashing these certificates, for the 
reasons that the plan is unwise in principle and that any such 
enormous expenditure of public funds at this time as such plan 
involves would undermine the integrity of our financial and eco- 
nomic structure and would only further demoralize conditions 
that are already chaotic: And be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be immediately for- 
warded to the Members of Congress representing Rhode Island 
with the urgent request that they strenuously oppose the passage 
of any such legislation and that trade organizations generally be 
urged to take a definite position on the proposed matter and 
promptly inform their representatives in Congress. 


THE OIL INDUSTRY 
Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I have just received a tele- 
gram from Governor Woodring, of Kansas, which portrays 
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the dire emergency in which the independent oil producers 
of Kansas are placed through the lack of protection against 
imports of cheaply produced foreign petroleum and petro- 
leum products. In his message Governor Woodring points 
out the necessity that if relief is to be afforded it should 
come speedily. I ask that the clerk read the telegram from 
Governor Woodring and that it lie on the table. 

There being no objection, the legislative clerk read as 
follows: 

TOPEKA, Kans. February 11, 1931. 

Hon. ARTHUR C. 


i 'APPER, 
Senate Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Kansas is vitally interested in the passage of the Capper bill 
for the relief of the American oil industry. Immediate action is 
of the highest importance. The present crisis is an emergency 
in the mid-continent field, and relief to be effective should be 
given us at a time when the life or death of the industry is at 
stake. The situation in southeastern Kansas has been the most 
deplorable in its history. We have a temporary solution in the 
agreement of the Standard Oil Co. of Indiana to take the out- 
put for a period of two months, but this is only temporary and 
the menace of destruction still exists because of the situation as 
it pertains to foreign oil. Not only are the producers threatened 
with ruin and their wells menaced with complete destruction 
but thousands of workmen are affected and thrown out of 
employment. This dire situation which extends to a large set- 
tion of the State demands immediate relief. The Kansas oil 
industry should be given an opportunity to survive and should 
not be paralyzed by unfair competition from Venezuela and other 
foreign countries. If conservation through proration of this 
great natural resource is to continue, our Federal Government 
must back up the plan by an embargo or tariff on the importa- 
tion of foreign oil and assist us rather than tend to defeat our 
purpose by permitting the importation of the foreign product. 
Kansas believes the passage of the Capper bill will afford the 
imperatively needed relief. 

Harry H. Wooprine, Governor. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The telegram will lie on the 
table. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


Mr. NYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with- 
out amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

S. 314. An act relating to the payment of advance wages 
and allotments in respect of seamen on foreign vessels, and 
making further provision for carrying out the purposes of 
the seamen’s act, approved March 4, 1915 (Rept. No. 1583); 
and 

H. R. 10017. An act to provide for a survey of the Mouse 
River, N. Dak., with a view to the prevention and control of 
its floods (Rept. No. 1585). 

Mr. PINE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 5979) to confer jurisdiction on the 
Court of Claims to hear and determine certain claims of the 
Eastern Emigrant and Western Cherokee Indians of Okla- 
homa and North Carolina, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
which were referred the following bills, reported them sev- 
erally without amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

S.6005. An act authorizing a preliminary examination 
and survey of Scappoose Bay, Columbia River, Oreg. (Rept. 
No. 1586); 

S. 6113. An act for the relief of James M. Griffin, disburs- 
ing agent, United States Coast and Geodetic Survey, and for 
other purposes (Rept. No. 1587); 

H. R. 8736. An act to authorize and direct a preliminary 
examination of the Hocking River for the distance that it 
flows through Athens County, Ohio (Rept. No. 1588); and 

H. R. 12284. An act to provide for the construction of 
vessels for the Coast Guard for rescue and assistance work 
on Lake Erie (Rept. No. 1589). i 

Mr. FRAZIER, from the Committee on Indians Affairs, to 
which were referred the following bills, reported them sev- 
erally without amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

5.5033. An act to authorize an appropriation of tribal 
funds to purchase certain privately owned lands within the 
Fort Apache Indian Reservation, Ariz. (Rept. No. 1590); 

S. 6011. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to purchase certain land in California for addition to the 
Cahuilla Indian Reservation, and issuance of a patent to the 
band of Indians therefor (Rept. No. 1591); 
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H. R. 15064. An act to reserve 440 acres of public-domain 
land for addition to the Temecula or Pechanga Reservation, 
Calif. (Rept. No. 1592); and 

H.R. 15267. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the cancellation, under certain conditions, of pat- 
ents in fee simple to Indians for allotments held in trust by 
the United States (Rept. No. 1595). 

Mr. BROOKHART, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which were referred the following bill and joint resolution, 
reported them each without amendment and submitted re- 
ports thereon: 

S. 4391. An act for the relief of John Herink (Rept. No. 
1593); and 

S. J. Res. 119. Joint resolution authorizing the Comptroller 
General of the United States to consider, adjust, and settle 


the claim of the Indiana State Militia for military service on 


the Mexican border (Rept. No. 1594). 

Mr. McNARY, from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, to which was referred the bill (S. 5833) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to provide for the further develop- 
ment of agricultural extension work between the agricultural 
colleges in the several States receiving the benfits of the act 
entitled ‘An act donating public lands to the several States 
and Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit of 
agriculture and the mechanic arts,’ approved July 2, 1862, 
and all acts ‘supplementary thereto, and the United States 
Department of Agriculture,” approved May 22, 1928 (U. S. C., 
Supp. III, title 7, secs. 343a, 343b), reported it with amend- 
ments and submitted a report (No. 1596) thereon. 

Mr. FESS (for Mr. Keyes), from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to which were referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported them severally without amendment and 
submitted reports thereon: 

S. 5756. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to ex- 
change with the Rosslyn Connecting Railroad Co. lands on 
the Virginia shore of the Potomac River near the west end 
of the Arlington Memorial Bridge (Rept. No. 1599); 

S. 5989. An act to authorize the acquisition of additional 
land for enlarging the Capitol Grounds (Rept. No. 1597); 


and 

H. R. 10652. An act to authorize the Secretary of Com- 
- merce to purchase land and to construct buildings and facil- 
ities suitable for radio-research investigations (Rept. No. 
1598). 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS 

As in executive session, 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported favorably the nominations of sundry officers in the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, which were placed on the Execu- 
tive Calendar. 

Mr. KING, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
favorably the nomination of Nathan Cayton, of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to be a judge of the municipal court of 
the District of Columbia, which was placed on the Executive 
Calendar. 

Mr. HEBERT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported favorably the nomination of James H. Hammons, of 
Kentucky, to be United States marshal, eastern district of 
Kentucky, which was placed on the Executive Calendar. 

Mr. PHIPPS, from the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, reported favorably sundry post-office nomina- 
tions, which were placed on the Executive Calendar. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma: 

A bill (S. 6139) for the relief of Lyman L. Miller; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROOKHART: 

A bill (S. 6140) to extend the time for completing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near 
the city of Lansing, Iowa; to the Committee on Commerce. 


By Mr. ASHURST: 

A bill (8. 6141) for the relief of Stanley A. Jerman, re- 
ceiver for A. J. Peters Co. Inc.); to the Committee on 
Claims, 
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By Mr. FRAZIER: 

A bill (S. 6142) authorizing an appropriation for the con- 
struction of roads and bridges in the State of North Dakota; 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. NORBECE: 

A bill (S. 6143) granting a pension to Bill H. D. Wing 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GEORGE: 

A bill (S. 6144) for the relief of Dr. Jefferson Wilcox; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KEAN: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 251) to authorize the United 
States Shipping Board to sell to the Port of New York 
Authority certain property of the United States situated in 
the city of Hoboken, N. J. (with accompanying papers); to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 252) authorizing an appro- 
priation for the expenses of the arbitration of the claim of 
George J. Salem against the Government of Egypt; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. ° 

JOHN JOSEPH AMES 


On motion of Mr. CoPELAND, the Committee on Pensions 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(S. 6055) for the relief of John Joseph Ames, and it was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

COLVILLE RESERVATION (WASH.) PUBLIC SCHOOL 

Mr. DILL. On Tuesday night the bill (H. R. 11675) to 
authorize the issuance of a patent in fee for certain land 
and buildings within the Colville Reservation, Wash., for 
public-school use was passed. I enter a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was ordered to a third read- 
ing and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). 
motion to reconsider will be entered. 

Mr. DILL. I also move that the House be requested to 
return the bill to the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MORTGAGE AND REAL-ESTATE TRANSACTIONS IN THE DISTRICT 


Mr. BROOKHART submitted the following resolution (S. 
Res. 447), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That Senate Resolution No. 58, agreed to June 4, 1929, 
authorizing and directing the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, or any subcommittee thereof, to investigate securities, 


The 


agreed to December 3, 1930, giving said committee authority to 
expend $7,500 from the contingent fund of the Senate in addi- 
tion to the amount theretofore authorized for said purposes, are 
hereby continued in full force and effect until the end of the 
Seventy-second Congress. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Chaffee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
passed without amendment the bill (S. 5768) authorizing 
the cities of Omaha, Nebr., and Council Bluffs, Iowa, and 
the counties of Douglas, Nebr., and Pottawattamie, Iowa, 
to construct, maintain, and operate a toll or free bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near O’Hern Street, South 
Omaha, Nebr. 

The message also announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 16913) to amend the act entitled “An act to 
extend the provisions of certain laws to the Territory of 
Hawaii,” approved March 10, 1924, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED 


The message further announced that the Speaker had 
affixed his signature to the following enrolled bills and joint 
resolution, and they were signed by the Vice President: 

S. 5768. An act authorizing the cities of Omaha, Nebr., 
and Council Bluffs, Iowa, and the counties of Douglas, 
Nebr., and Pottawattamie, Iowa, to construct, maintain, 
and operate a toll or free bridge across the Missouri River 
at or near O’Hern Street, South Omaha, Nebr.; 

H. R. 101. An act for the award of the air mail flyer's 
medal of honor; 
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H. R. 252. An act to facilitate work of the Department of 
Agriculture in the Territory of Alaska; 

H. R. 397. An act for the relief of Lowell G. Fuller; 

H. R. 465. An act for the relief of John H. Lawler; 

H. R. 474. An act for the relief of Samuel B. Faulkner; 

H. R. 477. An act for the relief of Harry Hamlin; 

H. R. 542. An act for the relief of Chancy L. McIntyre; 

H. R. 1408. An act to provide for the study, investigation, 
and survey, for commemorative purposes, of the Bull Run 
and Second Manassas battlefields in the State of Virginia; 

H. R. 1594. An act for the relief of John W. Leich, alias 
John Leach; 

H. R. 1612. An act for the relief of Angenora Hines; 

H. R. 1836. An act for the relief of Robert E. Beck, other- 
wise known as Rudolph E. Beck and Harry J. Brown; 

H. R. 1884. An act for the relief of Charles F. Reilly; 

R. 1966. An act for the relief of Martha J. Tonguet; 
2312, An act for the relief of Arthur W. Taylor; 
2315. An act for the relief of Leo B. Thome; 

2458. An act for the relief of Darold Brundige; 
2887. An act for the relief of Mildred L. Williams; 
3428. An act for the relief of Rebecca E. Olmsted; 
3935. An act for the relief of Eugenia A. Helston; 
5787. An act for the relief of Carlton Olin, other- 
own as Stephen Cebra; 

H. R. 5902. An act for the relief of S. W. Greer; 

H. R. 6193. An act for the relief of Sidney Morris Hopkins; 

H. R. 6194. An act granting six months’ pay to Arthur G. 
Caswell; 

H. R. 6197. An act for the relief of William Befuhs (de- 
ceased), otherwise known as Charles Cameron; 

H. R. 6544. An act for the relief of Francis J. Moore; 

H. R. 6586. An act providing for the confirmation of the 
title of certain purchasers from the State of Louisiana of 
lands formerly included in the Live Oak naval reserve on 
Navy Commissioners Island, in St. Mary Parish, La., now 
abandoned; 

H. R. 6603. An act to provide a shorter work week for 
postal employees, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 6810. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to accept, without cost to the Government of the United 
States, a lighter-than-air base near Sunnyvale, in the county 
of Santa Clara, State of California, and-construct necessary 
improvements thereon; 

H. R.6867. An act to authorize appropriations for con- 
struction of a storehouse for ammunition at Fort Benjamin 
Harrison; 

H. R. 6997. An act to confer to certain persons who served 
in the Quartermaster Corps or under the jurisdiction of 
the Quartermaster General during the war with Spain, the 
Philippine insurrection, or the China relief expedition the 
benefits of hospitalization and the privileges of the soldiers’ 
homes; 

H. R. 8253. An act for the relief of Sterling S. Ball; 

H. R. 8290. An act to authorize and direct a preliminary 
examination of the Mohican River Ditch from Lake Fork, 
Ohio, south a distance of 8 miles; 

H. R. 8936. An act authorizing the promotion on the re- 
tired list of the Navy of Stuart L. Johnson, ensign; 

H. R. 9205. An act for the relief of Julian E. Gillespie; 

H. R. 9934. An act providing for the sale of timberland in 
four townships in the State of Minnesota; 

H. R. 9987. An act to provide for the relinquishment by 
the United States of certain lands to the city of Rupert in 
the county of Minidoka, in the State of Idaho; 

H. R. 10365. An act for the relief of Tracy Lee Phillips; 

H. R. 10380. An act adjusting the salaries of the Naval 
Academy Band; 

H. R. 11132. An act for the relief of Edward Knight; 

H. R. 11281. An act authorizing a per capita payment of 
850 to the members of the Menominee Tribe of Indians of 
Wisconsin from funds on deposit to their credit in the 
Treasury of the United States; 

H. R. 11285. An act to amend the Alaska game law; 

H. R. 11564. An act to reimburse William Whitright for 
expenses incurred as an authorized delegate of the Fort 
Peck Indians; 
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H. R. 11565. An act to reimburse Charles Thompson for 
expenses incurred as an authorized delegate of the Fort 
Peck Indians; 

H. R. 11967. An act to provide for the appointment of an 
additional district judge for the southern district of Illinois; 

H. R. 12014. An act to permit payments for the, operation 
of motor cycles and automobiles used for necessary travel 
on official business, on a mileage basis in lieu of actual 
operating expenses; 

H. R. 12023. An act to repeal the provision of law grant- 
ing a pension to Lois Cramton; 

H. R. 12037. An act authorizing the payment of a claim 
presented by the Polish Government for the reimbursement 
of certain expenditures incurred by the community authori- 
ties of Rzeczyczany, Poland, to which place an insane alien 
was erroneously deported; 

H. R. 12067. An act for compensation to the owners of the 
Danish motor ship Indien for damages sustained as the 
result of a collision with the United States Coast Guard 
cutter Shawnee at San Francisco on April 5, 1925; 

H. R. 12350. An act to provide for the appointment of an 
additional district judge for the eastern district of Michigan; 

H. R. 12697. An act to authorize an exchange of lands be- 
tween the United States and the State of Utah; 

H. R. 12835. An act authorizing the use of tribal funds of 
Indians belonging on the Klamath Reservation, Oreg., to 
pay expenses connected with suits pending in the Court of 
Claims, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 12871. An act providing for the sale of isolated tracts 
in the former Crow Indian Reservation, Mont.; 

H. R. 12966. An act authorizing H. C. Brenner Realty & 
Finance Corporation, its successors and assigns, to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Mississippi River 
at or near a point between Cherokee and Osage Streets, 
St. Louis, Mo.; 

H. R. 13053. An act to authorize the Secretary of the In- 
terior to accept donations to or in behalf of institutions con- 
ducted for the benefit of Indians; 

H. R. 13160. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy, 
in his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the Rosenberg 
Library, in the city of Galveston, Tex., the silver service 
presented to the United States for the cruiser Galveston; 

H. R. 13249. An act to authorize the acceptance of a tract 
of land adjoining Hot Springs National Park, Ark., and for 
other purposes; 

H. R. 13262. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy 
to donate to the city of Oakland, Calif., certain guns and 
mounts that were formerly in service on the Coast Guard 
cutter Bear; 

H. R. 13293. An act to provide funds for cooperation with 
the school board at Frazer, Mont., in the construction of a 
high-school building to be available to Indian children of 
the Fort Peck Indian Reservation; 

H. R. 13528. An act providing for payment of $25 to each 
enrolled Chippewa Indian of Minnesota from the funds 
standing to their credit in the Treasury of the United 
States; 

H. R. 13547. An act to safeguard the validity of permits to 
use recreational areas in the San Bernardino and Cleveland 
National Forests; 

H. R. 13584. An act to amend an act approved May 14, 
1926 (44 Stat. 555), entitled “An act authorizing the Chip- 
pewa Indians of Minnesota to submit claims to the Court 
of Claims”; 

H. R. 13587. An act to amend the act of April 25, 1922, as 
amended, entitled “An act authorizing extensions of time 
for the payment of purchase money due under certain 
homestead entries and Government-land purchases within 
the former Cheyenne River and Standing Rock Indian 
Reservations, N. Dak. and S. Dak.”; 

H. R. 14056. An act to amend the act approved March 2, 
1929, entitled “An act to authorize the disposition of un- 
platted portions of Government town sites on irrigation 
projects under the reclamation act of June 17, 1902, and for 


: other purposes; 
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H. R. 14452. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the St. 
Lawrence River near Alexandria Bay, N. Y.; 

H. R. 14558. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at or near New Martinsville, W. Va.; 

H. R. 14676. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the 
Columbia River at or near Arlington, Oreg.; 

H. R. 14689. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at Cairo, Ill.; 

H. R. 15137. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of an overhead viaduct 
across the Mahoning River at or near Niles, Trumbull 
County, Ohio; 

H. R. 15276. An act authorizing the States of Alabama and 
Mississippi, through their respective highway departments, 
to construct, maintain, and operate a free highway bridge 
across the Escatawpa River at or near Wilmer, Ala., and 
Latonia, Miss., connecting Mobile County, Ala., and George 
County, Miss.; 

H. R. 15366. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Minnesota to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge across the Mississippi River near Bemidji, Minn.; 

H. R. 15433. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a 
free highway bridge across the Little Calumet River on 
South Halsted Street at One hundred and thirtieth Street, 
in Cook County, State of Illinois; 

H. R. 15434. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a 
free highway bridge across the Fox River at Algonquin, in 
McHenry County, State of Illinois; 

H. R. 15590. An act providing for the sale of Chippewa 
Indian land to the State of Minnesota; 

` H.R. 15601. An act to provide funds for cooperation with 

the school board at Poplar, Mont., in the extension of the 
high-school building to be available to Indian children of 
the Fort Peck Indian Reservation; 

H. R. 15766. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the Arkansas State Highway Commission to maintain and 
operate, as constructed, a free highway bridge across Saline 
River near Kingsland, Ark., on State Highway No. 3, from 
Pine Bluff to Fordyce, Ark.; 

H. R. 15772. An act to amend section 3 of the act ap- 
proved May 10, 1928, entitled “An act to extend the period 
of restriction in lands of certain members of the Five 
Civilized Tribes, and for other purposes“; 

H. R. 15867. An act to provide for the retention by the 
United States of a site within the Hot Springs National 
Park formerly occupied by the Arlington Hotel and Bath- 
house, for park and landscape purposes; 

H. R. 15876. An act to provide for the addition of certain 
lands to the Mesa Verde National Park, Colo., and for other 
purposes; 

H.R.15987. An act to authorize the President of the 
United States to establish the Canyon de Chelly National 
Monument within the Navajo Indian Reservation, Ariz.; 

H. R. 16078. An act to amend the act approved June 2, 
1930, providing for a memorial to Theodore Roosevelt for 
his leadership in the cause of forest conservation; 

H. R. 16479. An act to authorize the widening of Piney 
Branch Road NW., in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes; and 

H. J. Res, 299. Joint resolution to provide an annual ap- 
propriation to meet the quota of the United States toward 
the expenses of the International Technical Committee of 
Aerial Legal Experts. 

ENROLLED BILL 

The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed 
his signature to the enrolled bill (H. R. 11675) to authorize 
the issuance of a patent in fee for certain land and build- 
ings within the Colville Reservation, Wash., for public- 
school use. 
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HOUSE BILL REFERRED 

The bill (H. R. 16913) to amend the act entitled “An act 
to extend the provisions of certain laws to the Territory of 
Hawaii,” approved March 10, 1924, was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Territories and Insu- 
lar Affairs. 

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED 

Mr. PARTRIDGE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that on to-day, February 12, 1931, that com- 
mittee presented to the President of the United States the 
enrolled bill (S. 5768) authorizing the cities of Omaha, 
Nebr., and Council Bluffs, Iowa, and the counties of Douglas, 
Nebr., and Pottawattamie, Iowa, to construct, maintain, and 
operate a toll or free bridge across the Missouri River at or 
near O’Hern Street, South Omaha, Nebr. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES 

Messages in writing from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the Senate by Mr. Latta, one 
of his secretaries, 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

Messages from the President of the United States making 
sundry nominations were referred to the appropriate com- 
mittees. 
INTERNATIONAL LOAD-LINE CONVENTION AND FINAL PROTOCOL 

(EXECUTIVE I, SEVENTY-FIRST CONGRESS, THIRD SESSION) 


The VICE PRESIDENT land before the Senate a message 
from the President of the United States transmitting a cer- 
tified copy of the international load-line convention and 
its accompanying final protocol, which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BORAH. I move that the injunction of secrecy be 
removed and that the message and accompanying documents 
be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The message of the President was read, as follows: 


To the Senate: 

With a view to receiving the advice and consent of the 
Senate to ratification of the international load-line con- 
vention and its accompanying final protocol I transmit here- 
with a certified copy of those instruments, signed on July 5, 
1930, by the respective plenipotentiaries of the United States 
of America and of 29 other governments participating in 
the international load-line conference which met at London 
on May 20, 1930, for the purpose of formulating interna- 
tional rules and regulations to determine the load lines of 
merchant vessels engaged in international trade. 

The convention and protocol are accompanied by the final 
act of the conference signed at the same time, which I 
transmit for the information of the Senate. This act em- 
braces a declaration by the delegates of the United States 
of America and certain recommendations of the conference. 
The declaration made by the delegates of the United States 
is designed as a safeguard against any possible misconstruc- 
tion of the position of the United States that its participa- 
tion in a multilateral convention with the régime now func- 
tioning in Russia known as the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics does not operate as a recognition of that régime 
by the Government of the United States. 

I also transmit an accompanying report on the conven- 
tion submitted by the Secretary of State. 

HERBERT HOOVER. 

Tue WHITE House, February 11, 1931. 


The accompanying communication from the Secretary of 
State is as follows: 


The PRESIDENT: 

In pursuance of the joint resolution (Public, No. 69, 71st Cong.) 
approved May 9, 1930, providing for participation by the United 
States in the International Conference on Load Lines, delegates 
with plenary powers were appointed by the President to represent 
the United States at an international conference which convened 
in London on May 20, 1930, for the purpose of formulating inter- 
national rules and regulations for determining the load lines of 
merchant vessels engaged in international trade. The conference 
closed its sessions on July 5, 1930, on which day the international 
load-line convention and an accompanying final protocol and a 
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final act of the conference were signed by the respective plenipoten- 
tiaries of the United States of America, Germany, Australia, Belgium, 
Canada, Chile, Cuba, Denmark, Free City of „Spain, Irish 
Free State, Finland, France, United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland, Greece, India, Iceland, Italy, Japan, Latvia, 
Mexico, Norway, New Zealand, Netherlands, Paraguay, Peru, Po- 
land, Portugal, Sweden, and Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. 
The convention will become effective on July 1, 1932, among those 
Governments which ratify it by that date, provided five such 
ratifications shall have been deposited. 

The Secretary of Commerce and the United States Shipping 
Board have approved the convention and have recommended its 
submission to the Senate. Sharing in this approval, the under- 
signed, the Secretary of State, has the honor to lay the said con- 
vention and final protocol before the President and to recommend 
their transmission to the Senate with a view to receiving the 
advice and consent of that body to ratification. The final act of 
the conference is submitted for your information and the informa- 
tion of the Senate. 

The convention applies to all ships of 150 gross tons and over 
engaged in international trade, although the act of Congress to 
establish load lines for American vessels, approved March 2, 1929, 
and effective September 2, 1930 (45 Stat., pt. 1, p. 1492), applies 
only to vessels of 250 gross tons or over. Many of the countries 
represented require loan lines for all seagoing vessels engaged in 
international trade, while there was no other country whose ton- 
nage limit was as high as that of the United States. The delegates 
of the United States agreed to this lower limit as a compromise. 
They felt that this limit would not materially affect the United 
States, since it possesses very few vessels of less than 250 gross 
tons engaged in international trade by sea. 

Provision has been made in chapter 2 for existing ships already 
marked with load lines which were determined by the applica- 
tion of the 1906 rules of the British Board of Trade, or by other 
rules equivalent thereto, to retain their present load lines pro- 
viding they comply in principle, and in detail so far as is reason- 
able and practical, with the provisions of the convention relative 
to the efficiency of (1) the protection of openings, (2) guard rails, 
(3) freeing ports, and (4) means of access to crew’s quarters. 

Chapter 2, article 8, provides that ships of special types having 
constructional features similar to those of a tanker, which afford 
extra invulnerability against the sea, may be loaded to drafts 
that are not deeper than permitted a tank ship. 

In chapter 3 provision has been made to limit the life of any 
certificate of assignment of load lines to a maximum period of 
five years. It is also provided that the same load lines may be 
continued by the renewal of such certificates, for additional 
periods not exceeding five years each, after a survey not less effec- 
tive than the original survey required for the original assign- 
ment. Provision is made for the cancellation of the load-line 
certificate if alterations have been made in the hull or super- 
structure of the ship which affect the calculations of freeboard 
or if certain important fittings and appliances and the means of 
access to the crew’s quarters are not maintained in as effective 
a condition as they were in when the certificate was issued. 

Chapter 3 also defines the control which may be exercised by 
any of the contracting governments over ships of the other con- 
tracting governments. This control assures that the ship is not 
loaded beyond the limits allowed by the load-line certificate and 
that a ship does not leave port in a manifestly unsafe condition. 

The technical rules for determining load lines are contained 
in annexes 1 and 2 to the convention. Zones and seasonal areas 
for the oceans of the world are defined, based upon the record 
of weather conditions, and load lines are provided to meet those 
conditions. The load lines determined by the rules conform to 
the established practice of safe loading as determined by actual 
conditions experienced in navigating the oceans. The rules are 
essentially in accord with the rules proposed by the United States 
load-line committee (1928) in its report to the Secretary of 
Commerce. 

Chapter 4 of the convention authorizes the acceptance in sub- 

stitution for particular fittings, appliances, or arrangements re- 
quired in ships by the convention, of other fittings, appliances, 
or arrangements equally effective, and provides for the exchange 
by the respective governments of copies of their laws, regulations, 
and reports on matters within the scope of the convention, as 
well as for the modification of the convention and for future 
conferences for its revision. 
- Chapter 5, in addition to authorizing the application of the 
convention to overseas territories of the contracting governments 
at the election of the respective governments, contains provisions 
regarding ratifications, adherence, coming into force, and de- 
nunciation. 

It is agreed by the final protocol to exempt from the provi- 
sions of the convention ship engaged solely on voyages on the 
Great Lakes of North America and existing ships of the United 
States and France of the lumber-schooner type. It is also agreed 
in the protocol that on the request made at any time by the 
United States a conference shall be called of the governments of 
the countries having tankers for a reconsideration of the rules 
which determine the load lines for tankers, 

It may be added that the following declarations, recorded in 
the final act of the conference, were made by the plenipoten- 
tiaries of the United States: 

“The plenipotentiaries of the United States of America for- 
mally declare that the signing of the international load-line 
convention by them, on the part of the United States of America, 
on this date, is not to be construed to mean that the Government 
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of the United States of America recognizes a régime or entity 
which signs or accedes to the convention as the government of 
a country when that régime or entity is not recognized by the 
Government of the United States of America as the government 
of that country. 


The plenipotentiaries of the United States of America further 
declare that the participation of the United States of America in 
the international load-line convention signed on this date does 
not involve any contractual obligation on the part of the United 
States of America to a country, represented by a régime or entity 
which the Government of the United States of America does not 
recognize as the government of that country, until such country 


has a government recognized by the Government of the United 
States of America.” 

The purpose of this declaration, which is identical with the 
declaration made by the plenipotentiaries of the United States 
in the final act of the international conference for the safety of 
life at sea, signed at London, May 31, 1929 (Exec. B, 71st Cong., 
2d sess.), is to make clear the position of the United States that 
the signing of a multilateral convention by its plenipotentiaries 
with representatives of the régime now functioning in Russia, 
known as the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, does not imply 
& recognition of that régime by the United States. 

Respectfully submitted. 


Henry L. STIMSON. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, February 11, 1931. 


CONSTRUCTION AT CERTAIN MILITARY POSTS 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, out of order, I ask unanimous 
consent to take up for consideration a conference report 
that I think can be disposed of in about one minute. I 
think it will provoke no discussion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? Without 
objection, the report will be read. ` 

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 8159) to authorize appropriation for construc- 
tion at the United States Military Academy, West Point, 
N. Y.; Fort Lewis, Wash.; Fort Benning, Ga.; and for other 
purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respec- 
tive Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment to said bill. 

Dav A. REED, 

Roscoe C. PATTERSON, 

DANIEL F. STECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


W. FRANK JAMES, 
Harry C. RANSLEY, 
Percy E. QUIN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. REED. Mr, President, this is an Army housing bill 
containing three or four relatively small items on which 
the House and Senate were in full agreement. The Senate, 
however, added an amendment providing for the purchase 
of a hotel up at West Point which had gone into receiver- 
ship. That amendment was offered by the Senator from 
New York [Mr. CopzLanp]; and he explained it at the time 
as being intended to give some relief to the stockholders 
and second-mortgage bondholders of the hotel. - : 

The House refused to agree to the amendment. The 
matter went to conference nearly a year ago. Since then 
the first mortgage has been foreclosed. The stockholders 
and second-mortgage bondholders have been completely ex- 
cluded from any interest in the property. The only effect 
of the enactment of the Senate amendment now would be 
to give the first-mortgage bondholders who have foreclosed 
not only their money and their interest but a large profit 
as a result of the foreclosure. In view of that, the Senate 
conferees have felt that it was no longer just to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States or to any interest to insist 
further on the Senate amendment. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. REED. I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I observe that the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Copetanp] is not present. Has he been 
advised of the action of the conferees? 
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Mr. REED. Yes. I have discussed it with him, as well as 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Steck], who was one of the 
conferees, and they are both agreed that the action of the con- 
ferees is proper. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. REED. I yield. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Should not the bill be amended so 
that this relief would go to the stockholders and junior lien 
holders? 

. Mr. REED. I do not think so, in justice to the Govern- 
ment. These people went into a business enterprise, taking 
their chances and expecting their profit. Now they have 
found that it failed. It was one of these fly-by-night real- 
estate schemes; and I do not see why we should come to their 
relief any more than to the relief of anybody else who has 
lost in that way. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I think the Senator is mistaken as 
to the facts. This hotel was built under the Government’s 
plans and specifications, and the cause of the failure was 
the Government changing the road and taking the traffic 
around another way. 

Mr. REED. Oh, no, Mr. President! The Government 
always has the right to control traffic on the West Point Res- 
ervation. The automobile traffic got so heavy that the cadets 
could not cross the main road through the post, and it was 
diverted; but nobody was prevented from going to the hotel. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, may I suggest that this will 
not preclude them from presenting their claims hereafter. 

Mr. REED. Oh, not at all. They can put in a claims bill; 
but it is utterly impossible to get the House to agree to it 
in this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the conference report. 

The report was agreed to. 

INAUGURAL ADDRESS OF GOVERNOR OF IOWA 


Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, I ask to have printed 
in the Recorp the inaugural address delivered by Hon. Dan 
W. Turner, Governor of Iowa, on January 15, 1931. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, and it is as follows: 


INAUGURAL ADDRESS oF Dan W. TURNER, GOVERNOR OF IOWA, TO THE 
Forty-FourTH GENERAL AssEMBLY, Des MOINES, Iowa, JANUARY 
15, 1931 
Members of the general assembly and citizens of Iowa, by the 

will of its electorate, our beloved Commonwealth of the State of 

Iowa has conferred upon me the highest honor in its power to 

bestow. 

One has to experience the weight of this obligation to feel the 
full impact of its significance. To you who listen to my voice 
it is but the witnessing of the inauguration of another governor. 
To me it is the assumption of a grave responsibility. And yet 
this inauguration concerns every citizen of Iowa. that 
in the conscientious fulfillment of the functions of my office is 
involved, to some degree, the ity and happiness of our 
people, I am resolved in all my deliberations and in all my execu- 
tive acts your welfare will be the primary consideration. In virtue 
of my induction I no longer belong to myself. I belong to you. 
Every Iowa home and the interest of every individual Iowan, 
irrespective of station, color, or creed, becomes my personal con- 


cern. 

This day is significant to you, as to me, because it solicits your 
loyal participation. It serves the high purpose of imp: us 
with the fact that every task is an exalted one if it contributes to 
the common good. It brings its recurrent conviction that whilst 
I, as your chief executive, continually devote myself to your well- 
being, it is only as each of us performs his daily work in the true 
spirit of industry, patriotism, and loyal citizenship that we shall 
reach the commonly coveted goal, and share a mutual benefit. 

The high esteem in which I hold the people of my native State, 
the deep sense of a helpful comradeship in a common cause, the 
conviction that you worthily merit the best in leadership, increases 
my determined devotion to this task. The hope that the full 
measure of our expectations may be realized is inspired by the 
assurance of your valued assistance. I realize the magnitude of 
the official obligations with which I am commissioned. With a 
deep sense of humility I am conscious of the limitations of indi- 
vidual human endeavor. I would be destitute of feeling if I were 
not deeply affected by the abundant evidence which my fellow 
citizens have given me of their confidence by entrusting me with 
this high office, the functions of which I now assume with a grati- 
tude I profoundly feel but can not adequately express. 
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To the task of guiding our favored Commonwealth in its con- 
tinued growth, in the prosperity of its farms, cities, and industries, 
and in the development of a contented people, I have been called. 
I shall not have fully realized the high ideals that now inspire 
me, nor completely achieve the ambitions that now actuate me, 
should I look back over my term of office with a single regret that 
I have at any time, or to any person, been delinquent to the trust 
you have so generously reposed in me. 


ECONOMY 


The business of government is the concern of the people. It 
becomes more involved as the country grows older. As the demand 
for laws increase, the machinery of government becomes more 
complicated. 

To meet the natural needs of organized society and not overbur- 
den the statute books with unnecessary legislation is your problem. 

It is not my purpose on this occasion to deal in detail with the 
many questions that shall be considered in this session, I desire, 
however, to comment briefly on those problems that are imminent 
and of grave importance. 

The cost of government has steadily mounted since the pre-war 
period. Taxes have increased in ratio. In many taxing districts 
of the State taxes are 20 per cent higher this year over last year. 
In fifteen years the cost of government in Iowa has more than 
doubled. During the years of this century taxes have more than 
quintupled in our State. The day of retrenchment is at hand. 

Not a dollar should be appropriated out of the State treasury 
unless deemed by you indispensable in on the State's 
business. Every demand on the State treasury should be rejected 
unless backed by reasons based on necessity. We can not and will 
not neglect the wards of the State, but there is room for economy 
in many directions. You have the power to curtail expenditures. 
It is your stern duty to exercise it. 

Consider the importance of reducing cost of government. If 
taxes can be reduced and the tax burden spread out equitably 
among the people, we are justified in the belief that the load will 
be lightened on real and other visible property. 

County, municipal, and school governments have equal respon- 
sibility with you in this effort toward economy and retrenchment. 

The budget department, inaugurated to induce economy, has 
valuable features, but its recommendations are purely advisory, 
carrying neither legal nor moral weight. 

I would recommend that this department be abolished and the 
power of the budget director be invested in the State board of 
assessment and review. The principle of the budget is a sound 
principle and if consistently adhered to will have a vital infiuence 
in holding down governmental expense, not only in recommenda- 
tions of appropriations necessary to be made, but in aiding us to 
arrive at the hoped for goal of receiving 100 cents value in the 
expenditure of each dollar of the taxpayer’s money. Whatever else 
we do, let us have economy. 


TAXATION 


Before entering into a discussion of possible and proposed rem- 
edies that will be brought to your attention in the effort to relieve 
visible property of part of the unjust burden it now bears I had 
thought it would not be inappropriate to set forth here some of 
the reasons that have prevailed with the people in the demand 
for tax revision. 

Ninety-six per cent of all direct taxes are derived from the 
general property tax. Intangible property, representing approxi- 
mately one-half the wealth of the State, shoulders less than 4 per 
cent of the tax burden. Out of each $100 of the farmer's income 
the sum of $28 is required to pay taxes. Tangible property, real 
and personal, including the farms and homes, buildings, mer- 
chandise, livestock and machinery, property the assessor can see, 
bears nearly 97 per cent of the tax burden, invisible wealth, less 
than 4 per cent, while earnings and incomes have no share in the 
cost of government. Under our ancient system of taxation the 
citizens who enjoy incomes not derived from ownership of prop- 
erty are in a special privileged class, immune from taxation alto- 
gether, Let the rule of justice abtain. Favoritism for any group 
should be abandoned. 

The total income of the people of Iowa in normal years is ap- 
proximately $1,500,000,000 annually. The income from real es- 
tate is less than 26 per cent of this amount. This property, 
yielding only one-fourth of the State’s income, under the present 
tax system, pays nearly 90 per cent of all State and 1 taxes. 
Debate is unnecessary to prove the contention that the tax laws 
must be revised. The tax burden should be distributed more 
justly among our citizens. The income tax is based on the sound 
principle that taxes should be paid according to the ability to 
pay. Provision for State income tax should be written into the 
laws of Iowa. The law when written should exempt wages and 
earnings needed to provide families with necessities, to enable 
them to educate their children and live in some degree of com- 
fort. Rates ought to be high enough in the upper brackets to 
permits the citizens of substantial incomes to contribute their 
share toward the cost of government. 

It is essential that you incorporate in this law a mandatory 
provision guaranteeing a reduction in the State millage tax, 
corresponding in amount to the total raised through the income 
tax. It must be a replacement tax. 


INHERITANCE TAX 
The principal purpose of an inheritance tax is to supplement 


the general taxes and relieve to some extent the tax burden borne 
by the great mass of people of the State. The fact that it is so 
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designed, and furthermore that it is an instrument of revealing 

considerable property which has been concealed from ordinary 

arana, has naturally caused opposition from those whom it 
ects. 

The present inheritance tax act produces an annual reyenue of 
approximately $1,200,000, which is about 1 mill in the general 
tax levy. The statute as it now stands covers both direct and 
collateral heirs although the exemptions permitted to the direct 
heirs are so great that the returns from that class of beneficiaries 
are not commensurate with the property passing. 

I recommend that these exemptions be reduced, and that the 
rate of tax upon the collateral beneficiaries be increased so that 
the more distant relatives and those who are strangers to the 
blood would pay a higher rate of tax. A reclassification of col- 
lateral heirs would permit this without any injustice to those 
who are closer related to the decedent. 

The changes recommended, which include some other changes 
of a more administrative nature, would, according to the esti- 
mates made by the inheritance tax department of the State 
treasurer's office, increase the annual revenue to approximately 
$2,250,000. 

The inheritance tax is eminently a just tax, so by 
practically all authorities on taxation, and should be made more 
thoroughly a principal source of revenue rather than a supple- 
mentary tax. 


CORPORATION TAX 


Corporations should be included in such income tax. 

To tax the individual and allow the corporations to go free 
would work a palpable injustice on the former. Such evasion of 
our duty can not be justified in any effort made for genuine tax 
revision. I think you should earnestly consider the wisdom and 
fairness of a tax on the income of corporations. The corporation 
with small earnings will welcome this form of taxation and new 
industries will be encouraged to locate in our State, having the 
knowledge that when earnings are moderate the tax is light. 

The larger industries, enjoying greater earning power, are amply 
able to pay a tax that will be their just contribution to the 
Commonwealth, which fosters and protects them and furnishes a 
large share of their patronage. 

Iowa is one of only six States in the Union failing to provide for 
some form of corporation tax. Any effort made for genuine tax 
revision will include such a tax. 

I am confident a careful survey will convince you that earnest 
thought should be given to the inadequate methods now in use in 
the assessment and taxation of power corporations, public utilities, 
and telephone and telegraph companies. 

Under the constitution of this State public utilities can not be 
released from the general property tax. This fact must neces- 
sarily be kept in mind in considering a tax on the gross profits of 
these companies, or an income tax on net income, or whatever 
plan in your estimation seems best. 


ASSESSMENTS 


The laws relating to the assessment of property should be re- 
vised. Brindley’s survey shows that property is assessed all the 
way from 10 per cent to 110 per cent of its actual valuation. The 
law now prescribes that property shall be assessed at its actual 
value. In point of fact, custom has neutralized and failed to 
follow this rule. In the majority of the counties the attempt is 
made to assess property at 50 to 60 per cent of its value. Asa 
result glaring inequalities exist in practically every taxing district 
of the State. A yardstick of measurement should be provided— 
some certain standard established and adhered to. I hope it will 
be clearly set forth in the revised law that intangible value or 
earning power shall enter into assessment valuation of property. 

The board of assessment and review created in the last general 
assembly has taken initial steps to establish a standard of meas- 
urement in assessments. The powers of this board should be 
amplified rather than curtailed. 5 

The county assessment system is strongly urged by many busi- 
ness men, farmers, and students*of the tax question. It is now in 
operation in 33 States. The claim made for it is that it minimizes 
the likelihood of favoritism in the assessment of property and 
links up the units together into one uniform system, This sub- 
ject deserves your earnest thought and investigation. 


JOINT LEGISLATIVE TAX COMMITTEE AND BOARD OF ASSESSMENT AND 
REVIEW 


On this whole subject of tax revision, I commend to your atten- 
tion for serious study and thought the report to this general 
assembly of the joint legislative tax committee and the State 
board of assessment and review. 

This legislative committee, working in conjunction with the 
board, has been engaged over a period of 18 months in painstaking 
and studious investigation of the whole tax problem. 

They have devoted much time in digging to the bottom in their 
examination of this important subject. The result of their work 
is embodied in the report which will be laid upon your desks. 
This document represents labor—consistent, thorough, and con- 
structive. 

The facts therein set forth are incontrovertible; and while opin- 
ions may vary as to certain conclusions reached, particularly re- 
garding rates and exemptions, there can be no difference in 
judgment regarding the substantial value brought to the discus- 
sion of the tax problem through the efforts of your colleagues and 
the State board. 
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REVISION THAT REVISES 


I leave the subject of revision of our revenue laws with this 
closing thought. In the face of the present exigency, thorough 
and genuine tax revision is demanded. It is a “condition and 
not a theory” confronting us. If I am any judge of the temper 
of the people, nothing less than a thorough revision of the entire 
tax system will meet with their approval. To fail them now 
would be plain evasion of our duty. Half-hearted revision is little 
better than no revision: Let us be sure when we have finished 
in this session with this great undertaking that wealth and income 
now escaping are required to make their fair contribution to the 
cost of government. 


PUBLIC UTILITIES 


In order that the public interests may best be served, public. 
utilities, including transmission lines anit tian ine and 9 
companies, must be made subject to regulation and supervision 
by the State. Iowa is one of the few States which have permitted 
the public-service corporations to operate without adequate law 


In this State rates vary in the different communities, determin 
by contracts made with the municipalities. On account of the 
utilities’ elaborate and intricate financial set-up and their involved 
corporate structure it is obviously impossible, under our present 
system, to secure fair and uniform rates. A survey and study of 
the various rates in force in the municipalities of the State dis- 
vane 1 agai ee is Ao JAANO between the cost of pro- 

easonable profit) and thi 
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Public utilities are rapidly extending their services to the coun- 
tryside and our rural population is required to pay for such service 
the price asked by the utility which is serving them. The con- 
sumers are without protection against extortionate rates, nor do 
they have the requisite knowledge to determine whether the rate 
charged is reasonable and fair. We can not permit this system to 
continue longer in our State. We must see to it that the public 
is guaranteed a fair and reasonable rate for the services rendered. 

This question ought to be given serious consideration at this 
session and a law enacted which shall provide for State regulation 
of all public-utility companies so that the public shall be guaran- 
teed just rates measured by cost of production. An adequate 
method should be provided for arriving at and determining the 
value of the properties of public utilities located within the State. 
This will assist in the matter of rate making and will be of benefit 
in connection with the taxation of these companies. 

At the present time certain securities of the public-utility com- 
panies are exempt from taxation and may also be offered and sold 
to the public without any supervision whatsoever. These are spe- 
cial privileges and can not be justified, and I recommend that the 
law exempting them from taxation be repealed and that all securi- 
n of public-utility companies be made subject to the “ blue sky 

w” 

Municipal ownership of utilities should not be discouraged. Im- 
proved machinery for generating electric current on either a large 
or small scale, and at a low cost, make it practicable in some in- 
stances to erect municipal plants, to be paid for out of the earn- 
ings thereof. However, this can not now be done because there is 
no statutory provision therefor. 

A statute should be enacted in this session granting authority 
to cities and towns to contract for municipal utility plants to be 
paid for from earnings of said plants. 


TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH 


There is no provision in law giving either the State or munici- 
palities within the State authority to stand between the people 
and the telephone and telegraph companies now operating 
within the State, in the vital question of establishing fair rates 
for service. Eight years ago the governor of the State, in his bien- 
nial message, called attention to the monopoly enjoyed by these 
large telephone utilities and the necessity of protection for the 
people, but his sound advice went unheeded. The situation is even 
more acute now. 

These quasi-public, franchise-privileged corporations should be 
subjected to regulations in law that will insure the consumers of 
the service furnished fair rates based on an intelligent survey of 
operation costs and capital invested. 

In any instance wherein individuals or corporations hold con- 
trol of public necessities it is the imperative duty of the State to 
establish regulation thereof. No method other than State control 
has been devised giving assurance of protection against exhor- 
bitant rates levied by unfettered monopoly. 


PIPE-LINE TRANSPORTATION 


A new factor is about to enter our economic and industrial situ- 
ation. Large organizations are engaged in constructing lines of 
pipe for the conveyance of natural gas and petroleum products 
from distant fields for consumption and distribution in this State. 
Their advent will materially affect our existing systems of trans- 
portation and other domestic industries. If legislation is sought 
by these organizations for the purpose of obtaining corporation 
and franchise privileges within the State, it will be the duty of 
the legislature to adequately protect citizens whose property rights 
may be affected, 


1931 


No franchise rights should be granted unless proper regulatory 
laws are enacted to safeguard the rights of the citizens of this 
State, and means should be devised of exacting from these new 
properties such taxes as will constitute their just share of the 
tax burden, 

ROADS 


Iowa has taken a leading place among the States of the Union 
in the important work of designing and constructing a state-wide 
system of good roads. This road-building program has been 
determined by our people and can now be considered a settled 
policy of the State. We should continue with that work in as 
expeditious a manner as is consistent with good business and 
sound financing. 

We have adopted the plan of paying the cost of our primary 
roads from funds contributed by the people who use them. We 
must steadfastly hold to this plan. It was on this solemn 
promise the various counties furnished the funds to make pos- 
sible the great achievement in highway improvement. By this 
token we shall vigorously oppose any effort made to divert primary 
road funds from the purposes now defined in the law. It is our 
absolute duty to use every safeguard insuring property owners 
that the cost of these improved highways shall never result in a 
tax on property. 

In continuing with our road-building program we must ever 
keep in mind that the benefits to our people, for whom roads are 
established and maintained, must be properly apportioned. The 
construction cost of the main arteries of travel is necessarily high. 
It will be found to be impractical and financially impossible to 
carry that class of construction beyond the main channels of 
travel and down to every community entitled to improved roads. 
Therefore, some less expensive plan of surfacing must be employed 
on many of the roads in order that a more complete system of 
serviceable, all-season roads may be built. The value of good 
roads, universally acknowledged, will be more apparent when a 
system of all-weather highways connect farms with markets, 
and communities with those centers of trade and the main ar- 
teries of travel, to which they desire access. 


REDISTRICTING 


You will be confronted with the duty of redistricting our State 
into fewer congressional districts. There is still a justifiable hope 
that in the congressional reapportionment Iowa may be repre- 
sented by 10 Members in the House of Representatives, But 
should Congress persist in granting aliens representation, the 
delegates in that body from Iowa would be reduced to nine 
Members. 

In either event there must be a reduction from the present 
number, which will require a new districting for congressional 
representation from Iowa. 

In the creation of the new districts an arbitrary arrangement of 
the political divisions of the State, in disregard of the natural or 
proper boundaries as indicated by geographical position, should 
not be made. 

Districts should be geographically compact and uniform in pop- 
ulation to the degree of practicability. 


CONSOLIDATION OF DEPARTMENTS 


In the interest of economy there should be consolidation of some 
of the departments of State government. This can be accom- 
plished without impairing efficiency. Early in the session I will 
call to your attention several possible departmental consolidations 
that should, in my opinion, be effected. I earnestly hope you will 
give careful thought, followed by action, to this matter of con- 
solidation, involving increased efficiency and decreased cost of 
government. 

INDUSTRIAL CONDITIONS AND UNEMPLOYMENT 


Industrial stagnation with resulting unemployment is a world 
condition, in which our own Nation is the least sufferer, with less 
unemployment in Iowa than in other States. This does not mean 
that there is no problem confronting us and that the most serious 
consideration should not be given to adjustment, so that every 
citizen, willing and capable, should have the opportunity of a 
well ordered and well conditioned means of livelihood. An idle 
man is not an asset to a community, and of small value to its 
business interests. His labor power is a total loss in the creation 
of the material things necessary to a happy and progressive com- 
monwealth. Continued idleness breaks personal morale, and 
means either State or voluntary charitable support in the end. 
This must be averted in so far as possible. To say that we are 
better off in our unemployment than other States or nations dur- 
ing a time of great general distress is poor consolation to people 
out of work. 

The causes leading up to our present industrial situation and 
consequent problems of unemployment can be largely attributed 
to the mechanization and development of industry, which kept in 
mind the matter of production only and almost entirely disre- 
garded distribution. New methods and means of conducting all 
our industries have produced economies in man power further 
reducing employment. 

These displaced workers should be given aid in the see of 
new employment. This aid should be given without cost to either 
the person seeking employment or the employer. As a means to 
this end an extension should be made of the present State-Federal 
free employment service so as to make possible the best attain- 
able disposition of the willing but idle person into the employ- 
ment opening fitted to his capacity. 
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In the meantime our great natural resources and our industrial 
opportunities should be fully developed so that greater employ- 
ment will follow, and that our people may not only be producers 
but consumers and assets in a distributive market. 

. PRISON LABOR 

Prison labor is one of our most pressing problems at this time. 
There is universal agreement that the prisoner should be kept busy 
at some productive work. Modern enlightened thought is that the 
work should not only be productive but that it should give a train- 
ing that will fit the prisoner for employment by which he can earn 
a livelihood upon release. 

There is no disagreement in this regard. There is, however, 
difference of opinion as to the method of disposal of the product 
and the beneficiary thereof. In this lies our major problem at 
this time. Contracts for the employment of approximately 1,000 
prisoners are in effect. These contracts run to private persons or 
corporations. The Congress of the United States passed an act, 
to become effective during the early part of 1934, which makes 
impractical the shipment between States of prison-made goods. 
This will render difficult the disposal of such goods by a private 
contractor, and therefore, unless provision is made for employ- 
ment of the prisoners now engaged in contract work, our State will 
face a serious condition of idleness in prison institutions. This 
constitutes an urgent problem and one of immediate necessity. 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 


Ample facilities are provided for those of our people who can 
afford to take advantage of higher educational privileges. It is 
equally important that full opportunity be provided for the effi- 
cient training of those who are to perform the manual tasks of the 
world. The problems of the farm are daily becoming more inten- 
sive, and more adequate training in all the elements for successful 
farming should be encouraged. The experiments, investigations, 
farm economies, and sciences must, of necessity, be the task of 
the higher institutions, but the results thus obtained must be 
brought through vocational instruction to the boys and girls who 
do the active farm work. 

The rapid changes in industry have displaced hundreds of 
workers who must be given an opportunity to earn a livelihood 
in new lines of work in which they have no experience or training. 
For these there must come a fundamental training along general 
industrial lines that will make possible a readier adaptation to 
other lines of work, and for the person who expects to follow more 
highly skilled vocations, there should be given an opportunity of 
training for fitness in his chosen field. 

There is also the adult who had no opportunity of definite edu- 
cation, or who perhaps now realizes neglected opportunities, and 
who has sufficient energy and ambition to become a more valuable 
person to society. He should have his chance. 

Vocational education aims to cover these fields, and has made 
good progress during the decade of its existence. Encouragement 
should be given so that its program can spread to every locality 
and to each person seeking its advantages. 

EDUCATION 


Iowa is the peer of any State in the Union in the opportunities 
offered our young people to obtain higher education. The many 
fine colleges of the State, together with the State’s own re- 
nowned institutions of higher learning, afford scholastic oppor- 
tunities to our sons and daughters, not exceeded by any State 
and equalled by few. ` 

While we have a justifiable pride in our colleges and universities, 
we should not forget that the common schools deserve our utmost 
concern and devotion; not only because they are the foundation 
of our Commonwealth, but also for the reason that the great 
majority of our citizens receive their only educational advantages 
in the common schools. 

It is entirely probable that many localities have set up a more 
elaborate educational program than their financial abilities justify. 
All school officials or governing boards should conscientiously 
scrutinize their school costs to the end that all possible economies 
may be effected and that expenditures shall, wherever possible, 
be reduced to the minimum, without impairing the quality of 
instruction. 

The report of the superintendent of public instruction shows 
that during the last year 65,476 pupils were enrolled in the first 
grade of our public schools, while 35,925 graduated from the 
eighth grade, and 21,011 received high school diplomas. Nearly 
four times as many children were enrolled in the grades as in the 
high school. Let no one interpret these facts as minimizing the 
value of high-school and college training, but we must emphasize 
the necessity of first providing the essentials of a common-school 
education and of making them equally available to all. 


AGRICULTURE 


Farming is our greatest industry. Among all the States of the 
Union Iowa stands first in value of farm lands, farm equipment, 
and farm products. Our State, bounded on either side by the 
great rivers of the continent, comprises a valley characterized by 
dark loam soil, unequalled in fertility by any area of land of equal 
size in the world. Having been blessed by Providence with fruit- 
ful acres and propitious climate, it only remains for us to apply 
our energy and best intelligence to the task of working out eco- 
nomic justice for the farm. First, in standing back of our Con- 
gressmen in every effort to stabilize on a fair price level the 
products of the farm. Second, in providing an impartial tax and 
assessment system which should reduce the taxes upon the farm 
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and here, this forty-fourth general assembly, has unquestioned 
authority and opportunity to render to agriculture a distinct serv- 
ice. In no other way can the farm be accorded equality and 
opportunity with business and industry. Moreover, in degree and 
as a direct result, when agriculture prospers all business in Iowa, 
manufacturing, wholesale, and retail, is stimulated and encour- 
aged. It is a truism so trite that it needs no repetition here—that 
when the farmers are doing well, the beneficial result is immedi- 
ately reflected in better business conditions throughout our State. 

The great farm organizations under virile and sagacious leader- 
ship are rendering invaluable service to the State, through 
unremitting efforts, intelligently directed in behalf of our State’s 
greatest industry. They are entitled to our cooperation, that agri- 
culture may come into its own in the greatest agricultural State 
in the Union. 

MANUFACTURES 


Iowa has many manufacturing industries, some of them the 
greatest of their kind in the world. These industries add in 
material degree to the sum total of the State’s resources. They 
employ our labor and purchase large quantities of Iowa products 
in raw material. 

James A. Garfield said 50 years ago: “Place the factory beside 
the farm and both will prosper.” 

A practical way to encourage these industries and what will 
constitute a drawing power to influence new manufacturing indus- 
tries to locate in Iowa would be for Iowans to buy whenever 
possible Iowa-manufactured and processed products. This rule 
holds good in all the fabric of business, linking up the manu- 
facturer, the wholesaler, and the retailer with the ultimate con- 
sumer, Our economic problems are not all dependent on legisla- 
tive enactments for solution. The effort to keep the Iowa dollar 
in Iowa depends on our realization of the value of cooperation in 
retaining in our State the wealth created here. 


IOWA COAL 


Over 8,000 Iowa citizens, the majority of them heads of families, 
depend upon the mining of coal for a livelihood. We should en- 
courage this industry. We ought to strive to bring our mining 
population back to the 1910 basis when 18,000 men were mining 
coal in Iowa. 

By tests made on a basis of 36 representative samples of coal 
from different Iowa mines, it was found that Iowa coal furnishes 
more heat units per cost than other coal. 

Let us use every means to encourage Iowa consumption of 
Iowa products. The more Iowa coal used the more men em- 
Pployed—these miners in turn buy Iowa farm and manufactured 
products. They patronize the retailers, who are the customers 
of the wholesalers. Thus we see forcibly illustrated the value 
of patronizing our own industries. A more striking example in 
this respect could not be given. 

CHAIN SYSTEMS IN BUSINESS 


The growth in recent years of chain business presents a new 
economic problem and one that is regarded with deep anxiety by 
many of our citizens. 

The laws governing interstate commerce make it difficult for 
the State, through legislation, to deal with some classes of these 
large chain organizations. However, where laws do not apply 
public opinion often decides issues, The individual citizen will 
seriously ponder the apparent lack of cooperation in community 
enterprises on the part of any chain system not locally con- 
trolled. These systems should not be permitted to escape their 
share of community responsibility. Methods of taxation should 
be devised also to compel them to carry their fair share of the 
tax burden. 

CHAIN BANKING 


Chain banking presents problems of a different kind. This 
State has been developed through extension of credit to citizens 
intent on home ownership and community enterprise. Any sys- 
tem that curtails credit to the frugal, industrious citizens who 
are ambitious to till the land, own their homes, or engage in 
business, will have a depressing effect on the development of our 
State. In the last analysis credit must be determined by the 
financial interests in the community where a bank is located 
and not be determined by persons outside the State. 

CHAIN FARMING 


Chain farming is now in its incipiency in Iowa. The time may 
come when it will be our chief concern. I do not believe chain 
farming can take root in this State when conditions are such that 
our people are encouraged to live on the land—conditions that hold 
out substantial hope of a fair price for their products, and taxes 
that are not oppressive, I doubt the validity of the claims made of 
lower cost of production through corporation farming methods. 
But, granting chain farms will produce crops, it is an assured fact 
that they will not produce yeomen citizenry. The individual 
farmer is interested in schools, churches, and community building. 
The whole question of the standard of our citizenship is involved 
in the system that shall obtain in the business of farming. I hold 
to the family unit system; it has proved excellent in the produc- 
tion of both citizens and crops. 

; CONSERVATION 

No State can hope to retain a devoted and happy populace which 
does not in due measure provide for the preservation of health and 
beauty in its surroundings. 

The people of Iowa have a right to expect that out of nature’s 
bountiful endowment of rivers, lakes, and wooded hills, sufficient 
areas may be preserved for their recreation and enjoyment. 
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Thoughtless encroachments of commerce and private ownership 
have polluted many of our streams, drained our lakes, and cut off 
our approach to those natural playgrounds of our people. Our 
9 —.— state - wid d ti vet he 
ly de -wide and contin immune to the 
favoritism of changing political n e 
To this end, I call the attention of the legislature to the need 
of a budgeted program extending over a term of years, made by 
competent experts, to provide the State of Iowa with parks, game 
refuges, bird havens, fish hatcheries, and recreation areas, based on 
a complete and extensive survey of the entire State. We are in 
need of a program toward which all the conservation forces of 
the State may bend their energies and resources in a coordinated 
effort. Too much money is being wasted in haphazard efforts 
which benefit a few instead of the whole State. 
Without increasing expenditures, but by coordinating and di- 
recting the funds now provided, toward a definite state-wide plan 
we will attain a more efficient and orderly progress toward a com- 


mon goal. 

The establishment of such a program is in accordance with the 
mo successful methods employed in progressive State manage- 
ment. 

Linked up with this subject of a definite program, we should 
consider that many students of conservation believe a more efi- 
cient and economical administration of the State fish and game 
department could be had through a commission. 

This plan has to recommend it the fact that in the States 
where it is in operation it has proved successful. The conserva- 
tionists backing the commission plan are animated by unselfish 
motives and a keen desire to improve our methods in propagation 
of fish and game, protection of bird life, and in preventing pollu- 
tion of the lakes and streams. 

Our streams are rapidly degenerating into open sewers, receiv- 
ing the waste of private industry, and the sewage of 
municipalities. I trust the legislature will make sure there is 
ample legislation to enable the administrative branch of govern- 
ment to terminate this practice of stream pollution. 

Without entering into a more thorough discussion of the subject 
at this time, I commend it to you as deserving your careful study 
and thoughtful investigation. 

EXPENSE ACCOUNT 


Chapter 1, acts of the forty-third general assembly, grants each 
member of the general assembly the right to file a statement of 
expenses to the maximum amount of $500, the amount so listed 
to be paid out of the State treasury. This law should be re- 
pealed. There is a principle involved here that will be apparent 
when careful analysis is made of this statute. Without going 
thoroughly into the matter I will call attention to a contingency 
that might easily arise in connection with this law that I believe 
should cause grave concern regarding it. Any succeeding legis- 
lature, by changing two words in the law, could raise the amount 
designated as a maximum to any figure desired. You can easily 
imagine a time when the expense money might exceed the salary. 
It does not measure up to our conception of what constitutes 
sound public policy. If I were you I would repeal it. 

This law was supported, as I agree, by many honorable men 
with none but honest motives; the fact remains, this type of law 
is unsound in principle and may in future be subject to abuse, 

CHILD WELFARE 

The influence of women in government has been greatly wid- 
ened and strengthened during the decade just drawing to a close. 
Their presence at the polls in equal numbers with men, proves 
a sincere interest in governmental affairs and attests a true per- 
ception of the obligations of citizenship. The record of their 
competency in many Offices of public trust is undisputed. They 
are keenly interested in all the economic questions pressing for 
solution. To the problems that center about the home, that deal 
with child health and protection, they bring exceptional under- 
standing and the value of experience. The character of our 
civilization can be faithfully gaged by the interest we evince in 
all questions pertaining to the junior citizens of the State and 
the insistent and varied problems included in child-welfare work. 

To promote conditions that will safeguard the health of the 
children and insure them opportunities of education and sur- 
round them with influences that will aid in their spiritual devel- 
opment is a duty so close to the hearts of our people that it 
resolves itself into a sacred privilege. 

I grant you that the chief responsibility is with parents, and 
that home influence will ever be the strongest factor in raising 
children to be worthy citizens of the Republic. Nevertheless, the 
community must share this obligation by providing them with 
clean, wholesome environment and facilities that encourage 
moral and mental development. 

In this connection we will give special thought to the deficient, 
backward, and delinquent children, and wherever possible set 
their feet on the path toward happy, normal, and useful lives. 

PROFESSIONAL LOBBYISTS 


The right of the people to be heard on any measure under con- 
sideration here is unquestioned. We represent an intelligent and 
patriotic constituency and we should welcome their counsel and 
invite their opinion. The citizen, the corporation, the 
group, should each be accorded a fair and equal consid- 
eration. But the professional lobbyist, prostituting his talent for 
hire, should be ejected from the presence of honest men with the 
same contumely we are prone to visit on other enemies of the 
commonwealth. His methods are nauseous, He has no princi- 
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ples. He is the paid creature of any and every inter- 
est venal enough to hire him. He is insidious enough to devise 
ways and means to impose himself upon every right-minded 
organization in his lust for gold. He is ever the agent of special 
privilege seeking through underground methods to stifle good 
measures and promote bad ones. The professional lobbyist is 
affable and genial, but the smooth exterior is a cloak for sinister 

ſurposes. When he approaches you he underestimates both your 
intelligence and your character. He is not interested in the well- 
being of the people whom we represent. 

Our constituents for the most part will not be seen here. 
They are at home attending to their work. We constitute their 
only representation during the deliberations of the general 
assembly. They trust us, their representatives, to go about the 
business of looking after their interests, uninfluenced by the 
crafty inducements of the professional lobbyist. 

LAW ENFORCEMENT 

I feel constrained on this occasion to take up the subject of 
law observance, coupled with the problem of law enforcement. 

When all those citizens, generally denominated good citizens, 
render strict observance of all laws the vexing problem of law 
enforcement will be well on the road to solution. 

To obtain general law enforcement it is necessary in the premise 
to have the great body of public opinion awake to the necessity 
of unwaivering observance of each and every law. This accom- 
plished, we can deal with complete self-respect with the vital 
question of law enforcement. Without going into the intricate 
subject of causes for the marked increase in crime, we acknowl- 
edge the fact, firmly resolved to meet it with all the forces at 
our command. If in any respect the laws are inadequate, 
strengthen them. If in any locality law-enforcement officers are 
derelict in their duties, they should be removed. The law pro- 
vides machinery to obtain such commendable results. The auto- 
mobile and hard-surfaced roads have undoubtedly aggravated the 
problem. All the more n it is that every citizen accord 
moral and, if need be, physical support to those agents of the 
law whose sworn duty imposes upon them the obligation to meet 
the crime situation with grim-resolved and unwavering courage. 
We are greatly encouraged by the resolute efficien of our 
law-enforcement machinery during the testing time the last 
few months. Twenty-five bank robbers have been apprehended, 
and in nearly all instances our officers have proved competent 
and courageous in the discharge of their duties. The press of 
the State can render a signal service in the vital matter of crime 
8 by giving prominent space when criminals are appre- 

ended equal to space devoted to the story of the commission of 
the crime. 

The marked increase in loss of life and injury due to accidents 
on our highways, warrant you in taking steps to strengthen the 
laws regulating traffic. 

PROHIBITION 


The prohibition law is the subject of much discussion, Many 
pronounce it a failure whose memories do not go back to the 
days when legalized sale of liquor by common consent was held 
directly responsible for broken homes, poverty, and crime. It is 
unnecessary for me to enter a defense of prohibition in the 
presence of representatives sworn to support the Constitution of 
the United States, and the State of Iowa, representatives in a 
Commonwealth where dry sentiment has been in the ascendency 
for over 50 years. I wish, however, briefly to analyze propaganda 
set forth that can have no effect except to en lawlessness 
and breed crime. Prohibition was placed in the Constitution of 
the United States by an amendment that was ratified by 46 of 
the 48 States of the Union. It is a fundamental law of the land. 
Neither Congress nor a State legislature can legalize the manu- 
facture, sale, or transportation of intoxicating liquors for beverage 
purposes. A law contemplating nullification would be declared 
by the courts as unconstitutional and vold. Moreover what 
Iowans should keenly realize is the fact that Iowa’s prohibition 
laws are stronger than the Volstead Act, therefore, it is beside 
the question in this State to complain of prohibition. No matter 
how much the Volstead law might be weakened, the situation in 
our State would be no different. We would still be operating 
under our State laws. Let us, therefore, loyally maintain our 
own State ideals and laws by personal observance, and render 
unqualified support to our officials in the fulfillment of the 
duties of their office. 

The talk of a referendum in this connection is futile and mis- 
leading. There is now no provision in law, either Federal or 
State, for a referendum and no vote of the people under e 
laws would bind the legislature of the State, its law-enforcing 
Officers, or its citizens. 

LENGTH OF SESSION 

It is my earnest hope that the work of the session will get im- 
mediately under way. Several days in time can be saved if we 
can eliminate the red tape which generally consumes time the first 
month and proceed as expeditiously as possible with the work of 
the assembly. 

If we wish to prevent inevitable congestion in the closing days 
of the session, and if we hope to avoid a plethora of ill-di; 
legislation, it behooves us to start immediately on the work of 
the session and in the consideration of the multiplied problems 


facing us. 
IOWA 
An address of this nature must of necessity deal with problems 


and emphasize responsibilities. Such a statement, however, does 
not alarm but rather calls us to the heroic task of determined 
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progress. Certain injustices exist that, happily, can be remedied 
We will be strengthened and heartened in this undertaking if we 
consider the many advantages peculiar to our Commonwealth. Our 
innumerable material resources; our diversified interests, both agri- 
cultural and industrial; our ability to supply the demands of other 
areas, all should contribute to a rapid return to stabilized pros- 
perity. - 

More important than any material resource is the character of 
our citizenry. Sound in judgment, resourceful in action, resolute 
in conviction, honest in purpose, generously cooperative in every 
righteous cause, sternly insistent on justice where their rights are 
concerned, these are the characteristics of our people—the sturdy 
citizens of a great Commonwealth. Can we, then, doubt either the 
genius or ability of such a citizenry to meet and solve the prob- 
lems, economic or moral, as they may arise. 

I believe it is entirely appropriate here to pay tribute to the 
veterans of the Civil War. We honor them for their unselfish 
devotion to duty during the great crises of the sixties. The young- 
est of them now are about 85 years of age, but the weight of years 
has not dimmed their love for their country. Theirs is not only a 
record of valor “in times that tried men’s souls,” but of nearly 
three-quarters of a century of faithful citizenship in a united 
nation, so peculiarly the product of their loyalty. 

Following in their footsteps of allegiance to the highest ideals 
of the Republic are the veterans of the Spanish War, and our 
younger comrades of the great world conflict. We can but realize 
that the priceless possession of freedom has been won for us at 
an incalculable cost. 

We revere the traditions of the past, the noble records written 
upon Iowa's historic pages, and from them we draw the inspira- 
tion that insures the achievements of the future. The pioneers of 
the last century with courageous hearts, laid the abiding founda- 
tions of our State. In national crises, our soldiers defended our 
liberties and possessions. Forming the stable substance of our 
Commonwealth is that vast democracy called the pee whose 
collective patriotism, loyalty, and industry permea the whole 
social and economic structure and secures its permanency. 

Members of the general assembly, epochs of history are meas- 
ured not in years, but in momentous events. We are the recipi- 
ents of a clear mandate from a noble constituency, which, if 
faithfully carried out, will mark this an epochal session in 
achievement. 

Grave responsibility we are impelled to shoulder, it is true, but 
with the obligation comes the opportunity of a great work for the 
common good. 

In this high office, into which I am this day inducted, and in 
the administration of the executive functions with which I am 
invested, I will seek the valued counsel of my colleagues in office. 
I will be gratefully attentive to the voice of citizens in all walks of 
life, for I would understand their problems and share their ambi- 
tions. But, above all, I recognize that Divine Wisdom without 
which nations crumble into the dust of a forgotten past. With a 
humble and contrite heart, I reverently supplicate the God and 
Father of us all to be my guide and counsellor. 

You, the people, are the sovereign State, and I your servant. To 
you, to my State, to my country, and to my God, I, this day, make 
my solemn dedication. 


FORT BERTHOLD INDIAN RESERVATION INDIANS 


Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I report favorably, with 
amendments, from the Committee on Indian Affairs Senate 
Joint Resolution 226, authorizing the distribution of the 
judgment rendered by the Court of Claims to the Indians 
of the Fort Berthold Indian Reservation, N. Dak., and I 
submit a report thereon (No. 1584). 

I ask unanimous consent for the immediate consideration 
of the joint resolution. I think it will take no time. It is 
an emergency measure to carry out the provisions of a 
judgment of the Court of Claims providing for the distribu- 
tion of money to bands of Indians in North Dakota. The 
amount was included in the first deficiency bill. It has the 
approval of the Interior Department. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let it be reported. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, if it was 
included in the first deficiency bill, why is it necessary to 
pass a separate resolution? 

Mr. FRAZIER. It has to be passed in order that the 
Secretary of the Interior may distribute this money to the 
Indians. They need the money. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The appropriation has 
already been made? 

Mr. FRAZIER. It has already been made. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider 
the joint resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendments of the com- 
mittee will be stated. 

The amendments of the Committee on Indian Affairs were, 
on page 2, line 11, after the word “ deposited,” to strike out 
“to their and insert “as”; in line 12, before the word “ in,” 
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to strike out “credit” and insert “Indian money”; and in 
line 15, after the word “laws,” to insert a colon and the 
following additional proviso: “Provided further, That the 
distribution herein authorized shall be made in two or more 
installments, in the discretion of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, the first of which shall not exceed $200,” so as to 
make the joint resolution read: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby is, authorized and directed to withdraw from the Treasury 
of the United States funds on deposit arising from the final 
judgment rendered by the Court of Claims in Docket No. B-449, 
entitled “The Indians of the Fort Berthold Indian Reservation 
in the State of North Dakota, Comprising the Tribes Known as 
the Arickarees, the Gros Ventres, and the Mandans, and the In- 
dividual Members Thereof, Versus the United States,” and cause 
the total sum (less fees and expenses as fixed by the Court of 
Claims, which shall first be deducted and d from the amount 
recovered) to be paid in pro rata shares all members of the 
Arickaree, Gros Ventres, and Mandan Tribes of Indians who were 
alive and entitled to enrollment with such Indians on the date 


deposited as individual Indian money in banks bonded and desig- 
nated as depositaries for individual Indian moneys to remain 
subject to disbursement for the benefit of the Indians entitled 


the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, the first of which shall not 
exceed $200. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PERSONAL STATEMENT OF SENATOR HEFLIN 


Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the Washington Post this 
morning, in an article by the Associated Press, says, among 
other things: 

Senators CONNALLY, of Texas, and Heri, of Alabama, both 
Democrats, and BrooxHart (Republican), Iowa, joined in the 
attack on the compromise, which they condemned as a surrender 
by the Senate coalition in the controversy with President Hoover 
to extend Federal money for sufferers. 

I am at a loss to understand why the Associated Press 
would misrepresent my position in this fashion. I stated as 
plainly as I could that while I was not satisfied with the 
compromise I would vote for it; that the matter had reached 
the point where it was $20,000,000 for the drought sufferers 
or nothing, and that I was going to vote for it. One of the 
very last things I said was that I would support it, that I 
did not want to delay action upon it, that I was anxious to 
have the Senate act on it; and I tried to secure a unani- 
mous-consent agreement yesterday afternoon that a vote 
be taken on the measure at 6 o’clock, in order that we might 
dispose of this very important matter. 

This is a part of the propaganda on the part of some of 
those in the press gallery to misrepresent my position. 

CONSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS 


Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, yesterday I reported to 
the Senate and had printed in the Recor a conference re- 
port on the public buildings bill, authorizing the appropria- 
tion of $100,000,000. I gave notice that I would to-day move 
to take it up. The report is unanimous, and I do not think 
it will take any time. 

Mr. SMOOT. If it will lead to no discussion, the Senator 
can ask unanimous consent to take it up, and I shall not 
object. 

Mr. SWANSON. I ask unanimous consent that we pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the report. 

Mr. HOWELL. I object. I wish to make a point of order 
against the report on the ground that the conferees have 
exceeded their authority. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let it go over. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I would like to have this 
matter disposed of now. The Senator from Nebraska can 
make the point of order against it, and if it is sustained, we 
shall have to obtain another conference. The Interior De- 
partment appropriations conference report will not be dis- 
posed of until we ascertain whether the resolution passed 
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yesterday was received by the Secretary of Agriculture, and 
he has been able to give an answer. 

Mr. SMOOT. One Senator is ready to proceed with a 
speech which will take the balance of the day. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, this is a privileged mat- 
ter, and I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the conference report. 

Mr. SMOOT. The unfinished business before the Senate 
is a conference report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Of course the Senator from 
Virginia has the right to move that the report be taken up, 
but if that is done, it will displace the present unfinished 
business. 

Mr. SWANSON. I simply ask that the unfinished busi- 
ness be laid aside now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to tempo- 
rarily laying aside the conference report now pending, and 
taking up the conference report presented yesterday by the 
Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. HOWELL. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska 
objects. 

TRAFFIC IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, on the call of the calendar 
on Tuesday I objected to the consideration of Calendar No. 
1633, House bill 14922, an act to amend the act known as 
the District of Columbia traffic act. I have since examined 
the bill and, so far as I am concerned, I have no further 
objection to it, and I ask unanimous consent that the unfin- 
ished business be temporarily laid aside and that this meas- 
ure may be disposed of. 

Mr. SMOOT. I can only consent to that with the under- 
standing that it will not lead to any discussion at all. 

Mr. WHEELER. I suggest that the bill be read. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, it is a long bill, and I shall 
object to its present consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 


COMPETITIVE CONDITIONS IN THE CEMENT INDUSTRY 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I desire to submit a Senate 
resolution. It is one which, if objected to, will go over 
under the rule, but I do not believe there will be any objec- 
tion to it. It will be explained by the reading of it. I send 
it to the clerk’s desk and ask that it be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read for 
the information of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 448), as 
follows: 

Whereas there is a wide public interest in the price of cement, 
due primarily to the increase in building construction and road 
building; and 

Whereas many complaints have been received by the Federal 
Trade Commission from various of the country to the 
effect that the price quotations of all cement companies are 
uniform, and that such uniformity in price is highly indicative 

derstanding, or agreement between and 


hereby, directed to 8 competitive conditions in the 
cement industry and report to the Senate of the United States: 

1. The facts with to the sale of cement and especially 
the price activities of trade associations composed of either manu- 
facturers of cement or dealers in cement, or both. 

2. The facts with respect to the distribution of cement, includ- 
ing a survey of the practices of manufacturers or dealers used in 
connection with the distribution of cement. 

8. Whether the activities in the cement industry on the part 
of trade associations, manufacturers of cement, or dealers in 
cement constitute a violation of the antitrust laws of the United 
States and whether such activities constitute unfair trade prac- 
tices. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to immediate 
consideration? 

Mr. KEAN. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I assume it will go over 
under the rule. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The resolution will go over under 
the rule. 
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Mr. KING. Mr. President, I think the resolution offered 
by the Senator from Nebraska is timely. May I inquire 
whether it would be improper if there were added to the 
resolution a provision calling the attention of the Depart- 
ment of Justice to the cement products of the United States 
and the claim that a cement trust exists, in order that if 
such i the case the antitrust laws may be wielded against 
the same? 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, if the Senator will just 
think of it, I believe he will agree with me that if this inves- 
tigation takes place it will be of very great assistance to the 
Attorney General in bringing that kind of a suit. 

Mr. KING. Undoubtedly, but in the meantime—and it 
will take months to make the investigation—the trust if one 
exists and there is a belief that a cement trust does exist, 
will continue its monopolistic course to the injury of the 
public, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, one House 
of Congress has no power to direct the Attorney General. 

Mr. KING. I understand that. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. His duties are defined by 
law, and any direction to him must be given by the joint 
action of both Houses. 

Mr. KING. The Senator is correct. I am inquiring 
whether there would be any impropriety in expressing it as 
the sense of the Senate that the Department of Justice in- 
vestigate and determine whether the antitrust laws of the 
United States are being violated by cement organizations. 


MUSCLE SHOALS 


Mr. BLEASE. Mr, President, on yesterday I asked for in- 
formation regarding the status of Muscle Shoals legislation. 
The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] very kindly re- 
ferred me to an explanation he had made, and which I 
found in the Recorp of January 28. 

I read the Senator’s explanation very carefully, and I 
wonder if any lessee could be obtained to make fertilizer 
under the restrictions insisted upon by the Senate conferees. 
They require the lessee to put all his eggs in one basket; if 
I am correct, the fertilizer basket. I would like to ask if it 
would not be better to consent to the lessee having a little 
extra power for other purposes than to continue letting the 
Alabama Power Co. have it all? 

As I said yesterday, I am not very well informed on this 
proposition, but the people in my State are getting very 
much worried about it. It will soon be time to begin the 
planting of crops, and it does seem to me that United States 
Senators and Representatives, men of high intelligence, 
could certainly reach some kind of a compromise—although 
I do not believe much in compromising—by which something 
could be done at Muscle Shoals. Before I came here I 
heard about it and I am still hearing about it. ‘ 

I do not know whether it is politics being played or what 
it is, but certainly somebody is being very much injured 
while some power companies are making a very large amount 
of money. Every day that this matter is delayed I under- 
stand thousands of dollars are rolling into the treasuries of 
power companies, while the people are being deprived of 
that which is justly theirs and are not allowed the benefits 
of this God-given power which should be theirs. 

I am not questioning anyone’s rights or anyone’s manner 
of doing things according to his own conscience, but it does 
seem to me that politics should be laid aside sometimes. 
That is very seldom done, I know, but it does seem to me 
that these gentlemen could get together somehow and not 
delay this matter until the 4th of March and not do any- 
thing with it, and thus leave this great power situation in 
the hands of the Power Trust, If we are here to represent 
the Power Trust, all right; but if we are here to represent 
the people then let us do something for the people. We 
seldom do, it is true, but God gave them this power: let it 
be theirs. 

SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA STREET WORK 


Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, on Tuesday night when 
the calendar was being called, a measure was reached which 
has to do with assessing the cost of pavements against the 
abutting property. I refer to House bill 14049, to provide for 
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special assessments for the paving of roadways and the 
laying of curbs and gutters. The Borland Act has been 
declared unconstitutional, so there is no way for the assess- 
ments to be levied until some law is enacted. The commis- 
sioners regard the enactment of this bill as very important. 
The senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED] raised an 
objection the other night on the ground that the measure is 
unconstitutional, and the junior Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr, BLAINE] had an objection. Both those Senators are 
now Satisfied with the constitutionality of the measure, and 
I wish it might be enacted now. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, is pns the bill with the 
retroactive clause in it? 

Mr. COPELAND. It is. 

Mr, JOHNSON. I ask the Senator to let it go over until 
to-morrow. I thought the objection was valid when it was 
made, and I confess I have not the familiarity with the 
measure that I ought to have. 

Mr. COPELAND. Let me say to the Senator from Cali- 
fornia that the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED] 
made a careful examination of the measure, in company 
with Mr. Bride, the corporation counsel of the District, and 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. BLarxz] has made an 
examination of it, and both those Senators, legal authori- 
ties, have agreed that the bill is a proper measure. I am 
authorized to speak for both those Senators in the state- 
ment I am making to the Senator from California. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Will not the Senator let it go over until 
to-morrow? 

Mr. COPELAND. Very well. 


SOVIET RUSSIA 


Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in the Recorp three articles by the junior 
Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER], published in the 
Washington Herald, entitled “ What Soviet Russia Is Doing 
To-day and Why the United States Should Recognize It,” 
“Improvement of Educational Facilities One of Russian Gov- 
ernment’s Greatest Achievements,” and “ Britain, Germany, 
Italy, and Other European Nations Busy Hunting Russian 
Markets.” 

There being no objection, the articles were ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


[From the Washington Herald of Sunday, September 21, 1930] 
UNITED STATES SENATOR WHEELER TELLS WHAT Soviet Russia Is 
Dornc TO-DAY AND WRT UNrrro STATES SHOULD RECOGNIZE IT— 
“ PARADOXICALLY, THE YOUNG ATHEIST Is Now THE PURITAN AND 
REFORMER OF THE RUSSIAN COMMUNITY,” HE Says 
(By Burton K. WHEELER, United States Senator from Montana) 


To the communist in Russia or to the average communist sym- 
pathizer in America, one is either for everything the Soviet Gov- 
ernment is doing or attempting to do or else he is, in their 
opinion, blinded by capitalistic prejudices. 

On the other hand, if one sees anything worth while that the 
Soviet Government is doing and correctly reports it, he is, in the 
eyes of the fanatical antiliberal or reactionary groups in America, 
instantly a communist who seeks to overthrow this Government. 

In other words, the communist in Russia is as dogmatic in the 
righteousness of his cause as is the blind reactionary in this coun- 
try. To neither of them is there a place for the liberal or pro- 

ive. 
Por instance, I found that the average communist in Russia 
could see no good in the labor government in England or the 
socialist government in Germany. Any movement which has for 
its object, the amelioration of the condition of the working classes 
except by revolution was to them anathema. 

OPPOSITES—UNITED STATES SYSTEM AT VARIANCE WITH RUSSIA’S 

It is not difficult to understand why we in America can not judge 
impartially the development of the soviet régime, It is because we 
are committed by religious, moral, and economic training to a 
system that is diametrically opposed to that of Russia, and we 
therefore judge everything according to American standards, 

Mrs. Wheeler and I first visited Russia in 1923. When we came 
back to America, I stated that I could either paint a word picture 
about Russia which would shock the sensibilities of the average 
American or one that would look very beautiful to the same aver- 
age American. This is likewise true, more or less, of practically 
every nation in the world. 

One can pick out the bad in any city or country and paint a 
picture which to our puritanical American mind would be 
shocking. 

Nevertheless, should we say— 

“Let's have nothing to do with those people; let's not associate 
with them; let's not trade with them; let’s not sell them clothes 
or food or even machinery.” 
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There are thieves, bandits, and murderers in Chicago and other 
cities. The farm population, therefore, I presume, should say: 

Let's not sell them food.“ 

The point I wish to make is this: If one judges the Russian 
Government by American standards, one unquestionably would 
condemn almost everything Russian, particularly the government. 

Before we can judge the Russians or their government intel- 
ligently, we must take into consideration something of their back- 
ground, the kind of government they had before the revolution, 
the economic situation of the masses. 

What was the moral and economic standard of the 160,000,000 
Russian peasants before the revolution? Was the Russian pro- 
letarian rich and prosperous, or was he, as most writers of Rus- 
sian history tell us, a man without education, hope, opportunity, 
or ambition? . 

RETROSPECT—-FORMER CONDITION OF MASSES CONTRASTED 


These and many other questions American observers must ask 
themselves before they can either approve or disapprove of the 
things that are taking place in Russia to-day. 

Before we condemn the Russian people for their cruelties to 
the ruling classes, before we condemn too severely their atti- 
tude toward the churches, we should know something of the 
cruelties perpetrated by the ruling classes upon the proletariat, 
of the utter ignorance in which they were kept and of the d - 
tion practiced upon the people by the czarist politicians in 
name of the church, 

One has only to visit the palaces in Moscow and Leningrad, 
the churches and cathedrals, to see the crown jewels which 
showed the extravagance indulged in by the rulers of both church 
and state and contrast it with the poverty, filth, disease, and 
ignorance of the masses to understand the reason for some of 
the excesses, some of the superstitions, some of the murders that 
have been committed since the proletariat became the ruling 
class in Russia. 

The wonder is not that there have been excesses, not that 
they have failed overnight to bring rity to the country, 
but that they have been able to guide at all the destinies of a 
great empire which occupies one-seventh of the world's land. 

The wonder is not that there is a shortage of food, clothes, 
and living quarters, which is their present condition, but that 
there is any food or clothing at all. 

I found many people in 1923 and some in 1930 who were dis- 
satisfied with the Government, but I found no one who wanted 
to see the old order return—not even the peasants, who un- 
doubtedly are the most dissatisfied class and at the same time 
the best-fed class in all Russia. 


RUSSIA TO-DAY—VAST POPULATION RULED BY WORKING CLASS 


What is the situation in Russia to-day? 

First of all, Russia is ruled by the working class—that is, the 
Communist Party, which consists, I am told, of about 600,000 
members and which dictates the policies of approximately 160,- 
000,000 people. Most of the Communist Party belong to the 
proletariat. 

Stalin is the outstanding man within that party and, I should 
say, almost completely dominates it and, through it, the Gov- 
ernment. He rules with an iron hand. No one, not even a 
prominent member of the party, dares speak or act contrary to 
the pronounced will of that organization. To a large extent 
Stalin’s will is the will of the party. 

There is no free speech in Russia. There is no trial by jury. 

Workers in a factory may criticize the way the factory is run; 
they may make charges against the manager, which the news- 
papers will publish, but no one must criticize the activities of 
the Government in dealing with the gulak, or denounce it for 
its religious persecutions, or say a thousand that we Amer- 
icans deem our privilege, our right, and at times our duty to do 
or say concerning our Government. 

If anyone has the temerity to do so he may be tried in the 
courts publicly or be given a hearing behind closed doors and 
condemned to death or sentenced to work in the woods or mines. 

I was informed that four men were shot for hoarding silver 
coins while we were in Russia. A member of the Communist 
Party who accepts bribes has no chance to tamper with jurors; 
he is taken out and shot as a counter-revolutionist, an enemy of 
the Government. 

In addition to a large standing army, Russia has a state police, 
called the G. P. U. The G. P. U. not only acts as a state police 
but it hears evidence and actually decides the fate of persons 

with offenses. 

If it decides one is to be shot as a counter-revolutionist, he is 
shot; if it decides one should be sent to work in the woods or 
mines, he is sent there. There is no appeal, no trial by jury, and 
little chance to present his side of the case. 

This organization takes the place of the notorious spy system 
built up under the Czar. 

I was unable to find in the soviet constitution a provision 
justifying it in exercising the autocratic powers which it assumes. 
To me, it is unjustifiable to say the least. 

All civil cases and all criminal cases that are not handled by the 
G. P. U. are tried before three persons designated as judges. One 
of the judges holds office for a year; the other two hold office for 
10 sittings of the court. These two are selected from a panel in 
a manner somewhat similar to that in which we select a petit jury 
in this country. 

I listened to the trial of one case. The judges heard the evi- 
dence of both the prosecution and the defendant and the argu- 


ments of counsel. They then retired to the chamber and in a few 
minutes returned and rendered their decision. In this instance, 
the defendant was acquitted. 

The lawyers are paid by the Government. If anyone wants to 
hire a lawyer to try a case in court for him, he must go to a 
Government bureau. This bureau charges what it thinks the 
person should pay and assigns a lawyer to try the case. This 
charge does not go to the lawyer; it goes to the government, and 
the Government pays the lawyer by the month, His salary is $75. 

In Moscow we visited the bureau where marriages and divorces 
are registered. My recollection is that they told us there were 
about 75 per cent more marriages than divorces. The marriage 
procedure is simple, but not much different from a marriage cere- 
mony before a justice of the peace. The parties are asked their 
business and whether they have been married or divorced before. 
The whole proceeding takes about 10 minutes. 

I have seen marriages performed in much less time than that 
and with about as little formality before a justice of the peace in 
this country. Contrary to the popular belief in America, we were 
informed that in the most of the marriages still are 
being performed by the regular church ceremony and that the 
babies still are being christened in the churches. 

We watched several apply for and obtain divorces. They sim- 
ply went to the clerk, told him they wanted a divorce, stated 
the grounds, and went away smiling. Unless there were children 
involved, there was no ty. 


ALIMONY MUST BE PAID IF CHILDREN ARE IN FAMILY 


If there were children, alimony had to be paid for their sup- 
port. Either the father or the mother would be awarded the 
custody of the child, and the one best able to earn money had 
to pay for its support. 

The individual in Russia has complete freedom of action in 
regard to marriage and divorce. What the ultimate effect of 

the marriage relation entirely voluntary is going to have 
upon their civilization remains to be seen. 

This system of marriage and divorce is repugnant to most Ameri- 
cans and helps to obscure one’s views of some of the things the 
Russians are doing for the betterment of the human race. 

A decided change has taken place in the religious life of Russia 
since our visit there in 1923. At that time we found that notwith- 
standing the activities of the atheists in Russia, there was a 
tremendous religious fervor. I was sure no amount of opposition 
on the part of the Government could stamp this out. 

I have had to revise the opinions I formed in 1923 with reference 
to the headway the soviets would make in their effort to destroy 
the old religious faiths of the people. What astonished me on my 
visit this year was not that many out of the thousands of churches 
in Russia still were open, but that most of them were closed and 
that on the surface, at least, atheism was sweeping the country. 

Something has happened to bring about this change. In dis- 
cussing religion with a group of church leaders in Russia in 1923 
they told me that the atheist propaganda that was being carried 
on had stimulated interest in the churches; that their followers 
were attending church as never before; they wanted to hear 
about Christ and His teachings. 

But now the churches were nearly all closed and grass was grow- 
ing between the cobblestones that lead up to that famous cathe- 
dral where only seven years ago Mrs. Wheeler and I attended with 
10,000 people. ; 

In Vladimir, a city about 150 miles from Moscow, practically 
every church was closed. The famous cathedral there was to be 
turned into a museum, and a merry-go-round and other amuse- 
ment devices were doing a prosperous business in the churchyard 
on a Sunday afternoon. 

What has brought this about? What has caused the people to 
burn their Mons or turn them over to the Government to be used 
in the manufacture of Russian samovars? It has been the anti- 
religious propaganda, together with pressure from the Govern- 
ment on the religious leaders that has brought this astonishing 
change. 

As an illustration of this antireligious propaganda, I call atten- 
tion to a poster in the antireligious museum in Moscow depicting 
the sacred confessional as being used as an adjunct of the Czar’s 
spy system. 

This sort of da, together with the persecution of the 
religious leaders, has made a tremendous impression upon the 
Russian youth. I talked with them and they told me that they 
had been furnished ample proof that the church worked hand 


and glove with the Government to exploit and enrich itself and 


oppress the masses. 
SUBSTITUTE—COMMUNITY HALLS TAKE PLACE OF CHURCHES 


To take the place of the church, they have built up community 
halls where the young and old gather for their social life. 
Whether this will satisfy their spiritual needs, and take the place 
of the church, remains to be seen. 

One of the paradoxes in this land of paradoxes is that the young 
atheist is the reformer in the community. He talks about evils 
of the modern dance and denounces the intemperate. He preaches 
against lax morals of all sorts; he is the puritan of Russia. 

Contrary to many statements that have been made, not all of 
the churches are closed; not all of the preachers and priests are 
exiled or in prison but priests and preachers must be extremely 
cautious of what they say or do lest they be sent into the woods 
or mines. 
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[From the Washington Herald of Sunday, September 28, 1930] 


ComMuUNIsSTS Holp PowER IN Russia THROUGH RED ARMY— 
SENATOR WHEELER SEES SOVIETS DEVELOPING COLLECTIVE FARMING 
WITH U. S. EXPERTS’ AID—IMPROVEMENT OF EDUCATIONAL FA- 
CILITIES ONE OF RUSSIAN GOVERNMENT'S GREATEST ACHIEVEMENTS 


(By Burton K. WHEELER, United States Senator from Montana, who 
recently returned from a visit to Soviet Russia) 


What made it possible for the soviets to get such a strong foot- 
hold in Russia? 

In my judgment, the thing that contributed most at the out- 
set was the attacks made upon them by the White Armies with 
the aid of the Allies, 

While the vast majority of the people of Russia were and are 
peasants living in about 300,000 isolated v. without any 
particular views upon economic or political matters, they always 
wanted land. 

One of the first acts of the soviet régime after coming into 
power was to decree that the land which had heretofore been a 
part of large estates be thenceforth the land of the ts. 
Having so recently come into possession of the thing they de- 
sired most, the ts feared the return of the old order. 

They knew also that the White Armies were being aided by 
foreign powers, and they preferred Russians, though communists, 
to any foreign ruler. They therefore rallied to the support of the 
communists and made it possible for them to maintain themselves 
in power. 

POWERFUL ARMY HAS. KEPT COMMUNISTS IN CONTROL 


What has kept them in power? 

The army. 

One of the first things the communists did after gaining control 
was to build up their army. They realized that if they were to 
maintain their hold they must have a strong, well-fed, well-paid, 
contented army, sufficient to resist attacks from without and 
put down any counter-revolutionary movement from within. 

With a good deal of foresight, then, they recruited several 
hundred thousand men throughout Russia who were ragged, 
hungry, and shiftless. They fed them, bought them good uni- 
forms, taught them to read and write, and in addition educated 
them in the principles of communism. 

To-day they have an army estimated at from 800,000 to 1,000,000 
men. They can put down any counter-revolutionary movement 
that starts in Russia. They can and will resist any attack from 
without. 

The Russian Army is held in high esteem by all classes in 
Russia. Most of the young men in the villages are eager to join 
it. This is contrary to what one will find in almost every other 
country in Europe. 


BENEFITS—RECRUIT RECEIVES EDUCATION IN RED ARMY 


The young peasant who goes into the army is given a chance 
to see the country, taught to read and write, and in addition 
taught some useful occupation. After his two years’ service he 
leaves the army better fitted than most of the young men in the 
villages to become a useful citizen. 

Is there any likelihood that the Government will be over- 
thrown? 

Although the peasants rallied to its support to keep the land 
they so earnestly desired, they were and are not in sympathy 
with a large part of the communist program, and probably would 
overthrow the Government if they could. 

An American who had traveled over the greater part of Russia 
during the last few years, said to me: 

“The communists will be successful in their undertaking pro- 
vided the ts cooperate with them.” 

He then added that if the peasants ever obtained the upper 
hand there would be nothing left of the communist leaders except 
“a grease spot,” and that “the leaders know it.” When I in- 
quired whether the peasants had a chance of overthrowing the 
Government he replied, “ None whatever.” 

One has only to visit the villages to realize how helpless the 
peasants would be in attempting an overthrow of the Government. 

In most of the villages we visited, where the peasants had not 
joined a collective farm, we found them still mowing their grain 
with a sickle, as in Biblical times—still threshing it with a flail 
made out of two pieces of wood tied together in the center. 

They had never seen an automobile or an American. They ap- 
peared to be almost primitive. 

While it is dangerous to predict what will happen in Russia, 
since conditions change so rapidly from day to day, it is my belief 
that the soviet régime will not be destroyed unless its destruction 
comes from within the Communist Party in Russia itself. If it 
is destroyed it will be due to the selfishness, jealousies, and ambi- 
tions of strong personalities that are bound to spring up in that 
and every other organization made up of human beings. 

The Government claims to have made its greatest gains in its 
effort to industrialize Russia. Tremendous progress was made in 
the 7-year period from 1923 to 1930, and every effort is being made 
to make a success of the huge program of industrialization known 
as the 5-year plan. 

Handicapped as the leaders were and are by the illiterate and 
unskilled masses of the people, with most of the so-called intelli- 
gentsia killed or driven from the country, they have gone ahead 
building huge electrical power plants, factories for the manufac- 
ture of automobiles, tractors, and heavy machinery of all kinds. 

In addition, they are developing their natural resources, includ- 
ing lumber, coal, oil, iron, and manganese, and do not seem to 
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have any trouble in selling their products to the captains of indus- 
try in this and other countries. 

There are 12,000 foreign engineers in Russia to-day, 2,000 of 
whom are among America's best. Likewise they have brought in 
many skilled mechanics from the United States and other parts 
of the world. They are paying high salaries to the foreigners and 
high prices for their material. 

Back of their intensive drive to build up their heavy indus- 
tries—and this is the outstanding feature of their present 5-year 
plan—is the fear of war. They believe, or make their followers 
believe, that they expect to be attacked by one or more of the 
capitalistic nations of the world. 

In a brief statement of their accomplishments, one certainly 
should not overlook what they have done in the way of mass pro- 
duction on their farms. In 1923 less than 5 per cent of the tillable 
land had been removed from individual ownership and collectiv- 
ized. This year 2444 per cent of the tillable land has been collec- 
tivized and 40 per cent of this year’s crop is being produced on 
cooperative or state-operated farms. 

In March of this year, partly because of the success they 
attained in their collective farms and partly because of the oppo- 
sition of many of the more prosperous peasants, the Government 
renounced its policy of forcing the peasants into the cooperatives 
and made it a matter of voluntary action. 

Many of the peasants withdrew and drove their pigs, cows, and 
horses back to their respective homes. 

The Government is now building up the cooperative farms by 
giving them Government aid—loans, seed, machinery, and experts 
to assist them in their management. American experts are man- 
aging some of these farms. 

There is no question but what collectivized or cooperative farm- 
ing offers a much easier and better living for the Russian peasant 
than what he has heretofore known. The collectivized farming 
must be efficiently managed by men skilled in the art of large- 
scale agriculture. 


TEST TO COME—COLLECTIVE FARMING NOT YET SURE TO SUCCEED 


Is it possible for this illiterate peasant to be transformed over- 
night from the reaper with a sickle to the operator of the modern 
tractor and combine? 

The real test of the collectives has not been reached. We must 
wait until the first flush of enthusiasm has flickered out. 

The improvement in the educational facilities of the Soviet 
Government since my visit in 1923 ranks among their greatest 
achievements. They set out at that time to wipe out illiteracy 
among the adult population. 

Under the Czarist régime at least 80 per cent of their popula- 
tion could not read or write. Soviet officials claim that to-day 70 
per cent of the population of school age is literate. 

They have just inaugurated compulsory education for children 
from 8 to 11 years. Their facilities, however, are still inadequate. 
While they have a long way to go, they should be given credit 
for what they have done in the past seven years—particularly 
when contrasted with the utter lack of education afforded the 
children of the poorer classes in centuries before. 


— 


From the Washington Herald of Sunday, October 5, 1930] 


RECOGNITION oF Soviers WILL Open Vast TRADE TO UNITED 
SraTes—SENATOR WHEELER SAYS SALE OF AMERICAN GooDs 
Russia NEEDS WouLtp Am UNEMPLOYMENT—BRITAIN, GERMANY, 
ITALY, AND OTHER EUROPEAN NATIONS Busy HUNTING RUSSIAN 
MARKETS 


(By Burton K. WHEELER, United States Senator from Montana) 


Will communism ultimately succeed in Russia? 

I think it is an impossible task the Russians are undertaking. 
Many sympathizers point to the fact that they have been in ex- 
istence for 13 years; that they have made remarkable progress in 
practically all lines, and will contend that if they make a suc- 
cess of their so-called 5-year plan they will have proved conclu- 
sively that communism in Russia is a success and is feasible 
throughout the world. I can not agree with those arguments. 

I have no doubt that they will succeed in their 5-year plan. 
But, as I said to a very learned American observer, it is one thing 
to build factories and develop mines under the guidance of 
American engineers, but it is quite another thing to operate them 
successfully so that they can compete in the world markets. 

He then pointed out to me that it wasn’t necessary to operate 
them successfully according to American standards, for the obvi- 
ous reason that they did not have to pay profits on watered stock 
or pay huge salaries to presidents, vice presidents, and directors 
of corporations. In addition to that he pointed out that the only 
cost they figured on was what they had to pay for the machinery 
or the material they purchased abroad. 

LABOR SUPPLY IS AMPLE AND CHEAP IN RUSSIA 


“Supposing,” said he, “that it does take three persons to do 
the work of one American—what of it? They have the laborers. 
Every adult of their 160,000,000 population is a producer. They 
have no traveling salesmen, no brokerage offices, no middlemen— 
everyone works and produces something or he doesn't eat. 

Everyone in Russia is working for the Government.” 

It is like a gigantic corporation which not only governs the 
people's morals, their education, but their very life. The people, 
the oe the mines, the land, everything belongs to the Gov- 
ernmen . 
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Money is simply the medium of exchange for raw materials 
produced in the mines, farms, and woods for the finished product 
made in the factory. There are no profits for the middleman. 
If there is a profit it goes to the Government. 

It seems to me that even under the most favorable circum- 
stances they are undertaking the impossible, Add to this the 
fact that they started out with an ignorant, illiterate mass of 
people, the great bulk of whom were living as in the Middle Ages, 
and one can come to but one conclusion—it can’t be done. 

My judgment is that the leaders will be forced to modify their 
views gradually, with the result that eventually there will emerge 
from it all a democratic form of government patterned after our 


own. 

If they should succeed they will not only change the map of 
the world, but the economie theories in vogue in many 
countries. 

If the experiment should fail to-morrow, every thinking person 
would concede, I am sure, that the revolution has not been in 
vain—that the masses of the people of Russia have been lifted out 
of the trough of the middle ages into the light of a new and better 
day. 

Russia is not a land of milk and honey for the worker. It is one 
of sacrifice and untold hardship, Not many communists in 
America or in any other country could or would suffer as the 
Russians have suffered for a cause. 

And I am informed that, although the peasants this year have 
a bumper crop, they will suffer more hardship than they have 
since the famine in 1921, because of the Government’s determina- 
tion to export everything it can for the purpose of getting credit 
and gold with which to push the 5-year plan. 

Should the United States recognize Russia? 

Many people believe that by recognizing a country we thereby 
put our stamp of approval upon its government and upon the 
religious beliefs, moral standards, and economic views of its 
people. This idea is erroneous. 

There are those who think that by Russia we would 
help the spread of communism throughout the United States and 
the world in general. 

To others the stumbling block to recognition is the fact that 
Russia has not agreed to pay the debt it incurred during the 
Corrie and Kerensky régimes to the United States and her 
nationals. 

As to this debt, from my conversations with Tchitcherin in 1923 
and officials in the foreign office upon my recent visit, I am con- 
vinced that the question of their indebtedness to us ¢an be worked 
out on a basis satisfactory to the United States. 

In my judgment, the Russian Government is so anxious for 

tion that it would be willing to agree to any terms which 
it felt were not beneath its dignity as a sovereign nation. 

With reference to the spread of communism, it seems to me 
that no thoughtful American who is familiar with his history 
would be very much alarmed by the idea that this Government 
could or would be overthrown by reason of the spread of com- 
munist propaganda. 

The greatest friend to communism is not the soap-box orator— 
it is he who would exploit the workers by imposing long hours, 
poor wages, and undesirable working conditions upon them. 
These conditions are the food upon which communism thrives. 

On the other hand, the greatest enemy to communism here or 
in Russia is not the kulak, the church, or any particular capi- 
talistic ent, but the inherent desire in the human breast 
for personal betterment. 


UNITED STATES IS SAFE—COMMUNISM SUFFERS BY COMPARISON 


If I were a leader of the Communist Party in Russia, interested 
solely in the ultimate success of communistic principles rather 
than in the immediate welfare of the people of Russia, I would 
not be see recognition or trade relations with the capitalistic 
nations of the world. 

It must be apparent to them that if their people are given an 
op’ to compare their standards of living and other con- 
ditions in Russia with those of most other countries, the contrast 
to them would be so great that it would tend to weaken their 
faith in ever being able to attain the utopian goal for which they 
are striving. 

The fact that a of the resentatives whom the 
soviets have sent ponents . to capitalism instead 
of converting others to communism is rather persuasive proof 
that contact with the outside world will prove more detrimental 
to the soviets than to others. 

Russia for 13 years has maintained a stable government—much 
more stable than have most of the South American and Latin 
American countries. They have maintained order within their 
borders. In fact, they have been far more rigid in that respect 
than many people in Russia would wish. They have met 
promptly the obligations incurred by them since they came into 

wer, 

P Ay all the rules of international law and practice they are 
entitled to tion. 4 

While I am utterly opposed to a dictatorship, whether it be by 
the proletariat in Russia, by a Mussolini in Italy, or by the 
captains of industry in this country, I am convinced that our 
dislikes and our prejudices should not enter into our interna- 
tional relations if we expect to preserve the peace of the world. 

But a far more important reason to the people of the United 
States why Russia should be recognized and why, if possible, 
credit should be extended to her, is the fact that she offers the 
greatest fotential market in the world to-day for our surplus 
manufactured products, 
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The Russian people need machinery, shoes, clothes, thread, 
cloth, cooking utensils, and a thousand and one other things of 
which we have a surplus, If they could purchase these freely it 
would tend to solve our unemployment question. 

Without credit, 160,000,000 people will have to go without food 
and clothes—they will have to tighten up their belts. Little chil- 
dren will be underfed and undernourished while the rest of the 
world suffers from overprochiction. 

While our great concerns, like the Standard Oil, General Elec- 
tric, and the International Harvester, and individuals like Henry 
Ford, deal with the soviets on a successful basis, smaller business 
men are unable or afraid to take chances until this Government 
has established diplomatic relations with them. 

Great Britain, Italy, and Germany, I am informed, are all 
guaranteeing purchases made by Russia from their nationals up 
to 60 and in some cases 75 per cent. 

While we are hunting the reds and discouraging trade with 
Russia, Great Britain, Germany, Italy, and the other nations of 
Europe are hunting markets in Russia to alleviate unemployment 
and to enlarge their share of the trade of the world. 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 14675) making appropriations for the Department of 
the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932. and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, I wish to say just a few 
words to the Senate in support of the conference report on 
the Interior Department appropriation bill. I am strongly 
in favor of the adoption of the report which is now before 
us. I say that not only as a Senator from Louisiana, one 
of the States which has a great many people in a distressed 
condition, although we have not talked very much about it 
so far, but as a planter who has been trying to make cotton 
and other crops during his entire life and has been fur- 
nishing a good many people who have been making crops, 
and are trying to make them this year. I believe, therefore, 
that I am a fairly practical man when it comes to deciding 
upon what is meant by the proposed compromise. 

I wish to invite the attention of the Senate to its word- 
ing. The only part that I think we should consider now 
is No. 2: 


To make advances or loans to farmers for crop production for 
the crop of 1931. 


Senators, in my candid opinion, not only as a planter or 


farmer, but as one who used to be a lawyer, we could not 
have more comprehensive terms than those used: 


To make advances or loans to farmers for crop production. 


What does that mean? I have been lending money for - 
many years to the tenants and farmers on my property for 
crop production. I usually take a crop lien and chattel 
mortgage from those tenant farmers. For what purposes 
do I give them the money? To buy food for themselves and 
their families, to buy feed for their work stock, to buy an 
occasional work animal, to buy farm implements, to buy, 
more or less hardware, to supplement the worn-out tools, to 
pay drug bills and doctor bills, to buy clothing and shoes, to 
give them everything, my Senator friends, that is necessary 
to enable men without means to make and harvest a crop. 
That is exactly what this language means— 


To make advances or loans to farmers for crop production. 


Suppose instead of crop production” we had written in 
there the words “to make advances or loans for food”? 
That would be fine. That is one of the things for which 
the money is to be used, but there are a great many things 
needed besides food. The language could not be more com- 
prehensive unless we had used many more words. If instead 
of “ money for crop production we had said “for food, for 
clothing, and for all things necessary to produce and harvest 
a crop,” those words would have been about as comprehen- 
sive as are those in the pending measure. But I contend 
that as written they mean everything necessary. Let me 
inquire, Mr. President, if they do not mean that, then what 
do they mean? They are not vain and foolish words. 

Money for crop production.” What does that expres- 
sion mean if not food, clothing, shoes, and the innumerable 
things necessary in addition to the feed, the seed, the fer- 
tilizer, the boll-weevil poison, the oil for tractors, and every- 
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$45,000,000 bill? There can be no doubt about it. I can son, of Minden, La., who says: 


not for the life of me see how it can be construed in any 
other way. 

Mr. President, the man who has to construe that language 
is Mr. Hyde, the Secretary of Agriculture. How did he con- 
strue a similar law in 1929, when many of the people of 
Florida, Georgia, and South Carolina were terribly stricken 
by flood? That law was worded almost exactly the same as 
this one, but it was tighter in its provisions. It was limited 
to seed and fertilizer, and yet we have heard no complaint 
of its construction and application. The Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. GEORGE] said two days ago on this floor that 
that law had been fairly and sympathetically administered 
in those States and in a manner satisfactory to their people. 

The same Secretary of Agriculture is now in office, and I 
am convinced that he will administer the pending measure 
just as fairly and sympathetically. But suppose he at- 
tempts to act harshly. Suppose he refuses to carry out the 
clear mandate and wishes of Congress in this particular; 
what will happen? The Secretary of Agriculture is not the 
man to whom the Constitution looks to enforce the laws. 
Our Constitution provides that it is the duty of the Presi- 
dent to see “that the laws be faithfully executed,” and if 
Mr. Hyde should attempt to administer this law in a harsh 
manner, in what I consider the cruel manner which some 
Senators seem to fear, he would be called down at once by 
President Hoover. 

Can it be conceived by any fair-minded Senator, whether 
he be Democrat or Republican, partisan or statesman, that a 
man who handled in such a wonderful manner the food 
supplies for Europe during and after the World War would 
be harsh and unkind to the people of his own country? 
Can a man from the State of Louisiana or Arkansas or Mis- 
sissippi or any of the States in the valley of the Mississippi, 
which suffered so terribly from floods in 1927, and who saw 
the wonderful work done at that time by Mr. Hoover, when 
Secretary of Commerce, conceive that he would be otherwise 
1 humane, kindly, and efficient in the execution of this 

w? 

Senators, I happen to live in the very heart of the over- 
flow section of the Mississippi Valley, and I know personally 
that the work which Mr. Hoover did during and after the 
flood of 1927 to relieve the distress among our people, caused 
by overflows which cost $250,000,000 in loss of property value 
and the lives of considerably more than 100 human beings. 
Mr. Hoover was not there in a formal way. He went there 
again and again, and he stayed weeks at a time. He trav- 
eled about the distressed regions in boats, in airplanes, on 
the trains, everywhere and in every manner, and personally 
did what I consider the most humane and remarkable work 
of relief of human suffering that ever was done during an 
overflow of the Mississippi. 

I speak from personal experience. I have lived on the 
banks of the Father of Waters since September, 1882, a 
little more than 48 years. I have passed through flood after 
flood there, and I know what was done by every President 
who sat in the White House during that time and by 
Cabinet officers. To tell me that the man who worked so 
hard for humanity during the World War and afterwards 
and so splendidly for the people of the overflowed valley 
of the Mississippi would be harsh to those who are suffering 
from distress brought upon them by the God of Hosts 
through no fault of their own is so unreasonable that I 
consider it unworthy of consideration in this body. Let us 
put all of that kind of talk behind us. 

Mr. President, I wish to read two or three telegrams from 
my State to show something of the work of the Red Cross. 
That organization has ever acted nobly and effectively in 
time of distress. Owing to, the recurrence of floods from 
time to time in the Mississippi Valley, on more than one 
occasion we have had to rely upon the Red Cross, and I 
may say, sir, that never has it been found wanting. It has 
always answered the calls made upon it, and answered them 
splendidly. I shall read the telegrams in order that they 


MINDEN, LA., February 10, 1931. 
Hon. J. E. RANSDELL, 
Senate Office Building: 

Red Cross functioning at present so far as human food is con- 
cerned. Stock too poor for work. Farmers have nothing for 
which to purchase farm material and farm implements. Situation 

Ave. 
= E. S. RICHARDSON. 

I read now from a telegram from Mr. B. F. Thompson, the 
chairman of the Louisiana drought relief committee, who 
says: 

Red Cross rationing a large number of our people, but our 
better class of white farmers much prefer borrowing. money with 
which to buy food than having it given to them from any source. 
What our State needs is some definite decision that can be de- 
pended upon. 

Senators, this telegram from Mr. Thompson, the chairman 
of the drought relief committee of Louisiana, shows that 
our people are not asking gifts; they are asking credit; and 
this compromise will provide credit. This compromise will 
furnish $20,000,000 to be loaned to the people, $5,000,000 of 
which may be used to help organize and develop agricul- 
tural credit associations. 

When those associations are developed, as all Senators 
probably know, the intermediate credit banks can lend ten 
times their capital. So, if $5,000,000 under the terms of 
this compromise measure is advanced for that purpose, 
$50,000,000 can, if necessary, be loaned to the distressed 
farmers. The credit of the Government will be given these 
people; not anything approaching dole, not anything ap- 
proaching charity, but credit will be extended to them to 
carry on their business, and they will furnish reasonable 
security. 

I am not in a position to speak of conditions in some 
sections of the country where there are miners, but I can 
speak of the farming sections of Louisiana, Mississippi, and 
Arkansas; and I say that under the terms of this compro- 
mise the Secretary of Agriculture can lend money on crop 
liens, as the law provides; that he will receive reasonable 
security from the crop liens, and, in some instances, from 
chattel mortgages on the work stock of the farmers. There 
is not a single farmer throughout that region, so far as my 
judgment goes—and I am familiar with it—who can not 
comply with the terms of this proposed law. 

I will now read just a line from a telegram sent me by 
Mr. Harry D. Wilson, commissioner of agriculture of my 
State. He says: 

FEBRUARY 10, 1931. 

* + * Red Cross has done good work. Understand they 
were feeding about 40,000 families last month. 

Think of it, Senators. We have not advertised that con- 
dition much on this floor, but in my State—in Louisiana— 
the Red Cross was feeding 40,000 families last month. 

But expect to decrease that number this month. It seems that 
those in charge of loaning on forty-five million act functioning 
very slow. Very few loans have been completed and made in 
Louisiana. Our people must continue to receive food from some 
source if they are to make crop this year. Banks and supply 
merchants have about exhausted everything they have. 


‘Harry D. Witson, Commissioner. 


I also desire to quote from a statement of drought condi- 
tions, prepared by Mr. Wilson, as follows: 


STATEMENT OF DROUGHT CONDITIONS AS SEEN BY HARRY D, WILSON, 
COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE AND IMMIGRATION 
FEBRUARY 5, 1931. 


o * . s . s . 


It is a well-known fact that the funds that are now available 
to the Red Cross are not near sufficient to take care of the actual 
needs of the citizens in the stricken sections of our Nation. 

With no intention to reflect upon our brethren of neighbor- 

States, who have given certain and emphatic demonstration 
of their plight, it must be said that the drought stricken of Louis- 
iana have grimly but silently kept their peace. 

. 


. . . * . * 


After a trip through most of the affected area in Louisiana, 
during which many parishes involved have been visited, the opin- 
ions of hundreds of citizens heard, and the actual state of affairs 
in all this territory viewed with my own eyes, I am convinced that 
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our only course to avoid privation and actual famine is to use 
every available means to impress upon the President, Congress, 
and the entire Nation the true situation. As much as it injures 
the pride of any red-blooded man to give voice to an appeal which 
is in itself an admission that help must come from outside 
sources, this is our duty. 

It is difficult to comprehend that approximately 40,000 good, 
honest, hard-wor! Louisiana families have become dependent 
upon outside aid for life's necessities. These people are not 
seekers of charity. They are not looking for a dole. The Nation 
must be made to realize that this situation calls for the - 
tion of something that can not possibly be described as charity. 
The Government must realize this and set in motion immediately 
the machinery by which these citizens can be placed again on a 
self-sustaining basis. They must not be allowed, no matter what 
the cost in dollars and cents, to become dependent for another 
year upon outside aid to prevent starvation and widespread 
misery. Through the loss of spirit and actual physical strength, 
brought about by their inability to take their rightful place as 
producers in the Nation, this condition will inevitably exist unless 
quick and efficient action is forthcoming. 

Throughout this area of Louisiana I haye also seen with my 
own eyes the barren and empty shelves of many of the general 
stores whose owners have given to the last drop of their resources 


. a . . . 

The expressions of hundreds of leaders and the conditions which 
I have beheld myself during this survey convince me that the 
local interests will be entirely incapable of coping with the serious 
situation which the failure of the Government to provide food has 
brought about. 

There is no assurance whatsoever that the Red Cross—doing as 
noble work as could possibly be done—can secure the needed 
funds with which to relieve such widespread conditions of distress. 
I find none who voice the hope that the Red Cross can contribute 
the meager rations, which amount on an average of $10 per month 
for the average family of five, beyond a very limited time. In 
our own State of Louisiana a great majority of those approximately 
40,000 families now receiving aid from the Red Cross, without 
which many of them could not exist, have absolutely no prospect 
of realizing a return from their efforts to produce a crop until 
early fall. Between the time that Red Cross funds have become 
exhausted and the time when these crop funds are realized these 
people must be sustained. 

I therefore urge every loyal citizen throughout the entire State 
to call to the attention of the entire Nation the urgent need for 
material assistance with which these conditions can be met. 
Congress must not adjourn on March 4 with this great problem 
unsolved. It must not adjourn with the possibility of starvation 
staring these thousands of humans squarely in the face. It is 
the plain duty, it is the only humane course for Congress to fol- 
low to make adequate provisions in order that there may be no 
question whatsoever that this issue may be met as Americans 
should meet it. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, will the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana yield to me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Louisiana yield to the Senator from 
Oklahoma? 

Mr. RANSDELL. I yield. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. What will the people of 
Louisiana do if they are unable to borrow money from the 
Secretary of Agriculture in the event the Red Cross funds 
give out? 

Mr. RANSDELL. As I understand the situation, every 
farmer there who is in distress and who needs money will 
be enabled to borrow it from the Secretary of Agriculture 
under the plain terms of the act, because all of those who 
are in distress are engaged in farming; that is the one big 
industry in that section of Louisiana. The same thing is 
true across the river in Mississippi and to the north in 
Arkansas. In northern Louisiana and in Arkansas and 
Mississippi agriculture is the one business, and every single 
agriculturist can avail himself of the benefits of this pro- 
posed act. 

However, it is not my understanding that the Red Cross 
contemplates ceasing to help the people; it is going to con- 
tinue to help; but even if it were to withdraw, if the $45,- 
000,000 appropriation providing for seed, feed, fertilizer, boll- 
weevil poison, and fuel oil, and things of that kind, were 
fairly administered, and the $20,000,000 provided by the pro- 
posed compromise were fairly administered, there would not 
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be a single suffering human being in that section of the 
Nation who could not get relief. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Louisiana yield further? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Louisiana further yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 

Mr. RANSDELL, Yes; I yield for a question. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The Red Cross sent out an 
appeal several days ago asking for a contribution of $10,- 
000,000. The latest report I have seen is to the effect that 
the Red Cross has raised something like $7,000,000. In other 
words, the Red Cross has not been able to raise $10,000,000 
throughout the entire United States. 

Just one further point: This morning the newspapers 
carry the information that a high official of the Government 
in the Medical Service had just been to Arkansas and, if the 
newspapers are to be believed, he reports the conditions there 
are bad, that they are getting worse, and will probably get 
much worse. That being true, and the Red Cross having 
trouble in raising $10,000,000, what does the Senator look 
forward to as a means of providing relief for his constituents? 

Mr. RANSDELL. That official, I will say, was Gen. Hugh 
S. Cumming, the very able head of the Public Health Service. 
He went down to make arrangements for distributing $2,- 
000,000 which were given to the Public Health Service to 
enable it to cope with outbreaks of disease that very naturally 
arise during a time of flood or drought or any other abnormal 
condition. General Cumming visited that section of the 
country, and he stated things as he saw them; but he has 
$2,000,000 to help give relief, the Secretary of Agriculture has 
$45,000,000 for that purpose, under this provision he will 
have $20,000,000 more, making $65,000,000, and I say that 
will go a good, long way toward helping afford relief, even 
if the Red Cross shall not succeed in securing the remainder 
of the $10,000,000. 

I may say, however, that I am just as certain as that I 
am standing on this floor that the Red Cross will get the 
$10,000,000 and more from the great, big, kind-hearted 
American people, who never have failed to come to the relief 
of their brethren in distress. I have no fear on that subject. 
The Red Cross never has fallen down, and it is not going to 
fall down now. I wish to heaven we had more such institu- 
tions in this country as the Red Cross. God bless it. 

Now I wish to read just a few lines—— 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. RANSDELL. I will yield to a question. 

Mr. WHEELER. Does the Senator contend that in the 
$65,000,000 or in the $20,000,000 appropriation we are now 
discussing there is any relief for the man who has not any 
security? 

Mr. RANSDELL. My friend from Montana, I am afraid, 
did not hear what I said or he would not have asked that 
question. I contend that throughout the farming regions 
of America every farmer will have such security as this bill 
contemplates; he will be able to give a crop lien. I see the 
Senator smiling, but I am afraid he does not know anything 
about farming as it is carried on in Louisiana, in Arkansas, 
in Mississippi, and in many other sections of the South. 
The system in the section where I live is for the poor 
farmer—and most of them are poor, and the so-called rich 
ones are loaded down with debts—at the beginning of the 
year to go to his landlord, to a merchant, or to a bank and 
say, I am going to cultivate 25 acres on such a plantation, 
or 50 acres, and I should like to secure a loan of $300, $500, 
or $700. The security I have, sir, is a crop lien on so many 
acres of cotton and corn and products of that kind,” and 
the crop lien is executed. The Secretary of Agriculture will 
have just the same kind of security. He will have a first 
lien on the crop. Of course we can imagine such a thing 
as a rascally farmer, after getting the money, not making a 
crop, but that is practically unheard of. Most of the farm- 
ers are honest men; most of them try to comply with their 
obligations; and nearly all of them cultivate lands belonging 
to landlords who are interested to the extent of getting their 
rent and the money with which they will supplement the 
loans made by the Secretary of Agriculture. So the provi- 
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sion, if adopted, is going to be carried out in a reasonable 
way. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, will the Sen- 
ator yield further? 

Mr. RANSDELL. I yield. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The Senator mentioned a 
moment ago the fact that he himself, as a landowner, is 
providing funds for his tenants. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Without any desire to be 
personal, and not referring to the Senator but referring to 
some one in his identical situation, before that person in 
the identical position in which the Senator from Louisiana 
is can secure money under existing law he must file this 
kind of an application—I read from one clause of the 
application: 

Because of incumbrances on my real estate and personal prop- 
erty and lack of funds I am unable to procure the aforementioned 
seed, fertilizer, feed, and/or fuel and dil, and a failure to receive 
this loan will prevent me from farming in 1931. 

With that clause in the application blank, does the Sena- 
tor expect that farmers in Louisiana will make application 
to procure money with which to finance their tenant 
farmers? 

Mr. RANSDELL. I think a great many of them will, be- 
cause the drought conditions were so bad that in the State of 
Arkansas, I understand, 143 banks failed. Some few of them 
have resumed. A great many have failed in Mississippi. 
I am glad to tell the Senator that very few have failed so 
far in Louisiana; but the officials of the bank in my home 
town, of which I was a director for many years, although I 
resigned during the last two or three months, told me that 
they were not able to make advances this year; that they 
could not collect what was due them last year, and they did 
not know where the farmers were going to get money in 
order to make their crops. So, just to bring it to myself, 
suppose some of my tenants want to get money and the 
Secretary of Agriculture is willing to advance it to them 
providing I waive all my rights, does the Senator think I 
would be so foolish as to say, “No; I will not waive my 
rights; I will let the land grow up in weeds”? I would not 
be that foolish. I would say, “ Of course I waive my land- 
lord’s rights, and every other right I have, in order that my 
tenant farmer may get some money with which to make a 
crop.” That will be done generally by our people. 

I would rather my land be cultivated, whether I got any 
money or not. I do not want my land to grow up in weeds; 
I do not want my tenantry to move; I do not want my ten- 
antry to join the great army of the unemployed throughout 
the Nation; I want them to remain independent, self-sup- 
porting men, as they will continue to be if we give them 
credit; but not if we give them a dole, and they are not 
asking for that. 

Now, to continue, I have a telegram from the general 
chairman of the East Carroll Parish Red Cross Chapter, my 
home parish, and here is what he says: 

Red Cross has functioned very satisfactorily in East Carroll 
Parish so far, and their disposition has been to be liberal in feed- 
ing the people in this drought area. They have instructed us to 
use our judgment, and have left the distribution entirely in the 
hands of the local committee appointed by the East Carroll Parish 
Chapter, and have so far complied with all requests for cash 
grants made by our chapter, In all our dealing with national 
headquarters in Washington our relations have been pleasant. 

The compromise proposition on the $20,000,000 is reason- 
able, and I hear approval of the plan by many citizens of this 
community. They expect, if proposition adopted, that those unable 
to obtain credit elsewhere can get sufficient funds in addition to 
feed, etc., to enable them to buy food and pay ordinary expenses. 
This is imperative, as there is a class of farmers in this section 
of country who must have this credit in order to be able to 
obtain money upon which to live and make a crop this year, 
otherwise they and their families will be public charges on the 
communities and objects of charity for the next two years. 

That telegram is signed J. Martian Hamley, chairman 
East Carroll Parish Chapter, American Red Cross, and one 
of the most reliable men in my State. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Louisiana yield to the Senator from Montana? 
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Mr. RANSDELL. I do. 

Mr. WHEELER. I heard the Senator say something 
about a dole. Do I understand him to take the position that 
in the event the people have no credit, whether they be 
farmers or whether they be laboring men who are out of 
work, the Government should not extend any loans to them 
for food if they have not security? 

Mr. RANSDELL. That seis not come under the terms of 
this bill at all. 

Mr. WHEELER. Oh, yes, it does. 

Mr. RANSDELL. I am not discussing any academic ques- 
tion like that. I will say to the Senator that I should hate 
to see a system of dole—— 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President 

Mr. RANSDELL. Well, now, wait: The Senator asked me 
a question, and I am going to answer it. 

Mr. WHEELER. I want the Senator to answer it. 

Mr. RANSDELL. All right; I will answer it in my own 
way. I say, I should hate to see a system established of a 
dole such as they have in old England. The papers yester- 
day morning said it was costing $250,000,000 a year. I do not 
think the people in America need it. I would vote any 
sum to relieve people from starving and suffering; but I 
should like to put it in such a way that it would not be an 
annual dole, but a temporary loan or a temporary gift to keep 
people from starving. I would do it very much like the Red 
Cross is doing in my section now. You may call that 
“charity” if you will. It is charity, but it is very different 
from the dole as we understand that term. The dole, as I 
look upon it, is in the nature of a pension, and it takes 
away the pride of people. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Lou- 
isiana further yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. RANSDELL. I yield. 

Mr. WHEELER. I am not asking the Senator about a 
dole. I say that this “compromise,” if it can be called a 
compromise, does not provide for the care of any person, 
whether he is a farmer or whether he is a worker, unless he 
can give security. Is the Senator in favor of our adjourn- 
ing without doing something for the unfortunate man who 
can not give security? 

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, answering the question 
of the Senator, I will say that I am one of those men who 
like to take things somewhat in piecemeal. I do not think 
we can legislate for all the troubles to which flesh is heir in 
one piece of legislation. This measure, as I understand, 
takes care of agriculture. There are a lot of people in cities 
who are suffering, and God knows they have my sympathy. 
I should be glad to help them in any way they could be 
helped. I understand that they are being taken care of 
fairly well by the community chests, the Salvation Army, 
the different organizations of the various churches—and 
they all are doing wonderful work in that line—also by the 
Red Cross; but under this piece of legislation I say that 
there is not a single farmer who can not give the security 
which the law contemplates the Secretary of Agriculture 
shall take. There is no reason why any men in the farming 
regions throughout the drought-stricken areas can not give 
the necessary security, if they are farmers now. They may 
be doing something else, and not be able to give security; 
but if they are genuinely carrying on farming work, they 
can give the crop lien or other security required. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the Senator pardon me again? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Louisiana further yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. RANSDELL. I do. 

Mr. WHEELER. Will the Senator explain to the Senate 
how a farmer who is already mortgaged at the present time, 
and has given a lien on his 1931 crop, can get any money 
under this bill? 

Mr. RANSDELL. The Senator is asking an improbable 
question. 

Mr. WHEELER. Oh, no, Mr. President! 

Mr. RANSDELL. Pardon me; the Senator has asked me 
a question, and I desire to answer it. 
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The Senator asks about a farmer who has already given 
a lien on his 1931 crop. If he gave the lien, he must have 
received money, or he would not have given it. If he has 
already given a lien, and has not money enough to go on, 
then the man to whom the lien was given, as stated in 
answer to former questions, must waive his lien. I say to 
the Senator, as a practical farmer who knows something 
about these things from an experience of nearly 50 years in 
farming in that region, that there is not a single landlord 
or landowner who would not gladly waive his lien to enable 
these men to get the necessary feed, seed, fertilizer, boll- 
weevil poison, food, clothes, doctors’ bills, drugs, and every- 
thing of that sort. 

Mr. WHEELER. The difference between the Senator 
and myself is that the Senator is talking about a lot of 
peasant farmers or tenant farmers. I am talking about 
men who are not peasants. I am talking about farmers 
in the Middle West and Ohio and similar States who own 
their own land and who, by reason of the economic condi- 
tions, have gone in debt for the last several years. When 
the drought hit them they did not have any money, and 
they can not borrow any money, and they can not give any 
security, because everything they have is pledged. We have 
not any peasants out in the Middle West and the North- 
west, such as the Senator is speaking about. 

Mr. RANSDELL. The Senator seems to put in my mouth 
words that I did not use. I did not say that we had so 
many peasants down there. We have a good many poor 
people. We have a great many who are not peasants, and 
they are people who cultivate their land with hired labor. 
Those people would, of course, in borrowing money, have 
to get a waiver of the mortgage or a waiver of the lien, if 
anybody held a lien. There is no trouble about that. I 
again insist, Senators, that this measure will give relief in 
my section to nearly everybody down there, and I further 
insist that it is a wise provision that we ought not to hesi- 
tate about adopting, and adopting promptly. 

Now, with just this thought, I am through: 

Senators, if we are going to give any relief, let us do it 
quickly. Let me call your attention to the wording of this 
telegram of Mr: Thompson. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, will the Sena- 
tor yield? 

Mr. RANSDELL. One moment, and then I will answer 
the Senator. 

Tn this of Mr. Thompson, chairman of the Louisi- 
ana Drought-Relief Commission, he says: 

Our farmers are unable in many parishes in Louisiana to make 
application for loans out of $45,000,000 fund. Unless this loan is 
available at once, it will be of little benefit to many Louisiana 
farmers. Many crops should be in soil now. Incomplete blanks 
have been sent to some parishes, thereby making it impossible 
to complete an application. I wired Memphis office last Friday, 
but no relief so far. 

I talked to Mr. Warburton, of the Department of Agricul- 
ture, and he told me he had wired the Memphis office to 
expedite matters. Senators, $45,000,000 is a great deal of 
money. The Government authorities did not have this 
money until a very few days ago. They are putting it into 
effect as rapidly as they can. I am sure that by to-day all 
of those people have blanks, and they are beginning to get 
their relief. But let me say again, if Congress adjourns on 
the 4th of March without having passed this legislation, 
there is going to be very serious suffering in many portions 
of this Republic; and I, for one, can not afford to take any 
responsibility for that, as far as I am concerned. 

Even if the bill is not exactly what I should like to have it, 
it is the best we can get. Let us pass it, and pass it quickly. 

In the words of the poet it may be said: 

If it were done when ‘t is done, then ‘t were well 
It were done quickly, 

Let us pass this bill to-day and put it behind us. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, will the Sena- 
tor yield? 

Mr. RANSDELL. I yield. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The Senator just told us 
that his people have not received any benefits from the 
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$45,000,000 fund. If that has not been made available, if we 
should pass this bill promptly, when will this be made 
available? 

Mr. RANSDELL. The Senator must not put in my mouth 
words that I did not use. I said some of them had not re- 
ceived it. Some of them are slow in getting their blanks; 
but the blanks are being rushed forward, and I have no doubt 
by this time they are getting it. That is what I said. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The Senator agrees, does he 
not, that it takes some time to prorate and use up the 
$45,000,000 fund? 

Mr. RANSDELL. I presume it will; but that is for a 
different purpose than the purpose of this bill. That bill 
does not give food. It does not give clothes. It does not 
give additional work stock. It does not give money for 
blacksmith’s bills, doctor’s bills, drug bills, nor a lot of bills. 
They do not come under this $45,000,000 but they would 
come under this. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Will the Senator yield 
further? 

Mr. RANSDELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. On what authority does the 
Senator tell the Senate that food can be bought under the 
terms of this bill? 

Mr. RANSDELL. Under the plain provisions of the bill, 
and the application of the ordinary rules of common sense 
to the wording of it. Here is what it says: 

To make advances or loans to farmers for crop production. 


If you give me money to produce a crop, I will spend 
that money for the things necessary to produce that crop, 
such as food, clothes, and everything else. That is the 
plain wording of the proposed law itself. 

CONSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS—CONFERENCE REPORT 


Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, a short time ago I asked 
unanimous consent that the Interior Department confer- 
ence report should be temporarily laid aside to permit the 
taking up of the conference report on the public buildings 
bill authorizing the expenditure of $100,000,000. The Sen- 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. Howe], who objected at that 
time, I understand, is willing to have it done now. 

Mr. SMOOT. Do I understand the Senator to say that 
there will not be long discussion? 

Mr. SWANSON. I do not think there will be. There 
could not be. 

Mr. SMOOT. I ask because, if the Interior. Department 
measure is temporarily laid aside by unanimous consent, I 
want it understood 

Mr. SWANSON. If the public buildings conference re- 
port leads to long discussion and interferes with the Inte- 
rior Department report, I will withdraw it temporarily. 
The Interior Department conference report can be brought 
up at any time if there is any prolonged debate. 

Mr. SMOOT. With that understanding, I shall not 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the 
conference report under consideration being temporarily 
laid aside to take up the conference report on the public 
buildings bill? 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I do not know that I have 
any objection; but I do think that with a very important 
matter of that kind Senators who are interested ought to 
have the opportunity to know that the Senate is acting 
under a unanimous-consent agreement. Therefore, I sug- 
gest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. SWANSON. I shall be very glad to have that done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 


Ashurst Bulkley Deneen Gowd 
Barkley Capper Dill Hale 
B Caraway Fess Harris 
Black Carey Fletcher Harrison 
Blaine Connally Hatfield 
Blease Copeland Hawes 
rah Couzens Gillett Hayden 
Bratton Glass Hebert 
Dale Goff Heflin 
Brookhart Davis Goldsborough Howell 
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Johnson Morrow Reed Townsend 
Jones Moses Robinson, Ark. Trammell 
Kean Norbeck Sheppard Tydings 
Kendrick Norris Shipstead Vandenberg 
King Nye Shortridge Wagner 

La Follette Oddie Smith Walcott 
McGill Partridge Smoot Walsh, Mass. 
McKellar Patterson Steiwer Walsh, Mont 
McMaster Phipps Stephens Waterman 
McNary Pine Swanson Watson 
Metcalf Pittman Thomas, Idaho Wheeler 
Morrison Ransdell Thomas, Okla. Williamson 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-eight Senators hav- 
ing answered to their names, there is a quorum present. 

The Senator from Virginia asks unanimous consent that 
the conference report on the Interior Department appropria- 
tion bill be temporarily laid aside, and that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the conference report submitted 
by him on the public buildings bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, may I ask the Sen- 
ator from Virginia whether that procedure is satisfactory 
to the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HOWELL]? 

Mr. SWANSON. It is. He has consented. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the question is on agreeing to the 
conference report, which the Secretary will read. 

The legislative clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 16297) entitled “An act to amend the act entitled ‘An 
act to provide for the construction of certain public build- 
ings, and for other purposes,’ approved May 25, 1926 (44 
Stat. 630), and acts amendatory thereof,” having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 6. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, and 4, and agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and concur therein 
with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro- 
posed by said amendment insert: 

“Sec. 2. That the provisions contained in the act of May 
25, 1926, as amended by the act of February 24, 1928, limit- 
ing the amount that may be expended annually in any one 
of the States, Territories, or possessions of the United States 
to $10,000,000 be, and the same are hereby, further amended 
so as to increase the amount that may be expended in any 
one of the States, Territories, or possessions of the United 
States to an amount not to exceed $20,000,000 annually from 
the date of the passage of this act until December 31, 1933, 
after which time the amount which shall be expended in any 
one of the States, Territories, or possessions of the United 
States shall not exceed the sum of $15,000,000 annually.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and concur therein 
with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro- 
posed by said amendment insert, on page 3, line 6, after the 
word “ cost,” “ Provided, That this provision shall not apply 
to any contract entered into prior to the approval of this 
act, nor to any contract entered into after December 31, 
1933.” 

CLAUDE A. SWANSON, 

SIMEON D. FESS, 

W. H. MCMASTER, 

A. R. GOULD, 

HENRY F. ASHURST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

RICHARD N. ELLIOTT, 

FRITZ G. LANHAM, 
Managers cn the part of the House. 


Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, this report was unani- 
mous. The conferees consisted of the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. Fess], the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. McMas- 
TER], the Senator from Maine [Mr. Goutp], the Senator 
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Amendments 1 and 2 were amendments offered by the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris], who had an appre- 
hension that when the unexpended balances were carried 
over from year to year, it might interfere with the division 
heretofore made between the District of Columbia and the 
United States outside of the District of Columbia. The 
amendment of the Senator made that clear. The House 
accepts the amendment. That embraced amendments 1 
and 2. 

Amendment numbered 3 the House accepts with an 
amendment. It will be remembered that the bill as it passed 
the House abolished the limitation on what should be spent 
in any one State in any one year to $10,000,000. The limita- 
tion had first been $5,000,000, and Senators will recall that 
we limited that, so that all the money could not be spent in 
a few States, and fixed up a method of distribution in the 
various States according to population, territory, and postal 
receipts. 

When we increased the appropriation from $25,000,000 
to $50,000,000, at the same time we thought it was proper 
to increase the limitation on the amount that should be 
spent in any one State from $5,000,000 to $10,000,000, which 
was done, and we thought that was fair. 

Now, we increase the appropriation to $100,000,000, for 
distribution among all the States outside of the District of 
Columbia, and $15,000,000 in Washington. It was but right 
that the limitation should also be increased, or the large 
States would be prohibited from getting their pro rata part 
of the increase. 

The House passed the bill amending the present law so 
that an unlimited amount might be spent in any one State. 
If that had been enacted, it would have been like the bill 
which the House originally tried to pass. The Government 
could have spent all the money in 1 State, 2 States, or 3 
States. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. McMaster] 
and other Senators, including myself, insisted in the com- 
mittee that that was not right; that the right thing to do 
was to increase the limitation to $15,000,000, as this was 
an increase in the authorization and appropriation under 
it; that that would be right. The committee adopted that 
view, so the limitation was fixed at $15,000,000. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. After what date? 

Mr. SWANSON. That date becomes permanent. I will 
get to the amendment in a moment. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. There is one permanent 
change, increasing the limitation from $10,000,000 to $15,- 
000,000 for all time. 

Mr. SWANSON. That is permanent, and it ought to be 
permanent, with the increase to $100,000,000. 

The House agrees to that, with an amendment. It was 
developed here—and the department before our committee 
stated the situation in three States—that in New York, 
Pennsylvania, and Ilinois it was impossible to construct 
post offices on account of this limitation. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That was set forth in a 
letter. 

Mr. SWANSON. It was set forth in a letter, and also ap- 
peared in the hearings. It was said it was impossible to 
construct a post office in New York, or in Illinois, or in 
Philadelphia. There has been accumulated money in unex- 
pended balances, so that next year we will have $171,- 
000,000, with the increased appropriation of this year. 

I stated to the Senator from New York [Mr. COPELAND], 
who tried to have the limitation increased to $20,000,000, 
that I did not think that was right, but that I recognized 
that this congestion in these three States at this time, with 
the amount of money to be spent for two years, was an in- 
justice to his State, and I was willing to correct it, pro- 
vided it did not interfere with the pro rata and fair expendi- 
ture in other States. 

We have been assured—and it was stated before our 
committee—that the appropriation of this $100,000,000 will 
make it possible to construct a public building in every city 
in the United States where the receipts exceed $20,000 a 


from Arizona [Mr. AsHursT], and myself. I will state to year. 


the Senate what the various amendments were. 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. In what period of time? 
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Mr. SWANSON. The program is an 8-year program, but 
if Congress will appropriate the money under present au- 
thorizations, the program can be completed in four years, 
or three years, except that we limited it to $65,000,000. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. This will advance it 
somewhat. 

Mr. SWANSON. It will advance it a good deal. What we 
did was to take the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Massachusetts and the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Utah, which limit the increase to two years; that is, 
until the 31st of December, 1932. Then it will cease. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is, the $20,000,000? 

Mr. SWANSON. That is the $20,000,000. After the two 
years of this expenditure, in which time they expect to 
complete their obligations and start these offices, we go back 
to the $15,000,000. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield. 

Mr. COPELAND. I understand that under this arrange- 
ment the $20,000,000 is to be given each year for two years. 

Mr. SWANSON. For two years. 

Mr. COPELAND. And by reason of that we may in New 
York and Pennsylvania and Illinois go forward with our 
projects? 

Mr. SWANSON. Yes. It will relieve the congestion there. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator did give prayerful and 
sympathetic attention to my request. 

Mr. SWANSON. I did. 

Mr, COPELAND. So we can proceed in New York with 
those projects, which are national in nature, and not inter- 
fere with our local projects. 


Mr. SWANSON. The department assures us that that’ 


will occur, and that it will be done without interfering with 
the construction in any other States. 

Mr. COPELAND. Let me add that I have never had such 
prompt response to prayer before as in this particular in- 
stance. 

Mr. SWANSON. The only other amendment is the 5 per 
cent amendment, offered by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
That is to limit to 5 per cent the contracts which could be 
made under the authorizations or estimates, The House 
provided that the Government could increase a contract 10 
per cent of the estimates and appropriations made by the 
committee. The Senate overwhelmingly, I think by a vote 
of 5 or 6 to 1, agreed to reduce that from 10 to 5. The 
House acquiesced in that. Then they put on the amend- 
ments of the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator 
from Utah limiting even this increase to two years, and the 
5 per cent over estimates ceases at the end of two years, 
during this congestion. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I desire to make some in- 
quiries. I have not the original bill before me. What was 
the limitation in the bill as it passed the House with respect 
to the expenditure in States, Territories, and so forth? 

Mr. SWANSON. I just stated that the bill as it passed 
the House repealed the existing law as to the $10,000,000 lim- 
itation entirely, and left it unlimited. 

Mr. BLAINE. It left it unlimited? 

Mr. SWANSON. Unlimited. The Senate limited it to 
$15,000,000. 

Mr. . I assume, on the theory that the House 
left it unlimited, the conferees had authority to fix it at 
$20,000,000? 

Mr. SWANSON. We had a right to fix it at $20,000,000, 
$30,000,000, $40,000,000, or any other amount. 

Mr. BLAINE. Otherwise, it might be subject to a point 
of order? 

Mr. SWANSON. It would have been subject to a point of 
order if the House had limited it to $10,000,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the conference report. 

The report was agreed to. 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I now ask that the Interior 
Department appropriations conference report be laid be- 
fore the Senate and proceeded with. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. That conference report 
automatically comes before the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 14675) making appropriations for the Department 
of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. WHEELER. Has the Secretary of Agriculture sent 
his reply to the resolution of the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is not a parliamentary 
inquiry. The Chair can not give the information, 

Mr. WHEELER. Can not the Chair state whether he has 
sent it or not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not here. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, will the Senator from Mon- 
tana yield? 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield. 

Mr. DILL. Since the Secretary of Agriculture seems to 
be away, why should we not amend the resolution and ask 
one of his clerks to reply? We must have some one tell us 
what this language means, and I think one of the Secretary’s 
clerks might answer the question for us. 

Mr. WHEELER. I understood that the Secretary of Agri- 
culture had returned, and it was rumored that he had made 
a reply. I was wondering why it was, if he had sent in 
his reply, that it was not before the Senate. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I think perhaps I can 
clarify the situation somewhat. The Secretary left last 
evening for Louisville on the 6 o'clock train, and the train 
had not yet arrived in that city this morning. Probably 
some time during the afternoon we shall hear from him. 

Mr. SMOOT. The train was late, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, in view of that fact and 
in view of the fact that we have not received a reply from 
the Secretary of Agriculture, I think it is unfair to those 
of us who want to discuss the matter to ask us to discuss 
it until such time as we know what the reply of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture is to be. 

Mr. SMOOT. May I suggest that the Senator has a 
speech to make other than upon this item? 

Mr. WHEELER. If the Senator knows what is in my 
mind better than I do, I would like to have him go ahead 
and tell the Senate about it. 

Mr. SMOOT. All I know is what the Senator told me. 

Mr. WHEELER. The Senator does not know anything of 
the kind, because I only told him I had no speech to make 
except with reference to a couple of Indian items which I 
want to discuss. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is what I had in mind. 

Mr. WHEELER. That will not take very long. I do not 
want to discuss those items on this occasion when they are 
not pertinent. It will only take a few minutes to discuss 
those, anyway. 

Mr. SMOOT. I had understood the Senator to say there 
was nothing else to discuss. 

Mr. WHEELER. I think this matter ought to be dis- 
cussed. I think it is only fair to some Senators who want 
to discuss it that we should know what the interpretation 
of the executive department is on the piece of legislation 
we are about to enact. It has got to the point in the Senate 
at the present time where before we can interpret our own 
language we must have the Secretary of Agriculture pass 
upon it and say how he is going to interpret it and what we 
mean by it. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senate did that last night by adopting 
the resolution. The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. THOMAS] 
has a long speech to make. We can not lay aside the con- 
ference report except by vote of the Senate. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
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Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Does the Senator from 
Utah think we can make very much progress on this matter 
until we get a reply from the Secretary of Agriculture? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I think we can. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I was wondering if the 
Senator thought we could really make much headway until 
after we have received that reply? 

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, yes; I think we can. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I hope the Senator may 
be successful. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the conference report. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Utah 
is going to insist on a vote at this time upon the conference 
report, I wish to move that the conference report be tempo- 
rarily laid aside until the Senate gets its instructions from 
the Secretary of Agriculture and the executive department 
as to what is the meaning of the language. I understand 
that the Executive 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I rise to a 
point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state the 
point of order. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The motion of the Senator 
from Montana is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is well 
taken. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, I think the Senator from 
Montana does not understand the situation. There are a 
number of other amendments that ought to be debated and 
must be debated before we vote. It seems to me it is en- 
tixely possible to proceed with the consideration of the other 
amendments while we are awaiting instructions from the 
Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have no objection if some Senator is 
ready to discuss the other amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the conference report. All in favor 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, out of deference to those 
who are interested in the matter, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 


Ashurst g Sheppard 
Barkley Fletcher La Follette Shipstead 
Bingham Frazier ill Shortridge 
Black George McKellar Smith 
Blaine Gillett McMaster Smoot 
Blease Glass McNary Steiwer 
Borah Goff Metcalf Stephens 
Bratton Goldsborough Morrison Swanson 
Brock Gould orrow Thomas, Idaho 
Brookhart Hale Moses Thomas, Okla. 
Bulkley Harris Norbeck Townsend 
Capper Harrison Norris 
Caraway Hatfield Nye 
Carey wes Oddie Vandenberg 
Connally Hayden Partridge agner 
Copeland Hebert Patterson Walcott 
Couzens Heflin Phipps Walsh, Mass. 
Cutting Howell e Walsh, Mont. 
Dale Johnson Pittman Wai 
Davis Jones Ransdell Watson 
Deneen Kean Reed Wheeler 

ill Kendrick Robinson, Ark. Williamson 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-eight Senators hav- 
ing answered to their names, a quorum is present. The 
question is on agreeing to the conference report. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I move that the pending 
conference report be temporarily laid aside and that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the so-called Howell 
bill, providing for the further enforcement of prohibition 
in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr, President, I make the 
point of order that the motion of the Senator from Mon- 
tana is not in order. We can not temporarily lay aside a 
measure on a motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mon- 
tana can move to proceed to the consideration of the Howell 
bill, but not to lay aside temporarily the conference report. 
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Mr. WHEELER. Very well. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 3344) supplement- 
ing the national prohibition act for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator can, of course, 
move to proceed to the consideration of another matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the 
Senate is the motion of the Senator from Montana to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of what is known as the Howell 
prohibition enforcement bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, with reference to that 
matter, I simply want to say that I feel that we can not 
accomplish anything while we are waiting for the explana- 
tion of Secretary Hyde in response to the resolution adopted 
last evening by the Senate. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, may I sub- 
mit an inquiry to the Senator from Montana? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Montana yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. WHEELER. I do. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Would the Senator be 
willing to enter into an agreement to vote on the conference 
report at a definite time following the receipt of a message 
from the Secretary of Agriculture? 

Mr. WHEELER. Let me say to the Senator that so far 
as I am concerned I would be inclined to agree. I can speak 
only for myself. I have no desire to delay the passage of 
the bill. I do want to see before I vote what the answer of 
the Secretary of Agriculture is going to be. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. If the Secretary of Agri- 
culture should respond to the inquiry which has been made 
under the resolution of the Senate that food may be pur- 
chased from the proceeds of loans obtained under the pro- 
visions of the so-called compromise agreement, would the 
Senator from Montana then support the motion to agree 
to the conference report? 

Mr. WHEELER. No; I would say to the Senator that I 
would wish to speak—— 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator would then 
make a different speech from the one he would make now? 

Mr. WHEELER. No; that is not correct. I intended to 
speak on the general unemployment situation. As the Sena- 
tor knows, I have favored legislation not only to take care 
of the situation in the drought-stricken areas but also I think 
we ought to have legislation before we adjourn giving the 
President funds to take care of the unemployed in the cities. 
I shall talk briefly upon that matter. But the kind of a 
reply the Secretary of Agriculture makes in the matter may 
affect the speech I intend to make. I say that for the rea- 
son that I have here two statements which were issued by 
the Secretary of Agriculture. In one of those statements 
given out by him he said that he is absolutely opposed to 
Government loans for food. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the Sen- 
ator yield for just a moment? 

Mr. . Certainly. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas, The Senator is now making 
a speech that has no relation to my inquiry. 

Mr. WHEELER. Oh, yes; I think it has. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Will the Senator agree to a 
unanimous consent to vote within a fixed time after the 
message of the Secretary of Agriculture is received, if one 
should be received? 

Mr. WHEELER. So far as I am concerned, I would be 
willing. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I would like to ask the Sena- 
tor from Oklahoma [Mr. Tuomas] whether he would agree 
to fix a time to vote. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, at this time I 
shall agree to no unanimous-consent request fixing a time to 
vote and to shut off a discussion of the conference report. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I have no desire to pro- 
long the discussion of the matter after we get the reply of 
the Secretary of Agriculture. . 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WHEELER. I want to finish what I was saying in 
answer to the question of the Senator from Arkansas. The 
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Secretary of Agriculture did specifically say—I think it was 
on December 4 or December 8—that he was absolutely op- 
posed to any loan which would involve the purchase of food; 
and again, after the compromise was reached, he issued 
statements in which he repeated in substance what he had 
previously said. I think, in view of those statements made 
by him, and in view of the statements made upon the floor 
of the Senate that people can purchase food under these 
loans, it is absolutely necessary, in fairness to Members of 
the Senate, that they should have his interpretation, because 
of the fact that he is the man who will be called upon to 
pass upon the question. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, may I make 
another inquiry of the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes. 

Mr, ROBINSON of Arkansas. If the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture should report that the loans may be used for the pur- 
chase of food and other necessities for crop production and 
rehabilitation, would that make it acceptable to the Senator 
from Montana? 

Mr. WHEELER. Would it make it acceptable to me? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. WHEELER. It would so far as that feature is con- 
cerned. I do not want the Senator, however, to get the idea 
that I would be entirely satisfied with the compromise. I 
am not criticizing the Senator; I appreciate the condition in 
which the people of his State are; I appreciate the fact that 
he is anxious to get some help for them; I appreciate the 
fact that he probably felt that he could not do any better 
for them than to accept the compromise. I , how- 
ever, feel that if he had held out he probably could have 
done more. I feel also—— 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, right upon 
that point will the Senator from Montana yield? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Does the Senator express 
the opinion that by refusing to agree to any compromise 
under present conditions and at this time legislation would 
have been possible making an appropriation for industrial 
relief? 

Mr. WHEELER. I would not be able to say, because I 
am not able to read the mind of the President of the United 
States any more than is the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the Sen- 
ator yield further? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator knows that 

the President has said repeatedly, and in the statement 
that he issued a few days ago reiterated, that until the local 
organizations and local political units, the cities and the 
States, have exhausted their ability to meet the require- 
ments as to industrial unemployment he will not approve 
a Federal appropriation, but that when that time shall 
come, if it shall come, he will consent to drafts on the Fed- 
eral resources. In view of the fact that no municipality or 
State has reached that condition or presented to Congress 
evidence of such a situation, does the Senator, as a practical 
legislator, believe that anything else would have resulted 
from a persistent stand in opposition to a compromise of 
the $25,000,000 item than a total failure of all legislation 
at this time? 

Mr. WHEELER. Of course I do; and I will tell the Sena- 
tor why I do. The Senator refers to statements issued by 
the President and the executive department. Let me again 
call attention to the fact that the Secretary of Agriculture 
has on repeated occasions and the spokesmen of the White 
House have repeatedly said they were against a loan for food 
because it was a dole. If the Senator’s interpretation of 
the language of this compromise is correct, and if the in- 
terpretation put upon it by the Senator’s colleague, the 
junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Caraway], is correct, 
then the President of the United States is backing down 
upon that proposition. If he is backing down upon that 
proposition, why would I not be justified in feeling that if 
the situation were presented to him properly he would back 
down upon some of the other propositions? 
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Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Montana yield? 

Mr. WHEELER. Certainly; I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. No question of dole, either 
private or public, is involved in this conference report. 

Mr. WHEELER. Well—— 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Just a moment. I have 
said that over and over. There is no dole, either private or 
public, in the conference report. This is a measure which 
provides credit, which provides loans. In accepting or pro- 
moting this proposal, no one approves of a so-called dole. 
Throughout this country, however, doles are being resorted 
to, and the Senator knows it. The Senator knows that all 
of the large cities of the country are already employing 
doles; the Senator knows that the Red Cross is giving a dole. 

Mr. WHEELER. Is the Senator from Arkansas asking me 
a question? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The distribution of Red 
Cross aid is just as much a dole as if the funds employed 
were being used from the Federal Treasury. It is true it is 
not a Federal dole, but it is a private dole. There is no 
so-called dole, either private or public, in this provision, 
but there is an arrangement by which those who produce 
crops may secure anything that is necessary in the produc- 
tion of crops provided they are able to get a loan. They can 
not get a loan without security, and the security may either 
be in the form of liens on their crops or other security. 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes; but I have no contention with the 
Senator upon that question. I am simply saying that there 
is no dole in loaning a man money with which to buy food. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. If the Senator imagines 

Mr. WHEELER. Let me finish the statement. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. If the Senator imagines he 
can get a fight, either personal or parliamentary, out of me 
on that proposition, he has gone far outside of the imagina- 
tive qualities which I attribute to him. 

Mr. WHEELER, The Senator, I think, knows me well 
enough to know that I have not any intention of fighting 
with him either politically or parliamentarily or personally, 
or in any other way. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I mean a “ controversy.” 

Mr. WHEELER. Let me say to the Senator that just be- 
cause I disagree with him does not lessen my respect for him 
personally or as a legislator or in any other way. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I understand that, and I 
5 the right of anyone to disagree with me. 

Mr. WHEELER. Let me call the Senator's attention to 
this fact ’ 


Mr, ROBINSON of Arkansas. I should like to make clear 
to the Senator that those who think that a gift or some 
form of charity from the Federal Government is indispensa- 
ble are justified entirely in their opposition to this compro- 
mise agreement, and those who think that in addition to the 
charity that is already being dispensed and that is being 
pledged, credit arrangements such as are contemplated by 
the compromise agreement will prove an advantageous meas- 
ure of relief are, in my judgment, justified in supporting it. 
The great difficulty about the whole matter is this: There is 
no general sentiment in the Congress in favor of adequate 
industrial appropriations at this time. I make the state- 
ment that I do not believe that some of those who are oppos- 
ing this compromise agreement would be willing under 
present conditions to open the Treasury of the United 
States to the requirements which might be presented to it 
if it were done. It is fair to say that the half of the 
$25,000,000 embraced in the proposed appropriation under 
the original amendment would be inadequate, with 
6,000,000 men out of employment and 20,000,000 persons 
all told dependent, including the unemployed. That prob- 
lem, in so far as it has been met, has been met by the mu- 
nicipalities and by local organizations. It would require 
$200,000,000—yes, $300,000,000—adequately to meet the situ- 
ation if we are to substitute Federal appropriations for local 
contributions. 

I think it is fair to say that, while I believe every resource: 
of this Nation ought to be available when the extremity! 
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arises to supply the necessities of life to its citizens, there 
is in the minds of many no justification for relying com- 
pletely on the Federal Treasury until the local agencies and 
the local political institutions have met fairly the obligations 
that are upon them. 

Mr. GLASS and Mr. BARKLEY addressed the Chair. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I do not know who has the 
floor. I may have taken it from my friend from Montana, 
but I have said all I have to say. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have the floor, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Montana yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield first to the Senator from Vir- 


ginia. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, I merely wish to ask the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Arkansas if I am correct in the 
understanding from what he has just said that he conceives 
that the amendment adopted by the Senate at his sugges- 
tion, and to which the minority Members of this body in 
conference were committed, constitutes a dole and that it 
was properly characterized by the President as socialistic? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I myself do not employ the 
word “dole.” The $25,000,000 appropriation was intended 
to be used for supplying food to those in need of it who 
could not otherwise procure it; it was a Federal dole in the 
sense of those who employ the term “dole” in place of 
appropriation, because it contemplated charity or a gift. 
There is no escaping from that. 

Mr. GLASS. That is what I contemplated when I voted 
for it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. GLASS. That it was a governmental benefaction. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. GLASS. Does the Senator call that a dole? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. No; I do not call it a dole— 
and the Senator from Virginia 

Mr. GLASS. Does the Senator call it socialistic? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. No; certainly I do not call 
it socialistic. I would not characterize it in any way other 
than as an emergency appropriation for the relief of those 
in distress. However, I want to point out the very significant 
fact that the Senator from Virginia, who usually is cautious 
in his statements, was inaccurate, in my judgment clearly 
inaccurate, in a speech which he made to this body on 
yesterday. 

The Senator from Virginia made the astonishing and in- 
accurate statement that the only difference between the 
compromise agreement and the seed, feed, and fertilizer loan 
bill is that by this agreement the benefits of the seed, feed, 
and fertilizer loan bill are extended so as to permit supplying 
feed for livestock. The statement is found in the RECORD on 
page 4591. 

Mr. President, in addition to the modification of the seed, 
feed, and fertilizer loan bill to which the Senator from Vir- 
ginia referred, there is appropriated under this provision 
$20,000,000 to be used for two entirely different purposes. 
No part of the $20,000,000 can be used to feed work stock or 
livestock, to buy seed, feed, or fertilizer. All of the $20,- 
000,000 is to be used for two very important purposes: First, 
to provide the capital stock of agricultural credit corpora- 
tions. In the drought-stricken areas credit sources have 
dried up. Banks and mercantile establishments have failed. 
One of the great problems of the brave men who constitute 
as gallant a citizenship as this Union possesses is to procure 
the opportunities of carrying on their own business in the 
usual way without charity, and this bill extends that oppor- 
tunity to them. 

When the Legislature of Arkansas passed a relief bill it 
did not appropriate a fund to feed those who were suffering 
from hunger. It appropriated a fund of $1,500,000 for the 
issuance of bonds to establish credit associations in order 
that proud citizens might do what they are in the habit of 
doing—return to their activities and produce their crops 
without being compelled to accept charity. 

The measure of relief carried in that State appropriation 
is, of course, inadequate; but if this bill passes, at least 


LXXxIv——296 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


4683 


$5,000,000 will be available for that purpose and the re- 
mainder of the $20,000,000 will be available for direct loans 
to farmers—not for seed, feed, fertilizer, fuel oils, or to feed 
livestock, but for some purposes outside of that, and the pur- 
poses stated in the agreement are crop production and farm 
rehabilitation. 

It is all right to denounce the Secretary of Agriculture if 
Senators wish to do so; but I ask them now, what use can 
be made of the remaining $15,000,000 unless it is to be 
employed for the ordinary purposes of crop production and 
farm improvement? 

Months have gone by. The session is about to end. We 
are confronted with this situation: While denouncing the 
President and the Secretary of Agriculture we are in dan- 
ger of displaying more inefficiency in the Congress than can 
be charged against either of them, because we have done 
nothing so far except to appropriate money for loans for 
feed, seed, and fertilizer. 

Do not forget, my friends who are opposing this com- 
promise in the hope that it will prevail and that your people 
will get the benefits of it without your taking the respon- 
sibility for its enactment, that if this compromise arrange- 
ment fails there will result, in all probability, complete 
failure of any form of relief. 

I thank the Senator from Montana for permitting me to 
interrupt him. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana 
has the floor. 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield to the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. GLASS. The distinguished Senator from Arkansas 
evidently did not hear or read the speech that I made in the 
Senate on yesterday. I ascribed to the distinguished chair- 
man of the Appropriations Committee of the other House the 
statement that the only difference between this compromise 
proposition and the proposition which the Senate had at- 
tached to the Interior Department appropriation bill was 
that while the former appropriation of $45,000,000 enabled 
the farmer to feed his livestock, this proposed compromise 
permitted him to feed his cows. 

So far from neglecting to point out the difference between 
the two measures, I devoted not an inconsiderable part of 
my address to showing that we had these credit facilities in 
abundance through the drought-stricken region of the 
country, and that under the existing law, under its terms 
and import, they could be availed of. Now, however, we 
have reached the extraordinary point that the Senator from 
Arkansas, upon whose motion the Senate acted and incor- 
porated in this bill a provision to feed distressed and desti- 
tute people, is turning upon his own colleagues whom he in- 
vited to conference and reproaching them with following his 
leadership and making an appropriation for a purpose that 
was not needed—making an appropriation before the local 
communities and the States had exhausted their resources 
to take care of the situation. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Montana yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I thank the Senator; and 
I will not trespass upon his time much further. 

The Senator from Virginia impliedly says that the criti- 
cism which I made of his remarks yesterday is unfounded 
because he attributed to the Secretary of Agriculture the 
statement he made, that the only difference between the 
compromise and the seed loan law is to be found in the 
fact that the seed loan law is extended so as to take care 
of livestock. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, the Senator does not want 
to be inaccurate. I did not attribute it to the Secretary 
of Agriculture. I attributed it to the chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee of the House. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes; I apologize. I did 
state it wrongly—the chairman of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee of the House. I propose to quote the Senator’s own 
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language to show that he did, if the ordinary interpreta- 
tion of language is to be accepted, make the declaration to 
which I have referred. 

He said on page 4591: 

The only difference between this alleged “compromise” and 
the existing law was pointedly stated by the chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee of the other House. 

And then he goes on to refer to the feeding of cows; 
which, of course, means that the chairman of the Appro- 
priations Committee said it truthfully, and said it well; 
and on the other column of the same page he makes the 
statement that already adequate credit facilities exist, and 
impliedly concludes that for that reason this is not a meas- 
ure of relief. 

Is it necessary for me again to point out the fact that the 
great problem in at least a part of the drought region is to 
provide credit; that the credit institutions have failed or 
broken down; that from the beginning, in so far as my col- 
league and I are concerned, we have insisted upon and begged 
for the opportunity to restore credit? The $60,000,000 item 
reported in the joint resolution of the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. McNary] was not charity. It was exclusively credit; 
and that has been our position, in so far as drought relief is 
concerned, from the very beginning of this controversy. It 
was made necessary by the fact that the banks have failed, 
the other ordinary credit institutions have failed, the ex- 
isting intermediate credit banks or agricyltural credit corpo- 
rations are entirely inadequate, and the capital can not be 
procured to organize new ones or enlarge the old ones. In 
some instances the capital was arranged for, placed in banks, 
and the banks themselves failed; so that in some counties 
having a population of 50,000 each, there is not a single 
credit institution available. 

We have not asked for charity. It may surprise some peo- 
ple to learn that ours are a proud people. They are pure 
American stock. They are devoted to this country and to our 
institutions. The legislature of the State has not even con- 
sidered a measure appropriating public funds for charitable 
purposes. From the beginning we have said that, in so far 
as the drought regions were concerned, if you will give us 
credit, give our people a chance to maintain their self-re- 
spect and to earn their own living, they will work from early 
morn till late at night in an effort to maintain their man- 
hood and to maintain their self-respect; and if you will do 
that, please God, they will accomplish that end. I am sin- 
cere in the declaration that I would prefer Federal credit to 
Federal charity. It is better for the people, it is better for 
the State, it is better for the United States. 

If credit can not be obtained, we must have charity, and 
charity in an increased amount; for the people of this coun- 
try are entitled to receive the support first of their local 
agencies and institutions, and then of the centralized 
agencies and institutions. 

I make no apology for that attitude. We are asking here 
that the quarrel over what should be done shall not be con- 
tinued until the worst possible results have been realized. 
If some system of. credit be not provided, there will be a 
thousand fields that could be made fruitful that will pro- 
duce no crops. There will be hundreds of thousands of 
hands that could be profitably employed that will continue 
idle. I hope that my friends will not put me in the attitude 
of having a complete failure of any kind of relief because 
the full measure of relief desired can not be obtained. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Montana yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield. 

Mr, GLASS. Of course it is obvious to the Senate that I 
do not agree with the Senator from Arkansas about the 
credit facilities in the drought-stricken regions of the coun- 
try. Yesterday I attempted, upon the basis of official fig- 
ures, to show that there were unutilized credits in the banks 
of the drought-stricken region approximating $3,000,000,000. 
The Senator now says, however, that from the first it was 
his idea to provide increased credit facilities. If that be 
true, is it not extraordinary that in the proposition which 
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he offered to the Senate, and which the Senate adopted, 
and which the minority conference indorsed, there is not a 
word said about credit? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Twice the Senate had, by 
practically a unanimous vote, incorporated loan provisions 
in legislation. Twice, by the firm opposition of the House, 
those provisions had gone out. Then I did introduce the 
amendment which forms the basis of thig discussion, and I 
hoped that it would pass. I did everything in my power, 
exhausted every possible resource at my command, to secure 
its enactment. But when the body at the other end of the 
Capitol voted down the amendment by almost 100 majority, 
and when its leadership announced that under no circum- 
stances would the amendment be accepted, I then thought 
that unless Congress was to prove its inefficiency and in- 
capacity in times of emergency to accomplish legislation in 
spite of differences over the form that the legislation should 
take, I was justified in attempting to secure a compromise. 

Now, the responsibility is upon the Senate and upon the 
House to determine whether this arrangement shall be car- 
ried into effect. If it is not, I see before me a pitiable and 
pathetic spectacle, three months expended in wrangling over 
what kind of relief shall be granted, and nothing done; three 
months used in criticizing the Secretary of Agriculture 
for his failure fairly to administer an act already passed; 
three months gone by and suffering and idleness and im- 
providence stimulated and encouraged. 

On the other hand, I see that after the fullest possible 
measure of debate, when personalities which have been in- 
dulged in have run their course and have cast no light upon 
any issue involved in the controversy here properly to be 
considered, after the smoke of the battle has cleared away, 
after the clouds of confusion have been dispersed, I see the 
Congress of the United States reaching a conclusion which 
those who have studied the situation most carefully believe 
will be helpful and advantageous. I see the sunshine of hope 
beginning again to smile on a hundred thousand desolated 
homes. I see hundreds of thousands of workers in the agri- 
cultural regions returning to their toil and profitable results 
coming from their efforts. 

One can behold a better system than that which now 
exists growing out of the ruin of a system which has been 
tried and in some respects found wanting. If this confer- 
ence report is rejected what do Senators expect shall come 
forth as final legislation? 

We may have an extraordinary session. There is no as- 
surance then that we can pass over the Executive veto a 
measure which he states is objectionable to him. There is 
no assurance that the extra session will be called until the 
late spring or the early summer. There is certainty that 
prolonged delay will produce a most disastrous result in 
so far as the people who are most vitally interested are 
concerned. 

Mr. President, I plead with my friends for a decision in 
this matter. I plead with those who object to this confer- 
ence report, with those who may be willing to see its benefits, 
if any, conferred upon their constituents who will at the 
same time divest themselves of all responsibility; I plead 
with them to let the matter come to an issue. If nothing is 
to be done, then let the disappointment which must result 
come quickly. Let hope be banished from a million hearts. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, I apologize to the Senator 
from Montana for asking permission to interrupt him 
again. 

Mr. WHEELER. That is all right. 

Mr, GLASS. I shall not enter upon any discussion with 
respect to the plea the Senator from Arkansas makes for 
the adoption of this conference report. What I am object- 
ing to is that those of us who followed his leadership and 
voted for this proposition of his in the Senate and in the 
conference defied the House of Representatives and the 
President of the United States, challenged them to this very 
issue, and put them upon notice that we would stand here 


1931 


even for an extra session if they did not yield to this Gov- 
ernment benefaction, should now be reproached by the Sen- 
ator as having done something we should not have done, 
something which was inexpedient, which was uneconomic, 
which would have put to shame his own people had it gone 
through and been consummated into law. That is what I 
am objecting to. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I do not 
think the Senator wishes to make a statement like that. 
I have said nothing whatever that justifies any such con- 
clusion. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, now that I have the 
floor again, I may say that I took it that the Senator from 
Arkansas was reproaching me and other Members of the 
Senate because of the fact that we have stated, and state 
now, that we wanted to see an appropriation similar to 
the appropriation he himself sought for the purpose of 
taking care of the unemployed in the cities. The Senator 
states that there is no sentiment in this Congress for it. 
Yet the minority Members of this body were called into 
conference. For days and days and days the pitiful con- 
ditions which existed in the State of Arkansas were pic- 
tured here upon the floor of the Senate until at last the 
Members on the minority side, whether we agreed with the 
Senator’s proposition or not, simply promised and agreed 
to stand by him. The senior Senator from Virginia an- 
nounced on the floor of the Senate, and other Senators 
announced on the fioor of the Senate and in the public 
press, that unless the amendment of the Senator from 
Arkansas were passed that they would force an extra session 
of Congress. 

Now, we find ourselves in a dilemma because of the fact 
that we followed our leader in the matter. We find our- 
selves reproached and practically denounced upon the floor 
of the Senate, and we are told that the President was right 
when he called it a dole. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I do not 
think the Senator ought to put words like that in my mouth. 

Mr. WHEELER. I can not come to any other conclusion 
from the remarks the Senator made. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator, of course, 
can draw his own conclusion. 

Mr. WHEELER. I am drawing that conclusion. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. But I do not think the 
Senator ought to say that I have said things which I have 
not said. 

Mr. WHEELER. I say that one can not draw any other 
conclusion from the statements that were made upon the 
floor of the Senate, but that the President of the United 
States was right and the members of the minority party 
who were following him were wrong. He says there is no 
dole in this bill, and I agree with him, there is no dole in 
this bill. I want to say to the Senator from Arkansas that 
I am not for a dole, but I am for taking care of our people, 
whether they are in Arkansas, whether they are in the city 
of Boston, or whether they are in the city of New York, 
when they are out of employment and are out of employ- 
ment through no fault of their own. Isay that not the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and I say that no man upon the 
fioor of the Senate, is justified in saying that that brings 
shame upon honest workers or honest farmers because of the 
fact that they are unable to get employment because of the 
uneconomic distribution of wealth in this Nation. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Does the Senator mean to 
attibute such a statement to me? 

Mr. WHEELER. No; I said that neither the President of 
the United States nor any Senator was justified in making 
that statement. But let me call attention to what the 
Secretary of Agriculture said. Here is his language. I am 
not guessing at it; I am quoting his very language. He said: 

I have heretofore expressed approval of the principle of the 
proposed Federal loans to farmers who haye suffered severely from 
the 3 provided such loans are limited to the purpose of 
purchasing seed, feed for work animals, and fertilizer. Loans 
made for such purpopes provide the stricken farmer with the 
means of his agricultural operations anew. 
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What did they mean when they wrote this, saying in the 
second item “to make advances or loans to farmers for 
crop production ”? What did the President of the United 
States mean? What did the Secretary of Agriculture 
mean? Did he mean that there was food in it? Of course 
he did not, because he says in this statement of Decem- 
ber 8: 

Providing such loans are limited to the purpose of purchasing 
seed, feed for work animals, and fertilizer. 

If my memory serves me right, it was the Senators from 
Arkansas who stood upon the floor of the Senate and criti- 
cized the Secretary of Agriculture for making those state- 
ments. 

I have not stood upon the floor of the Senate and criti- 
cized the Secretary of Agriculture with reference to this, 
I have not stood upon the floor of the Senate and said that 
the President of the United States was not a good American 
because of the fact that he did not agree with me. I have 
not stood upon the floor of the Senate on any occasion dur- 
ing this debate and criticized the President of the United 
States. Those words have not come from my lips. But the 
Secretary of Agriculture did say this: 

There are a great many objections to the Government making 
loans for human food. From a national point of view, this lat- 
ter class of loans approaches perilously near the dole system, and 
would be a move in the wrong direction. 

Who is going to execute this loan? Who is going to 
execute it? The Secretary of Agriculture is going to ex- 
ecute it; and he says that he is against any sort of a loan 
under which the farmers of this country are to be permitted 
to buy food with the money. 

We are told that when this provision says “for crop pro- 
duction ” it means medicine, it means clothes, and it means 
everything else, and we are denounced on the floor if we 
criticize that construction being placed upon it. It is said 
that no good lawyer would put that construction on it. I 
say to the Senate here and now, without fear of contradic- 
tion from any good lawyer, that you have to strain a point 
when you say that “crop production” means that a man 
may furnish his family with medicine. You have to put a 
strained construction on it when you say that “crop pro- 
duction” covers the buying of clothes for your wife and 
your children. You have to put a forced construction upon 
it when you say that it covers buying milk and food for 
your babies. 

I say, Mr. President, that there is not a court in the 
United States which would say that, under the terms of this 
compromise, if the Secretary of Agriculture carries it out, 
one can buy milk for starving babies. It does not mean that 
one can buy clothes for his wife and his kiddies who are 
going naked and hungry; it does not mean and can not mean 
buying clothes and food and medicine. 

I am making this argument on the floor of the Senate, 
not because of the fact that my people in Montana are de- 
manding food and demanding clothes, but I have listened 
to the appeals made by the Senators from Arkansas, and I 
think those appeals touched the heart and the very soul of 
every man upon the floor of the Senate. 

So far as I was concerned, while I was unable to attend 
the conference and while I did not believe that money 
should be appropriated from the Treasury of the United 
States and turned over to the Red Cross for distribution, 
yet because of the fact that the pleas of the Senator from 
Arkansas had so touched me, I was perfectly willing to do 
anything under the sun to appropriate money out of the 
Treasury of the United States and turn it over to any 
institution or anybody whom it was thought would give 
relief to the hungry and starving people whose plight was 
pictured here on the floor of the Senate. Then when I 
criticize and say I do not agree with the compromise, when 
I say that we should insist that it should be provided that 
these people may purchase food, and when I go one step 
further and say I am not only sympathetic with the people 
of Arkansas who are in this plight but I am likewise in 
sympathy with the people in the factory towns of Massa- 
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chusetts and Ohio and Connecticut and any other State 
where help is needed, then I find myself beingtdenounced 
and I find that it is said the policies which I am proposing 
are such that there is no sentiment in the Congress for them. 

One would have thought that I myself for the first time 
was offering the proposition that is now before us. I did 
not offer it. It was offered, Mr. President, by the Senator 
from Arkansas himself, and I was merely following his 
leadership. I do not think this is a compromise. Candidly 
I think, when we come to read the language of the compro- 
mise and to put upon it the construction that is put upon it 
by the Secretary of Agriculture himself, we can not say that 
it is a compromise. It is an absolute surrender. 

Mr. President, the Secretary of Agriculture goes on to 
say: 

There are a ere y pany objections to the Government making 
loans for human f 

Think of it, Mr. President; think of it! There are a 
great many objections to the Government making loans for 
human food.” Let because the President of the United 
States writes a letter to us saying the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture will give this sympathetic consideration, because the 
President said that in the administration of the measure 
“the Secretary of Agriculture assures me he has no other 
intention, and that he will interpret it fairly and sympa- 
thetically,” we are told that we are entirely wrong about it. 
Wrong? Listen to what the Secretary of Agriculture said: 


There are a great many objections to the Government making 
loans for human food. From a national point of view this latter 
class of loans approaches perilously near the dole system and 
would be a move in the wrong direction. Under the relief plan 
proposed by the administration a very large sum of money will 
-be made available for road work, for rivers and harbors, and other 

urposes in the drought States. The road work especially has been 
proposed with the object in view of giving the farmers an oppor- 
tunity to find employment during the winter and thus provide 
themselves with food and clothing. 


How many farmers in the State of Arkansas, how many 
‘farmers in the State of Ohio, where down in the hills, ac- 
cording to reports from Ohio papers, there is just as great 
suffering as in the State of Arkansas, have been relieved in 
this way this winter? How many have been able to buy 
food and clothing from their earnings from road work 
which they have been given by the administration? 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon- | to th 


tana yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield. 

Mr. GLASS. Right on that point, let me call the Senator’s 
attention to the fact that Mr. Hyde's own council of ad- 
visers from the 21 States have been importuning him for 
weeks and weeks to apply the road fund to farm-to-market 
roads in order that if farmers should be employed and en- 
gaged in this work they would not have to desert the farms, 
but might work on roads near by; and he has turned a deaf 
ear to their appeals. 

Mr, WHEELER. I am very glad the Senator called my 
attentive to that point, because I know of at least two such 
instances in my own State where Indians upon Indian reser- 
vations were literally going hungry and without clothes, and 
when we tried to have some of the money used for that 
purpose it was said that it must be used on main-line roads. 
How many men are employed in the making of roads when 
we have great road-making machinery in use? How many 
clothes can a man buy for himself or his family on the farm 
when this great modern road-making machinery is used? 

The Secretary of Agriculture said what? He said: 

To include loans for human food in the Federal drought relief 
bill would remove the occasion for an increase in the highway 
work in the States. 

Something was said about Congress criticizing the Presi- 
dent and the Secretary of Agriculture. This is the first time 
I have stood upon the floor of the Senate and criticized them. 
I say now, however, that the act of writing that letter was 
the height of asininity. Think of a man occupying the great 
office of a member of the Cabinet of the United States and 
think of a President of the United States, in view of the 
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statements issued by the Secretary of Agriculture which I 
have just read, saying that “in the administration of it, the 
Secretary of Agriculture assures me he has no other inten- 
tion and that he will interpret it fairly and sympathetically.” 
Are we so simple-minded in this party of ours that we are 
going to take that statement of the Secretary of Agriculture 
to mean anything at all? Does the President of the United 
States say in that letter that he means food? Has he 
changed the compromise one iota? Has he gone back on 
one single statement he has made? 

No one in this body has more sympathy and wants to do 
more to help the drought-stricken farmers in the situation 
in which they find themselves in Arkansas and elsewhere 
than I, I know it may be said because of the fact that I 
am not willing to bend the knee and do what the adminis- 
tration tells me I should do, that I am not sympathetic. 
There is no provision in this compromise for the poor, un- 
fortunate farmer who can not give any security. There is 
nothing in the compromise to give a solitary cent to the 
farmer who has not any money and who has not any security. 

Mr. President, I am curious to see what the Secretary of 
Agriculture will say in his answer to the Senate of the United 
States. Will he repudiate the statement that he issued on 
December 6? Will he repudiate the statement that he issued 
on February 8—one on December 6 and one on February 8? 
Will he repudiate the statement wherein he said: 

The provision in the pending bill would answer the needs of all 
those who can offer security. It will relieve the burden upon 
charity by aiding to restore normal credit conditions. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. CopeLanp] asked if it 
would not help by relieving the Red Cross. I want to say 
that I have had the highest regard always for the Red Cross, 
but I think they have made a miserable spectacle of them- 
selves in this instance. I am told that the testimony which 
was given before the committee of which the Senator from 
New York is a member was, to say the least, inaccurate, and 
that the Red Cross did have at that very time much more 
money in their treasury than the chairman of the Red Cross 
said they had. 

Let me read further from what the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture said: 

The provision in the pending bill would answer the needs of all 
those who can offer security. It will relieve the burden upon 
charity by aiding to restore normal credit condition. It leaves 


e Red Cross the responsibility of the field as agent for human 
relief to those— 


poor devils! He does not say poor devils”; that is my own 
expression; but he says— 

to those who do not have security and to whom Government loans 
for food, such as were at one time proposed, would have been 
mere charity by creating obligations from large groups far beyond 
their ability to pay. 

I would like to have the attention of the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Rosryson], who is apparently about to leave 
the Chamber in response to a call. I invite his attention 
to this statement. I want to call his attention to the state- 
ment of the Secretary of Agriculture, 

Mr, ROBINSON of Arkansas, I am familiar I think with 
the numerous statements of the Secretary of Agriculture. I 
have expressed on the floor of the Senate repeatedly my 
criticism of his action and his interpretation. But I wish 
to impress upon the Senator that there is no proposal here 
and there has been no proposal and I do not well see how 
there can be one effectuated that would deprive the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture of the administration of these acts. He 
is the responsible officer to whom such work is usually 
intrusted. I do wish to say, too, that I think the course of 
procedure here may have illuminated his judgment to some 
extent. If it has not we are unfortunate; that is true. 

Mr. WHEELER. Here is a statement that was made right 
after the compromise agreement was published, not in De- 
cember, but on February 8. He then said: 


It leaves to the Red Cross the responsibility of the field as agent 
for human relief to those who do not have security and to whom 
Government loans for food such as were at one time proposed 
would have been mere charity by creating obligations from large 
groups far beyond their ability to pay. 
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Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Part of that statement is 
entirely correct. I think I have said a dozen times during 
the course of the discussion that there is no charity in the 
compromise. It does not provide for supplying food to those 
who have no security. It does, however, in my judgment, 
provide for loans which may be used in the purchase of 
food just as well as in the purchase of anything else. As- 
suming that the Red Cross is now supplying and will con- 
tinue to supply the requirements of those who are without 
any security, such security as this compromise contemplates, 
it is my opinion that the arrangement contemplates a fair 
measure of relief. 

I realize, in spite of all that any human agency that has 
been organized or that is in contemplation can do, that there 
will be suffering in many places; but if the Red Cross con- 
tinues the work that it is doing, supplying those who are 
without a crop or a purpose to grow a crop upon which to 
execute liens, and then this arrangement is set up by which 
loans may be made to those who do intend to grow a crop 
on the security of the crop or other security, it will meet, 
in large part, the requirements of the conditions of the 
drought region. 

I wish to say to the Senator that I recognize a measure of 
justice in the criticism of this arrangement to the extent 
that it affords no industrial relief. My statement a few 
minutes ago was not intended as a “ denunciation ” of any- 

one, when I said that, according to the conditions as 
they now exist, there is no strong purpose upon the part of 
Congress, as I see it, to go forward now with adequate 
appropriations, such appropriations as would be required if 
the Federal Government is to assume the task of taking 
care of those who are out of employment. Enormous ex- 
penditures would be required, and until the local agencies 
have exhausted their resources or their efforts it is not 
likely that we are going into that feature of the matter to 
any great extent. 

It is entirely true that the compromise arrangement is 
limited in its benefits to the drought region; but it is also 
true that the provision for which it is a compromise, the 
provision which was offered by myself under circumstances 
which have been repeatedly referred to and which have 
been stated by the Senator from Montana, would have 
been inadequate, as we all know; it would have been a begin- 
ning but not adequate to meet in any considerable degree 
the requirements of the unemployed. Still the chief reliance 
would have been in the local institutions and organizations. 

The Senator has referred to having been denounced. 

Mr. WHEELER. I do not see what other conclusion one 
could come to from the statement of the Senator from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Of course, I stand on the 
language I employed, but I did not regard it as a “ denunci- 
ation” of anybody. It was an emphatic statement of some 
views I had previously stated. 

I thank the Senator for yielding to me. 

Mr. WHEELER. Since the question of relief has arisen, I 
desire to say that my views are these: The Congress of the 
United States is about to adjourn, on March 4. There 
is not any one of whom I know who can say what the con- 
ditions in the industrial sections are going to be two 
months or three months from now. Every prediction that 
has been made as to probable conditions in the United 
States in the last year by the President, by the Commerce 
Department, and also by the great industrialists of the 
country has turned out to be absolutely wrong. The Presi- 
dent of the United States, the Secretary of Commerce, and 
other heads of departments have constantly and repeatedly 
told the country that prosperity was just around the cor- 
ner; they have repeatedly told us that unemployment was 
not so great as it had been, but each time their statements 
have proven to have been erroneous. 

Now Congress is on the eve of adjournment. All I am 
asking be done is that the Congress of the United States 
shall appropriate money and place it at the disposal of the 
President of the United States so that in the event a catas- 
trophe shall arise and it shall become necessary to take 
care of the unemployed the President of the United States 
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in his wisdom may use the money for that purpose; but 
apparently he and the members of his administration are 
afraid to have the Congress of the United States appropriate 
money and turn it over to the President of the United 
States or to some bureau or head of a department which 
he may designate for use in the event that it becomes neces- 
sary when Congress shall not be in session. 

Mr. CUTTING. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mon- 
tana yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield. 

Mr. CUTTING. The Senator is discussing the question of 
what might be done when the Congress of the United States 
shall not be in session. I should like to inquire of the 
Senator whether he has heard the rumor that the Soviet 
Government of Russia is contemplating the appropriation 
of $20,000,000 to relieve destitute and starving American 
citizens? 

Mr. WHEELER. Ihad not heard the rumor, but I presume 
that the President of the United States would think it per- 
fectly proper for some other government to appropriate 
money to feed the hungry of this country, although he 
would not feel that it was proper for the Government of the 
United States to do so. 

Mr. CUTTING. The purpose of my inquiry is this: We 
have it on the highest authority that it is un-American and 
indefensible for us to appropriate money to feed our own 
destitute and starving citizens. We have it on equally high 
authority that it is perfectly proper and our duty to feed 
the destitute and starving citizens of Russia. Does the 
Senator see any reason why turn about should not be fair 
play and why it would not be appropriate for the soviet 
government to provide for the relief of our citizens in 
distress? 

Mr. WHEELER. I presume that the President of the 
United States would think that that was perfectly all right. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to return to the statements 
made by the Secretary of Agriculture. I want again to call 
attention to what he said with reference to loans. He said: 

The present bill rounds out the program of economic rehabilita- 
tion in a much better fashion than the legislative proposals here- 
tofore made. It fills out pattern of the measures necessary, in 
drought territory. First, human relief by the Red Cross to farm- 
ers and to industrial people who have no resources in the drought 
region. 

In the first place that statement of the Secretary is not 
true, because the compromise agreement does not provide 
one nickel for workers in industry. 

Second, loans for seed and fertilizer secured 
crop; and finally, this last provision Sina ar bne tone 
facilities for those who have security to offer. 

This program avoids doles or direct charity from the Federal 
Treasury or any implication thereof. 

“Any implication thereof — meaning any implication of 
loans for food. 

Again in his statement of December 8, he said: 

There are a great many objections to the Government making 
loans for food, from a national viewpoint. This latter class of 
loans approaches perilously near the dole system and would 
be a move in the wrong direction. 

In one breath he says that loans for human food are 
perilously near a dole system, and then in the second breath 
he says that the compromise agreement does not mean that 
the Government is going to give any doles and it does not 
mean that the Government is going to make any loans for 
food. 

I submit, Mr. President, that when Mr. Trson of the 
House stated, as I understand he did state, in substance, 
that it did not contemplate loans for food, he was right. 
By the greatest stretch of the imagination there can not be 


-found in the provision regarding crop production any 


authority to make loans under that term to include loans 
to be used by a man in purchasing food for his children 
or clothing for his wife or medicine for his family. 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mon- 
tana yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield. 
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Mr. BLEASE. I ask the Senator, is it not within the 
province of the Senate and the House to put in the word 
“ food * 2 

Mr. WHEELER. Of course it is. 

Mr. BLEASE. And not ask the Secretary or Agriculture 
what his opinion is or what it might be? Could not we 
settle the matter in that way? : 

Mr. WHEELER. Of course, we could. Let me repeat to 
the Senator what I said last night that, in my opinion, we 
are acting like a lot of children. 

Mr. BLEASE. I think so, and uneducated children at 
that. 

Mr. WHEELER. We are saying here that the word 
“food” must not be written into the provision because if 
it shall be written into it, the President of the United 
States will not sign the measure. We must not provide in 
the compromise provision that loans for food can be made, 
because if we should do that, the President of the United 
States would not sign the bill. On the other hand, both the 
Senators from Arkansas and the Senator from Utah say it 
means food. Well, if it means food, why can we not write 
the word “food” into the measure? Will somebody tell 
me why? 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mon- 
tana yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. WHEELER. I will yield in a moment. Mr. Presi- 
dent, when the President of the United States says, The 
Secretary of Agriculture assures me he has no other inten- 
tion than that he will interpret it fairly and sympa- 
theti we must take the words “fairly and sym- 
pathetically ” to mean food, notwithstanding the fact that 
the Secretary of Agriculture on December 8 and on Feb- 
ruary 8 said that he is against loans for food and that in 
fact it means doles when Government money is loaned for 
food. Now I yield to the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, the Senator recognizes that 
this body, or a majority of it, not only was willing to write 
the word “food” into the provision, but a majority at the 
other end of the Capitol absolutely blocked it. So the 
responsibility is not on us, and it would be a futile thing 
for us to write it in unless we could get both branches of 
Congress to enact the law in that form. 

Mr. WHEELER, I think the Senator is not entirely 
right in that respect, because we do not have to get the 
consent of the other branch of Congress. What we have 
got to do is to get the consent of the President of the 
United States. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I have been here a good 
while, but I never knew before that Congress, in passing an 
act, was obligated to obtain the opinion of the Executive 
before it could express its own opinion as to legislation. 

Mr. WHEELER. The Senator knows that in this case, 
however, the so-called compromise agreement was not writ- 
ten by the conferees. If I understand, it was written by the 
executive department and not by the conferees. When the 
conferees were in session and the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. McKELLAR] offered an amendment to write in the word 
“food” he was told that the compromise had been agreed 
on, not by the conferees, but agreed to by whom? By some- 
body outside of the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. President, I shall be extremely anxious to see how 
the Secretary of Agriculture answers the resolution which 
the Senate passed yesterday. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
there? 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. There is a rumor around here that the 
Secretary of Agriculture has answered the resolution, but 
that his answer is so unsatisfactory that the Republican 
leaders are trying to fix it up. Does the Senator know any- 
thing about that? 

Mr. WHEELER. I have heard the rumor. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The rumor is here. I should like to 
know if the Senator can confirm it. 
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Mr. WHEELER. Not being in the confidence of the Re- 
publican leaders with reference to this matter, I will say 
to the Senator that I can not answer. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I think perhaps the rumor 
originated in the Senator’s brain. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Oh, no; I have been told about it by 
5 different men, and I had not even thought of it until 

en. 

Mr. WHEELER. If the Senator from Utah would consult 
the press gallery, I think he would find out where the rumor 
originated—not on the Senate floor; but I will say that it 
is common rumor. 

I appreciate, however, that the Senator from Utah is not 
the man who will rewrite the answer, if it is rewritten. He 
probably will not have any more to do with rewriting the 
answer of the Secretary than he did with writing the com- 
promise that took place. 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. WHEELER. I do. : 

Mr, BLEASE. I should like to ask the Senator if he 
thinks the Secretary of Agriculture had anything to do with 
writing the answer. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEELER. I can tell the Senator better when I see 
it; but it will be interesting to see his letter in view of the 
statement he made on December 8, saying that he was 
against loans for food; and it will be interesting to read his 
letter in view of his statement on February 7, saying: 

It leaves to the Red Cross the responsibility of the field as 
agent for human relief to those who do not have security and 
to whom Government loans for food such as were at one time 
proposed would have been mere charity. 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, does the Senator know the 
Secretary of Agriculture? 

Mr. WHEELER. I have seen him before the committee. 

Mr. BLEASE. Has the Senator ever had much conversa- 
tion with him? J 

Mr. WHEELER. I never have. 

Mr. BLEASE. I thought, if the Senator had, that I 
would ask him if he expected anything very intelligent to 
come from the Secretary of Agriculture. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, the ridiculous position in 
which the Senate of the United States finds itself at this 
time ought to be perfectly obvious to everybody. On two 
different occasions we have passed amendments through 
the Senate. One of them carried an appropriation of 
$25,000,000 to be turned over to the Red Cross. Then, if 
you please, after these amendments were made by the 
Senate, we find the House turning them down, the House 
refusing to agree with them. We find the House committee, 
I am told, even refusing to hear anybody who wanted to 
be heard in favor of the second amendment. Then all of 
a sudden we find outside parties not connected with the 
Congress of the United States, not connected with the com- 
mittee that had to deal with the amendment, writing a 
compromise agreement; and we are told that we must not 
dot an “i,” that we must not use the word “food.” Then 
we hear Senators upon the floor of the Senate saying that 
if food is not included in the conference report, their votes 
have been gotten under false pretenses; and yet we can 
not write into it the word “food.” 

Why? Will the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoot] answer 
that? Will he tell me why he and the rest of the members 
of the committee refused to have the word “food” written 
into the conference report? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
to me? 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I do not want that statement to go 
unchallenged when the Senator says the rest of the mem- 
bers of the committee.” I offered an amendment, and it 
was voted down. I did not agree to it. 

Mr. WHEELER. I said that the Senator from Tennessee 
offered an amendment to put in the word “food,” and that 
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was rejected; and I esked the Senator from Utah if he 
could tell me why it was that the word “food” could not 
be put in the conference report, if that is what they intended 
to say and that was included in this amendment. 

Mr. CUTTING. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mon- 
tana yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. WHEELER. I do. 

Mr. CUTTING. Even if the word food could be written 
into this conference report by implication, who is going to 
get the food? 

Mr. WHEELER. If “food” could be written into it, then 
of course the only people who are going to get the food are 
those who have security. 

Mr. CUTTING. In other words, the hungrier you are the 
less food you will get? 

Mr. WHEELER. Exactly. If you are hungry, you will 
have to go to charity. You will have to go to the Red Cross. 
You will have to take what the Red Cross give; and it was 
testified here, I think, that they were giving a few cents a 
week to the hungry. 

Mr. CUTTING. Is it not the Senator’s idea that the 
people who will be benefited by the compromise will be the 
wealthy planters, and that nobody else will get anything, 
except as it passes down from them to the ordinary starv- 
ing people? 

Mr. WHEELER. Oh, yes. I was told that one reason 
why I ought to be for this “ compromise” was because of 
the fact that it would take care of the dairymen of the 
country; it would perhaps take care of the cattlemen of 
the country; it would perhaps take care of the sheepmen 
of the country. But, Mr. President, I thought when we 
were making this fight we were making it for the hungry 
and the needy of the country rather than for the stock 
people and the dairy people and the sheep people. 

Mr. CUTTING. Is it not true that this compromise is 
going to benefit property rights at the expense of human 
rights? And if the function of government is to protect 
life and property, is it not fair that at this time life should 
be put on at least a parity with property? 

Mr. WHEELER. Apparently not, in the minds of those 
who drafted this compromise; and I understand that it was 
drafted by the executive department. 

Where is the Senator upon this floor who wants to go 
home and say to his people, Les 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I ask the Senator to yield in order that 
I may suggest the absence of a quorum, because I think 
probably there is an important communication to be given 
to the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator yield for that 
purpose? 

Mr. WHEELER. I do. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 


Ashurst Fletcher McGill Shortridge 
Barkley Frazier McKellar Smith 
Bingham George McMaster Smoot 

Black Gillett McNary Steck 

Blaine Glass Metcalf Steiwer 
Blease Goff Morrison Stephens 
Borah Goldsborough Morrow Swanson 
Bratton Gould oses Thomas, Idaho 
Brock Hale Norbeck Thomas, Okla 
Brookhart Harris Norris Townsend 
Bulkley Harrison Nye 

Capper Hatfield Oddie 

Caraway Hawes Partridge Vandenberg 
Carey Hayden Patterson Wagner 
Connally Hebert Phipps Walcott 
Copeland Heflin Pine Walsh, Mass. 
Couzens Howell Pittman Walsh, Mont. 
Cutting Johnson Waterman 
Dale Jones Reed Watson 
Davis Kean Robinson, Ark. Wheeler 
Deneen Kendrick 

Dill Sheppard 

Fess La Follette 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Ninety Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. If the Senator will 
yield——_ 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a communication from the Secretary of Agriculture, which 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


[Telegram] 
LOUISVILLE, Ky., February 12, 1931. 
PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE, 


The Capitol: 

My attention has been called to the resolution of inquiry di- 
rected to me regarding the proposed amendment to Joint Reso- 
lution 211, for relief of farmers in the drought-stricken areas, ap- 
proved December 20. As I have already indicated, it is not my 
understanding that the reason for this legislation is to provide 
loans for food, but for purposes beyond those already made by 
the joint resolution referred to, which may be necessary to secure 
a crop and where the emergency for such assistance exists. The 
provision of food, medicine, and clothes by gift is the major pur- 
pose of the Red Cross, who are now generously meeting this need, 
and are able to do so. Their services are particularily 
to the great numbers of tenants and others who have no security 
to offer for loans, and to whom the creation of a debt for food 
would be a hopeless burden. On the other hand, it is my under- 
standing that the major purpose of this additional legislation 
is, in effect, to restore the weakened credit situation, and that 
when loans under any part of the amendment are made to those 
who have the securities indicated for that purpose and for mak- 
ing the next crop and for rehabilitation from drought there 
could be no prohibition against the proceeds of such loans being 
used for food or other supplies if they were necessary to effect 
the purpose. I am confident that the organization and relief by 
the combined agencies will adequately care for the drought suf- 
ferers. Fair and sympathetic interpretation of authority granted 
to the Department of Agriculture would be only natural in view 
of its close contacts and particular interest in those affected. 
The department will certainly give such administration. 

ARTHUR M. HYDE, 
Secretary of Agriculture. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The communication will lie on 
the table. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to suggest to the Senator 
from Montana that the telegram is a good deal like the 
Wickersham report. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I call the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that as far as food is concerned 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, may I say to the Senator 
that he was in the middle of a question when he was inter- 
rupted by the arrival of the message to be read. I do not 
like to be left in suspense. I would like to have the Senator 
complete the question. 

Mr. WHEELER. It would not be the first time the Sena- 
tor has been left in suspense. 

Mr. MOSES. By the Senator from Montana, that is to 
say? 

Mr. WHEELER. Knowing the Senator as I do, I know he 
has been in suspense many times. 

I want to emphasize to the Senate the language the Secre- 
tary has used in his telegram. He said: 

As I have already indicated, it is not my understanding that 
the reason for this legislation is to provide loans for food but for 
purposes beyond those already made by the joint resolution re- 
ferred to which may be necessary to secure a crop and where the 
emergency for such assistance exists. The provision for food, 
medicine, and clothes by gift is the major purpose of the Red 
Cross, who are now generously meeting this need and are able to 
do s50. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Would it not now be proper to introduce 
a resolution to refer this telegram to the Attorney General, 
asking him, as a lawyer, what the Secretary of Agriculture 
meant? 

Mr. WHEELER. I am sure there are not two lawyers on 
the floor of the Senate who will agree as to what it does 
mean, and if we are in any better position now to know what 
is in the mind of the Secretary of Agriculture than we were 
last night, I miss my guess. He said: 

As I have already indicated— 


What has he already indicated? 
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As I have already indicated— 


This is what he has already indicated, what he indicated | SPeak louder? 


on February 8— 
it— 


The compromise— 


it leaves to the Red Cross the responsibility of the field as agent 
for human relief to those who do not have security and to whom 
Government loans for food such as were at one time proposed 
would have been mere charity. i $ 


Then again, as he had already stated on December 8, he 
d: 


There are a great many objections to the Government making 
loans for human food. From a national point of view this latter 
class of loans approaches perilously near the dole system, and 
would be a move in the wrong direction. 

Has he said anything in this telegram that would change 
those statements? I submit that he has not. He says what? 
That the major purpose of this additional legislation is, in 
effect, to restore the weakened credit situation. I submit 
that that is an admirable proposition. I agree that that was 
an admirable thing to do, to help the credit situation. 


And that when loans under any part of the amendment are made 
to those who have the securities indicated for that purpose— 


When he says “for that purpose” what purpose does he 
mean? That when loans are made for the purpose of trying 
to restore the weakened credit situation, when they are made 
for that purpose, “and for making the next crop and for 
rehabilitation from drought, there could be no prohibition 
against the proceeds of such loans being used for food or 
other supplies if they were necessary to effect the purpose. 
I am confident that the organization and relief by the com- 
bined agencies will adequately care for the drought suf- 
ferers.“ 

In one breath, I submit, his telegram says that he is not 
for loans for food, and in the next breath he says that the 
major portion of this is to build up the weakened credit 
situation, and that when loans are for that purpose, there 
could be no prohibition against the proceeds of such loans 
being used for food. Then he says also: 

And for making the next crop and for rehabilitation from 
drought, there could be no prohibition against the proceeds of such 
loans being used for food or other supplies. 

In other words, the telegram is contradictory. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Montana yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. May I suggest that the telegram be 
sent out to the reporters and copies struck off so that Sena- 
tors may have an opportunity to attempt to interpret this 
ambiguous language? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be entered. 

Mr. WHEELER. If he means what he says in the first 
part of the telegram, then he means that no loan should be 
made for food. If he means what he says in the last part of 
the telegram, then he means that when money is loaned for 
crop production it can be used for the purchase of food. If 
he means what he says in the first part of it, he is perfectly 
consistent with the statements made on December 8 and on 
February 8. If he means what he says in the last portion 
of it, then his statement is entirely inconsistent with the 
statements he issued on December 8 and on February 8. 

So we are left, as a matter of fact, in just about the same 
position we were in before we got the telegram, and if any- 
body can rise upon the floor of the Senate and tell me why 
it is that you can not write into this legislation the word 
“food” I would like to have him do so at this time. I would 
like to know from the Senator from Utah why it is that he 
objected to the word “food” being written in there. Will 
the Senator from Utah tell me why he objected to the word 
“food” being written in there? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, this was a House amend- 
ment, which the Senate conferees agreed upon. 

Mr. WHEELER. That is not my understanding. 

Mr. SMOOT. Will the Senator just wait a woment, if he 
wants my answer? 
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Mr. SMOOT. I took the position, as a conferee, that 
under the wording of the amendment as presented by the 
House, wherever a loan is made under the provisions of the 
amendment, the borrower can buy food or anything else he 
wants to buy, and there was no necessity whatever of putting 
the word “food” or anything else in. That is what I said 
yesterday and what I have said two or three times during 
the debate on the bill, that is what Secretary Hyde says, and 
that is exactly the construction that was put upon that lan- 
guage by the conferees. 

Mr. WHEELER. It is not the construction put upon it 
by Mr. Trrsox; it was not the construction put upon it by 
the Secretary of Agriculture when he issued his statement 
on February 8. Yet the Senator says that in view of that 
statement he did not want the word “ food ” written in there. 

Mr. SMOOT. I did not say that I did not want it. 

Mr. WHEELER. The Senator objected to it. 

Mr. SMOOT. I said there was no necessity for it, and I 
say so now. 

Mr. WHEELER. The Senator voted against it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; because we were acting on a confer- 
ence report, when we either vote for the conference report 
or vote it down. That is all we can do. 

Mr. WHEELER. If there had not been any arguments on 
the floor of the Senate no person would ever have been able 
to get food. 

Mr. SMOOT. I deny that. 

Mr. WHEELER. I submit that under the terms of this 
language a person borrowing money for use for crop pro- 
duction would have no right to buy food for his children or 
to buy food or clothes or medicine for his family. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator and I disagree. 

Mr. WHEELER. It is not the first time we have dis- 
agreed. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am just as positive as the Senator is that 
if this becomes the law borrowers may purchase food with 
the money. 

Mr. WHEELER. I hope the Senator is correct, and I hope 
the Secretary of Agriculture will carry out the last por- 
tion of the telegram he has sent to the Senate, which is 
absolutely contrary to the statement he issued on February 
8, and absolutely contrary to the statement he issued on 
December 8, with reference to food. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have no doubt in the world but that if 
this becomes the law loans will be made, and that the per- 
sons borrowing the money may purchase food, and will pur- 
chase food, if it is necessary. 

Mr. WHEELER. Assuming that what the Senator has 
said is correct, and that they would be permitted to pur- 
chase food, it still leaves us in this predicament: That we 
are appropriating $20,000,000 to lend to credit organizations 
and to farmers who have security, and that the great bulk 
of the farmers of the United States, who have not security, 
who have not the money to put in a crop, and can not put 
in a crop, or who have mortgaged the crop and have not 
the money, must appeal to charity. They must appeal to 
the Red Cross. They must take what the Red Cross is doling 
out to them, they must take whatever little they can get, 
wherever they are located in this country. 

It likewise means, as I said before, that the Congress of 
the United States is going to adjourn on March 4, that you 
are not going to appropriate a dollar to take care of the 
children, the babies, the wives of the miners of the country; 
you are not going to appropriate a 5-cent piece to take care 
of the workers in the factories who are out of employment 
and can not get work; you are not going to appropriate a 
5-cent piece to take care of literally millions of people who 
are starving throughout the country because of an economic 
situation over which they have no control. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Before the Senator leaves the subject 
of the destitute farmers who are unable to afford security, 
and therefore will be unable to get any food, I would like to 
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direct his attention to a dispatch appearing in the Wash- 
ington Daily News of February 11, by a staff correspondent, 
from England, Ark. In the dispatch there appears this 
statement: 


Seventeen thousand out of thirty-five thousand in this county 
are receiving food, clothing, and medicine from the Red Cross. 
After March 1 there will be no more rations, Red Cross Officials 
have warned. 


Has the Senator any information on that subject? 

Mr. WHEELER. I am sorry to say I have no information 
on the subject at all. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I think we should have some in- 
formation about it. 

Mr. WHEELER. We have heard the cause of the people 
of Arkansas pleaded here, but we have not heard anything 
said about the people in the other parts of the country at 
all. One would think that the only section of the country 
where the farmers are suffering from drought and eco- 
nomic causes is in Arkansas. I hold in my hand an article 
appearing in an Ohio paper, written by Hugh Fullerton, 
dated New Lexington, Ohio, January 31. The editor’s note 
reads as follows: 


The following article has been prepared by Hugh Fullerton, 
Dispatch staff writer, as the first of a series to appear in this 
paper depicting true conditions in the drought-stricken hill area 
of Ohio. Mr. Fullerton's statements are not based on hearsay, but 
are written only after a personal tour of these sections in which 
he has discovered appalling conditions. 


The article itself reads as follows: 


New Lextncron, Onto, Jan. 31—Shadows of hunger and want 
have settled like a miasmatic fog over the drought-stricken hill 
area of Ohio and, through the mists, gallops the ghostly white 
horse of pestilence. 

From where the drought-dwindled majestic Ohio river turns 
southward below East Liverpool clear down to Cincinnati there is 
hunger, privation, hopelessness, and suffering, and, in places, there 
is near starvation. Along a line from Steubenville southwestward 
to Cincinnati, since last March the land has panted for water and 
all the people of the hill land are feeling the pressure of want, 


ATTITUDE OF DESPAIR 


Thousands of children are huddled in poor homes without 
clothing or shoes to attend school. Thousands of others are hun- 
gry and undernourished, easy prey to disease. Fathers, unable 
to find employment, go gaunt and hollow-eyed, and mothers stare 
at a stranger vacantly. There are few tears—merely despair. 

There are black spots in the gray of the hopeless area. Vinton 
and Meigs Counties, parts of Scioto, of Belmont, of Washington, 
the southern end of Perry, and wherever the country depended 
upon coal, upon clay products, or upon oil for employment, that 
is mostly gone. 

The merchants who have striven to carry their communities on 
credit either are broke or on the point of breaking and have been 
e most part compelled to go on a cash basis, and there 18 

e cash. 


SMALL FARMERS SUFFER 


Men are cutting coal for 40 cents a ton loaded in the mine and 
in one district for 25 cents a ton. Men are supporting large fam- 
ilies on an average of less than a dollar and a half a day when 
they work—and begging for two or three days’ work a week. 

The drought left the small farmers and the farm hands without 
winter supplies. Gardens and small farms failed. Brickyards, 
railroads, mines reduced work. The entire district, wherever one 
strikes coal or clay-products sections, has been, since 1921, pov- 
erty stricken, the buying power exhausted, wages low, employ- 
ment part time, families large. 


COUNTY HOMES CROWDED 


The situation is desperate in many districts. The State board 
of education, the county superintendents of schools, local commit- 
tees, and the Red Cross are doing fine work in many places. Chil- 
dren are being fed in the schools. In almost every community 
relief committees are striving to reach the most desperate cases. 
Every county infirmary and every children’s home in every county 
we visited is overcrowded, and finding it difficult to care for the 
cases forced “on the county.” 

Every county agent we called upon reported extraordinary de- 
mands for county help, over and above the usual midwinter pres- 
sure. Every county reported funds low and being stretched to the 
limit in the effort to relieve the conditions, 

Every parent-teacher association reported undernourishment, 
hunger, and lack of food and clothing, and insufficient supply of 
milk for the undernourished children. 

The worst cases are mostly old American stock, sons and daugh- 
ters of the men and women who carved the empire out of the 
wilderness. Yet the greater part of the relief is being extended to 
the imported workers, many of whom were brought in during the 
industrial wars in the mining districts, 
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I am not going to read the full article, Mr. President. I 
merely wish to quote just another brief portion, as follows: 

I have talked with relief workers, local committees, country 
school superintendents, heads of schools in towns, villages, and in 
the country, have visited the mines and brickyards, and seen re- 
ports of work done. 

There is no disposition to exaggerate conditions. In some dis- 
tricts one laughs through tears at the idea that the fathers of 
these men destroyed slavery in this country—and see them in 
worse condition than the slaves ever were—and more hopeless. 

Mr. President, where are the men and women who are 
described in this article going to get any relief under the 
compromise? Where are the coal miners who are out of 
employment and whose families are huddled together in 
barracks going to get any relief out of this bill? Where are 
the workers in the cities going to get any relief out of it? 
Go back home, if you will, and tell the people of your State, 
the starving miners, the workers in the factories, the people 
who have not money to produce the crops and therefore can 
not produce crops, “I voted to appropriate money out of the 
Treasury of the United States to loan to the man who had 
security to offer, but I refused to vote to appropriate money 
out of the Treasury of the United States to give to the man 
who did not have any money and who did not have any 
security.” 

Say to such men that you voted to appropriate money to 
relieve the wealthy farmers. Say to them that you voted to 
appropriate $160,000,000 out of the Treasury of the United 
States to relieve the rich during the panic on Wall Street. 
Say to them that you voted to relieve the tariff barons of the 
country by giving them the highest tariff that has ever been 
known in the history of the country. But when a plea is 
made for the people who do not have any money, who are 
suffering and hungry and starving—when a plea is made for 
little children, hundreds of whom are living in barracks and 
going hungry, when pestilence is sweeping the country, then 
say to them that you stood in your place and refused, because 
you said it would be a bad thing for the American people, to 
vote for money to buy food and clothing for them. Tell 
them that you did this because you believed it would not be 
good for the American people to have money given to them 
if they were poor, but it would be all right to make loans to 
them if they were rich. Go home and say that to your 
constituents if you dare. 

Mr. President, what is the philosophy back of all this? 
I am going to read a portion of an article that appeared in 
the New Republic: 

Why does the President insist that giving food to starving 
farmers through the Red Cross is the “American” way, while 
giving it to them through the agencies of government is at all 
costs to be avoided? 

Giving money to them through the Red Cross will not 
injure them, but giving it to them out of the Treasury of the 
United States will break down their morale! The article 
proceeds: 

Why are governmental loans to keap cattle alive and to help raise 
future crops legitimate, while governmental loans to keep alive the 
people who must care for the cattle and raise the crops constitute 
a “dole”? The distinction does not lie in mere academic logic 
chopping; it is a real enough one with practical consequences in 
the minds of conservatives like Mr. Hoover. 

The theory behind it is the theory that the Government is not 
and should not be responsible for the economic welfare—or even 
the lives—of the citizens. Whether they prosper, whether they have 
even enough to eat, depends solely upon their individual efforts. 
The Government may properly, though in extremely rare cases, 
help to finance them in business or farming enterprises in which 
they may produce wealth or sustenance, but it must never give 
them directly any wealth or sustenance which they have not won 
in the world of competition. If persons get hungry or jobless or 
meet with other economic misfortune, it is never the fault of the 
civilization in which they live or of the governmental agencies of 
that civilization; it is either the fault of the unfortunate persons 
or the result of some natural calamity. 


Think of that, Mr. President. The idea of saying that in 
this country of ours it is not the result of economic laws that 
many of our people are going hungry to-night. Everybody 
knows in this country of ours that the reason why there are 
starving people in our cities to-night is because that condi- 
tion has been brought about to a large extent by economic 
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laws enacted by the Congress of the United States. Every- 
body knows it is because of the fact that there is an unequal 
distribution of the wealth of the Nation. 

The article continues: 


When persons in this state of mind speak of the “ demoraliza- 
tion” caused by a “dole,” they do not really mean that destitute 
persons should be left to perish. Nor can they logically mean that 
a payment from the Government really injures self-respect or 
pride any more than a gift from a huge bureaucratic organization 
like the Red Cross or an organized charity. What they have in 
mind is more subtle than that. 

They mean that relief from governmental sources would imply 
that the destitute have a right to aid, that organized society has a 
duty in the matter, while relief from voluntary contributions car- 
ries only the assumption that the more fortunate citizens are 
generous and deserve credit for their generosity. 

The State is an agency by which the citizens may, through their 
representatives, appropriate money to be raised by the imposition 
of taxes. If the voters once get the habit of using the State to 
transfer wealth from opulent to the indigent, or employ State 
machinery in any other way for an equalitarian economic pur- 
pose, there is no telling where they might stop. Conservative 
get frightened at the merest hint of such a thing. 

It would be dangerous to their dogma that everyone prospers 
according to his deserts. The demoraltzation“ caused by the 
“dole” is in the realm of ideas; it fosters the idea that the 
people may legitimately demand something they have not won by 
private enterprise. 


That, of course, is the philosophy back of men like 
Mr. Hoover, who say that the Government can appropri- 
ate money to loan to those who have, but can not appro- 
priate money out of the Treasury of the United States to 
loan for food and to give to people who have not anything. 
That is the reason why Mr. Hoover feels that it is all right 
for the Government of the United States to appropriate 
money for the Albanians, for the Italians, for the Russians, 
or for the Turks, but it is not right to appropriate money 
to feed hungry Americans. Go home and tell your people 
that you feel it is all right to appropriate money and turn 
it over to Mr. Hoover to feed the Italians who are starving 
in their country, that it is all right to appropriate money 
for the Russians, that it is all right to appropriate money 
for the Albanians, the Turks, the Chinese, and the Japanese, 
but not when your own people, your own brothers and 
sisters, are going hungry in this land of ours, in this land 
of plenty that boasts of its great wealth, and see what the 
answer of your people will be. Tell them that you said, 
“No, Mr. President, it is wrong; it is against our political 


philosophy to appropriate money for any such purpose.” 
Tell them that and see what their answer at the polls 
will be. The article goes on to say: 


It would be dangerous to their dogma that everyone prospers 
according to his deserts. The “ demoralization” caused by the 
“dole” is in the realm of ideas; it fosters the idea that the 
people may legitimately demand something they have not won 
by private enterprise. 

If misfortune is relieved by charity only, those who have the 
money retain the right to decide whether there is need, how 
pressing it is, and how much they should contribute to its relief. 
Though their judgment may be wrong, their generosity belated, 
and the activity of charitable organizations haphazard and ineffi- 
cient—as in Arkansas, for instance, denying food to starving 
families because the supply of blanks had run out—all this is 
infinitely preferable, they would say, to contributions enforced by 
public authority. As a matter of fact, they are usually reluctant 
to admit that need exists or that their way of relieving it is 
inefficient. 

This frame of mind has a peculiar urgency at present, because 
of the imminence of a Treasury deficit. Business men are being 
warned in unmistakable fashion, both publicly and through con- 
fidential sources, that an increase of taxes is inevitable, and that 
the more money Congress appropriates, the greater the increase 
will be. 

They know well enough that when taxes are increased, not much 
additional revenue can be derived from tariff duties, sales taxes, or 
other imposts which take money from everyone's pockets; the 
easiest and most feasible way to increase governmental receipts is 
through the income tax or the inheritance tax. 

Even if such an increase is not so adjusted as to bear progres- 
sively on the larger incomes, as it is likely to be, still all those 
subject to the tax constitute but a small fraction—the richer sec- 
tion of the Nation. 

This is the group which, in general, is the most powerful in 
public affairs. It contributes to campaign funds, influences news- 
paper policies, sustains lobbies, and surrounds most of the men in 
public office. 


How well we know it! How well, Mr. President, we know— 
and every Member upon this floor will admit it privately if 
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not publicly—that it is the man who comes here who has 
contributed large sums to the campaign fund who gets special 
favors at the hands of Congress, but when the poor fellow 
who has not any money to contribute to campaign funds— 
all he has is his yote—comes knocking at the door of Con- 
gress, what does he get? 

Here we have, Mr. President, the richest Nation in all the 
world. We boast of our riches; we boast of our prosperity. 
We have more gold in our Treasury than has any other 
country in the world; we have more wealth. The wealth is 
here to-day just as it was two years ago; it is here just as it 
was four years ago; and yet we have poverty stalking our 
streets, pestilence in our mining camps among the babies, 
the children, the widows, and the orphans. When they ask 
that their Government, the richest Government in all the 
world, appropriate money out of the Treasury of the United 
States to aid them in their distress, a deaf ear is turned to 
their pleading. 

Is it any wonder, my friends, that some men are shivering 
in their boots because of the fact that they are fearful of 
radicalism? Is it any wonder that some people are worrying 
about a little handful of communists who, for publicity pur- 
poses, come to the Capitol, and we surround ourselves with 
policemen and make ourselves ridiculous in the eyes of the 
world? And yet, Mr. President, when poverty is stalking 
our streets we refuse to give money to those suffering and in 
distress because of a political dogma! The article goes on 
to say: 

Even if such an increase is not so adjusted as to bear progres- 
sively on the larger incomes, as it is likely to be, still all those 
subject to the tax constitute but a small fraction—the richer sec- 
tion of the Nation. 

This is the group which, in general, is the most powerful in 
public affairs. It contributes to campaign funds, influences news- 


paper policies, sustains lobbies, and surrounds most of the men in 
public office. . 


Some Members of the Senate are fearful as to what the 
press of the Nation is going to say about them, when most 
of us know who controls the press. The article continues: 

Coolidge and Mellon maintained high repute by repeated reduc- 
tions of its tax rates. Hoover, with his eyes fixed on renomination 
and reelection, knows well enough that he can strengthen himself 
immensely if he becomes its champion by boldly fighting to keep 
down future levies against it. 

Thus does economic determination work through politics to 
throttle public relief of distress. If a larger amount of money is 
appropriated by the Government, its collection will be assessed 
systematically in accordance with ability to pay; if a smaller 
amount is raised by a “drive,” the bulk of it will probably come 
from small contributions by employees, and the rest from those 
who are more willing to give than to be taxed. 

Nobody on any side of this controversy maintains that the 
destitution caused by the drought and unemployment is really the 
fault of the victim. The stern refusal to sanction public relief 
for them is a startling indication of the lengths to which con- 
servatives are ready to go in order to prevent the Government 
from interfering with the game in which they have been the win- 
ners, in any way which would help the losers, If the plain and 
generous people of America once realized the cruel dogmatism on 
which this refusal rests, and the sordid interests which it serves, 
the incident would do more than anything has done in a long 
time to discredit the ruling group in the country. 


Mr. President, I for one am unwilling to vote for a com- 
promise which does not take into consideration the farmers 
of the country who have no credit and no security to offer. 
I am unwilling to stand for a compromise which leaves out 
of consideration those men and women, workers in factories 
and other industrial plants, who are out of employment; and 
I challenge any Senator to stand upon this floor and say 
that under such conditions this is a dole. 

I was not the one to offer this amendment. I repeat, Mr. 
President, it was offered by the senior Senator from Arkan- 
sas, the Democratic leader. It was offered by him in an 
effort to take care of the workers in the city; it was offered 
by him to take care of the farmers who did not have any 
money and who could not give security; it was offered by 
him to take care of all classes of our citizens who may be in 
distress. Now, are those who stood by him, those who made 
it possible for him to make a compromise, to be condemned 
by those who sponsored the amendment? 

I submit this compromise ought not to be agreed to; but I 
realize that when the Democratic leader on this side gets 
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together with the Republican leaders upon the other side 
those of us who are unwilling to go along with such a 
coalition will be outnumbered and outvoted. I wish, how- 
ever, to say to some of the Senators on this floor that the 
issue will not be ended with this session; it will be back 
here at the next session of Congress; it will be back here in 
a year from now and two years from now. Senators upon 
the other side of the Chamber who vote against it will have 
to answer to their constituents, and Senators upon this side 
of the Chamber who were first willing to vote for it and 
then willing to compromise and leave out the workers in 
the cities in their States and also the farmers in their States 
will have to answer to their constituents. 

Mr. STEIWER obtained the floor. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Oregon yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. STEIWER. I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, the Senator from Montana re- 
ferred to the situation in Ohio. Were it not for that I would 
not take one moment of the time of the Senate, and I intend 
now to occupy not more than two minutes at any rate. 

The southern section of Ohio, I think, suffered from the 
drought about as severely as any section of the country. The 
people who live there represent as high a grade of citizenship 
as may be found anywhere, and I feel quite certain that there 
will be no difficulty whatever in the State rehabilitating 
conditions there. 

The article to which the Senator from Montana referred 
was written by a very facile newspaper man who represents 
the Columbus Dispatch, which is published in Columbus. 
The Legislature of Ohio is now in session there, and one of 
the main features of the legislative program is a measure to 
provide for taking care of the drought-stricken section to the 
degree that the local people can not do so. I have no letters, 
save one, and that was sent to me by the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. HATFIELD], come to me from the State of 
Ohio making any representation whatever about the situa- 
tion there beyond what can be taken care of locally. 

Mr. Fullerton, as I have said, is a very facile newspaper 
writer. He is trying to stimulate the sentiment of the people 
in the city and vicinity where the newspaper is published in 
order to get some reaction on the part of the State legis- 
lature to assist in providing relief. I want to say to my 
friend that there will be no difficulty whatever in the State 
taking care of its own people. So far as I am concerned, 
the Senator knows that if distressed people in any section 
of the country could not be cared for by local agencies or by 
the Red Cross, I would be one of the very first to vote to 
give them the necessary assistance, but I should make that 
the very last resort, for I think it would be a very unwise 
policy upon which to embark. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 


The Congress of the United States is going to adjourn. I 
can see no reason why the Senator or anybody else would 
not be willing to appropriate money and intrust it to the 
President, so that he can use it, in his discretion, in case an 
emergency arises in any of these cases which the Red Cross 
and the other charitable organizations are unable to meet. 
Can the Senator see any objection to that? 

Mr. FESS. I think that would be a tenable position to 
take. If the Red Cross could not take care of the people 
who have no credit, and therefore can not get loans under 
this legislation, and there was nothing left other than the 
Federal Government to assist, I think it is a function that 
the Federal Government should enter upon. 

Mr. WHEELER. Then I take it that the Senator would 
not object to an appropriation to be used at the discretion 
of the President during the recess of Congress for the pur- 
pose of taking care of such cases as that in the event that 
they arise? 

Mr. FESS. I should not object to that if I thought the 
situation would warrant it; but I do not believe that the 
situation to-day would warrant anything of the sort. 
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Mr. WHEELER. I am frank to say to the Senator that 
I do not know as to that. As far as my own State is con- 
cerned, while the economic conditions are bad, I have had 
no appeals for charity. My own State was the first State 
that complied with the Federal Government’s proposition to 
build roads for the purpose of taking care of the unem- 
ployed. I have been impressed, however, if I may say so to 
the Senator from Ohio, by the impassioned appeals that 
have been made on this side of the Chamber and on the 
other side of the Chamber with reference to conditions that 
exist in other States than my own; and I assume that tke 
Senator from Ohio has enough confidence in the President 
of the United States to feel that if we appropriated money 
he would not use it except in the event that it was necessary 
during the recess of Congress. That would make it unneces- 
sary, in case there was an emergency, for us to be called 
back in an extra session of Congress for the purpose of 
dealing with it. 

Mr. BROCK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Oregon yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. STEIWER. Yes; I am glad to yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BROCK. I send to the desk a short resolution which 
I ask to have read at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). 
Without objection, the resolution will be read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 449) was read and ordered to lie on 
the table, as follows: 

Whereas in the drought-stricken area of the United States 
actual want for food and other necessities of life now exist; and 

Whereas it is desirable that the members of the Senate should 
keenly sense this need; and 

Whereas it is believed that the personal experience of pangs 
of hunger will bring to individual Senators a more complete ap- 
preciation of the needs of those now suffering, through no fault 
of their own: Be it ; 

Resolved, That until the pending bill providing for the relief of 
those in destitution be voted upon by the United States Senate, 
the Members of the Senate pledge themselves to eat nothing but 
bread and water. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, who has more means than some of us, will start 
R ope that, I think probably it might be very helpful to 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Chaffee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
disagreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
16415) making appropriations for the Executive Office and 
sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, commissions, 
and offices, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for 
other purposes, requested a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and that 
Mr. Wason, Mr. Summers of Washington, and Mr. WOODRUM 
were appointed managers on the part of the House at the 
conference. b 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to each of the following bill 
and joint resolution: 

H. R. 10576. An act to authorize exchange of lands with 
owners of private-land holdings within the Chaco Canyon 
National Monument, N. Mex., and for other purposes; and 

H. J. Res. 462. Joint resolution to further provide for 
defraying the expenses of the International Water Commis- 
sion, United States and Mexico. 

The message further announced that the House had 
agreed severally to the amendments of the Senate to the 
following bills of the House: 

H. R. 13518. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War, and 
certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sail- 
ors of said war; 

H. R. 13522. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy, 
in his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the State of 
Florida the silver service set donated to the U. S. S. Florida 
by the people of Florida; 
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H. R. 15930. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and 
certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sail- 
ors of said war; 

H. R. 16116. An act to adjust the boundaries and for the 
addition of certain lands to the Bryce Canyon National Park, 
Utah, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 16744. An act granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War, and 
certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sail- 
ors of said war. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3644) for 
compensation in behalf of John M. Flynn, with an amend- 
ment, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had 
agreed to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
9872) to extend the benefits of the employees’ compensa- 
tion act of September 7, 1916, to Andrew J. Brown, a former 
rural mail carrier at Erwin, Tenn., with an amendment, in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate, and also 
that the House had agreed to the amendment of the Senate 
to the title of the said bill. ° 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed 
his signature to the enrolled bill (H. R. 8583) for the relief 
of the State of Maine and the city of Portsmouth, N. H., and 
it was signed by the Vice President. 


INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATIONS 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16415) making appro- 
priations for the Executive Office and sundry independent 
executive bureaus, boards, commissions, and offices, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, and 
requesting a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. JONES. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments, agree to the conference asked by the House, and that 
the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President ap- 
pointed Mr. Keyes, Mr. Smoot, Mr. Jones, Mr. GLAss, and 
Mr. Broussard conferees on the part of the Senate. 


PROHIBITION OF IMPORTATIONS OF GOODS MADE BY CONVICT AND 
SLAVE LABOR 


Mr. STEIWER. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate 
for a short time with respect to a subject which is only 
indirectly related to the pending question. 

Upon this day, Mr. President, throughout the Republic 
the people of America are paying tribute to the memory of 
the martyred Abraham Lincoln. Among those memories, 
probably the thought that is uppermost is the thought of 

. Lincoln as the Emancipator, and of his philosophy with 
respect to human liberty. 

I feel, it is fitting therefore, in order that I may in a 
measure translate his philosophy into the discussion of 
this Chamber to-day, that I should discuss briefly the ques- 
tion of convict labor and slave labor as they affect the im- 
ports into our country. 

The importation into the United States of products manu- 
factured wholly or in part by convict labor is condemned 
by the policy of our Government, and for at least 40 years 
our tariff acts have prohibited the entry of such products. 
The tariff act of 1930 broadened this policy of exclusion so 
as to prohibit in addition the importation, in certain cases, 
of the products of “forced” and “indentured” labor. 
Under the terms of the act, the new provisions do not take 
effect until January 1, 1932. The existing law is contained 
in section 307 of the tariff act of 1930, and reads as follows: 


All goods, wares, articles, and merchandise mined, produced or 
manufactured wholly or in part in any foreign country by con- 
vict iabor or/and forced labor or/and indentured labor under 
penal sanctions shall not be entitled to entry at any of the ports 
of the United States, and the importation thereof is hereby pro- 
hibited, and the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and di- 
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rected to prescribe such regulations as may be necessary for the 
enforcement of this provision. The provisions of this section relat- 
ing to goods, wares, articles, and merchandise mined, produced, or 
manufactured by forced labor or/and indentured labor, shall take 
effect on January 1, 1932; but in no case shall such provisions be 
applicable to goods, wares, articles, or merchandise so mined, 
produced, or manufactured which are not mined, produced, or 
manufactured in such quantities in the United States as to meet 
the consumptive demands of the United States. 

Forced labor,” as herein used, shall mean all work or service 
which is exacted from any person under the menace of any penalty 
for its nonperformance and for which the worker does not offer 
himself voluntarily. 

The new matter excluding products of forced and inden- 
tured labor was no doubt prompted chiefly by revelations 
of economic and labor conditions in Russia, although it has 
repeatedly been asserted that forced and indentured labor 
are employed in Czechoslovakia, in Sumatra, and in various 
other countries of the world. Since the enactment of the 
tariff act additional facts concerning labor conditions in 
Russia have come to the attention of the public and of the 
Government, and in this Congress a number of bills have 
been introduced in both the Senate and the House of Repre- 
sentatives seeking to make more effective the provisions of 
section 307, above referred to, to make the provisions relat- 
ing to forced and indentured labor operative at once or at 
an early date, and further to define the meaning of the 
phrases “forced labor and “indentured labor.” Still other 
bills provide embargoes against all importations from Russia. 

Since the emancipation proclamation the policy of our 
country has been one of universal freedom in labor. Our 
great achievements in industrial growth and our leading 
place in the commercial affairs of the world have largely 
been founded upon the idea of perfect freedom in employ- 
ment. By various laws Congress and the legislatures of the 
several States have sought to prevent the exploitation of 
those who toil. Social and welfare legislation occupies a 
prominent place in the program of legislative assemblies. 
Many States have enacted legislation prohibiting or restrict- 
ing the sale of goods produced by convict labor. By act of 
January 19, 1929, Congress removed the interstate character 
of convict-made goods, even though shipped across State 
boundaries, in order to permit the several States to regu- 
late or prohibit commerce in such articles within their 
borders. Section 307 of the act of 1930 and the correspond- 
ing sections of prior tariff acts were designed to protect 
American labor against importations of goods whose convict 
origin would make their sale illegal in many States if they 
were of domestic manufacture. 

I shall not here and now take the time to present extended 
arguments against the sale of goods produced by convict 
labor or against the importation into the United States of 


‘such goods. The objections to such importations are too 


obvious to require comment. It is worth while, however, to 
say that under our institutions the freedom to choose em- 
ployment is part of the inherent right of man. It is recog- 
nized and guaranteed by the Constitution of the United 
States. Our history has proved that such freedom is condu- 
cive to the happiness of those who labor, that it has raised 
our standards of living and resulted in improved industrial 
and economic conditions, and, without doubt, has elevated 
and strengthened our people in independence and citizen- 
ship. This right of absolute freedom of contract with re- 
spect to employment is distinctly an American principle. 

I do not, therefore, view section 307 of the act of 1930 
as merely an administrative provision of the tariff law. In 
the most substantial sense it is the declaration of principle 
by which the Congress of the United States seeks to protect 
American labor from a species of unfair competition from 
foreign countries, a species of competition that we do not 
tolerate in our own country. It could well have been 
enacted as a separate act. This aspect of the law makes it 
of paramount interest; and the question of its enforcement 
and application is of continuing public importance. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator suffer an 
interruption? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. STEIWER. I yield to the Senator. 
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Mr. KING. I was detained from the Senate and did not 
hear the opening statements of the Senator. Is he favoring 
a law prohibiting all imports from Russia? 

Mr. STEIWER. No, Mr. President. I will come to that 
more in detail later; but Iam not suggesting laying embar- 
goes against all importations from any country. 

Mr. KING. I was about to observe that if the Senator 
favored that it is pretty difficult to differentiate between the 
various groups and classes of people of Russia. As the Sena- 
tor knows, they have a communistic republic, or a congerie 
of republics; and all who live in the Soviet republics are sub- 
ject to the same laws and the same servitude, if we call any 
part of the activities of the people a condition of servitude. 

I see but little difference between the people along the 
Volga, the people living up in the timbered regions, and those 
living in Siberia. They are all amenable to the communistic 
rule. They are minutemen. They go where they are di- 
rected to go, and they engage generally in those employ- 
ments where the communist régime indicates that they shall 
labor. So I was going to say that it seems to me to be very 
difficult to draw the line of demarcation with respect to the 
goods which may be shipped out of Russia, and say, This is 
the product of indentured labor,” and This is the product 
of a free people.” 

Mr. STEIWER. I thank the Senator for his observations, 
and later in my remarks I shall make some allusion to the 
difficulties that already have been encountered by the Bureau 
of Customs in connection with this-matter. 

With what success is this law being enforced? It is a 
startling fact that customs officials do not appear to have 
been able to apply the law effectually. I am advised that 
for at least 25 years no shipments of foreign goods have been 
excluded upon the ground that they were produced in whole 
or in part by convict labor. Recent feeble and ineffectual 
efforts for its enforcement have thus far resulted in a net 
record of complete defeat of the efforts of the Government to 
protect its citizens from the unfair competition of convict- 
made importations. Certain criticisms have been directed 
against the Treasury Department for its failure in this re- 
gard. I am not yet prepared to acquit the Treasury entirely 
for this failure; but I desire at this time to point out that 
Congress is in no position to criticize the Treasury or the 
Bureau of Customs until an inquiry is first made with respect 
to the sufficiency of the law which Congress has enacted. It 
is certain that the definition of “ forced labor ” contained in 
the law is far from satisfactory, and the phrase “ indentured 
labor” is not defined at all. These terms are not as specific 
and definite as the term “convict labor,” and it is obvious 
that if the law can not in its present state be effectively en- 
forced against importations of goods produced by convict 
labor, there is little hope of protection to American labor and 
industry against importations of goods produced by forced 
and indentured labor when the provisions relating thereto 
take effect on January 1, 1932. A fundamental difficulty 
which has arisen is the necessity, under the present act as it 
is interpreted by the Treasury, of identifying a specific 
importation as convict made. A moment’s reflection shows 
the impossibility of effective enforcement under such cir- 
cumstances. 

The evil consequences of the failure to provide adequate 
means of enforcement can not be too strongly emphasized. 
American standards can not be maintained, and free Amer- 
ican labor can not be employed, if the Government of the 
United States fails to provide protection against importa- 
tion of commodities produced by slaves and convicts. This 
is essentially true because such articles and commodities are 
produced without the normal labor costs. They will dis- 
place our commodities and deprive us of every advantage 
which we have won by superior workmanship and improved 
methods of manufacture, and by the employment of Amer- 
ican capital and skill. 

Let me review the experiences had by the lumber indus- 
try in its effort to secure the protection of section 307 of 
the tariff act of 1930 against importation of convict-made 
lumber from Russia. I will limit myself to this one illus- 


tration because the development of the use of convict and 
forced labor in the Russian timber industry is probably 
greater than in other industry and because also it is found 
in an industry with which I am quite familiar. The sub- 
ject, however, is of greatest interest to those engaged in 
producing wheat, coal, and other commodities. 

General information concerning the use of convict labor 
in the Russian timber industry first came to my attention 
in 1929. In the early part of 1930 the National Lumber 
Manufacturers’ Association took the matter up informally 
with the Bureau of Customs, and during the spring of 1930 
certain additional information was obtained by that bureau 
concerning labor conditions in the Russian lumber indus- 
try. In July, 1930, the Treasury detained two cargoes of 
lumber from entry. Subsequently the cargoes were re- 
leased and entry permitted, the department stating that 
although they had general information concerning the use 
of convicts in northern Russia, they had no proof that the 
particular cargoes detained were manufactured by convicts. 

On July 25, 1930, on the basis of additional information, 
a general order was sent to all collectors of customs direct- 
ing them to withhold from entry all pulpwood imported 
from Russia. Public hearings on protests against this order 
were held on July 31 and August 1, at which it was con- 
tended successfully by the importers that the particular 
cargoes detained were not produced by convicts. The car- 
goes were then released and the exclusion order revoked. 
I am informed that the Treasury had in its possession proof 
that the cargoes detained had been handled and loaded by 
convicts, but had no evidence that they were manufactured 
by convicts. The Treasury declared that the law, section 
307, prohibited imports of articles manufactured by convicts 
but did not apply to the use of convict labor in handling or 
loading. 

On November 24, 1930, the Treasury published a new regu- 
lation providing that when investigation indicated the use of 
convict labor in an industry in any country, findings to that 
effect would be published, and thereafter importation of the 
class of articles covered by the finding coming from the 
region indicated would be prohibited from entry until the 
importer had established by a preponderance of evidence 
that the particular importation offered for entry was not 
produced by convicts. On the day following the issuance 
of this regulation, the lumber industry of the United States, 
through its national association petitioned for the finding 
as contemplated in the regulation just issued. On Novem- 
ber 25 I wrote to the Secretary of the Treasury urging 
prompt action on this petition. No acknowledgment of this 
letter was received from the Treasury until December 5. 
Accordingly, in the meantime I introduced Senate Resolu- 
tion 351 requesting that the finding be made; this resolu- 
tion was permitted to go over under the rule and has never 
been acted upon by the Senate. Finally, on February 10, 
1931, a finding was published by the Treasury covering all 
pulpwood and lumber produced in four named areas which 
include practically all of north Russia. It appears that the 
long delay and uncertainty of the Treasury Department as 
to its course of action was due to various causes: 

First. Section 307 does not include transportation, loading. 
and handling; 

Second. The Treasury is unable to prove that an individual 
importation of lumber is the product of convict labor; 

Third. It is unable to use in formal proceedings the infor- 
mation applied by customs agents and other officers of the 
Government from which they know to a moral certainty 
that convict labor is used throughout the Russian lumber 
industry; and 

Fourth. It has been subjected to constant pressure not to 
take action by interests who fear that such action would 
interfere with our export trade with Russia. 

The finding referred to is as follows: 


To Collectors of Customs and Others Concerned: 


Upon the evidence which has been presented to me, I have 
and hereby find, in pursuance of Decision 
44385, of November 24, 1930, that convict labor is used in the 
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production of lumber and pulpwood in the following localities in 
European Russia: 

Kola Peninsula (including Murman coast), Karelian Autono- 
mous, Soviet Sotialistic Republics, northern area, and Zyryan 
(Komi) autonomous area. . 

Therefore, on and after the date of the publication of this find- 
ing, collectors of customs will require compliance with the regula- 
tions published as Treasury Decision 44385 upon the importation 
of lumber or pulpwood originating in the localities specified above, 
or articles manufactured or produced in other localities from such 
lumber or pulpwood. 

F. X. A. EBLE, 
Commissioner of Customs. 

Approved, 

A. W. MELLON, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


A governmental finding made after investigation that con- 
vict labor is employed in north Russia cught to be conclu- 
sive, but if there is doubt in anyone’s mind whether, in fact, 
convict and forced labor are being used throughout the 
Russian lumber industry resort can be had to laws, decrees, 
and news items relating to that subject which have appeared 
and are daily appearing in the official Soviet press. I quote 
from article 61 of the criminal code of the Russian Socialist 
Federated Soviet Republic as amended on June 28, 1930: 


Refusal to do forced service, national tasks, or work of national 
importance: For first offense, a fine im by the pertinent 
government organ up to five times the value of the imposed task, 
compulsory service or labor; for second offense, imprisonment or 
compulsory labor for a period not exceeding one year. For the 
same acts committed in conspiracy by a group of persons, accom- 
panied by active resistance to the government organ in charge of 
the forced service, tasks, or work, imprisonment not exceeding two 
years with confiscation of the whole or part of property, with or 
without banishment from locality. 


I quote also from the Moscow Economic Life, an official 
publication, of December 10, 1929: 


SvervLovskK, December 8, 1929.—The Ural oblast committee has 
resolved, in view of the shortage of labor, to mobilize in the oblast 
10,000 Communist Youth Unionists to help in the timber-cutting 
operations, This mobilization is to be completed by February 1, 
1930. 


I quote also from an advertisement in the Moscow paper, 
For Industrialization, of September 20, 1930: 


Ivan Vasilievitch Guskov has deserted from work. All organiza- 
tions, institutions, and persons knowing the whereabouts of citi- 
zen Guskov are requested to give information to the Middle Volga 
Timber Trust, Samara, Chapaevskaya Street, No. 232. 


I quote also from the For Industrialization of September 
26, 1930: 


In the western oblast the timber-floating operations are taking 
place under the control of shock brigades. 


I quote also from the Moscow Pravda of September 27, 
1930: 


STALINGRAD, September 26.—The Praesidium of the City Soviet 
has declared compulsory labor services from September 24 up to 
the end of the unloading work. In the first 10 days of September 
discharging work has become worse; instead of 105,000 logs only 
94,760 logs have been unloaded. 


I quote also from the For Industralization of October 2, 
1930: 


* ©* * Energetic measures are being adopted for improve- 
ing the prevailing situation. A broad mobilization of the laborers 
of the sawmills, or collective farm workers, of bedniaks, and farm 
laborers, is being carried on with a view to supplying man power 
to the timber-floating operations. 


I quote also from the Moscow Izvestia of October 7, 1930: 


The central committee of the Communist Union of Youth has 
resolved to bind all committees and germ cells of the union in 
timber-floating regions, particularly in regions where the timber 
must be immediately taken from the water, to organize detach- 
ments, battalions, collective groups, and brigades of members of the 
Communist Unions of Youth who are not occupied in the cities 
and villages, and to use them until the end of the timber-floating 
operations for taking the timber out of the water. 


I quote also from the Pravda of October 9, 1930: 


LENINGRAD, October 8, 1930-—* * * The regional executive 
committees and the village soviets have made very poor use of the 
compulsory labor law and are not applying sufficient measures of 
coercion with respect to those who do not report for work. 


I quote also from the Pravda of October 19, 1930: 


ARCHANGEL, October 18—* * * The public prosecutor of the 
territory as well as the courts are adopting rigorous measures for 
intensifying the punitive policy in respect of kulaks who are 
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maliciously evading participation in the timber-floating opera- 
tions. * * * Thus, for instance, the kulak Ilyin, who refused to 
take part in the timber-floating operations and who induced a 

p of raftsmen to follow his example, was sentenced by the 
Barcondt rayon court only to a fine of 200 rubles. The kulak 
Vereschchagin was sentenced to three months at forced labor, 
with a deduction of 50 per cent from his wages for having refused 
to participate in the timber floating. 


I quote also from the official telegraphic news service of 
Russia, Rosta, date of October 21: 


ARCHANGEL, October 21 (Rosta).—The labor mobilization, de- 
clared by the regional executive committee for floating operations, 
is taking place successfully. Individual villages are sending 400 
to 500 raftsmen for floating work. The peasants of many villages 
have shown an example of exceptional conscientiousness. In the 
Vinogradov region, 720 peasants of the Pavlina village voluntarily 
turned out for floating operations. Some economists and oppor- 
tunists met the labor mobilization with great dissatisfaction. The 
manager of the Goginsk timber camp sent 100 mobilized men back 
to their homes. The brainless persons and saboteurs have been 
turned over to the court. 


I quote also from the Pravda of October 27, 1930: 


+ + œ As a result of the misunderstanding in the matter of 
labor man power, the kulaks now and then succeed in escaping 
from the timber procurement and floating operations. 


The significance of the foregoing material is immediately 
apparent when one reflects that article 61 of the Criminal 
Code provides penalties for refusal to do forced service, na- 
tional tasks, or work of national importance, and that re- 
peated announcements in the official Government publications 
disclose that these penalties are actually being enforced; 
and they disclose further that the “brainless ones” are 
punished and only a few escape. 

Forced labor is a mild term to use for labor working under 
such conditions in the lumber industry in Russia. The labor 
may be voluntary in the sense that the peasants are more 
willing to perform the allotted and required work than risk 
the consequences of nonperformance; but to describe such 
labor as in fact voluntary is a perversion of terms. In 
many respects labor performed under such circumstances is 
downright slavery, with the difference that in the past five 
centuries in most of the slave countries of the globe those in 
bondage have been more generously treated than are these 
“free” peasants of Russia. 

I have here an original affidavit from a convict who es- 
caped from a Russian timber camp. I have deleted the name 
and shall read only certain passages: 


On September 15, 1929, I was arrested in Odessa by the G. P, U. 
for agitating—not against the Soviet Government, but against the 
tactics pursued by said Government. After my arrest I never re- 
ceived a hearing before any court, and after serving three months 
in prison I was sent to the Solvoki concentration camp. 

* 7 . J 


. * * 5 


Uslon is a separate federation under the administration of the 
G. P. U. Each concentration camp is divided up into departments, 
and in each of these departments there are 50,000 prisoners, Each 
department has a chief, appointed by the G. P. U., and an admin- 
istrative staff. For example, in Solvoki (Solowetzki) there are eight 
departments with 50,000 prisoners in each. making a total of 
400,000 prisoners. All eight of the departments come under the 
chief of the Solvoki concentration camp, with headquarters at the 
port of Kem. 

. * . J * 0 * 

The only money in circulation in these camps is scrip money 
made by the G. P. U. A photostat copy of this money is herewith 
attached, also a translation of the Russian wording on said scrip 
money. (Please note the word “convict” as it appears on the 
scrip. The original money has been turned over to the Fish con- 
gressional committee.) This money is not given to the prisoners 
for their labor, It is given to them to replace any money that the 
prisoners may have on them when they arrive at the prison and 
for any money which they may receive from friends or relatives 
while they are in prison. Prisoners receive no pay whatsoever for 
their labor. 


I might observe in connection with that statement that 
this affidavit was taken in New York. It was translated into 
English and signed in its present form. I hold the original 
in my hand. The man who made the affidavit was later 
brought before the Fish committee, and there gave his 
testimony. 

I read one further excerpt from his affidavit: 

The prisoners that were physically perfect and accustomed to 
hard work would cut their allotment of logs in from 16 to 18 


hours, but many prisoners were unable to cut that number and 
were severely punished. They were cudgeled and sometimes even 
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killed with clubs by the guards, and were given no food on their 
return to the prison camp. As another punishment they were 
sometimes stripped of their clothing, forced to stand on a stump 
in a prison camp yard in the most extreme cold weather until 
they dropped because of the cold. Any prisoner who refused to 
work was shot on the spot. This is in pursuance of a routine 
order, which was known to all convicts. In February, 1930, there 
were three prisoners, peasants, who tried to escape, and in March, 
1930, two former Army officers also tried to escape; all five were 
shot. 


That is one affidavit. But the case is not based on one 
affidavit. I have photostatic copies of a number of others 
in my possession from which I shall read some extracts: 


NO, 2 


I was sentenced to 10 years’ imprisonment on Solovetsky Is- 
lands. Immediately I was sent with a group of 200 others to 
Kem and from there to Vonga. At this point was a concentra- 
tion camp for prisoners and at that time included about seven 
or eight barracks and probably about a thousand prisoners. After 
spending a day at Vonga we were sent in small groups to another 
camp in the woods about 12 kilometers north of Vonga, where I 
remained until the end of April. This was one of the camps 
scattered all throughout the woods of this part of Karelia. Dur- 
ing our stay there we were engaged in cutting trees and branches 
from felled logs and gathering the logs together in piles of 10 
each. * + * After the logs had been piled we had to drag 
them on sledges to the roadway whence they were dragged by 
horses to the shore of the White Sea. At the end of April the 
prison camps were moved to the White Sea and we were put at 
work floating and rafting the logs. 800 far as I know 
there was no free labor employed in these districts. 

NO. 3 


* + œ I was arrested with 231 others from my town and 
charged with counterrevolutionary activities. * I was 
sentenced to eight years’ imprisonment. After receiving my 
sentence I was sent to the north of Russia. * * * The large 
trees which we cut during this period were floated on the River 
Lusa, which flows into the Dwina and down to Archangel. e 
I can not estimate the number of convicts engaged in this work 
those I came in contact with were all convicts and were working 
over an area of many hundreds of square miles. I was told by 
others that there were between 27,000 and 37,000 altogether 
working in this region. About March 20, 1930, we were sent to 
Archangel. * * * During the time I was in Archangel I ob- 
served no labor being employed other than convict labor, except 
that the higher officials—the foremen were free men. This state- 
ment applies not only to the loading operations but to all work 
done in the pulp yards and the timber mills which I had an 
opportunity to observe. 

NO. 4 


„*I Iwas handed a slip stating that I had been sentenced 
to five years at convict labor and five years exile thereafter. At 
this time about 500 others were also sentenced and we were all 
taken to the north to work in the woods. The convoy with which 
I was sent included 137 men and was taken by rail to Parantola 
on the Murmansk Railway and from there we walked about 75 
kilometers north and slightly west to a camp in the forest. 
Here there were two barracks with about 1,000 prisoners, all of 
whom were engaged in cutting, trimming, hauling, barking, and 
piling logs. In this same region there were about 4,000 convicts 
working. 

NO. 5 


„** © I was sentenced to five years’ imprisonment and sent 
to Saratov where I worked in a sawmill. * * From this 
place about 1,600 of us were sent to Archangel during the first 
part of May, 1930. In Archangel we lived in Camp No. 2 where 
I was engaged in peeling bark from pulpwood bolts. During all 
the time I was in el I observed that all labor being per- 
formed in and about the timber mills and pulp yards was done 
by men working under guards and living under the same condi- 
tions as myself. 

NO 6 

* * * In July, 1927, I was sentenced to three years at 
convict labor. I was immediately sent to the prison concentra- 
tion camp at Kem with about 200 others. We were then sent on 
by rail about 350 kilometers to the north. * * * Here we 
lived in some old buildings and railway cars and for the next 
two months we were kept at hard work floating logs to the saw- 
mill at Kandalahti, where I was then sent. * * * We ar- 
rived at Archangel on April 8, 1930. Here I was no longer a 
prisoner because my sentence had expired but I was required to 
report to the police at least once weekly. In the mills which I 
saw both free, exile, and convict labor was employed. Specifi- 
cally, in mills Nos, 4, 5, and 6 convict labor was employed. While 
exiles were free to live in and around and received 
pay for their work, the convicts were not paid and lived in pris- 
on camps surrounded by barbed wire and guarded by armed 
watchmen. There was one large concentration camp near the 
railway station across the river from Archangel which had sev- 
eral thousand prisoners, another large camp at Kotlas, and many 
others both above and below Archangel. * * * I noticed in 
traveling back to Vologda from Archangel that at every station 
where logging operations were conducted there were also convict 
camps surrounded by barbed wire and guarded by armed watch- 


men and that these convicts were used in woods labor. At many 
places there were also large camps of exiles who, however, were 
not guarded but lived in what looked like separate villages com- 
posed of many rows of sod huts. 


NO. 7 

I was sentenced to 10 years’ imprisonment. * * + 
In early May, 1930, we were sent by rail to Archangel, where I 
lived in camp No. 2 in a barrack with about 400 other convicts. 
While here I was engaged in peeling bark from pulpwood bolts, 
in piling logs, and also loading cars and ships with timber and 
pulpwood. During all my work in Archangel I observed no other 
labor than that performed by convicts, either inside or outside 
the timber mills. 

These quotations are selected from affidavits of the same 
general tenor and kind as an accumulation of several hun- 
dred procured by American agents in the countries sur- 
rounding the Russian timber area and now in the posses- 
sion of the Treasury of the United States, and, I am told 
unofficially, also in the possession of the State Department. 

Additional affidavits from escaped convicts almost to any 
number desired can readily be procured. I am advised by 
a responsible man who has just returned to this country 
after an investigation of this question in Europe that if it 
is necessary, or if the evidence already collected is not 
sufficiently convincing, he can personally conduct any Gov- 
ernment official who may be assigned to such task to at 
least 200 men who have escaped from convict camps in the 
Russian timber region. The fact of the employment of 
convict and forced labor is thus abundantly proved; it is 
practically admitted in official soviet publications, and it is 
now determined and found by official finding of the United 
States Treasury. 

But it is being said that the United States need not fear 
any considerable increase in lumber importations from 
Russia; and that the present volume of such importations 
is too small to be hurtful to our industry or to take employ- 
ment from American labor. It is true that importations 
have up to now not been large, but no correct conclusion 
can be drawn with relation to this subject without some 
examination of the facts. 

Prior to the war Russia led the nations of the world in 
exports of lumber and wood products. Immediately fol- 
lowing the war Russia was so demoralized economically 
that for several years there was no lumber for export. But 
in the past five years a most radical change has taken place 
in the Russian export situation. 

Lumber exports from Russia in feet, board measure, for 
the years 1926 to 1930, inclusive, were as follows: 1926, 
640,000,000; 1927, 892,000,000; 1928, 1,120,000,000; 1929, 
1,658,000,000; 1930, 2,200,000,000. The most significant devel- 
opment is shown by imports of Russian lumber into the Brit- 
ish market. The importations for the last five years are as 
follows: 1926, 436,000,000 board feet; 1927, 690,000,000 board 
feet; 1928, 740,000,000 board feet; 1929, 1,034,000,000 board 
feet; 1930, 1,100,000,000 board feet. These figures show ade- 
quately the capacity for expansion which exists in Russia. 

The next important question relates to the conditions on 
which this expansion of the Russian lumber industry is 
based. The answer to this question should determine the 
possibilities, if not the probabilities, of danger to the Amer- 
ican lumber industry. 

The Soviet Government has acquired without cost and 
now owns a forest area comprising more than 2,000,000,000 
acres—an area greater than the entire continental United 
States. It is asserted that this area includes more than one- 
half of all the softwood timber in the world. These tre- 
mendous forests have been acquired by them without ex- 
pense; they are not burdened with the heavy carrying charges 
which fall on forest owners in the United States and other 
forested countries due to the necessity of providing adequate 
protection against fire and other hazards. I need not elab- 
orate on the fact that they are also tax free. 

The Soviet Government has also acquired, through the 
confiscation of private property, the entire plant and equip- 
ment of private owners engaged in forest operations before 
the war. These plants were then sufficient to place a volume 
of over two and one-half billion feet of lumber in the export 
market after taking care of all domestic demands. The 
present government is adding to existing plant capacity at a 
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rapid rate; the expansion costs are really the only money 
cost chargeable to their lumber production. 

The Soviet Government is using, as I believe I have already 
demonstrated, immense numbers of convicts and slave labor- 
ers in their timber production. Official soviet sources, ac- 
cording to information I have, have admitted the employ- 
ment at labor of 137,000 convicts in 1927 and 261,000 
convicts in 1928. Walter Duranty, Moscow correspondent of 
the New York Times, asserts that there are now a million 
people in the “northern concentration camps” which I am 
told is a polite name for “ prison.” 

For transportation the Soviet Government has its own 
railroads and the tremendous river systems of north Russia. 
It is able to make much more advantageous use of its rivers 
than is customarily true because it is a matter of relatively 
slight concern whether it takes 1, 2, or 3 years for the 
logs to arrive at the mills, so long as the log supply ar- 
riving is sufficient for current needs. They need not con- 
cern themselves greatly about interest on investment nor 
the losses due to broken rafts and “sinkers” (the logs 
which become water-soaked and sink). 

With these advantages in production it is not surprising 
that their most direct competitors in the European lumber 
market—the Finns and the Swedes—who are perhaps the 
most efficient operators in the world, have been unable to 
compete. From year to year the market for woods from 
countries other than Russia has grown smaller to the extent 
that Russia has increased its exports. As the quantities 
of Russian lumber entering world markets increased and 
more difficulty was encountered in disposing of Russian 
stocks, prices were dropped. Within the past two months 
a group of British timber merchants, forced by the neces- 
sity of avoiding something worse, have concluded a contract 
under which they agree to buy from Russia during 1931 
a quantity of lumber totaling about 1,200,000,000 feet for 
sale in Great Britain, and to take over unsold Russian 
stocks in the country which are estimated to total between 
240,000,000 and 300,000,000 feet. The price fixed is so low 
that it is literally almost impossible to make a sale of 
Finnish or Swedish lumber eyen in grades and sizes not 
readily available from Russia. The timber industries of 
these two countries are faced with bankruptcy. - 

But now Russian sales to the European trade have reached 
the saturation point. Difficulties in disposing of the in- 
creased volume of lumber available during the past two 
years have demonstrated the necessity of finding new mar- 
kets. It is now their announced plan to make the United 
States market their next objective. The Moscow Soviet 
Trade, official organ of the Soviet Commissariat of Trade, 
on July 11, 1929, asserted: 

The successes on the basic markets are not sufficient, and we 
should gradually expand the field of our export activity by means 
of conquering new markets, particularly of such large markets as 
the United States, the annual capacity of which is about 15,000,000 
standards (30,000,000,000 board feet); in other words, three and 
one-half times larger than the total imports of sawn goods by the 
whole of Europe. 


And again on November 20, 1929: 


That market (the United States), with its enormous annual 
capacity of 15,000,000 standards, should become in the course of 
the next few years one of the large consumers of our timber; this 
should be made the most urgent task of our export trade, for the 
expansion of which new markets must be conquered. 

What stands in the way of this publicly announced plan 
to invade the American market? Competition from Amer- 
ican producers? There can be no competition against 
lumber produced by convict and slave labor in confiscated 
mills from free raw materials. Tariff barriers? The exist- 
ing tariff rate is so small as to be quite useless against this 
competition, and it is difficult to conceive of a rate high 
enough to be effective. Transportation charges? The 
water rate from the Russian timber mills on the White Sea 
to the vast markets of New England and New York is lower 

: than the corresponding rate from Oregon to Washington, 
and far less than the rail rate paid by the southern pine 
lumber which goes into that market. In fact, nothing 
stands in the way of the Russian plans. The quantity of 
lumber which Russia may put into this market has been 
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and is a matter of choice, and will be decided by them ac- 
cording to their own best interests. 

Until the present time it has been their choice, and quite 
logically so, to conquer first the markets which were ready 
at hand—that is, the markets of Europe and Great Britain— 
and this they have now done. They first sent lumber to 
the United States in 1927, but the total was only three 
cargoes—less than 10,000,000 feet. In 1928 six cargoes total- 
ing about 24,000,000 feet were entered. In 1929 there were 
obvious reasons for failing to increase materially their ship- 
ments to this country aside from the fact that they were 
able to dispose of their exports readily in Europe. Rapid 
increase in exports to this country at that time would have 
given material support to the plea for a duty on lumber then 
being asked by the American lumber industry. = 

In 1930 there was continued agitation for the enforcement 
against Russia of the provisions of section 307 of the tariff 
act, which undoubtedly restrained them. In fact, it was at 
that time asserted that several cargoes of lumber destined 
for the United States were redirected to Belgium after hav- 
ing started for the United States. Yet, in the face of this 
agitation, Russia increased its lumber exports to the United 
States from 37,000,000 feet in 1929 to 71,000,000 feet in 1930. 

As to probable imports of Russian lumber in 1931, it is 
impossible to make an estimate. The, total may be more 
or less than 1930; the total may be 50,000,000 feet, and it 
may be 500,000,000 feet; both figures are equally possible. 
The answer does not rest with us but with the Soviet Gov- 
ernment and will be determined not in accordance with our 
needs or desires but according to their estimate of the 
amount that may be safely disposed of in this market. 
If the Congress of the United States and the Treasury 
Department fail to give adequate protection against the 
products of slave labor, it will be a direct invitation to them 
to proceed without fear. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator suffer an 
interruption? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Oregon yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. STEIWER. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. KING. As I recall, the total consumption of lumber 
sn timber in the United States amounts to several billion 
eet. 

Mr. STEIWER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. KING. And the imports from Russia, as I understood 
the Senator, are considerably less than a hundred million 
feet. 

Mr. STEIWER. That is right. 

Mr. KING. That is a very small percentage of the con- 
sumption in the United States. 

The Senator is aware, I presume, that our exports to 
Russia are three or four times as great in value as our im- 
ports from Russia, so that if we should place an embargo 
upon Russian imports we would lose more, perhaps, than 
Russia would lose. Is not that true? i 

Mr. STEIWER. No, Mr. President, I wish I could conclude 
that the Senator is right. 

Mr. KING. At any rate we are exporting to Russia very 
much more than Russia is exporting to the United States. 

Mr. STEIWER. Oh, yes. Russia’s shipments to this coun- 
try last year were valued at something less than $30,000,000, 
while our shipments to Russia were valued at nearly $130,- 
000,000; but there are some sinister features to that com- 
merce with Russia. The greater part of our shipments, or 
at least a great part of our total outgoing commerce with 
Russia, is machinery which the Russians are buying in this 
country on credit and which they are setting up in their own 
land to enable them to compete further with American pro- 
ducers in fields in which we heretofore have been supreme. 

Mr. KING. Will the Senator yield further? 

Mr. STEIWER. I will yield in just a moment. I want to 
remind the Senator that at no time in my remarks to-day 
have I suggested an embargo upon Russian goods. I seek, 
as will be presently shown, only to restrain the importation 
of goods to this country that are convict tainted or slave 
tainted. 
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I should add that the total importations of lumber from 
Russia last year and the total importations of wood pulp, 
the two combined, were scarcely two and a half million 
dollars in value as against their aggregate shipments to us 
of something like $30,000,000; and it is difficult to conceive 
that our foreign trade with Russia would be seriously im- 
paired if we merely apply a rule which would cut out two and 
one-half million dollars of goods in a total trade which 
amounts both ways to $160,000,000. 

Mr. President, we have refused to recognize Russia. The 
action that we might take now with respect to protecting 
our people against alien goods that are of such a character 
that they can not be sold in the United States, were they 
domestically produced, would be trivial compared with our 
action heretofore in failing to recognize Russia; and nobody 
can believe that the people of Russia are trading with us 
because of love or affection for the American people. They 
buy here because they can buy more advantageously here, 
and if we shall protect our American labor against slave 
goods and convict goods I believe that the Russian people 
will still buy here if they can buy here more advantageously 
than they can buy elsewhere in the world. So I am not at 
all alarmed by the suggestion that seems to be implied in the 
question of the Senator from Utah, and I am sure that if he 
will analyze the figures, as I have recently done, he will come 
to the same conclusion. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield further? 

Mr. STEIWER. I yield. 

Mr. KING. May I say to the Senator that I do not think 
the United States, with all of our professions of altruism 
and humanitarianism, trade with other nations because of 
any particular love for them; we trade with other nations 
because we believe that we will make a profit? 

I will say further to the Senator, if I may, that our exports 
in 1929 amounted to $5,269,000,000 and our imports to 
$4,470,000,000. Our exports were almost $1,000,000,000 in 
excess of our imports. Does not the Senator think that we 
benefit by exporting our surplus products? 

I should like to ask one other question if I may be per- 
mitted to do so. Is it not a fact that the depression which 
to-day overshadows our land is in part traceable to the fall- 
ing off of our exports, particularly our exports to Canada, 
which in 1929 bought nearly $950,000,000 worth of our prod- 
ucts, and to Great Britain, which during the same year pur- 
chased more than $860,000,000 worth of our products? Does 
not the Senator think if we now had the same outfiow of our 
domestic products as then that the depression which is now 
overshadowing our ee would not be quite so severe and 
intense as it is? 

Mr. STEIWER. The answer to the Senator’s question 
might be better understood if we will first reflect that our 
total buying power or consuming power in our domestic mar- 
kets when times are reasonably good is something like 
$90,000,000,000, and that the total of our foreign trade, if 

we count both exports and imports, when conditions are 
normal is something like $9,000,000,000. As against this 
aggregate total of $100,000,000,000 there is not so much in- 
volved when we are talking about the importation of Russian 
lumber and Russian pulpwood, the total value of which is 
only two and a half million dollars. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. STEIWER. I yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. I want to call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact also that the conditions in the world are quite different 
‘this year from what they were during the year preceding. 
The people of foreign nations have not purchased the usual 
quantity of goods; they have not been able to purchase them, 
just as the American people, passing through the present 
period of depression, are not purchasing or using the quan- 
tity of goods that they did a year ago. The condition is 
world-wide, and, of course, under such conditions existing in 
the world our exportations can not be what they were during 
the year preceding. 
` Mr. STEIWER. That is true, and I thank ni Senator for 
that observation. 
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Mr. President, I wish to say further, in answer to the 
question that was asked me a moment ago by the junior 
Senator from Utah, that I have no desire, of course, to 
break down American foreign commerce. No Member of 
this body would desire to break down our foreign commerce. 
I do not apprehend, however, that any action we might take 
with respect to the protection of free American labor is 
going to contribute substantially toward the breaking down 
of that foreign commerce. I think economic laws will still 
obtain, and that we will still be able to operate almost on 
the same basis as we are now operating; but, Mr. President, 
if I knew this measure taken for the protection of free 
American labor would definitely reduce our commerce with 
Russia and with other nations of the world, and that such 
reduction in trade was the price which we were bound to 
pay for the protection of the free labor of America, I would 
willingly pay that price before I would submit the American 
people to unfair competition from slaves and from convicts 
abroad and see brought into our country great volumes of 
goods which are ultimately bound to bredk down American 
standards, not only standards of living but standards of 
citizenship, and which would result, in the long run, in 
undermining those principles of freedom of employment 
which we hold so dear in this country. 

Mr. President, our American industries can not endure 
against the competition of convict and slave labor on any 
such augmented scale as is obviously contemplated by the 
Soviet Union. With such labor the Soviet Government has 
within its hands the power completely to destroy the Ameri- 
can lumber industry, to make impossible the payment of 
reasonable wages, and to make the possibilities of reforesta- 
tion—the growing of timber for profit—a childish dream. 

American industries are already suffering from a most 
serious business depression, with serious losses both of 
domestic and foreign markets; with depressions in prices, 
which have resulted in the unemployment of tens of thou- 
sands of American citizens in the lumber sections of the 
West and the South. The paralysis of prices is made worse 
by the ever-present menace of Russian importations. The 
importation of a thousand feet of Russian lumber in the 
face of the known facts concerning the use of convict and 
slave labor in that country does more than deprive an 
American firm of a sale; it constitutes a notice to the Ameri- 
can lumber industry that the standards on which their 
industry is based, on which their investments were made, 
their business built, and their labor paid will not be pro- 
tected; and that in the future they may exist only if they 
can meet on even terms the competition of slave labor. 

As a reasonable indication of the present state of the 
American lumber industry I ask leave, Mr. President, to have 
printed in my remarks at this point a table showing average 
wholesale mill prices received by west coast lumber manu- 
facturers in dollars per thousand feet during the past 20 
months. The figures exhibited in the table show a steady 
and almost constant decline for the 20 months last past, 
with a total price drop of approximately $5 per thousand, 
and with a decidedly lower market level at this time than 
obtained in this country at the time of the enactment of the 
tariff act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
table will be printed in the RECORD. 

The table referred to is as follows: 

Average prices received by west coast lumber manufactures 
. nn dollars per 1,000 feet) 
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Mr. STEIWER. Mr. President, the widespread employ- 
ment of convict and slave labor in Russia in producing 
articles destined for shipment to the United States is a 
definite threat against the maintenance of free labor in this 
country; and it is my opinion that Congress will fail to 
discharge one of its most sacred functions if it fails to give 
complete protection to the workers of this country against 
the labor system which prevails in Russia. 

In the United States a workman can work where and when 
he wishes, and can choose his occupation and his place of 
employment freely. This is the essence of freedom as con- 
trasted with slavery. In Russia there is no free-labor mar- 
ket. Work can be secured only through constituted govern- 
ment labor bureaus under such conditions as they may 
prescribe; the worker must register with such bureaus and 
accept the work offered him. 

In the United States the worker may live as and where 
he pleases, and under such conditions as his means permit; 
he may refuse to work if living conditions or working con- 
ditions are unsuitable. In Russia the employer fixes the 
place of residence and the quarters. The worker may be 
transferred from plant to plant or from task to task at the 
will of the employer. The employer is the state, and the 
interests to be served are those of the state and not those 
of the worker. 

In the United States, if the worker is dissatisfied, he may 
leave his work and seek employment elsewhere. In Russia, 
desertion from work is a crime, and is treated accordingly. 
By refusing to perform allotted tasks, a worker loses his 
right to seek work, or is permitted to work only at occupa- 
tions and in places where, because of harsh conditions, it 
is impossible to secure labor which is termed free labor. 

In the United States the worker is protected by his trade- 
union and his right to strike is protected by law. In 
Russia the right to strike is refused, and the worker is not 
protected by his trade-union, which is an organ of the 
state and not of the worker. 

In the United States the worker may eat what he wishes 
and purchase food according to his own will and ability to 
pay. In Russia he can procure food and clothing for him- 
self and family only by means of cards procured from his 
employer—the state—which permit him to buy only limited 
quantities of foods and clothing. 

A host of such comparisons may be drawn. A compila- 
tion of laws and regulations issued by the Soviet Govern- 
ment to put into effect their system of slave labor would 
fill volumes. But there is no need for such compilation 
here. The examples I have given are adequate to show that 
in Russia labor is an essential but inert part of the mecha- 
nism of the state, to be used, moved, and treated as the 
interests of the state dictate. 

In an effort to deal with the problem which I am dis- 
cussing, certain bills were introduced in this session of the 
Seventy-first Congress by my colleague and myself. The 
bill which I introduced was S. 5370; and subsequently Con- 
gressman KENDALL introduced H. R. 15927, which is a bill 
practically identical with S. 5370. Still subsequently Mr. 
KxNDALL introduced a revised bill, which is H. R. 16517. 
Hearings were held before the House Committee on Ways 
and Means, and upon February 11, 1931, that committee 
reported favorably, with amendments, the House bill—the 
revised bill. 

Referring to this amended bill it changes existing law in 
three respects. 

In the first place, it moves the effective date from Jan- 
uary 1, 1932, up to April 1, 1931, with respect to indentured 
and forced labor. 

In the second place, it provides an inhibition against 
goods that are handled, transported, loaded, or unloaded ” 
by convict or indentured labor, in addition to the prior in- 
hibitions against goods which were mined, manufactured, 
or produced by such labor. Still in addition to these 
amendments is a third, which is possibly more important 
than either one; namely, a provision that in any formal 
proceeding in the enforcement of the act, depositions of 
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officers of the Government and agents of the Treasury may 
be received in evidence. 

This proposal is most important on account of the dif- 
ficulty which the Treasury has so far experienced in prov- 
ing the convict-made character of the goods with which it 
was dealing. 

The amended bill, as so reported, reads as follows: 

That all goods, wares, articles, and merchandise mined, pro- 
duced, manufactured, „ handled, loaded, or unloaded, 
wholly or in part, in any foreign country by convict labor, or/and 
forced labor, or/and indentured labor under penal sanctions, shall 
not be entitled to entry at any of the ports of the United States, 


and the importation thereof is hereby prohibited, and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is authorized 


, handled, loaded, or unloaded 
which are not mined, produced, or manufactured in such quan- 
tities In the United States as to meet the consumptive demands 
of the United States, 

“Forced labor,” as herein used, shall mean all work or service 
which is exacted from any person under the menace of any pen- 
alty for its nonperformance and for which the worker does not 
offer himself voluntarily. 

In any p under or involving the application of any 
provision of this act reports and depositions of officers or agents 
of the United States shall be admissible in evidence. 

The House bill, as favorably reported, does not lay an 
embargo against all imports from any country. Its pro- 
visions would merely restrain the importation of goods 
tainted because produced or transported by convict, forced, 
or indentured labor. The bill, therefore, is directed against 
the evils complained of; it is not directed against any coun- 
try; it mentions no country by name. It, therefore, will not 
destroy our entire commerce with any country, and it will 
permit a resumption of importations, even with respect to 
commodities which have been tainted, as soon as the evil is 
removed—that is to say, as soon as the employment of con- 
vict and slave labor is discontinued. For these reasons, I 
am firm in my belief that the bill will not be substantially 
injurious to foreign trade, but will be a definite aid in ex- 
cluding the importations which are denounced by our gov- 
ernmental policy. 

This bill ought to be passed by Congress. It is supported 
by numerous important industrial groups of the country. It 
is sponsored especially by the American Federation of 
Labor; and I desire to digress here to express my apprecia- 
tion and admiration for the magnificent stand which that 
organization has taken with respect to the protection of the 
American people against the menace of slave and convict im- 
portations. I am proud to align myself with it in this fight. 

And now, Mr. President, I conclude by expressing the hope 
that the patriotic impulses of the Members of Congress will 
be aroused to such an extent that adequate and effective 
steps may be taken, before the adjournment of this Con- . 
gress, for the maintenance of American standards of living, 
and for protection against alien encroachment upon the in- 
dustrial liberty of the American people. 


COMMERCIAL RELATIONS WITH CHINA (REPT. NO. 1600) 


Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I desire to call attention to 
a report made by a subcommittee of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations under Senate Resolution 256, which was 
passed at the last session of Congress. Under this resolu- 
tion the subcommittee was authorized to investigate and 
report upon the depression of United States trade and com- 
merce with China, and to study treaty regulations relating 
thereto. 

The subcommittee has held extensive hearings, and made 
a most thorough and excellent report, it seems to me. I 
ask to have it printed in the Recorp, and also printed as a 
Senate document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
report will be received; and, without objection, it will be 
printed in the Recorp and also as a Senate report. 
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The report is as follows: 


PARTIAL REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 
ForEIGN RELATIONS COMMITTEE ON TRADE RELATIONS WITH CHINA 
AND CAUSES AND REMEDY FOR DEPRESSED CONDITIONS OF COMMERCE 

FEBRUARY 11, 1931. 

To Hon. WILLIAM E. BORAH, r 

Chairman Committee on Foreign Relations, 8 
United States Senate. 

Dear SENATOR: Your subcommittee, appointed under authority 
of Senate Resolution 256 to investigate and report upon the de- 
pression of United States trade and commerce with China, to 
study treaty stipulations relating to same, and to make recom- 
mendations to alleviate disturbing conditions, begs leave to sub- 
mit the following interim report and recommendations: 


SCOPE OF THIS REPORT 


Our commerce with China has been retarded for several years 
by reason of war and other conditions in China affecting her 
production, development, and prosperity. The sudden, unusual, 
and destructive depression in our commerce with China since the 
Ist day of January, 1930, can not, however, be accounted for by 
reason of conditions that have existed for several years. It is this 
unusual and sudden depression with regard to which your com- 
mittee reports. c 

Your subcommittee at numerous hearings has taken the testi- 
mony and written statements of officials of the United States De- 
partment of Commerce, bankers, exporters and importers, shippers, 
and others, all of them familiar from long experience with our 
commerce in many countries, particularly China. Such testimony 
and written statements are in the form of published hearings, 
which are herewith submitted to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

DECREASE IN COMMERCE WITH CHINA 


During the first 11 months of 1930, being the months for which 
we have statistics, our exports to China were 27 per cent less 
than our exports during the same period in 1929. Our imports 
from China during such period in 1930 were 36 per cent below 
our imports during the same period of 1929. The reports received 
from the Department of Commerce, so far as they have been ob- 
tained for the months of November and December, disclose that 
our commerce with China continues to decrease, although war 
conditions were greatly improved during those months. 

CHIEF CAUSE OF DECREASE 

The chief cause for the abnormal and sudden decrease in our 
commerce with China during the latter part of 1929 and 1930 
was the sudden great and unprecedented fall in the price of 
silver. Silver is the only money in China, and it is the sole 
measure of the wealth and purchasing power of its people. From 
July, 1929, to date the price of silver dropped one-half. 

PRICE OF SILVER 

The pre-war price of silver—that is, in 1913—was 60 cents an 

ounce. This price has been about the average or normal price 


for many years. The annual average price of silver per ounce dur- 
ing the past four fiscal years was: 


Cents 
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It will be observed that the average price of silver, unlike other 
commodities, did not increase over the pre-war price, but main- 
tained about the same average price. This price we may stjll call 
normal. 

The price of silver commenced to drop in January, 1929. In 
January, 1929, the average price of silver was 5714 cents an ounce. 
To-day it is 2644 cents an ounce. 


MONEY OF CHINA 


China is now and always has been a silver-standard’ country. 
China possesses no gold. The standard measure of money is the 
tael, which is approximately an ounce of pure silver. The sycee 
is the chief representative of money and medium of commerce and 
trade. It is a piece of silver shaped like a shoe or slipper contain- 
ing 50 taels. 

There are some silver coins in China. They are silver dollars 
minted and issued by the Government of China and the Mexican 
dollar, each containing a similar amount of silver to the standard 
silver dollar of the United States. In addition to these there are 
subsidiary silver coins comparable with the dimes, quarters, and 
halves of the United States. 

The value and purchasing power of the tael, sycee, and silver 
coins fluctuates daily and is determined by the daily quoted price 
of silver in London. A board of brokers in London daily fix the 
price of silver, which is accepted throughout the world. 


DECREASE IN PURCHASING POWER OF CHINA’S MONEY 


The people of China must pay for our goods with gold, and they 
buy gold with silver. They are now compelled to pay twice as 
much for gold with their silver as they did a year ago, which, to 
them, means that they are paying twice as much for our products. 
The abnormal, sudden, and unprecedented fall in the price of 
silver has cut in half the wealth and the purchasing power of the 
people of China, restrained them from purchasing other than the 
necessities of life, destroyed credit, and stagnated: trade. 

The price of silver from May, 1928, to the present time has 
steadily dropped until it has now reached the lowest level for all 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


4701 


time of less than 26% cents an ounce. In June, 1928, silver was 
6044 cents an ounce, 


CREDIT SYSTEM DESTROYED 


Not only has the purchasing power of China been cut in half 
and the cost to them of our exports doubled, but the credit situa- 
tion has been even more seriously affected. 

In fact, it is testified by exporters without contradiction that 
all transactions with China at the present time must be on a 
cash basis. This is due to the fact that the price of silver has 
not only been steadily decreasing but the cause of this decrease 
continues to exist, and under such conditions a further great 
decrease in the price of silver is constantly threatened and is 

In this uncertain condition no safe agreements can 
be entered into as to future payment for goods sold. 


ACTUAL AND ARTIFICIAL VALUE OF SILVER 


The artificial parity price of silver established by various gov- 
ernments has not measured and, in fact, has had no relation 
whatever to the actual price of silver or what might be termed 
its normal value in the world market. 

For instance, the parity price of our subsidiary silver coins— 
that is, dimes, quarters, and halves, with relation to gold, is $1.38 
an ounce. Yet the market price for silver in the United States 
to-day, even that produced in our own mines, is now 26% cents 
an ounce. 

Our Government buys silver in the open market for 26%, cents 
an ounce and manufactures it into subsidiary coins and sells such 
coins to banks and to commerce in the United States at the rate 
an ounce, $0.955. 

To illustrate, the United States Government sells to commerce 
and banks 50 dimes for $5. These 50 dimes contain 3.623 ounces 
of silver. So the silver in the dimes is sold at the rate of $1.38 
an ounce. The value of the silver in these 50 dimes—and such 
would be the value outside of the United States—is, at 2644 cents 
an ounce, $0.955. 

Those coins in the United States, for limited purposes, have a 
purchasing power equal to $1.38 an ounce, although they are not 
full legal tender. Their purchasing power on a ratio with gold 
of $1.38 an ounce is maintained because in the United States 
they are accepted at face value. It must be remembered that our 
subsidiary coins are only a very small portion of our money, and 
are intended and only used to facilitate minor domestic trans- 
actions. Such use of silver is maintained to a certain extent in 
some other countries. 

In China, Mexico, Central America, South America, India, and 
Asia the situation is entirely different. In our country the basis 
of all of our domestic and foreign commerce is gold, and we have 
the gold. In the other countries named the foundation of all 
commercial transactions, both domestic and foreign, must be 
based upon silver because they have silver and little or no gold. 

In India the silver rupee has a certain ratio with gold, but 
these rupees are only a small part of the silver wealth of India, 
and they are now being melted up and sold as bullion under the 
policy and practice of the Government of India. 


HOW SILVER IS CONSERVED IN ORIENTAL AND LATIN COUNTRIES 


Silver has been pouring into China, India, and other Asiatic 
countries from the dawn of history. In fact, China and India 
since our earliest history have consumed annually two-thirds of 
the world’s production of silver. Little of this silver has been 
preserved in the form of silver coins, but is absorbed in the form 
of raw silver called bullion, or in the form of silver jewelry and 
trinkets in which form the oriental and South American people 
generally conserve their wealth. 

The women of India and most Asiatic countries are not per- 
mitted to inherit property. Therefore a custom has long existed 
for the women to accumulate, over long periods of time, silver 
coins, and then melt them up and manufacture them into jewelry. 
This silver jewelry is the measure of their wealth and purchasing 
power; it is their reserve; their bank account. 


ILLUSTRATION RESULT OF LOSS PURCHASING POWER 


This is the wealth that enables such peoples to purchase our 
exports. It is largely the measure of their domestic economic 
soundness. The disaster that follows the destruction of the 
purchasing power of such wealth and its value as the basis for 
credit, is obvious. 

Let us illustrate this proposition: The chief market of the 
world for cotton textiles is in the tropical climates of China, 
India, Asia, Mexico, Central America, and South America. These 
people find that they have to pay twice as much for a piece of 
cotton goods as they did a year ago—that is, they are compelled 
to give twice as much of their money, which is silver, than they 
paid a year ago for the same article. The result is that they buy 
only that which actual necessity compels them to have. Our 
cotton textile mills commenced to suffer at the same time that 
silver began to drop. The textile mills of Manchester, England, 
commenced to suffer at the same time that the price of silver 
started to fall. With the decreased demand for cotton textiles 
came the fall in the price of cotton, until to-day cotton is about 
half what it was a year ago. The same condition applies in a 
more or less degree to all of our exports to those countries such 
as wheat, lumber, automobiles, radios, electrical appliances, and 
machinery. 

RESULTS ARE WORLD-WIDE 

While it is true that the most alarming results of the depressed 
price of silver has been felt in those countries that have only 
silver as money, yet the evidence discloses that its depressing 
effect has reached the entire world. The United States and other 
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countries that are suffering at the present time most intensely 
from the inability to dispose of surplus production are to such 
extent directly affected. 

Cotton is our greatest export product, and when the value of 
that product is reduced one-half by reason of the reduction in 
the purchasing power of those people who are the greatest con- 
sumers of cotton cloth, then the purchasing power of our citizens 
engaged in the cotton-raising industry is reduced one-half. And 
we see the same effect to possibly a lesser degree on our wheat 
farmers and on our manufacturers. 

With the destruction of our market for our surplus production, 
reduction of production must take place, carrying with it in- 
evitable unemployment. In the opinion of the subcommittee, 
therefore, the great sudden decline in our trade with China is 
due primarily to the extraordinarily depressed price of silver. 

SAME EFFECT ON OTHER SILVER-USING COUNTRIES 


The same cause is equally applicable to our depressed commerce 
with the other silver-using countries that have been designated 
in this report. 

During the same period our exports to and our imports from 
such silver-using countries decreased as follows: 

South America, decrease in exports 37 per cent. 


India, decrease in exports 19 per cent. 

India, decrease in imports 30 per cent. 

The people of these countries constitute a large portion of the 
consuming public of the world. In fact they embrace over half 
of the population of the world and 90 per cent of the nations of 
the earth. 

Upon your subcommittee was imposed the duty of ascertaining 
not only the cause of the depression but the possible remedy, or 
remedies, if any, for such unfortunate conditions. It being evident 
to your subcommittee that the depressed condition of our com- 
merce with China, and, we may say, with other silyer-using coun- 
tries, being due chiefly to the depressed price of silver, your sub- 
committee sought next the reason for this sudden and unusual 
depression in the price of silver. 


CAUSE OF CONTINUOUS FALL IN PRICE OF SILVER 
No overproduction 

The annual reports of the Director of the Mint of the United 
States give the annual production of silver in every country in the 
world for a period of over 50 years. These reports disclose that the 
annual increase in the production of silver has been only on the 
average of much less than the normal increase of the average pro- 
duction of all other commodities and is not commensurate with 
the increase in population and commerce. 

To illustrate, as far back as 1913 the production of silver 
amounted to 223,686,823 ounces. In the 16 years following it 
fluctuated up and down. In 1923 it reached 240,169,264 ounces, 
in 1928 the total world production was 254,869,163 ounces, during 
the prosperous year of 1929 the world production was 261,265,718 
ounces, and the estimated production for 1930 is approximately 
225,000,000 ounces. 

It will be noted that the price of silver was decreasing while 
production was falling off. 

The increase from 1923 to 1929 was only 21,000,000 ounces, and 
the increase from the high mark from 1913 to 1923 was less than 
15,000,000 ounces. 

The decline in 1930 reduces world production back to prac- 
tically the world production of 1913. 

As approximately two-thirds of the world’s production of silver 
is mined as a by-product of gold, copper, lead, and zinc, silver 
production varies with the production of these other metals. 

The production of silver, therefore, is automatically regulated 
and controlled by the production of gold, copper, lead, and zinc. 
When world conditions are prosperous and there is therefore a 
great demand for such metals there is an increase in production 
of such metals with a by-product increase in the production of 
silver. When the world is unable to buy such metals, as is the 
case now, then the production of such metals decreases, and with 
it decreasés the production of silver. It is evident, therefore, 
that there is little or no danger of an overproduction of silver. 

The consumption of the world production of silyer may be 
illustrated through the distribution of silver for the year 1929. 
In that year the consumption was as follows: 


(In millions of fine ounces) 
Imports from the United States, Canada, England, 


France, Egypt, Australia, and others 79.2 
Supplies from government reserves sold in India_._...... 7. 3 
86.5 
Less exports — — 4. 1 
Net Indian consumption AASR eras 1) o y 
=—_—_ 
China: 
Imports from the United States, Canada, and England 133.3 
From Indis and m . — e ae n 3.4 
Chinese consumption Seit DEE 136. 7 
Most of India’s melted silver coins exported 
through England. v 
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Germany: Imports from the United States, Mexico, England, 


E SEER EE E A A AAE A) 
Arts and manufactures: 

In the United States and Canada 37.0 

Bh: OIA os ee eee nab ewan 8 

United: States’ mints. 8 

ue ENT Ree USE AN Se E VIPAT eee 

3.5 

3.0 

T0 

12.5 


$11.5 


Such 311,500,000 ounces of silver are divided as follows: Produc- 
tion, 261,265,718 ounces; supply derived from melting up silver 
coins, 50,234,282 ounces. 

There was no surplus production of silver in 1929 or 1930. In 
fact, there has never been, according to the evidence, any surplus 
of silver. The mine production of the world was remarkably 
uniform and the consumption of the world was equally uniform. 
The annual mine production was always consumed, and commerce 
and business had so adjusted themselves to such production that 
the demand was measured by the production. The evidence con- 
clusively proves, therefore, that the sudden fall in the price of 
silver from the average level of 58.18 cents an ounce in 1928 to 
2614 cents an ounce at the present time was not due to over- 


production. 
Root of the trouble 


While there was no overproduction, there was an oversupply of 
silver in the markets of the world. This ply arises from 
two sources, namely, (1) the debasement of silver coins or, in 
other words, the reduction of the amount of silver in silver coins, 
and (2) the selling of the surplus silver so derived and the melt- 
ing up of silver coins in India and the sale of such silver as 
bullion in the market of the world. 0 

The cause of the sudden, large, and unprecedented fall in the 
price of silver was the dumping upon the market of the world 
of large and unusual quantities of silver bullion derived from the 
melting up of silver coins in India and the debasement of silver 
coins in Great Britain, France, and Belgium. 

The British Government for India in 1926 adopted the gold- 
standard policy for India. The carrying out of this policy con- 
templated the acquisition of approximately 300,000,000 dollars 
in gold through the melting up of Indian silver rupee coins and 
the sale in the world market of the bullion derived therefrom. 

The British Government for India commenced to sell in 1927. 
During 1927 and 1928 she sold 31,700,000 ounces; in 1929 she 
sold 25,000,000 ounces; and in 1930, up to December 1, she sold 
29,500,000 ounces. 

According to the financial column of Cotton and Finance for 
January, 1931, a magazine published in Bombay, the Indian Gov- 
ernment in December, 1930, sold 2,938,000 ounces of silver, at a 
time when silver was only 31% cents an ounce. 

It is difficult to obtain exact data on recent shipments of silver 

by the Indian Government, as the Indian Government seems to 
treat the matter in somewhat the nature of a confidential transac- 
tion. There is no doubt, however, that the Government of India 
has been shipping silver into the market of the world during the 
month of January, 1931. We are informed by silver brokers of 
high standing that such is the fact. Some of them inform us 
that the Indian Government trade returns show that from Janu- 
ary 1, 1931, to date the Government of India shipped to London 
14,630,000 ounces of silver and 10,700,000 ounces of silver to Hong 
Kong. The exact amount is not so material as is the fact that 
the Government of India is continuing its disastrous policy and 
practice, even when the price of silver has reached the lowest level 
in all history. 
The Indian Government is still maintaining and carrying out 
its policy of melting up silver rupees and disposing of the silver 
as bullion. According to reports, the Government of India still 
has at least 400,000,000 ounces of silver in such rupees that it can 
throw upon the world market as silver bullion. 

The program of the British Government for India to date has 
been not only a failure so far as carrying out the policy is con- 
cerned, but it has been destructive of the wealth, purchasing 
power, and prosperity not only of the people of India but of 
every country that uses silver for money, and indirectly injurious 
to the prosperity of the world. Even in 1930, when silver had 
reached the then all-time low of 34 cents an ounce, India under 
such policy threw on an already saturated market 29,500,000 
ounces of such silver. The last thread of confidence and hope in 
the minds of the people of the silver-using countries was broken, 
and speculators in silver in all countries commenced to dump 
silver on the market. 

Although the people of China still hold tenaciously to their 
silver, the speculators of China are no exception in the bear move- 
ment that has developed. They know now the result of the 
dumping policy in India. They know that with an available 
400,000,000 ounces of silver, which India could and apparently in- 
tends to continue to dump under the policy referred to above, 
there is no advantage to be gained in the holding of silver. Thus, 
when extensive Indian sales are noted, world silver speculators sell 
panically. 

As to the sale of silver in China under such conditions, it may 
be -justly stated that a nation whose purchasing power largely 
depends on the price of silver is to be pitied rather than criti- 
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cized when economic conditions * to ee ce its wealth 
by selling on an alarmingly depressed silver mar! 

9 it is manifest that at least one factor forcing the 
sale of silver in China is the absolute necessity of the Chinese 
to sacrifice their silver in an effort to meet their obligations, a 
fact which additionally adds to their economic burden. 


The money of half the world must be stabilized 


No commodity could withstand such an attack. Take out of 
use any product to-day and throw it on the market of the world 
and its value would be equally affected, as has the value of silver 
by the act of the British Government for India. Silver is a 
commodity. By a series of laws enacted in various countries, 
including our own, during the past fifty-odd years it has been 
demonetized in the most powerful governments of the world. 

This action was taken notwithstanding the fact that there was 
no overproduction of silver nor threat of overproduction of silver. 
Since the beginning of time, so far as statistics are had, the pro- 
duction of silver has been 14 ounces of silver to 1 ounce of gold. 
The United States Department of Commerce in its Economic 
Paper No. 8, published in 1930, under the title “Summarized 
Data of Silver Production,” says: 

“Demonetization became possible through the enormous in- 
crease in gold production that followed invention of the cyanide 
process in 1887 and development of the gold fields of South 
Africa, yet a number of countries still retain the silver-gold 
standard. Most orientals use silver as a medium of exchange 
almost to the exclusion of gold. Silver may thus be regarded 
es a second line of defense for the maintenance of the metallic 
foundation of monetary systems, but the future of its production 
will be influenced largely by the course of gold production. 

“In conclusion, it is of interest to note that, although the 
value of gold to silver now stands at a ratio of about 40 to 1 
and was formerly fixed in the bimetallic monetary standard at 
16 to 1, the ratio of production of silver to gold in the whole 
period since the discovery of America has been about 14 to 1. 

Evidently at the time such paper was prepared the price of silver 
had not dropped as low as it is now because at the present time 
the ratid of gold and silver is on the basis of over 60 ounces of 
silver to 1 ounce of gold. It is true that at the time the actual 
demonitization of silver took place there was an extraordinary 
production of gold, which created, if it did not justify, the opinion 
in the minds of economists that silver would be unnecessary as a 
standard for monetary purposes. 

The interim report of the gold delegation of the financial com- 
mittee of the council of the League of Nations in 1930 found as a 
fact and reported that the burden upon gold for monetary pur- 
poses had been steadily increasing for years, that the production of 
gold was increasing at a very low rate, and that unless conditions 
of production changed, and such conditions were not in sight, 
there would be an actual shortage of gold in 1934. This report 
appears in part 4 of the hearings, which are herewith submitted. 

Silver is more than a commodity with over half of the people 
of the world. It is more than a commodity in all the countries of 
the world except six or seven. In fact, with the exception of those 
countries that have both established the gold standard and have 
the gold to back such standard, silver always has been and is now 
money, the only measure of wealth, and the only monetary instru- 
ment of trade and commerce. 


Silver crisis same in oriental and Latin countries 


The moving cause for the great and abnormal depression in the 
price of silver still exists and threatens a further and unlimited 
depression. The situation is even more serious than that arising 
from the silver crisis in China. The same silver crisis exists in 
Mexico, South America, India, Asia, and all other silver-using 
countries. Our exports to these countries have greatly depre- 
ciated. The wealth of the peoples of all of these nations, repre- 
senting over half of the population of the world, is measured in 
silver. They have received and hoarded silver during the ages. 
It has been their instrument of trade and commerce. They have 
little or no gold. Their purchasing power, like the people of 
China, has been reduced one-half, their credit destroyed, trade 
restrained, and their utter ruin threatened. 

A few of the governments of the peoples mentioned are on a 
gold or semigold basis. Of these governments none appear to have 
anywhere near an adequate gold reserve, while the rest of such 
governments either have no gold reserve or such reserve is utterly 
deficient. 

According to the report of the Federal Reserve Board, the 
monetary gold of the world is $10,909,000,000. 

There appear in the Recorp tables taken from the January, 
1931, bulletin of the Federal Reserve Board showing the gold 
stocks of central banks and governments of the leading gold- 
possessing countries of the world, the gold movements to and 
from certain other countries, and foreign-exchange rates (yearly 
averages) from 1922 to 1930. : 

The relevancy of these tables is based upon the committee's 
consideration during hearings of certain statements made by 
witnesses as to existing and future shortages of gold and the 
relationship of this shortage to world commodity prices and 
international trade and credit. 

It will be noted from the first table that in November, 1930, 
the total gold holdings of central banks and governments in 45 
countries was $10,909,000,000. 

Of this amount, the holdings of the United States alone 
amounted to $4,220,000,000. France had $2,037,000,000; England 
had _ $767,000,000; Germany, $519,000,000; the Argentine, $417,- 
000,000; and Japan, $409,000,000. 
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India in November, 1930, had $128,000,000 in gold, which 
amount was exactly the estimated gold holdings of India in 
November, 1929. This is the present basis of the proposed gold 
davan for India with its large area, great trade, and 300,000,000 
people. 

The holdings of the United States in the year from November, 
1929, to November, 1930, had increased by $220,000,000. The gold 
holdings of France increased in the same period from $1,600,000,- 
000 to $2,037,000,000. 

The table gives the gold holdings in detail for 16 of the 45 


“countries from which statistics were gathered; 29 of the coun- 


tries are lumped together, with an estimated total of $693,000,000, 
but this figure is more than $20,000,000 less than these 29 
countries were shown to have held in November, 1929. 

China is included within the lump-sum figure of the 29 coun- 
ee China's gold is negligible, as will be noted from the table 
in the h 

The silver problem is aggravated by the equally serious gold 
situation. Gold-standard governments are experiencing great dif- 
ficulty in obtaining gold to meet their budgets and pay their 
obligations. People in gold-standard countries are competing with 
each other in the sale of their products to obtain gold with which 
to pay their debts. The whole world is suffering from the de- 
struction of silver money and the hoarding, stagnation, and mal- 
distribution of gold. 

Remedies recommended 

Your subcommittee is aware of the impropriety of questioning 
any monetary policy adopted by any government. Your subcom- 
mittee is of the opinion, however, that, having knowledge of the 
character of the British people, of their extensive commerce 
with all nations, their interest in the welfare and prosperity of all 
peoples, they will not consider it improper if the President of the 
United States should seek a discussion of the advisability of the 
British Government for India suspending such policy with regard 
to the melting up and sale of India's silver coin for a reasonable 
period of time until other readjustments can be devised. 

It is impossible, in the opinion of your subcommittee, to accom- 
plish the restoration of the normal purchasing power of silver or 
to prevent its continued decrease in purchasing power and its 
continued instability as a basis of credit unless and until the 
British Government for India announces a determination to sus- 
pend its present policy. The question of the suspension of such 
policy is an emergency and should be undertaken first. While it 
is of vital importance to restore the normal price of silver, it is 
possibly of more importance to assure against violent fluctuations 
of the price. Credit transactions can not be successfully under- 
taken with countries that use silver for purchases until some 
plan or plans have been agreed upon that will assure to a greater 
aens than now exists the stabilization of the purchasing power of 
silver. 

To this end it appears to your subcommittee that the President 
of the United States, under authority heretofore granted to him 
by Congress under an act approved March 3, 1897, chapter 376, 
section 312, Revised Statutes of the United States, entitled “An 
act to provide for the representation of the United States by com- 
missioners at any international monetary conference hereafter 
to be called, and to enable the President to otherwise promote 
an international agreement,” or under his general constitutional 
powers, should invite or obtain the governments of the world, 
or those who express an interest, to enter into an international 
conference, or conferences, where plans, policies, and agreements 
may be discussed and arrived at, if possible, looking to the 
remedying of the present uncertain and dangerous status of 
silver throughout the world. 


Reviving China 


Our commerce with China may be aided in other ways. China 
is the natural market of the United States. With the exception 
of Japan, our country is China’s closest powerful neighbor. Her 
people admire and respect us, as we do them. Our friendship 
has existed from time immemorial. They prefer our products and 
purchase them except when compelled to purchase cheaper prod- 
ucts through extreme poverty. China has an area almost as large 
as the United States and Mexico combined. It contains a popu- 
lation of from 400,000,000 to 450,000,000 of normally peaceful, in- 
telligent, industrious people. They seek an opportunity for peace- 
ful employment. If we give these people employment and pros- 
perity, for years to come they will furnish a market for most of 
our surplus production. 

It was testified before our subcommittee by exporters who know 
China and its customs that with the pacification and revivifica- 
tion of China our entire wheat surplus would be consumed. The 
Government of China, according to all the testimony we received, 
is a good government and is satisfactory to our citizens engaged 
in trade and commerce in and with China, 

There must be work provided in China or there will be war. 
War lords are impatient because of the inability of the National 
Government of China to carry out its program. The people of 
China, through lack of work, have been compelled to fight in 
armies for food. To-day China is practically at peace with the 
exception of bandit bands still seeking food and property through 
raids. As has been aptly remarked, a large number of Chinese 
are forced to “loot to live.” 

The National Government of China can not carry out its pro- 
gram without the moral, intellectual, and financial support of 
those nations that prosper by virtue of trade with China and that 
are able to render such aid. What China needs most is trans- 
portation. It is impossible to get products into or out of the 
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interior of China. ‘Transportation to any extent only exists along 
the seacoast. There are only seven or eight thousand miles of 
roads in China over which an automobile may be safely driven. 
There are only 7,500 miles of railroads—fewer miles of motor roads 
and fewer miles of railroads than we would find in one of the 
small States of our Union, The passable roads in China, with the 
exception of those on the seacoast, are built out from the capitals 
of Provinces and are not connected. Your subcommittee has seen 
maps of the proposed road system of China. The commission that 
visited your subcommittee asserted that $20,000,000 would so con- 
nect up these isolated roads as to give a comparatively satisfactory 
national road system. When this system is completed there will 
be safe and expeditious tion by motors and trucks from 
the extreme north of China to the south and from the seacoast to 
the western border. 

The United States to-day sells to China 80 per cent of the auto- 
mobiles that it uses. With the inauguration of the proposed road 
system there will be thousands of miles of motor roads added to 
the present system. Not only will production be tremendously 
facilitated but China will become a great user of motors and it 
will be opened up to a new and great tourist trade. f 

It has been testified before your subcommittee that 5 — me 


. The people for ages have become accus- 
tomed to the use of silver as money, silver in its raw state, silver 
in silver chipped off bullion, and a few 
silver coins, and it rd to change the customs of thousands of 
years. The measure of wages is so small in China that a laborer 
would probably have to work months to get a gold piece suf- 
ciently large to conveniently keep. 

While the people of oriental and tropical countries are suspicious 
of paper money; there is a stronger reason why they have always 
used silver. They require a metal and they could not and can not 
obtain gold. Silver is practically indestructible. It may be buried 
in the ground. It may be worn as jewelry, and it may be carried 
in the loin cloth without destruction or injury. Paper money is 
subject to destruction, and when placed in the loin cloth, in a 
few hours it is in a condition beyond circulation. So China 


sized coins for the payment of wages to labor and the purchase of 
material to be used upon certain specific projects that meet the 
approval of those handling the pool or fund. It would be advis- 
able, in the opinion of your subcommittee, to invite those Nations 
interested in China’s development and commerce to participate in 
such a pool. The director or directors of such 1 would col- 
laborate with the Government of China with regard to the laying 
out and consummation of such projects. Such advances therefore 
would only be made during the periods in which the Government 
of China was in a position to assure the carrying out of the pur- 

of the advances and the repayment of such advances in 
accordance with the agreement. 

It has been suggested that such advances be measured in ounces 
of silver rather than in dollars. It is urged that by such process 
it would only be a loan of a commodity to be returned in kind, 
and that the difficulty of establishing a price at which such silver 
should be loaned and repaid would be avoided. Governments 
might hesitate to dispose of silver at the present price, while, on 
the other hand, China might not deem it wise to borrow silver at a 
higher price than the market price. 

The question arises as to where the silver could be obtained. 
There is no known large surplus of silver outside of the Treasury of 
the United States except silver coins in circulation. 

It is not to be expected that any government except India 
would melt up its circulating silver coins. Other countries desir- 
ing to participate in the pool could, of course, obtain silver from 
current production to carry out their part of the The 
United States might use a portion of the standard silver dollars 
now lying inert in the Treasury. These silver dollars were used in 
1918 under the Pittman Act to supply Great Britain with 208,- 
000,000 ounces of silver to meet an emergency redemption of 
silver notes in India. The absence of these silver dollars from the 
Treasury until they were later replaced worked no harm and 
caused no embarrassment. Federal reserve notes were temporarily 
placed in the stead of the silver dollars removed as security for 
silver certificates outstanding against the dollars in the event that 
there were not sufficient silver dollars remaining for such redemp- 
tion. As a matter of fact, as silver certificates reached the Treas- 
ury they were canceled and none of the Federal reserve notes 
were used for such redemption. 

There are now in the Treasury of the United States, according 
to the last statement, 495,874,458 silver dollars for redemption of 
outstanding silver certificates. Very few, if any, of these silver 
certificates are ever presented for redemption, and the standard 
silver dollars are a frozen asset of the Government, unused, and 
bearing no interest. A safe plan could probably be devised by 
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the Treasury ent for the use of some ot these silver 
dollars in connection with advances to China. The advances, of 
course, would be construed as a loan, and would be for a long 
period of time at a small rate of interest. The interest might be 
received in the form of silver and used for the purpose of restor- 
P dollars: $0: the: Treasury, of for qubeidiary 


nage. 

All that the Senate may constitutionally do with regard to an 
matters herein is to advise the President of the United 
States of the opinion of the United States Senate, and thereafter, 
if he deemed it compatible with the interest of the Government, 
the manner, the method, and the detail of such consummations 
ae . as es 2 — authority under the Constitution 

e power uty to negotiate agreements upon 
behalf of the United States. Ki ws 25 

Your subcommittee annexes to this statements of Gov- 
ernment officials and others, official ent tables and 
authorized statistical data, taken from the testimony of our 
hearings, for the purpose of ready reference in sup of the state- 
ments made herein and a few additional statistical tables of official 
character, dealing with collateral issues such as the present dis- 
tribution of gold holdings and estimates on the supply of and 
demand for gold in the near future. 

Your subcommittee respectfully urges upon the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee, and upon the United States Senate through the 
Foreign Relations Committee, the adoption of this report and a 
favorable report upon the two resolutions introduced in the 
Senate by Mr. Prrrman, chairman of the subcommittee of the 
Foreign Relations Committee, on the 11th day of February, 1931, 
being Senate Resolutions Nos. —— and ——, now pending before 
your committee, copies of which resolutions are hereto attached. 

Senate Resolution —— embraces two subjects, namely, the sus- 
pension of the policy and practice of the Government of India in 
melting up her silver rupee coins and of the silver derived 
therefrom as bullion upon the market of the world, and the 
sale of silver by other governments derived from the debase- 
ment, or, in other words, the reduction of the amount of silver 
in silver coins. ; 

The other subject embraced in the resolution anticipates inter- 
national action looking to a more definite understanding or agree- 
ment as to the use or status of silver as money throughout the 
world, or as between the governments that may become parties 
to such agreements or understandings. 

The first subject. involves a question of great emergency, and 
it is hoped that the President, through diplomatic conversations 
and discussions, may speedily bring about its consummation, which 
ts the first prerequisite in any effort to restrain the continued 
depression of the price of silver and restore it at least to its 
normal purchasing power. 

The subcommittee recognizes that the second subject is more 
involved, that the procedure is more difficult, and that a longer 
time will be required for the consummation of the purpose in- 
volved in the subject. Yet your subcommittee considers the solv- 
ing of the problems involved in such subject of vital importance 
to the world, and hopes and believes that the President, through 
aid which he will receive from many governments, will be suc- 
cessful and without unreasonable delay. 

Senate Resolution —— suggests to the President action looking 
to an additional and special remedy for the depressed condition of 
our commerce with China. 

The evidence and data collected by your subcommittee are 
included in four volumes, or parts, and such hearings are herewith 
submitted to you with the suggestion that they be submitted to 
the Senate, together with the report upon said resolutions, 60 
that in the event of the passage of said resolutions such hearings 
may be delivered to the President with said resolutions and the 
reports thereon. 

Your subcommittee is impressed with the seriousness of the sit- 
uation, and it is of the opinion that these questions should be 
submitted without delay to the Senate and by the Senate sub- 
mitted to the President of the United States. 

While your subcommitee will make further studies of related 
problems and suggest additional measures which may seem ad- 
visable and proper at a later date, there is no doubt that there is a 
demand for action with regard to the matters discussed in this 
report from all over the United States—from industry, labor, and 
the farmer. In fact, a study of the records that your subcommittee 
has prepared and submitted will convince you that the demand for 
friendly, cooperative action is world-wide. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Key Prirrman, Chairman. 


— 


Cory or RESOLUTION TO BE INTRODUCED IN THE SENATE OF THE 
UNITED STATES ON WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 11 


Mr. Prrrman submitted the following resolution, which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Resolution 


Resolved, That the Senate, having had under investigation and 
consideration, through its Committee on Foreign Relations and a 
subcommittee thereof, our commercial relations with China, the 
causes of the great and sudden depression in such commerce and 
remedies for such depression, and such committee having reported 
to the Senate, the Senate finds from such report: 

the first 11 months of 1930, being the months for which 
we have statistics, our exports to China were 27 per cent less than 
our exports during the same period in 1929, Our imports from 
China during such period in 1930 were 36 per cent below our 


1931 


imports during the same period of 1929. The reports received 
from the Department of Commerce, so far as they have been 
obtained for the months of November and December, disclose that 
our commerce with China continues to decrease, although war 
conditions in China were greatly improved during those months. 

China is now and always has been a silver-standard country. 
China only a negligible quantity of gold. The standard 
measure of money is the tael, which is approximately an ounce of 
pure silver. The sycee is the chief representative of money and 
medium of commerce and trade. 2 5 a piece of silver shaped 
like a shoe or slipper containing 50 

There are some silver coins in China. They are silver dollars 
minted and issued by the Government of China and the Mexican 
dollar, each containing a similar amount of silver to the standard 
silver dollar of the United States. In addition to these, there 
are subsidiary silver coins comparable with the dimes, quarters, 
and halves of the United States. ee ae Ae 

The value and purchasing power e „ sycee, an 
coins is the value of the silver contained therein, which fluctu- 
ates daily and is determined by the daily quoted price of silver in 
London. A board of brokers in London daily fixes the price of 
silver, which is accepted throughout the world. 

The situation is even more serious than that arising from the 
silver crisis in China. The same silver crisis exists in Mexico, 
South America, India, Asia, and all other such silver-using coun- 
tries. Our exports to these countries, from the same cause, have 
greatly decreased. During the same period as applied to China 
our exports to and our imports from such silver-using countries 
decreased as follows: 


South America, decrease in exports—— 
South America, decrease in imports.. - 
Mexico, decrease in exports...............------ 

Mexico, decrease in imports 
India, decrease in 
India, decrease in imports 444%“ 


The people of these countries constitute over half of the popula- 
tion of the world and 90 per cent of the nations of the earth. 
Their purchasing power, like the people of China, has been reduced 
to an alarming extent, their credit impaired, trade restrained, and 
utter ruin threatened. 

The price of silver has fallen one-half since January, 1929. In 
January, 1929, the price of silver was 57½ cents an ounce. To- 
day the price of silver is 2644 cents an ounce. The normal price 
of silver—that is, the average price for a number of years prior 
to 1929—has been approximately 59 cents an ounce. The fluctua- 
tions were very slight and did not interfere with credit or com- 
mercial transactions, with the exception of the unusually high 
price of silver during the war period. 

The pre-war price of silver—that is, in 1913—was 60 cents an 
ounce. During the years 1926, 1927, and 1928 the price of silver 
averaged 5744 cents an ounce. 

The sudden and unprecedented fall in the price of silver was 
not due to overproduction. The reports of the director of the 
mint disclose that the annual increase in the production of 
silver has been much less on an average than the normal in- 
crease of the average production of all other commodities and 
is not commensurate with the increase in population and com- 
merce. The production for certain years is given as follows: 


Ounces 
111 EREL AS NEN aie Like 8 aN wei E AE T ie PETIT 225, 686, 923 
FFF ATT 240. 169, 264 
I ‚ —TWOti z . 254, 869, 163 
1929 (during great prosperit7) 261, 265, 718 
1930 (present estimates) 225, 000, 000 


While there was no overproduction of silver, there was an over- 
supply of silver in the markets of the world. 

The cause of the sudden, large, and unprecedented fall in the 
price of silver was the dumping upon the markets of the world 
of large and unusual quantities of silver bullion derived from 
the melting up of silver coins by the Government of India and 
the debasement of silver coins by Great Britain, France, Belgium, 
and other countries. 

The British Government for India since 1928 has dumped large 
quantities of such silver upon the markets of the world, and is 
continuing such policy and practice notwithstanding the alarm- 
ingly low price of silver. According to creditable reports the 
Government for India still has available from such source 400,- 
000,000 ounces of silver that it can and will dump upon the 
markets of the world unless said policy is suspended. 

It will be extremely difficult, if not impossible, to restore silver 
to its normal price or to restrain further depressions of the price 
unless and until the Government of India suspends its silver 
policy and practices. 

Therefore, the Senate submits to the President these findings of 
fact, together with reports, hearings, and other data in respect 
thereto, with the respectful request that he shall, if he deem it 
compatible with the best interests of the Government, enter into 
discussion or negotiation with the Governments for India, Great 
Britain, France, Belgium, and other governments, looking to the 
suspension of the policy and practice of governments melting up 
or debasing silver coins and sales by governments of silver, and 
that he take such other and further action in the premises as 
he may deem necessary to eliminate the abnormal fiuctuations 
and depressions in the price of silver. 

The Senate further suggests that the President, if he deem it 
compatible with the best interests of the Government, call or ob- 
tain an international conference, or international conferences, to 
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the end that agreements or understandings may be obtained with 
respect to the uses and status of silver as money. 


Copy oF RESOLUTION TO BE INTRODUCED IN THE SENATE OF THE 
UNITED STATES ON WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 11, 1931 
Mr. Prrrman submitted the following resolution, which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


Resolution 


Resolved, That the Senate, having had under investigation and 
consideration, through its Committee on Foreign Relations and a 
subcommittee thereof, our commercial relations with China, the 
causes of the great and sudden depression in such commerce and 
remedies for such depression; and such committee having reported 
to the Senate, the Senate finds from such report: 

The Government of China, according to the unanimous testi- 
mony submitted to the Senate, is a good government, and is satis- 
ETO a wy ctrl. pea trou esr tiga OIER ihn 

a. 

China, for several years, has suffered from internal strife and 
the demoralizing effects of war. The wars, however, were not 
waged so much against the National Government of China as 
against the administration of the Government. War lords were 
impatient because the administration of the National Govern- 
ment of China did not, or was unable to carry out its pledges and 
programs for the development of China. The masses of the people, 
who are normally , industrious, honest, and capable, were 
compelled to enlist in armies that they might obtain food. The 
National Government of China has been victorious and internal 
strife has practically ceased except for raids carried on by bands 
of bandits. 

The National Government of China is without money to expedi- 
tiously institute internal development and furnish employment to 
its millions of hungry and idle people. The revenues available to 
the Government of China are largely hypothecated for national 
obligations. It is difficult, if not impossible, by reason of treaties 
and internal conditions, to greatly increase taxation under the 
present conditions in China. 

The development of China is retarded by lack of transportation 
facilities. Such facilities are limited chiefly to the seacoast. There 
are only seven or ejght thousand miles of roads in China which 
would be termed in the United States automobile roads. There 
are 7,500 miles of railroads. 

Authentic reports indicate that 20,000 people have died daily in 
China from hunger and exposure. There must be work provided 
in China or there will be continuous war. 

The National Government of China can not carry out its pro- 
gram of development and pacification without the moral, intellec- 
tual, and financial support of those nations that prosper by virtue 
of trade with China and that are able to render such aid. 

The testimony before the Senate shows that with the ca- 
tion of China and the establishment of transportation facilities 
the commerce in China would increase many fold in a very few 


years. 

The people of oriental and tropical countries are suspicious of 
paper money. They have always used silver as money because it 
is practically indestructible. They preserve it by burying it in the 
ground, by manufacturing it into jewelry and wearing it as orna- 
ments, and by carrying it in their loin cloths. They contend that 
paper money is subject to destruction, and, when placed in loin 
cloths, in a very few hours it is in a condition beyond circulation. 

The wages are so low in China that a laborer would be compelled 
to work for months before he could save a gold piece sufficiently 
large to conveniently preserve. The conditions in China and the 
customs of its people are such that, even if possible, it would 
require years to establish a gold standard or any other standard 
than silver. 

China, to meet the present emergency, requires silver. The 
advancing to China of silver, for the minting into small silver 
coins to pay for labor and buy materials for internal developments 
to be approved by those supplying the silver, would bring about 
the pacification and prosperity of China and an increase in her 
commerce with the United States and other countries. 

China is the natural market of the United States. With the 
exception of Japan, our country is China's closest powerful neigh- 
bor. Her people admire and respect us, as we do them. Our 
friendship has existed from time immemorial. They prefer our 
products and purchase them except when compelled to purchase 
cheaper products through extreme poverty. 

China has an area almost as large as the United States and 
Mexico combined. It contains a population of approximately 
400,000,000 of industrious people. They seek an opportunity for 
peaceful employment. 

If we can aid China in her internal development and furnish 
her people with employment, they will for years furnish us a 
market for a large portion of our surplus production. China, if 
and when pacified and developed, will have ample resources to 
meet any advances that are wisely used in such development. 

Therefore, the Senate submits to the President these findings of 
fact, together with the reports herein and other data in respect 
thereto, with the respectful request that he shall, if he deem it 
compatible with the best interests of the Government, enter into 
discussions or negotiations with the National Government of China, 
and with such other governments that have treaty relations with 
China, as China and the United States may consider it advisable, 
looking to the moral, intellectual, and financial aid of the National 
Government of China; that it is suggested that the President, if 
he deem it compatible to the best interests of our Government, 
discuss and ascertain the advisability: (a) Of the establishment of 
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g silver pool or fund from which to supply the National Govèrn- 
ment of China with silver for coinage, to be used for certain speci- 
fied purposes and in certain specified manner to be agreed upon, 
and to be repaid at a time and in a manner to be agreed upon; 
(b) to consider the practicability of utilizing some of the standard 
silver dollars now in the Treasury of the United States in connec- 
tion with such silver pool or the supplying of silver to China for 
coinage purposes; (c) that he consider the practicability of sup- 
` plying such silver in kind without reference to its ratio to gold or 
ts market value, to be repaid in kind. 
ANNEX 


TO INTERIM REPORT OF SUBCOMMITTEE OF FOREIGN RELATIONS 
COMMITTEE ON TRADE RELATIONS WITH CHINA 


In this annex the subcommittee of the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee, acting under authority of Senate Resolution 256, herewith 
presents such statements, tables, and data as are considered perti- 
nent to the interim report to which this annex is added: 

President Hoover, before the American Bankers’ Asso- 
ciation at Cleveland, October 2, 1931, said: 

“The buying power of India and China, dependent upon the 
price of silver, has been affected.” 

Julius H. Barnes, chairman of President Hoover's National Busi- 
ness Survey Committee, in an article written by Mr. Barnes in the 
New York Times, November 2, 1920: 

“The final mistake was made of treating silver as a commodity, 
although it still represented resources and capital and credit to 
more than half of the population of the world. Silver, which had 
been a standard money of the world for 20 centuries, was in a 
few months to be treated in the market as a commodity, without 
mature consideration as to the effect on the initiative and confi- 
dence of a thousand million people. A price of silver which 
fluctuated from $1.35 some few years ago to 35 cents to-day and 
yet symbolizes the credit and resources of a great people, could 
not but harm the business structure of the world.” 

Thomas W. Lamont, as reported in a recent press article: 

“One of the chief causes of world depression is the scarcity of 
gold and the depressed price of silver.” 

George E. Anderson, noted writer on economic and financial 
problems, in the Annalist: 

“The effect of the general slump in the price of the metal 
(silver) has been more far-reaching than Had been anticipated. 
The drop in the price of the metal, of course, directly affects silver 
producers in the United States, Mexico, Canada, and various South 
American countries; but its chief effect upon the world of trade 
is in those countries using silver as a monetary medium—China, 
Abyssinia, and a few minor nations, but chiefly China. * * * 
The uncertainty of the financial situation naturally has stopped 
further purchases abroad. In short, the silver situation goes to 
the very heart of commercial and industrial China with paralyzing 
effect,” 

Senator WILLIAM E. Boram, chairman Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee, United States Senate, as quoted, made the following state- 
ment January 12, 1931: 

“I do not know of a more important phase of our economic 
depression than that which arises out of the treatment of silver. 
It is estimated that the monetary stock of gold for the world is 
about $10,000,000,000 or less, Of this amount 65 cent is con- 
trolled by the United States and France. In July, 1930, France 
had about $1,900,000,000, the United States $4,516,000,000. These 
two nations have a population of about 170,000,000. The world 
population is about 1,930,000,000. So about 1,760,000,000 of the 
world’s population must do business with about $3,694,000,000 of 
gold. In other words, about 1,700,000,000 throughout the world 
have a gold supply of about 20 cents per capita. 

“These naked figures of themselves seem to me to present the 
unanswerable argument in favor of doing something for silver. 
There are at least 800,000,000 to 900,000,000 people in the world 
who want to use silver as money. Through long years of custom 
and practice they have become used to silver and they are anxious 
to have it. But the cruel and brutal financial policy which has 
dominated of late years has deprived them of an opportunity to 
have silver except at a most reduced value. 

“After England forced the gold standard upon India and India 
began to unload her silver upon the world, silver went from about 
64 to 31 or 32 cents. The purchasing power of these millions of 
people was reduced by half. What we need in this country is 
fewer appropriations from the United States and more 
markets for our goods. Those markets, so far as a vast amount 
of the human race is concerned, can be restored to a marked 
degree by a proper treatment of silver. 

“I do not believe that the United States alone, however, can 
solve this problem, I think it would greatly damage our cause to 
advocate any such theory. The silver problem is really a phase of 
the world’s economic problem, and as such we ought to treat it. 
But I do believe that by the United States taking a lead, we might 
bring about an international agreement establishing a proper 
ratio between silver and gold which would enable these people 
who want silver to use it, and which they undoubtedly would do.” 

Francis H. Brownell, president American Smelting & Refining 
Co., in a recent pamphlet on the silver question: 

“The fall in the price of silver of nearly 15 cents per ounce 
during the spring of 1930 caused a rapidly increasing demoraliza- 
tion of the exchanges, particularly of China and Mexico. The 
United States sells to China large quantities of cotton, machinery, 
oil, leaf tobacco, and many other commodities. 

“ Mexico and other silver-using countries experienced a like dis- 
astrous effect from the fall in the price of silver. oe cd ack 
power of all silver-using countries became seriously impaired 
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their ability to acquire commodities of the United States j- 
European countries substantially lessened. * * * The 128 
sibility of silver ret again to its former levels is largely, if 
not entirely, dependent upon whether the Indian Government and 
perhaps other Governments pursue the policy of t silver. 
upon the market whenever prices strengthen. If this policy were 
stopped, it seems highly probable that silver would ultimately 
7705 „H it continues, it is impossible to predict the final 
e. 
H. H. Stevens, former Secretary ot the Treasury mini 
Sa 7 an acarana to the Canadian 955 igs ve A 
ne on people in the Orient, in China, in In in the 
Malay States, and in Mexico are deprived of tortie ke their 
purchasing power by the action of the nations. There is one 
reason for the agricultural and commercial depression which ex- 
ists to-day all over the world. One-half of the human race is 
living below the margin of decent living. In fact, millions upon 
millions in China during the present year have died largely be- 
cause of the inadequacy of their purchasing power.” 
4 pra ois writing saber in June: 
power Asia is reduced by the 
price of silver. This in turn es the NME poe et 
Europe. The final net is reduced volume of international trade, 
$ Same cause accoun 
certainly, within Asia, for domestic disturbances, which . Phe 
case of China are described in terms of communism and India in 


Wall Street Journal in a survey of business conditions: 
“The trade with China is of vast im r 
jons of the world portance to the commercial 
2 e United States alone it amounts to over 6300, 000.000 
a year. Indirectly, its trade with the United States is much 
more. One instance is that of cotton. It is one of England's 
test customers for cotton goods, which England makes from 
erican cotton. The drop in silver means that Chinese ex- 
change must decline. The purchasing power of silver therefore 
8 5 9 7 — 5 to sell. China is not 
aser goods a borro mar 
5 wer in the money kets 
The Vancouver Sun publishes an address by R. J 
2 er, before the National Foreign Trade Council: in wate he 


“China is the greatest potential trader in the world to-day. Its 
5 7 les square miles of territory support a population = | 425,- 
000. Close up, it may appear that China is hopelessly en- 
meshed in political squabbling, sectional wars, an economic chaos, 
but hold China off at a distance and it is apparent that it is 
politically, economically, and socially. * * * Lump 
85 8 T together and lump the billion people who 
a single trade unit an 
d's 3 d one has a picture of the 
. S. U. Zau, director of commercial relations for the N 
8 4 e the China e as follows, in pests 
trad China as affected b 

palicy in Tintin: y the British silver 

bas s the British policy, again, in India which has added 
materially to the decline in the value of silver another Season. se 
seems to me, why Great Britain should take the initiative in mak- 
ing at least an endeavor to reach some sort of international under- 
standing for reestablishing silver as a standard basis of credit, 
‘Almost everywhere in Europe hundreds of factories are idle 
or working short-time, and millions of men and women are with- 
out work. Why are they unemployed? Because markets can not 
be found for their products. And the reason those markets can 
not be found in many parts of the world is, not that the people 
who usually buy the products of European and American factories 
cupboards, But Deontas EEY En ot ies te nd ee 

cup! use can not afford to 

asked for them. d PAY- the. prices 

“This is particularly the case with us here in China. Owin 
to the terrific slump in the value of silver, we can scarcely — 
from nor sell to foreign countries, and this ysis of China’s 
trade has its reactions far beyond the frontiers of this Republic, 
The price of an article manufactured in Manchester or Sheffield 
for sale in China becomes doubled simply because exc’ com- 
oe eee to pay a dollar for what we used to get for 50 
cents. 

“If only it were possible to get concerted action taken for the 
stabilization of the silver market, it would be soon possible to get 
the trade which is now paralyzed into movement again, and this 
would be to the benefit not only of China but of all the countries 
which have commercial dealings with us.” 

Rene Leon, noted American authority on commerce and finance, 
in a statement issued September 19, 1930: 

“Available records running back well upwards of a century 
fail to reveal so low a quotation for the white metal as that 
which obtained in mid-June, 1930, and the improvement since 
that date has been purely negligible. The effect of this disas- 
trous state of affairs on the psychology of the orientals may well 
be left to the imagination. Suffice to say that mass poverty, 
breeds dispair and engenders social and political evils. India and 
China are in the throes of just such conditions.” 

Dr. Julius Klein, Assistant Secretary of Commerce, in a state- 
ment to subcommittee made on June 26, 1930: 

“In explanation of the considerable loss in both our import 
and export trade with China three principal factors may be 
emphasized: (1) The renewal of extensive and energetic mili- 
tary activities in north central China and the Yangtze Valley, 
throughout the first half of 1930; (2) the lower prices obtaining 


in world markets for many commodities, and particularly those 
which figure most important in China's e ; and (3) the 


low price of silver. These three factors, as well as minor contrib- 
uting ones, all blend into the one general cause for the reduction 
in China's trade, i. e., the reduction in China's purchasing power 
brought about by them.” 

And again: 

“China, being on a silver basis, receives all of her income in 
China in silver, and all she receives from abroad must be paid 
for in silver, but upon a gold valuation. From our Table II we 
note that the average dollar value of the Shanghai tael in 1928 
was 64.30 gold cents; in 1929, 58.42 cents; in May, 1930, 44.69 
cents; and July 22, 1930, 36.74 cents. A simple way to state the 
problem is the obvious one that, other things being equal, China 
can not buy as much goods from abroad for 36 cents as it could 
for 64 cents.” 

Grover Clark, consultant on far eastern affairs, in a statement 
issued January 13, 1931: 

“Millions in China, made destitute by famine and civil war, now 
must loot to live. These are the raw material out of which the 
communist bands are o and from which the huge armies 
are recruited. Until these people can get an opportunity to earn a 
modest living, peace in China will have no secure foundation, the 
buying power of the people will remain low, and, consequently, 
China will continue to be very much less of a market for American 
goods than it will become when peace and better economic con- 
ditions are achieved.” 

The Irving Trust Co. of New York, in the Mid-Month Review of 
Business for December, 1930: 

“Inasmuch as China is on a silver basis, her purchasing power in 
terms of imports has been melting away, and thus American sales 
have woefully declined. In addition, the Chinese are suffering 
from a world-wide decline in the gold prices of the commodities 
which they export. It seems safe to infer that the silver catas- 
trophe has been a major factor in the unrest in India and economic 
crisis in China. If so, the full effects of the situation have not 
yet been witnessed.” 

Department of Commerce Reports of February 4, 1931: 

The silver situation continues to be the all-absorbing topic of 
interest in Shanghai business circles. * * * The outlook is 
thus uncertain and, combined with continued instability, is reflect- 
ing unfavorably upon both the import and export trade.” 

John Brisben Walker, writing in the New York Times, says: 

“The effect on India and China will never be known in its fullest 
horror. The immediate depreciation of the only stock of money— 
silver—stopped trade and starved whole Provinces. It caused 
millions of deaths.” 

J. F. Darling, director of the Midland Bank, of London, in an 
address before the Royal Empire Society, of London: 

“Gold has been accorded a value more than sixty times that of 
silver to-day. Despite the fact that the relative production of the 
two metals has been what it now is for the last four or five cen- 
turies. Over that long period only 14 ounces of silver have been 
produced for each ounce of gold. That proportion has shown no 
change for the last five years, but in the same length of time the 
price of silver has fallen from 64 to 28 cents an ounce. 
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“This has been terrific in its effect on the purchasing power of 
a billion people in the world, which in turn reacts against another 
billion * We are fools to put up with it. Common jus- 
tice, common humanity, and common sense urgently demand that 
the British Empire take the lead in restoring the equilibrium 
of gold and silver, on which the economic structure of the world 
rests.” 

E. Kann, international authority on the currencies and finances 
of China: 


“The sale by governments had a doubly harmful consequence: 
First, because extra quantities of silver were thrown on the market, 
irrespective of whether, when, or where these were wanted; and, 
second, the baneful psychological effect caused by the uncertainty, 
or rather the certainty, of more coming in the near future. This 
has been a huge black cloud overshadowing the silver market like 
the Angel of Death.” 


STATEMENT FROM INDIA 


Mr. Chunilal Mehta, of India, addressing the annual meeting of 
the Bombay Bullion Exchange in January, 1931, said: 

“But more important than the Rex scheme for the rehabilita- 
tion for silver is the giving up by the Government of India of 
their policy of silver sales * The Government of India 
has sold until now approximately 87,000,000 ounces of silver 

+*+ + and it seems that the Government policy is not yet 
pelted. These sales of silver by the Government of India and the 
world knowledge that a further large amount is for sale have de- 
pressed the world market to the present low level.” 

The Business Week, as reported in the Literary Digest, describ- 
ing the decline in silver: 

“ One of the major economic curiosities of the age.” 

Dispatch from China, as reported by Boston News Bureau, states 
that the Chinese Government— 

“Faces commercial ruin from the tobogganing of silver prices.” 

Federal Reserve Board bulletin of January, 1931, states: 

“The decline in the price of silver has affected the trade of the 
silver-using countries of the Far East.” 


DECLINE IN TRADE WITH CHINA 


As shown in statistics prepared by the Department of Commerce 
for chief commodities during 11-month period of 1930 compared 
with previous years. 


United States trade with the whole of China for the first 11 
months of 1928, 1929, and 1930 


(In thousands; 000 omitted) 


United States trade with China for the first 11 months of 1928, 1929, and 1930 
(In thousands; 000 omitted) 


EXPORTS TO CHINA 


43, 413 
12, 


Exports to China $142, 325 $103, 755 
Per cent of increase or decrease —5.4 — 

Imports from China $169, 442 $108, 517 

Per cent of increase or decrease —7 +15.5 —3 

All 1930 statistics subject to correction. 
For 11 months of— 
1928 
Quantity Value Value 

$34, 376 $25, 600 $18, 700 
1,861 1, 580 Dost 
1, 906 2, 599 8, 061 
27,100 17, 801 11,912 
1,071 837 666 
2, 438 2.681 1, 837 
26, 265 11. 803 11.982 
13, 543 7, 967 2, 107 
14, 635 20, 248 20, 116 
9, 547 13, 782 9, 227 
7,728 7, 235 6, 650 
6, 900 8, 978 7, 928 
3, 5, 226 3, 270 
2 3,0 1,740 
2, 3, 2, 993 
1, 1, 1,080 
1, 240 
875 
H4 
427 
752 
875 
000 
405 
548 


S 
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Financial statistics for foreign countries—Gold holdings of central banks and governments 
Un millions of dollars. Figures for end of month or latest available preceding date; see Bulletin for June, 1929, p. 396, and for June, 1930, p. 372] 
(Gold holdings as shown by statistics of Federal Reserve Board Bulletin of January, 1931) 


FEBRUARY 12 


4.08 451 97 78 
3.900 434 89 78 
3921| 445 88 78 
3.88 448 124 78 
4.001 44 126 70 
4.131] 442 109 90 79 
4159| 441 91 90 80 
4.178 440 97 89 81 
4.100 436 97 80 9¹ 
4.148 434 97 69| 100 
4,159 |7 434 98 65 110 
4,194} 1429 79 143 12 
4,220 | 1417 75 129 | 1130 


1 Preliminary, based on latest available figures. 


to 1913, For the 16-countries here shown separately—all 

except as follows: United States Treasury and F. 

etnment stabilization fund; Canada—Government reserye 
India—currency and gold standard reserves of Government; 


Monthly China trade for 1930 as shown by figures of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce: 


‘Note.—Table covers all countries for which oc wes pe fm bs 
reserve 


banks; 
nst D 


United States trade with China jor 11 months of 1929 and 1930 
[In thousands; 000 omitted] 


FFF $13,200 | $15,767] $12, 188 
9.200 14,128 9, 
9.270 15,642) 12 

10,955 | 15,758 13,118 

7.200 21,121 12 105 

8.455 14,674 10,102 

7.812] 18,859] 10,300 

7,352 10,040 9.720 

7,670 11,440 7.250 

12.613] 14.034 5, 962 

November 10,010 | 9, 964 5,315 


Compiled in Far Eastern Section, January 24, 1931. 


Trade with silver-using countries, as shown in the figures of the 
Department of Commerce, dropped materially in 1930. 


Total values of exports and imports of merchandise of United 
States with silver-using countries 


[In thousands of dollars] 


m Central America 90, 756 68, 262 
3 sass | as 
Argentina 
Brazil 108, 788 53, 805 
Chiesa es ae ae 776 46, 400 
Colombia 4444/4 — * He 
— 176 1 72 
Uruguay 
Venezu 825 32, 969 

269 
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are available; see Bulletin for A 
have held gold in recent years to 


1, 600 714 
1, 633 714 
1, 683 717 
1.680 715 
7 m 
1,717 710 
1.727 701 
1,775 701 
1, 852 698 
1,899 688 
1,992 1691 
2,037 1693 

Arr.... A ERE irae, fl Renee S 


1930, where separate figures for 44 countries are given 
amount of $90,000,000 or more—the are for 1 


tina Government conversion fund and Bank of the Myce Brazil—Bank of Brazil and Gov- 
ion and notes sa 


‘apan—domestic boldings of Bai 


Me ofp res poti and gold deposits of chartered banks in the central reserve; 


of Japan and Government, 


Annual highest, lowest, and average price of silver since 1923 
[From the report of the United States Bureau of the Mint] 


MISO sd SANE E EN ET ER NA 


Price of silver February 9, 1931, $0.265. 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 14675) making appropriations for the Department of 
the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I suggest the 
absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will call the 
roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen- 
ators answered to their names: 


Ashurst Fletcher McGill Shortridge 
Barkley Prazier McKellar th 
Bingham George McMaster Smoot 

Black Gillett McNary Steck 

Blaine Glass Metcalf Stelwer 
Blease Goff Morrison Stephens 
Borah Goldsborough Morrow Swanson 
Bratton Gould Moses Thomas, Idaho 
Brock Hale Norbeck Thomas, Okla. 
Brookhart Harris Norris Townsend 
Bulkley Harrison Nye Trammell 
Capper Hatfield Oddie Tydings 
Caraway Hawes Partridge Vandenberg 
Carey Hayden Patterson Wagner 
Connally Hebert Phipps Walcott 
Copeland Heflin Walsh, Mass. 
Couzens Howell Pittman Walsh, Mont. 
Cutting Johnson Ransdell Waterman 
Dale Jones Reed Watson 
Davis Kean Robinson, Ark. Wheeler 
Deneen Kendrick Williamson 
Dill King Sheppard 

Fess La Follette Shipstead 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ninety Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma obtained the floor. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Oklahoma yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
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Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield to the Senatur from 
Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. I send to the desk and ask to have read by 
the clerk an editorial appearing in the New Republic of 
February 11, 1931. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
clerk will read, as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


THE WEEK 


President Hoover is engaged in a desperate gamble with death 
in his refusal to accept money from the Public Treasury for the 
victims of the drought. He is assuming that the Red Cross has 
or can obtain sufficient funds to carry all the victims through the 
period, which will be several months at the least, until they can 
again help themselves. The Red Cross is now seeking to raise 
$10,000,000 and is encountering difficulties in doing so. It would 
have been reasonable to suppose, in view of the appalling nature 
of the emergency, that it would have had the entire amount in 
hand by February 1, yet on that date it had raised less than one- 
half the total. It has some other money available; nobody knows 
how much; and Judge Payne refuses to be candid in his public 
statements on the subject, although the Red Cross is a quasi- 
official agency. It is also keeping secret the facts about the size 
of the emergency and the probable total expenditure which will 
be required. We know, however, that 750,000 persons are now 
wholly destitute, three times as many as were being helped one 
month ago; that the number is increasing ten or twenty thou- 
sand a day ”; that nearly half the States in the Union are affected 
in greater or less degree; that at least 40 per cent of the rural 
population in Kentucky must be aided; that conditions are still 
worse in Arkansas. Forty per cent of the rural population of 
Kentucky, which is our seventeenth State in size of population, 
means 400,000 persons. If the same ratio were maintained in 
Arkansas—it may prove to be much higher—300,000 more must be 
added; and there are 20 other States in distress. 

The Red Cross has been conducted in such a way as to cause 
grave loss of confidence in the competency of its leaders; and 
President Hoover is so habitually wrong in his statistical state- 
ments, and, above all, in his forecasts of the future, that it is 
hard to put much reliance on his belief that the funds now in 
sight are sufficient to meet the emergency. The alternative is 
tragic, and we hope with all our hearts that he is right. Yet we 
can not help thinking of the ironic contrast between the Hoover 
of to-day and the Hoover who was the rescuer of babies in Europe 
a decade ago. Then he did not hesitate to use Government funds 
for food; millions of dollars were so expended under his direction. 
Long after the conflict was over he spent huge sums from the 
United States Treasury to feed the victitms of war and famine 
abroad. If the victims of drought in Arkansas or Kentucky could 
transport themselyes half around the world and move backward 
10 years in time his scruples would not exist. As it is, he is 
willing to have the Government buy them grain and farm ma- 
chinery—provided they can live to sow the seed and reap the 
harvest, he will feed their livestock for them; but when it comes 
to food, clothing, and shelter for themselves and their families, 
he can only say, “Judge Payne hopes to raise enough money by 
private charity, even in these hard times, to keep you alive; and, 
on the chance that he will be able to do so, the door of the 
United States Treasury must be locked against you, lest the Budget 
be unbalanced and the taxes on the wealthier elements in the 
community be increased.” There must be millions of Americans 
who are rubbing their eyes and saying, “Is this the Hoover we 
saw at work in Belgium?” 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, it is now 
almost 5 o’clock. I do not desire at this time to speak. The 
fact is, I never take the floor unless I feel it is my duty so 
to do. What I shall have to say upon this report in the 
main will be in relation to the method and manner in which 
the Indian citizens of the United States are being treated 
by the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

However, I will refer briefly to the relief item before pro- 
ceeding to the second phase of my objections. 

I made a statement on a former occasion that there was 
not a mouthful of food in this entire $20,000,000. The devel- 
opments in the past 24 hours have demonstrated the sound- 
ness of that position. 

At this point I ask unanimous consent to have inserted 
in the Recorp a copy of Senate Resolution 446, known as the 
Borah resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the resolution was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be requested to 
advise the Senate as soon as practicable: 

First. Whether he understands that the second paragraph or 
subdivision of the amendment to the Interior Department appro- 
priation conference report relating to drought relief included in 
its terms food, clothes, and medicines. 


Second. Whether he understands that a fair and sympathetic 
interpretation of said amendment would cover food, clothes, and 
medicines. 

Third. Is there any prohibition therein which precludes the use 
of money secured by loans thereunder being used for the purchase 
of food, clothes, and medicines? 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I ask that 
immediately following the Borah resolution there be inserted 
in the Record a copy of what may be termed the Hyde reply. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the telegram was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

[Telegram] 
LOUISVILLE, Ky., February 12, 1931. 
PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE, 
Capitol; 

My attention has been called to the resolution of inquiry di- 
rected to me regarding the proposed amendment to joint resolu- 
tion No. 211, for relief of farmers in the drought-stricken areas 
approved December 20. As I have already indicated, it is not my 
understanding that the reason for this legislation is to provide 
loans for food but for purposes beyond those’ already made by 
the joint resolution referred to which may be necessary to secure 
& crop and where the emergency for such assistance exists. The 
provision of food, medicine, and clothes by gift is the major pur- 
pose of the Red Cross, who are now generously meeting this need 
and are able to do so. Their services are particularly n 
to the great numbers of tenants and others who have no security 
to offer for loans and to whom the creation of a debt for food 
would be a hopeless burden. On the other hand, it is my under- 
standing that the major purpose of this additional legislation is 
in effect to restore the weakened credit situation and that when 
loans under any part of the amendment are made to those who 
have the securities indicated for that purpose and for making the 
next crop and for rehabilitation from drought, there could be no 
prohibition against the proceeds of such loans being used for 
food or other supplies if they were ne to effect the pur- 
pose, I am confident that the organization and relief by the com- 
bined agencies will adequately care for the drought. sufferers. 
Fair and sympathetic interpretation of authority granted to the 
Department of Agriculture would be only natural in view of its 
close contacts and particular interest in those affected. The de- 
partment will certainly give such administration. 


ARTHUR M. HYDE, 
Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I will not 
ask that these be read, but I will ask that I may have the 
privilege of inserting in the Recorp some telegrams and 
letters and data without their being read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is 
so ordered. 

Mr, THOMAS of Oklahoma. I also ask unanimous con- 
sent that such data as requested may be read at the desk 
by the reading clerk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator des 
to have them read now? Š 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. From time to time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
clerk will read from time to time, as requested. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, it is now 
4.55 o’clock. I ask that the reporter be requested to pre- 
pare a copy of the unanimous-consent request and lay it 
upon my desk forthwith. 

I would not take the floor at this time 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for an inquiry? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. What is the unanimous- 
consent request to which the Senator refers? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I now have unanimous con- 
sent to have read at the desk such data as I may present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order has been 
entered. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I did not understand what 
the request was. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood 
the Senator from Oklahoma to say that in the course of the 
remarks he was about to make there would be certain data 
affecting the subject which he was discussing, and that he 
would ask from time to time that they be read from the 
desk; and, without objection, that order was entered. 

Mr. SMOOT. I did not so understand the request, Mr. 
President. I understood that the Senator had sent to the 
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desk something to be read. I certainly can not consent to 
having the time of the Senate taken up here all day to-mor- 
row by the reading of articles sent to the desk. If the 
Senator wants to take the time 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I am not yielding for any 
suggestion from the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio 
will state it. 

Mr. FESS. I listened to the request made by the Senator 
from Oklahoma that from time to time he would send mat- 
ters to the desk to be read by the clerk. Did I understand 
the decision of the Chair to be that an objection could not 
be made at the time when an article was sent up to be read? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the 
Senator from Oklahoma to make his unanimous-consent re- 
quest in this form of words, that from time to time as he 
proceeded with his discussion of the question there would be 
data affecting questions he was discussing, and that he asked 
unanimous consent that such data from time to time should 
be read from the desk. The Chair asked if there was objec- 
tion, and none was entered. 

Mr. FESS. None having been entered, then the Senator 
from Oklahoma could send up a book to-morrow and have 
it read? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the present occupant of 
the chair is in the chair at such time, I do not think the 
Senator from Ohio need be under any apprehension that that 
will be done, because under the other rule, if objection is 
made to the reading of a paper, the Chair will entertain it. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I was about 
to say that I would not take the floor if it did not now 
appear that hundreds, that thousands, yes, even millions 
of our fellow citizens are not to be taken care of in this 
emergency. I presume now to speak for those who can not 
speak for themselves, for those who can not help themselves. 

No relief has been provided in the Interior Department 
appropriation bill for che unemployed, or in any bill that 
has been passed or is pending with prospects for considera- 
tion at this session of the Congress. No relief measure 
has been passed by this Congress, or is now proposed, to 
take care of the hungry, those who may be cold, those who 
are sick, those who may be afflicted, or the widows and the 
orphans. 

No other proposition with prospects of passage is pending 
before Congress save this now before us. The other body 
has made that clear. It was stated in the other body on 
Saturday that this was an omnibus proposition, that every- 
thing is merged herein. 

We shall hear no more of the Capper bill—the bill to 
make available 20,000,000 bushels of wheat, now owned by 
the Government, for those who may be hungry. That bill, 
along with others, is merged in this item in the report now 
pending before us, 

Mr. President, on a former occasion in the Senate by 
unanimous vote there was placed in this bill a provision 
to give the Red Cross $25,000,000 to use to help the par- 
ticular class I have just enumerated. But now that class 
has been forgotten, and when the conferees came back with 
their report, what did we find? We found the report omit- 
ting the unemployed in the country and in the city, forget- 
ting the hungry, forgetting those who may be cold, those 
who may be sick, those who may be afflicted, even forgetting 
the widows and the orphans. 

Mr. President, the Senate on various occasions has gone 
on record in favor of helping those classes of our people. 
No longer ago than yesterday a resolution was passed 
through this body asking the Secretary of Agriculture 
whether or not this bill, if passed, would permit him to loan 
money for the purpose of purchasing food and clothes and 
medicine. I desire at this time briefly to analyze his reply. 

What I stated on a former occasion is the interpretation 
given by the Secretary of Agriculture. It is the interpreta- 
tion given by the House of Representatives. It is the inter- 
pretation of the administration. Others may be in doubt, 
but no doubt exists in my mind as to what the compromise 
means. Here is what it means, as Mr. Hyde says: 
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It is not my understanding that the reason for this legislation 18 
to provide loans for food. 

The permission is not in this bill, so says Mr, Hyde, to 
make loans for food or to provide money with which to pur- 
chase food. There being no purpose, there being no intent, 
there being no reason, of course the money will not be 
loaned for the purpose of buying food or clothes or medicine. 
That being true, my statement made a day or two ago that 
there is not a single meal nor a single mouthful of food in 
this entire $20,000,000 stands unchallenged and unanswered. 

Further, said Mr. Hyde: 

The provision of food, medicine, and clothes by gift is the major 
purpose of the Red Cross. 

Reason No. 2: There is no food or clothes or medicine 
in the bill. Further, said Mr. Hyde, speaking of the Red 


Cross: 
Their services are particularly necessary to the great numbers 


of tenants and others who have no security to offer for loans. 

What does Mr. Hyde say? He says “tenants.” What is a 
tenant? It was suggested this afternoon that tenants per- 
haps were synonymous with peasants and live in some of 
the Southern States. The Senator, representing a great 
Southern State, denied that he had peasants among his 
constituency. In some places they are called “share crop- 
pers.” A tenant is a man who lives in or on some other 
man’s property. In the Hyde reply the term refers to 
“ share croppers,” men who rent some other man’s land and 
farm it on the shares—so much of the wheat for rent, so 
much of the cotton for rent, and so much of the other crops 
for rent. So under this bill the tenant farmers are not 
included and they are not protected. 

Others who have no security for loans are not protected. 
What does the amendment cover? Mr. Hyde tells us that 
the $20,000,000 is for but two purposes: First, it is “to 
restore the weakened credit situation, and that when loans 
under any part of the amendment are made to those who 
have the securities.” Instead of giving this money to the 
Red Cross as we intended, to help the unemployed, to help 
the hungry, to help those who are cold, to help the sick and 
the afflicted, and the widow and the orphan, the purpose is 
entirely reversed, and now we are to help the weakened credit 
situation and this money is to be loaned to those who have 
security. 

Let me call attention to the next to the last sentence in 
this remarkable document. I read: 

Fair and sympathetic interpretation of authority granted to the 


Department of Agriculture would be only natural in view of its 
close contacts and particular interest in those affected. 


That is a peculiar statement. Mr. Hyde says that fair 
and sympathetic interpretation of authority granted to the 
Department of Agriculture would be only natural.” He 
there casts a doubt upon his own fairness to interpret and 
administer this legislation. Then he proceeds to argue in 
favor of his fairness. He says: “I will consider this legis- 
lation fairly because of my close contacts and particular 
interest in those affected.” Who are “those affected”? 
Not the unemployed, not the tenant farmer, not those who 
may be hungry, not those who may be sick; but those af- 
fected, which means the credit corporations, the stock- 
holders in such credit corporations who have stock to 
hypothecate with which to secure loans, and, perhaps, as 
has been suggested, the plantation owners. 

Mr. President, the issue is narrowed, cleared, and well 
defined. The administration has definitely decided in this 
proposal to help one class, and that is the class that does 
not need help. The class that needs help—the unemployed 
in the cities and those who have no security in the coun- 
try—are to get no relief. 

Mr. President, who among our people have had help at 
the hands of the Congress since this depression started? 
Let me call attention to the record already made. Imme- 
diately after the stock-market crash something over a 
year ago, when Wall Street was in a frenzy, when the stock- 
market operators in that area were demoralized, what hap- 
pened? Presumably a committee came to Washington, be- 
cause in a few days thereafter there was sent a recommen- 
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dation to the Congress and immediately thereafter a bill 
was introduced proposing relief for Wall Street and those 
who were operating in its stocks. No sooner had that bill 
been presented when everything was swept aside and the 
bill was rushed hurriedly through the Congress giving to 
Wall Street and the stock-market manipulators relief to 
the extent of $160,000,000. That was relief for Wall Street. 

What else? A bill passed recently appropriating $45,- 
000,000; for whom? For those who have credit, and to this 
good hour not a single penny has been appropriated for 
those who may be in the direst of distress. 

Then we have in this appropriation bill an item of 
$20,000,000 to be loaned to credit corporations, to be loaned 
to those who have stock in such credit corporations, and 
to be loaned to planters. I doubt, if this bill should pass, 
whether or not many planters would or could avail them- 
selves of the opportunity of securing loans from the $20,- 
000,000. However, that remains to be seen. 

Mr. President, the Senate has passed upon this question 
repeatedly in a way indicating that we desire to help the 
class that now has no help in sight, the classes I have enu- 
merated—the unemployed, the hungry, the cold, the sick, 
and the widows and orphans. 

Mr. President, what is government for? I hold that one 
of the supreme functions of government is to help those 
who can not help themselves. Acting on this, with me, 
established policy, I now ask unanimous consent that the 
conference report on this bill (H. R. 14675) be rejected and 
that the House of Representatives be requested to grant a 
further conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on said bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. La FoLLETTE in the 
chair). Is there objection? 

Mr. BLACK. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is heard. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, this session of 
Congress is about over. At 12 o’clock noon on March 4 this 
session ends. Instead of the economic, drought, and human 
conditions getting better they are getting worse. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. For what purpose? 

Mr. SMOOT. I simply want to state to the Senator that 
if he does not feel like proceeding further to-night I am 
perfectly willing to ask for a recess at this time. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Iam willing to yield for that 
purpose, upon the condition that I shall be recognized at the 
beginning of the next session of the Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. There is no question about that, so far as I 
am concerned. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Very well. 


RECESS 


Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate take a recess until 
11 a. m. to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 5 o’clock 
and 10 minutes p. m.) took a recess until to-morrow, Friday, 
February 13, 1931, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the Senate February 12 
(legislative day of January 26), 1931 


District JUDGE, DIVISION No. 3, DISTRICT OF ALASKA 


E. Coke Hill, of Alaska, to be district judge, Division No. 
3, District of Alaska. (He is now serving in this position 
under an appointment which expires February 14, 1931.) 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS 

Harry M. Reed, of Iowa, to be United States attorney, 
northern district of Iowa, to succeed Bennett E. Rhinehart, 
whose term expires February 28, 1931. 

Frederick H. Tarr, of Massachusetts, to be United States 
attorney, district of Massachusetts. (He is now serving in 
this position under an appointment which expired Decem- 
ber 21, 1930.) 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY 
To be colonel 
Lieut. Col. Sydney Smith, Infantry, from February 6, 1931. 
To be lieutenant colonel 


Maj. Walter Raymond Wheeler, Infantry, from February 
6, 1931. 


To be major 


Capt. Frederick LeRoy Black, Quartermaster Corps, from 
February 6, 1931. 


To be captain 


First Lieut. Harold Lyman Clark, Air Corps, from Feb- 
ruary 6, 1931. 
To be first lieutenants 


Second Lieut. Hubert Whitney Ketchum, jr., Cavalry, from 
February 6, 1931. 

Second Lieut. Marcel Gustave Crombez, Infantry, from 
February 7, 1931. 


MEDICAL CORPS 
To be lieutenant colonel 


Ma). Henry Poindexter Carter, Medical Corps, from Feb- 
ruary 11, 1931. 


APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS IN THE Navy 
MARINE CORPS 


Second Lieut. Wilburt S. Brown to be a first lieutenant 
in the Marine Corps from the ist day of June, 1930. 

Second Lieut. Theodore B. Millard to be a first lieutenant 
in the Marine Corps from the 29th day of June, 1930. 

Second Lieut. Albert L. Gardner to be a first lieutenant 
in the Marine Corps from the Ist day of July, 1930. 

Second Lieut. Samuel S. Ballentine to be a first lieutenant 
in the Marine Corps from the 9th day of July, 1930. 

Second Lieut. James P. S. Devereux to be a first lieutenant 
in the Marine Corps from the 1st day of August, 1930. 

Second Lieut. David K. Claude to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the 1st day of August, 1930. 

Second Lieut. Edward J. Trumble to be a first lieutenant 
in the Marine Corps from the Ist day of September, 1930. 

Second Lieut. Harold D. Harris to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the Ist day of September, 1930. 

Second Lieut. Martin S. Rahiser to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the 2d day of September, 1939. 

Second Lieut. Frank J. Uhlig to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the 16th day of September, 1930. 

Second Lieut. Adolph Zuber to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the 29th day of September, 1930. 

Second Lieut. Robert E. Hogaboom to be a first lieutenant 
in the Marine Corps from the 1st day of October, 1930. 

Second Lieut. Francis H. Brink to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the 1st day of October, 1930. 

Second Lieut. James Snedeker to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps from the 12th day of October, 1930. 

Second Lieut. John D. Blanchard to be a first lieutenant 
in the Marine Corps from the 1st day of November, 1930. 

The following-named noncommissioned officers of the 
Marine Corps to be second lieutenants in the Marine Corps, 
probationary for two years, from the 10th day of February, 
1931: 

Corpl. Marcellus J. Howard. Sergt. Norman Hussa. 

Corpl. August Larson. Corpl. Henry T. Elrod. 

The following-named noncommissioned officers of the 
Marine Corps to be second lieutenants in the Marine Corps, 
probationary for two years, from the 10th day of February, 
1931: 

Corpl. Donovan D. Sult. 

Sergt. Robert L. McKee. 

Corpl. Edward B. Carney. 

Quartermaster Clerk Robert M. O’Toole to be a chief 
quartermaster clerk in the Marine Corps, to rank with but 
after second lieutenant, from the 26th day of December, 
1930. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
} THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 12, 1931 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., 
offered the following prayer: 


O Thou, our Heavenly Father, the One who comes with 
the rising morn and the One who stays when the sun goes 
down, hear our prayer in the name of Him who taught us 
all to pray. While our lives are rooted in occupation and 
industry, O let us remember that the flowers take their 
beauty and fragrance from the heavens above. In the 
immortal name of the rugged son of the West, call us to 
surrender our wills to the one supreme allegiance to 
Columbia, our dear homeland. Thus reminded, may we be 
deeply thankful for the conspicuous sons of our Nation’s 
past. They are the heritage of the Republic. They have 
made a cathedral aisle out of our history, and its walls are 
crowded with the splendid tablets and memorials com- 
memorating their contribution to our civilization. May they 
live in the throbbing heart of the present, urging us on to 
greater issues and vaster deeds. O Lord God, as they sleep, 
pillowed in the bosom of kindly mother earth, where the 
call of duty shall no more summon them, may we, the living, 
be loyal and true to our country and hope, work, and pray 
for its highest good. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read 
and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its principal 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment a bill of the House of the following title: 

H. R. 8583. An act for the relief of the State of Maine 
and the city of Portsmouth, N. H. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed 
to the reports of the committees of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 8159. An act to authorize appropriation for con- 
struction at the United States Military Academy, West 
Point, N. Y.; Fort Lewis, Wash.; Fort Benning, Ga.; and for 
other purposes; and 

H. R. 16297. An act to amend the act entitled An act to 
provide for the construction of certain public buildings, and 
for other purposes,” approved May 25, 1926 (44 Stat. 630), 
and acts amendatory thereof. 

WAYS AND MEANS COMMITTEE 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, at the request of the gentle- 
man from Oregon [Mr. HAwI ELI I ask unanimous consent 
that the Committee on Ways and Means may sit during the 
sessions of the House for the remainder of this session. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Connecticut? 

Mr. GARNER. Reserving the right to object, may I sug- 
gest to the gentleman that he amend that request by making 
it the balance of this week, and then we can determine 
whether it is further necessary. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I modify my request to this 
extent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Connecticut as modified? 

There was no objection. 


WILL ROGERS AND DROUGHT RELIEF 


Mr. GLOVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
my colleague, Mrs. Winco, may insert in the Recorp, with 
her own remarks, a resolution passed by the American 


Legion at Fort Smith, Ark., indorsing Will Rogers for his 


work in the Red Cross relief. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Arkansas? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend my 
remarks in the Recorp, I am including a resolution passed 
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by Voiture 1082, Forty and Eight, in connection with the 
American Legion of Fort Smith, Ark., praising the great 
work of Mr. Will Rogers for the stricken people of the 
drought section. The people of Arkansas deeply appreciate 
all that Mr. Rogers has done to bring hope and relief to a 
distressed humanity. 

The resolution is as follows: 


Resolution 


Whereas the person who serves his country in times of peace 
by extraordinary self-sacrifice is as much a patriot and hero as 
the person who serves in times of war; and 

Whereas the motive of the person in time of peace is not in- 
flamed by the tension of martial feeling, but is a quiet under- 
standing of the principles of mercy, charity, and patriotism; and 

Whereas the United States of America recognizes the high de- 
gree of patriotism exhibited in war by the issuance of three 
medals called the congressional medal of honor, given to the 
warrior who performs valorous deeds out of the line of his or- 
dinary duty; the distinguished-service cross, for the person who 
performs valorous deeds in line of duty; and the distinguished- 
service medal for the civilians who perform valorous services in 
times of war; and 

Whereas the United States of America is now in a financial 
crisis due to the vagaries of nature, and untold sufferings and 
misery and want prevail and are weakening the fibers of the 
structure of patriotism and making it a prey for forces seeking 
to disintegrate the fundamentals of our Constitution; and 

Whereas among all agencies tending to alleviate the desperate 
conditions existing, the most outstan personal agency is Will 
Rogers, who, inspired with love of country and a sympathetic 
feeling for suffering humanity, is making a sacrifice of his time, 
his money, and is making use of his unusual talents to awaken 
the people of America to the problems confronting them by giv- 
ing lectures in the country and letting the proceeds be used for 
relief work; and 

Whereas he not only procures moneys, food, clothing, and ma- 
terial by this method but he also by his wit and wisdom and 
good cheer strengthens the morale of the citizenship at large, 
thereby combating the insidious and hidden force of evil; and 

Whereas, we, Voiture 1082 of the Forty and Eight connected 
with the Victor Ellig Post of the American Legion, of Fort Smith, 
Ark., do hereby believe that such patriotism as exhibited by Will 
Rogers, even though not in time of war, should be regarded by 
the entire Nation: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the voiture in regular meeting assembled call 
upon the Government of the United States to bestow upon Mr. 
Will Rogers the ed-service medal or to commemorate 
his relief work by having a special medal struck and presented 
to him; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Fort Smith Voiture call upon all voitures 
in the country, all , the citizens of Arkansas, the leg- 
islative assembly of Arkansas, the national representatives of our 
State and the entire Nation, for assistance in rendering to Mr. 
Will Rogers this just honor for his performance of humanitarian 
service. 

Adopted: Fort Smith Voiture 1082, Forty and Eight. 

7 N D. O'SHEA, Chef de Gare. 

EpwarD H. SMITH, 


C 
Presented by JAMES K. JORDAN, cl 
SOVIET DUMPING AND COMMUNISTIC ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED 
ST. 


Mr. BOX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to in- 
sert in the Record an extension of my remarks and include 
quotations from the New York Times and other publications. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOX. Mr. Speaker, under leave granted me by the 
House, I present for printing in the Record extracts from a 
statement entitled “ Trade with the Soviets,” and from a 
memorandum entitled “ Bolshevism, One of the Agents of 
the Economic Crisis,” both dated January, 1931. 

From sources entitled to consideration, these documents 
come to me as a Member of the House and of its Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization, dealing with immigra- 
tion and deportation questions. The statements are perti- 
nent to questions now being considered by the Ways and 
Means Committee and to the present acute economical situ- 
ation in the United States. 

My own information as to alleged facts presented is too 
restricted to permit me to vouch for the accuracy of these 
statements or the correctness of conclusions reached. 
Nevertheless, the channels through which these statements 
come to me, and the character and importance of the facts 
stated, prompt me to place these extracts where they can be 
read and considered by those who are interested in the situ- 
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ation with which they deal. The importance of that situa- 
tion makes it and every fact related to it worthy of careful 
consideration. 


THE FORCED LABOR OF THE WORKERS 


For its part, the central council of the Communist Party de- 
cided on October 20, 1930: “The commissariats of labor of the 
Union of Socialist Soviet Republics and the federated states are 
authorized to transfer trained workers, mechanics, and engineers 
already in work to another occupation in an enterprise of another 
kind or in a similar enterprise situated in another region 
Any worker who refuses the work offered—even if this work is not 
his specialty and if the acceptance of this work entails removal 
to another part of the country—will be immediately struck off the 
registers of the labor exchanges. * * No other motive for 
refusal will be accepted than illness duly certified by a medical 
board of control. 

“All workers leaving an undertaking, whether of their own free 
will or owing to dismissal for infractions of labor discipline, will 
be regarded as deserters. * * + the six months fol- 
lowing their dismissal from the undertaking they will have no 
right to any employment in the industry. * * * 

“Workers who seek only their own personal interest, without 
consideration for the needs of the national economy, and the 
realization of the 5-year plan, may be struck off the registers of 
the labor exchanges.” The texts were published more fully on 
November 10, 1930, by the international labor office. 

We extract from the Pravda of October 22, 1930, the following 
communication, addressed to the trade-unions and the young 
communists (we abbreviate in certain places): 

“To be able to assure to our mines, our building yards, and 
our forestal exploitations a sufficient staff, the communists and 
the trade-unions have given the labor organs the task of com- 
pleting the recruiting of 103,000 agricultural workers to transfer 
them. before the 15th of October to the coal mines, to supply 
immediately 150,000 workers for the most important building 
yards, to make up the deficit in the personnel employed in trans- 
porting timber by waterway, and to assure for all the ‘shock 
quarter’ (October-December, 1930) an uninterrupted supply of 
labor to the forestal exploitations; that is to say, 964,000 wood- 
cutters and 1,109,000 workers with horses for transport. 

“The bureaucracy working too slowly; organize yourselves in the 
industrial and agricultural undertakings; special brigades to re- 
cruit this personnel and send them to the mines, to the lumber 
camps, and the building yards. 

“(Signed) ZIKHON, 
“ The 5 of Labor. 


EIN HERO, 

“The Secretary of the Pan- Russian Council of Trade- Unions. 
“ SALTANOV, 

“ The Secretary of the C.C. of Young Communists.” 


These measures instituting forced labor throughout Russia have 
occasioned a serious effervescence even among the communists of 
Moscow, but they have not been abrogated. 


THE CONVICTS 


So far we have only examined the conditions of life of the 
privileged working class. Without speaking of the last bourgeois, 
deprived of food cards, who are ending by dying of hunger, with- 
out mentioning either the hordes of deserted children, who subsist 
solely by theft and prostitution, we can not remain silent con- 
cerning the immense army of convicts, condemned to a slavery 
worse than that of the negroes of other days, for their work plays 
a great rôle in soviet’s dumping. : 

Alongside the malefactors of common law, there were at first 
the supposed adversaries of the present régime; the religious per- 
secutions added many priests and believers. In the spring of 1929 
there were more than 30,000 at Solovetsk alone. Since then in- 
numerable koulaks, opposed to the confiscation of their land, 
have been condemned to forced labor. It has been necessary to 
construct new camps in the extreme north of Russia and of 
Siberia, where these unfortunates are employed in the lumber 
camps. The G. P. U. hires out for its own profit troops of these 
for the fisheries, and to certain mines and industries where they 
are exploited like beasts. 

“To command so many workers the police are insufficient. 
They have had recourse to the method employed formerly by the 
slave drivers; they recruit the worst elements among the convicts, 
make them overseers and stimulate their zeal by more abundant 
food and the threat of putting them back to work like the others. 
The results thus obtained are, according to the chekists, “ excel- 
lent.” Blows rain down, and the workers are broken by over- 
strain, for the maximum of profit has to be got out of them. If 
they succumb, what matter? New supplies are always arriving. 

Despite the atrocious climate, these convicts are in rags, the 
G. P. U. economizing clothing for its own profit and only distrib- 
uting it as recompense to further increase the output of labor. 

The want of food and warm clothing and the ill treatment cause 
many of the prisoners to do themselves intentional bodily harm 
to try to escape work, but those who do this are pitilessly executed. 
(“Dni” extracts from Nos. 97 and 99, 1930.) (Trade with the 
Soviets, pp. 8-10.) 

SOVIET DUMPING 
The soviets claim that they do no dumping, because the goods 


they sell at low prices cost them still less. Seeing the immoral 
manner in which they procure them, this is quite possible. But 


the expression soviet dumping has entered into common par- 
lance, and we shall continue to use it for want of better. It fits, 
moreover, from the fact that these goods are sold abroad much 
below the prices demanded in Russia itself, although the better 
products are reserved for export. Here are the principal goods 
which serve for dumping, and they are being continually added to: 

Petrol was already exported before the war, but as it is wanted 
everywhere, the soviets have forced their sales by an intensive 
exploitation of the oil beds at the risk of rapidly exhausting them. 
They have also restricted internal consumption and raised the 
Price to the home consumer. Having confiscated the oil wells at 
their best (belonging largely to foreigners) and paying their work- 
ers miserably, the soviets are in a position to sell this product and 
its derivatives at far below world prices. 

k Timber 


Pre-war Russia was already the largest supplier of timber in 
Europe. We have seen how the soviets have set about the in- 
tensive exploitation of the immense forests in the north of Russia 
and Siberia by means of forced labor. They can, therefore, export 
large quantities of timber at prices defying all competition. 

The other producing countries are in this way subjected to 
catastrophic underselling. 

It may be remarked that all the forestal concessions accorded 
by the soviets themselves to foreign capitalists have had to be 
liquidated after suffering heavy losses. 

n Russia, where there is so much need of wood for building 
and heating, consumption is severely rationed and the prices 


high. 
Coal and anthracite 


Before the war Russia was an importer. Having forced the 
production in the Donetz Basin to the extreme and reduced in- 
ternal consumption, the soviets have succeeded in exporting 
largely, even to the producing countries, 

The inhuman labor which they demand of the workers enables 
them to sell, even in the United States, at half the normal price. 
Ore and manganese 

The output of the former exploitations has been forced, and 
the soviets have entered into disastrous competition with other 
producers, Many f mines have had to close down; all the 
rest will have to do so unless soviet dumping can be stopped. 


Furs 


The export is six or seven times that of 1913, mainly because the 
Russian population has no longer the means to clothe itself 
warmly as formerly. 

To be able to sell still more, the animals with valuable furs, 
such as the blue fox and the zibeline, have been almost exter- 
minated. The quality has fallen to such a point that the Ameri- 
can firm of A’ m refused last autumn to renew its contract 
with the soviets. To force their hands, these latter imprisoned 
the representative of the firm and threatened him with execution. 

This crying abuse of power shows once more how abnormal 
trade with the soviets is. (La Liberté of the 30th April, 1930.) 

Linen 

Before the war Russia exported largely. Since agriculture has 
worked under the communist régime production has greatly fallen 
off. But despite reduced exports the soviets have, by underselling, 
succeeded in disor, the linen production of Belgium and 
France, for example, where defense measures have had to be 


- Cotton cloth 


Pre-war Russia only exported to the Near and Far East. The 
soviets have started to export to England, where they are selling 
good qualities at low prices to ruin the English industry, already 
severely hit by the lack of sales in India as a result of the boycott. 

Nevertheless, the Russian people are very short of these goods, 
of which they can only obtain little and of bad quality. 


Matches 

The export of matches has largely increased, although the 
soviet press reports a lack of these goods in various parts of the 
Union of Social Soviet Republics. 

Abroad, these matches are sold very much below normal prices 
to disorganize the industry. A certain number of countries have 
begun to defend themselves by introducing a match monopoly or 
by largely increasing customs duties. 

Chemical products 

The soviets have managed to create various chemical products 
capable of competing with those of the principal industrial coun- 
tries, at all events by their prices, which are much below normal. 


Opium 
Whilst the League of Nations is doing its best to combat opium 
and its derivatives, the countries bordering Russia observe that 
the U. S. S. R. is secretly exporting large quantities of these 


products. 
Foodstuffs 
Soviet dumping is specially immoral when it concerns food- 
stuffs taken from the population, despite the increasing famine. 


According to a recent press report, it seems that the Soviet 
Government, frightened by movements of revolt brewing in the 


red army, intends to suspend provisionally further exports of 
wheat. (Trade With the Soviets, pp. 13 to 15.) 

During recent years Russia has been buying from the 
United States a worth-while amount of raw cotton. Cotton 
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growers have been suffering for a lack of a market for 
their cotton. Late reports, for the correctness of which I 
can not vouch, indicate that Russia is now developing a 
sufficient supply of cotton for her own use produced in 
southern Russia, and may soon be exporting a considerable 
surplus of that commodity. For whatever it is worth as in- 
formation bearing upon Russia’s domestic supply, and the 
probability of her future exportation of cotton, I insert 
the following from the New York Times of February 11, 
1931: 


Moscow, February 10.—The soviet’s exportation of oil, grain, and 
lumber, not to mention manganese and coal, which has already 
caused an outcry in the United States and elsewhere, may be 
followed soon by more protests, this time over cotton. 

The soviet contends that last year's crop of 400,000 metric tons 
(a metric ton is 2,204.6 pounds) of staple cotton. with 
270,000 in 1929—-was almost adequate for the demands of the 
home textile industry. The problem of acclimatizing Egyptian 
cotton has been now solved, it is declared, and this year it is 
expected to produce about 35,000 metric tons. 

The total estimated crop for the current year is 650,000 metric 
tons of staple cotton, which leads an official bulletin to declare: 
“This will not only suffice for the expanding demands of our 
textile industry, but will probably raise the question of exporting 
the surplus warp cotton harvested this year. Small cargoes of 
warp cotton have already been shipped abroad in exchange for 
woof cotton.” 

In less technical terms this means that 1930 provided cotton to 
meet the needs of the home industry and exports enough to pay 
for the longer staple cotton bought abroad. 

BOLSHEVISM, ONE OF THE AGENTS OF THE ECONOMIC CRISIS 

The acuteness and duration of the present economic crisis are 
due to industrial overproduction; that is to say, to the insuffi- 
ciency of markets and to lack of confidence in the future. New 
outlets are sought and are not found; several former markets are 
closed. This state of affairs results largely from the action of 
the Soviet Government and of the Third Internationale. As a 
matter of fact: 

Russia, in Europe and Asia, that immense empire where every- 
thing needs to be reconstructed, is hermetically sealed against 
imports, with the exception of those destined for the execution 
of the 5-year plan, the carrying out of which will result in the 
final closing of the Russian market. Moreover, the purchasing 
power of the Soviet Government abroad is greatly inferior to the 
purchasing power of the former empire. 

In China the chaos, favored and maintained by Moscow, re- 
duces the volume of business and excludes the possibility of 
creating new. 

In the Asiatic and African possessions the spirit of revolt is 
maintained and excited by Moscow. 

Throughout the world social insecurity and economic diffi- 
culties are maintained by the immense network of organizations 
and agents of the Third Internationale and by the Soviet em- 
bassies and commercial missions. 


THE WORKERS ARE, AND WILL BECOME MORE AND MORE, THE VICTIMS 


The first victim of this bolshevist action is the worker. If this 
world factor of trouble and disorder and destruction which the 
bolshevist power represents were suppressed it would be possible 
to give work to millions of unemployed. Unemployment, which 
constitutes such a serious menace from the social as well as from 
the economic point of view, is preparing what the bolsheviks call 
the “revolutionary situation.” The sixth congress of the Third 
Internationale which met at Moscow in the summer of 1928, 
formulated this menace: “It is necessary that the situation of 
the masses shall have become more than ordinarily painf 

We see now its execution. (Bolshevism, One of the Agents of 
the Economic Crisis, p. 4.) 


As a disclosure of an instance in which one of the foreign- 
language newspapers sympathizes with and seeks to pro- 
mote the purposes of the Third Internationale, I quote what 
is furnished me from a reliable source as a translation of 
an article entitled “Stream or Waterfall,” by M. Olgin, 
editor of the Freiheit Yiddish Daily of January 28, 1931. 

STREAM OR WATERFALL 

The American workers like a good fight and are not afraid to 
hit and be hit. The American workers have no respect for di- 
rect skirmish with force against force. They have not made use 
of it enough yet in the skirmish of one class against the other, 
but the ideals, the transformation from one point of view to an- 
other, is a very quick process. It might happen in half a day; 
it will come. The breadlines will force themselves in the stores, 
into the restaurants and into the department stores. The home- 
less will take possession of the Commodore, the McAlpin, the 
Pennsylvania, the Ritz-Carlton, and the Roosevelt Hotels. The 
naked ones will find the warehouses where the garments and 
shoes are stored. They will wipe everything out of their way as 
they approach. As far as the laws are concerned, we must at 
least for that be thankful to capitalism. Capitalism itself has 


injected into the masses a deep disrespect for the laws. The 
AAACN laws ate A RAEN ORE 
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I am not yet ready to charge present conditions in Amer- 
ica to the Third Internationale or to the present régime in 
Russia. My judgment is that present conditions are, in the 
main, results of causes recited by me in a speech in this 
House on the 9th instant, and kindred causes. But I rec- 
ognize, first, that those who are seeking to forment disorder 
and communistic revolution here, find their readiest material 
in elements, a large portion of which, read only foreign 
language newspapers, and kindred alien elements, and sec- 
ond, that unfortunate conditions such as now prevail in 
America, tend to create a state of mind making the vic- 
tims of such conditions more inclined to tolerate such ideas 
as those suggested in the last quoted statement. 

The dumping of products of convicts and nonfree labor 
upon America, with the prospect of an increase of the vol- 
ume of such dumping, presents a serious threat to labor and 
business here. 

The other elements indicated by these statements remind 
us of the necessity of more restrictive immigration laws, and 
the better enforcement of both immigration and deportation 
laws already enacted. 

BRYCE CANYON NATIONAL PARK, UTAH 


Mr. COLTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent. to 
take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 16116, “An act 
to adjust the boundaries and for the addition of certain 
lands to the Bryce Canyon National Park, Utah, and for 
other purposes,” and agree to the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill and 
amendments. 

The Clerk reported the following Senate amendments: 

Page 2, line 10, after “ quarter,” where it appears the first time, 
insert, north half south half southeast quarter northwest 
quarter and.” 

Page 2, line 13, after “half,” insert “and.” 

Page 2, line 19, after half where it appears the second time, 
insert “and.” 

7 21, strike out “northwest quarter” and insert 


» lines 21 and 22, strike out “1 and 2” and insert “1, 2, 


—— une 22, strike out northeast quarter.“ 
Page 2, line 22, after 4,“ insert and lots 1 and 2 and south 
half east half section 5,”. 


Mr. GARNER. Reserving the right to object, I would like 
to ask the gentleman if this is agreeable to the gentleman 
from Montana [Mr. Evans]? 

Mr. COLTON. It is; I have conferred with him. 

The Senate amendments were agreed to. 

EXCHANGE OF LANDS WITHIN THE CHACO CANYON NATIONAL 
MONUMENT, N. MEX. 

Mr. COLTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 10576, “An 
act to authorize exchange of lands with owners of private- 
land holdings within the Chaco Canyon National Monu- 
ment, N. Mex., and for other purposes” and agree to the 
Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the following Senate amendment: 

Page 3, line 20, strike out “and” and insert “the.” 

Mr. GARNER. This, I understand, is satisfactory to the 
gentleman from Montana [Mr. Evans]. 

Mr. COLTON. It is. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

OMNIBUS PENSION BILL 


Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to take the bill (H. R. 13518) granting pen- 
sions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and saitors 
of the Civil War and certain widows and dependent chil- 
dren of soldiers and sailors of said war, with Senate amend- 
ments, and agree to the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BUSBY. Reserving the right to object, I want to ask 
the gentleman from Wisconsin a question. How many per- 
sons are involved in the bill you are presenting? 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. I will yield to the gentleman 
from Missouri LIMr. Lozrer]. 
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Mr. LOZIER. I will say that the pending bill comprises 
667 House bills and 85 Senate bills. The total is 752 private 
bills. It carries an expenditure of $129,750, assuming that 
they will continue to live, but they are dying very rapidly. 

Mr. BUSBY. In other words, this is an increase in pen- 
sion expenditures of $129,000 annually in round numbers, if 
they continue to live? 

Mr. LOZIER. Yes. 

Mr. BUSBY. To what class of pensions does this bill 
relate? 

Mr. LOZIER. This bill largely covers increases in 
widows’ pensions from $20 to $40 a month, and in some cases 
from $40 to $50 a month, where the widows have reached 
the age of 75, 80, or 85 years, and where their condition, 
financially and physically, is such as to render them prac- 
tically helpless. 

Mr. BUSBY. What war period does it cover? 

Mr. LOZIER. Only the Civil War period. 

Mr. BUSBY. I have no objection. 

‘The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendments, as follows: 


Page 29, strike out lines 3 to 6, inclusive. 

Page 50, strike out lines 13 to 17, inclusive. 

Page 51, strike out lines 5 to 9, inclusive. 

Page 52, strike out lines 10 to 13, inclusive. 

Page 56, strike out lines 21 to 24, inclusive. 

Page 80, strike out lines 12 to 16, inclusive. 

Page 92, strike out lines 10 to 14, inclusive. 

Page 94, strike out lines 13 to 17, inclusive. 

Page 104, strike out lines 3 to 6, inclusive. 

Page 121, after line 22, insert: 

The name of Bertha Hart, helpless child of Absolom Hart, late 
of Company D, Seventeenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Mary Lester, widow of Charles Lester, late of 
Company A, Seventieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Franklin D. Pierce, late of Capt. Walter P. In- 
gram’s Company D, Halls Gap Battalion, Kentucky State Troops, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The name of Sarah E. Preston, widow of Aaron Preston, late of 
Company F, One hundred and forty-seventh Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Susan S. Tidball, widow of David A. Tidball, late 
of Troop H, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Phebe A. Ingles, widow of Andrew Ingles, late of 
Company E, One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teen Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Matilda E. Houlette, helpless child of Francis D. 
Houlette, late of the United States Navy, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Nannie Young, widow of Richard Young, late of 
Company D, One hundred and ninth Regiment United States 
Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Agnes C. DeGroot, widow of Horace W. DeGroot, 
late of Troop I, First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Ella Van Alstine, widow of Lovant Van Alstine, 
late of Company G, Seventy-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Parmelia A. Holman, widow of Squire A. Holman, 
late of Company A, One hundred and thirteenth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Minnie A. Hamm, former widow of James M. 
Sowers, late of Company C, One hundred and fifty-fourth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Nannie Hall, widow of Benjamin F. Hall, late of 

y G, One hundred and thirty-fifth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 650 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah J. Hawkins, widow of Albert A. Hawkins, 
late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary J. Blanchard, widow of Henry M. Blanchard, 
late of Troop K, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Martha M. Green, widow of William A. Green, late 
of Company B, Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pen- 
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— rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
rece: 4 

The name of Melinda A. Smiley, widow of Sylvanus C. Smiley, 
late of Company A, Thirty-third Regiment Massachusetts Infan- 
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Ella Jackson, former widow of Eugene H. Porter, 
late of the Fourth Independent Company, Ohio Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Mary J. Westfall, widow of Job Westfall, late of 
Company D, Sixty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of 850 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Lizzie Antrim, widow of John Antrim, late of 
Company A, Thirty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Estelle W. Wilson, widow of John R. Wilson, late 
of Company I, Eleventh Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary L. Tryon, widow of Noah W. Tryon, late of 
Seventh Battalion, Indiana Light Artillery, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Adeline Barrows, widow of Dustin Barrows, late 
of Company C, Ninth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now recei 

The name of Adelaide S. Smith, former widow of Benjamin S. 
Smith, late of Company B, Fifty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Tanus Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month. 

The name K Lucy Grimsley, widow of George T. Grimsley, late 
of Company A, Ninth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Myrtle Josephine Cogley, widow of Thomas 8. 
Cogley, late of Company F, Eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Louvinah J. Price, widow of James H. Price, late 
of Company F, Fifteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Marinda DePuy, widow of Lyman M. DePuy, late 
of Battery I, Second Illinois Light Artillery, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
recel 8 

The name of Clara V. Brown, widow of John J. Brown, late of 
Company D, Thirteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah A. Underhill, widow of Isaac Underhill, late 
of Company F, Ninety-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary Jane Brown, widow of William R. Brown, 
late of Company B, Sixty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Cora Shank, widow of Jesse L. Shank, late of 
Troop C, Eleventh t New York Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Maria J. Carl, widow of Rollin M. Carl, late of 
Company D, Tenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Amelia Clapper, widow of Joseph Clapper, late of 
Company G, Fourteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Almeda Hilton, widow of Walton J. Hilton, late 
of Company G, Second Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Ellen M. Holcomb, former widow of Martin L. 
Holcomb, late of Company K, Forty-fourth t Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Josephine Cook, former widow of Valentine 
Seigert, late of Company B, Thirtieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Elizabeth Burnette, widow of Eliphez Burnette, 
late of Troop L, Twelfth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Mary A. Gordon, widow of Frederick M. Gordon, 
late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment Connecticut Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Ella F. Rand, widow of James Hovey Rand, late 
of Captain Cootey’s Independent Company Massachusetts Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Nancy C. Jones, widow of Albert G. Jones, late 
of Troop E, Tenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 
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The name of Caroline Norris, widow of William H. Norris, late 

of Troop E, Fourth Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 

she is now receiving. 

The name of Frances E. Johnson, widow of Lewis Johnson, late 
of Troop G, Ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Nancy Jane Harrell, widow of Henry D. Harrell, 
late of Twentieth Battery, Indiana Volunteer Light Artillery, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Cora Conzet, widow of John Conzet, late of Com- 
pany B, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month, 
and $30 per month when she has attained the age of 60 years. 

The name of Lydia M. Higgins, widow of John W. Higgins, late 
of Company E, Fortieth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Grace Barry, widow of Milton F. Barry, late of 
Battery H, First Regiment New York Light Artillery, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Mary Horn, widow of Henry H. Horn, late of Com- 
pany A, Forty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Flora J. Thrapp, former widow of John Stevens, 
late of Battery M, Second Regiment Illinois Light Artillery, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Caroline Houzelot, widow of Edward Houzelot, late 
of Company A, Twenty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Amanda C. Wolf, widow of George Wolf, late of 
Troop F, Thirteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Emily G. Emanuel, widow of Jonathan M. Emanuel, 
late of United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary A. Simmers, widow of Andrew Simmers, late 
of Company G, Thirteenth Reziment Pennsylvania Reserve Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month. 

The name of Sara E. Shumard, widow of Thomas M. Shumard, 
late of Company H, One hundred and fifty-third Regiment Ohio 
National Guard Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month. 

The name of Ida A. Bower, widow of Joseph M. Bower, late of 
Company D, One hundredth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Rhoda A. Larimer, widow of James E. Larimer, 
late of Company A, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary A. Vincent, widow of Robert W. Vincent, 
late of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Louisa Mutchie, former widow of John Moog, late 
of Company A, One hundred and ninety-first Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Georgie A. Jamison, widow of William Jamison, 
late of Company E, Sixteenth Regiment United States Colored 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Malinda Betsall, widow of Frederick Betsall, late 
of Company L, Sixth Regiment Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Annie E. Rogers, widow of Frederick E. Rogers, late 
of Company D, Thirteenth nt Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary O. Stevens, widow of David S. Stevens, late 
of Company H, Third Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Clara Taylor, widow of Horace Taylor, late of 
Company I, Twenty-seventh Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Josie W. Witham, widow of Nathaniel R. Witham, 
late of Company I, Sixth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Anna F. Whiteside, widow of George Whiteside, 
late of Fourteenth Battery Indiana Light Artillery, and pay her 


a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Mary Smith, widow of Isam Smith, late of Com- 
pany D, Eighty-third Regiment United States Colored Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. £ : 


FEBRUARY 12 
The name of Maria S. Bird, widow of Roseberry Bird, late of 


-Company K, First Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and 


pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Sarepta Rhodes, widow of Beachum Rhodes, late 
of Seventh Battery Indiana Light Artillery, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Eliza Welch, widow of William H. Welch, late of 
Company G, One hundred and fifty-fourth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Elida J. West, widow of John S. West, late of Com- 
pany E, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Mattie Riess, widow of Elias Riess, late of Company 
D, Sixty-first Regiment United States Colored Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Clyde A. Grippin, helpless child of Henry V. Grip- 
pin, late of Company B, Thirty-ninth Regiment Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month, 

The name of Lucinda Ragsdale, widow of James E. Ragsdale, late 
of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah A. Lewis, widow of David Lewis, late of 
Company C, One hundred and thirty-seventh Regiment Indiana 
8 Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 830 per 
month. 

The name of Margaret C. Pyles, former widow of Michael Hock - 
ersmith, late of Company G, One hundred and twenty-sixth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Margaret Porter, widow of John C. Porter, late of 
Company D, Eightieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Martha Jewell, widow of Trueworthy Jewell, late 
of Company A, Forty-fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Adelia A. Deforge, widow of Alfred Deforge, late of 
unassigned company, First Regiment Vermont Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Martha B. Wheeler, widow of Artemas H. Wheeler, 
late of Company H, Tenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Elizabeth Matten, widow of Alfred Matten, late of 
Company B, Twenty-eighth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Anna S. Bergeson, widow of Lars V. Bergeson, late 
of Company I, Thirty-fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Rebecca S. Kerlee, widow of William H. Kerlee, late 
of Company D, Eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Mary W. Ferrin, widow of Eaton Ferrin, late of 
Company C, Twenty-eighth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Lucie B. White, widow of Henry W. White, late of 
Troop C, Second Regiment Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Lydia Deming, widow of Orin H. Deming, late of 
Troop H, Fourth Regiment Michigah Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
ber a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill 
(H. R. 15930) granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain 
widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of 
said war, with Senate amendments thereto, and concur in 
the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the 
bill, H. R. 15930, with Senate amendments thereto, and con- 
cur in the Senate amendments. The Clerk will report the 
bill and the Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill and the Senate amend- 
ments, as follows: 

Page 61, after line 21, insert: 

The name of Annie L. Haynes, widow of John R. Haynes, late 
of Company B, Third Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month, and $30 
per month when it is shown that she has attained the age of 
es ernie of Harriet Norris, widow of Jeremiah Norris, late of 
Captain Hilbourn’s company, Fourth Regiment Unattached Massa- 
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chusetts Military Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month and $30 per month when it is shown that she has 
attained the age of 60 years. 

The name of Elizabeth Ware, widow of Rice Ware, late of 
‘Troop M, Thirteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Mary C. Bliss, widow of Lyman W. Bliss, late 
surgeon, Fifty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of-that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Belle A. Clark, widow of William H. Clark, late 
of Company E, Forty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

7 The name of Catherine Tully, widow of Edward G. Tully, allas 

Edward Atherton, late of Company C, Ninety-seventh Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of-$50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Franklin D. Pierce, late of Capt. Walter P. In- 
gram's Company B, Hall’s Gap Battalion, Kentucky State Troops, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The name of Ruth T. Guffin, widow of Oren Guffin, late of 
Battery C, Fifth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Anna E. Vetter, widow of Charles Vetter, late of 
Company A, Two hundred and fourteenth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month. 

The name of Katherine G. Sexton, helpless child of Bartholomew 
Sexton, late of Company I, Fourth Regiment Rhode Island Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month. 

The name of Louise Claussen, widow of William Claussen, late 
of Troop C, First Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Anna Miller, widow of Lewis Miller, late of Com- 
pany A, Sixty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Lulu Anderson, widow of Peter Anderson, late of 
Company C, Seventeenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Jennie Ball, widow of Henry A. Ball, late of 
Battery D, Seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artil- 
lery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of John B. Wardell, helpless child of Samuel B. 
Wardell, late of Company K, One hundred and forty-ninth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Flora May Wardell, helpless child of Samuel B. 
Wardell, late of Company K, One hundred and forty-ninth Regi- 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Margaret Goodner, widow of Thomas J. Goodner, 
late of Company B, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment Illi- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 
per month. 

The name of Sarra Elizabeth Harrell, widow of Garrett Harrell, 
late of Company H, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month. 

The name of Adam Ulrich, helpless child of Joseph Ulrich, late 
of Company I, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month. 

The name of Martha A. Brand, widow of John F. Brand, late 
of Troop D, Third Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Lucinda C. Muncey, former widow of Reuben Mun- 
cey, late of Company B, Forty-ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary Emory, widow of Charles Emory, late of 
Company H, One hundredth Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Hannah F. Mundell, widow of Joseph Mundell, late 
of Troop C, Ninth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Catharine Vernum, widow of Samuel Vernum, late 
of Company C, Eleventh Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Jane A. Johnson, widow of Reuben W. Johnson, 
late of Company K, Tenth Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Annie Baxter, widow of Allen F. Baxter, late of 
Signal Corps, United States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Annie S. Sweetland, widow of Edward Sweetland, 
late of Company B, Eleventh Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 
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The name of Almira M. Stone, widow of Almanzo Scott Stone, 
late of Battery B. First Regiment Rhode Island Light Artillery, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Emma Steere, widow of Alphonso Steere, late of 
Battery B, Second Regiment Massachusetts Heavy Artillery, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary E. Mann, widow of Gilbert Mann, late of 
Company B, Eleventh Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Eliza A. McCausland, widow of Norman L. McCaus- 
land, late of Battery B, First Regiment Rhode Island Light Artil- 
lery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Martha L. Shepperd, widow of Thomas C. Shep- 
perd, late of Company I, Fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary E. Moncrief, widow of John C. Moncrief, 
late of Company I, Sixty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Edna M. W. Fales, widow of William E. Fales, late 
of Troop F, Second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Jane Yates, widow of Rufus Yates, late of Com- 
pany F, One hundred and nineteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary L. Van Guilder, widow of Burnam E. Van 
Guilder, late of Company K, One hundred and twenty-third 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Cordelia Vilmire, widow of Peter Vilmire, late of 
First Battery, Vermont Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her 
a 8 at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of May S. King, widow of David W. King, late of 
Company E, Fifteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Charles S. Follett, helpless child of Benjamin 
Follett, late of Company K, Twenty-fourth Regiment Maine 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per month. 

The name of Kate Neafus, widow of David B. Neafus, late of 
Company C, Seventeenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Phoebe Peak, widow of Joab Peak, late of Com- 
pany E, Fifty-first ent Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Lucinda Hoskins, widow of James C. Hoskins, 
late of Company C, Thirty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Laura F. Carr, widow of Lemuel N. Carr, late of 
Company C. One hundred and twenty-second Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Cora E. Nolan, former widow of Henry D. 
Burlingame, late of Company E, Nineteenth Regiment Minnesota 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month. 

The name of Effie Compton, widow of William D. Compton, late 
of Company A, One hundred and twentieth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month, and $30 per month when it is shown that she has attained 
the age of 60 years. 

The name of Emma C. Campbell, widow of Samuel Campbell, 
late of Company H, One hundred and third Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Emma E. Hudelson, widow of Robert D. Hudelson, 
late of Company K, Fifty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Mary A. Runnion, widow of Hiram E. Runnion, 
late of Company F, Second Regiment North Carolina Mounted 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month, and 
$30 per month when it is shown that she has attained the age 
of 60 years. 

The name of Annie M. Logan, widow of Herman N. Logan, late of 
Company B, Thirty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Harriet E. Delay, widow of William Warren Delay, 
late of Troop E, Seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Mary Bell Hoggins, widow of Robert C. Hoggins, 
late of Company C, Twenty-fourth Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Jane Graham, widow of Edward J. Graham, late 
of Troop E, Seventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 
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The name of Martha E. McPherson, widow of Nimrod B. Mc- 
Pherson, late of Company B, One hundred and thirty-third Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Katharine Mertz, widow of Gottfried Mertz, late 
of Battery I, First Regiment New York Light Artillery, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Nancy Copen, widow of William Copen, late of 
Company K, One hundred and ninety-third Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Emma E. Bennett, former widow of Isaac D. 
Worster, late of Company E, Ninth Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Louisa A. Cleveland, widow of Charles Alonzo 
Cleveland, late of Company H, Sixth Regiment Vermont Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Fannie A. Knowles, widow of Harford B. Knowles, 
late acting assistant surgeon, United States Army, and pay her 
& pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Sarah S. Ward, widow of William M. Ward, late 
of Company G, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Nora Ernst, widow of John Ernst, late of Company 
I, Two hundred and thirteenth ent Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Elizabeth May, widow of Thomas J, May, late of 
Company A, Fifty-eighth Regiment New York National Guard 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary A. Woodworth, former widow of James S. 
Richardson, late of Troop D, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary E. Tilford, widow of John W. Tilford, late 
of Troop A, First Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Frieda Gilliland, widow of William F. Gilliland, 
late of Company E, Eighty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Lizzie Berry, widow of Wakefield Berry, late of 
Company D, Sixty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month, 

The name of Mollie A. Bellomy, widow of Robert Bellomy, late 
of Troop K, Eighth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month, and $30 per month 
when it is shown that she has attained the age of 60 years. 

The name of Mary Jane Simms, widow of Theodore Simms, late 
of Company K, Thirtieth Regiment United States Colored Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month. 

The name of Mollie T. Graham, widow of Finley Graham, late 
of Company F, Thirty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Francis Marion Loughead, helpless child of John 
Loughead, late of Company E, Forty-second Regiment Missouri 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month. 

The name of Minnie T. Harris, widow of William H. Harris, late 
of Company C. Twelfth Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Sarah E. Kinnear, widow of Thomas J. Kinnear, 
late of Company L, Fifteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Engi- 
neers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Caroline Voit, widow of Julius Voit, late of Com- 
pany A, Nineteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of India V. Krch, widow of Francis A. Krch, late of 
Company B, First Battalion Thirteenth United States Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Augusta Freeman, helpless child of Thomas B. 
Freeman, late of Company K. Twenty-ninth Regiment Missouri 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month. 

The name of Sarah Catherine Campbell, widow of James S. 
Campbell, late of Company D, Eighteenth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Margaret A. Looney, widow of William Looney, late 
of Troop C, Fifteenth Regiment Missourl Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Anna Kath, widow of Christian D. Kath, late of 
Company C, Fourth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Ann Lee, widow of Crawford Lee, late of Company 
I, Sixty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. a 
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The name of Susan T. Clark, widow of Robert H. Clark, late of 
Battery B, First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Candalaria S. De Chavez, widow of Blas Chavez, 
late of Troop D, First Regiment New Mexico Volunteer Cavalry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Elizabeth Williams, widow of Oliver J. Williams, 
late of Troop B, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary A. Guptill, widow of Albert Guptill, late of 
Company B, Fourth ent Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. : 

The name of Bridget Hagerty, widow of John Hagerty, late of 
Troop C, Ninth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Salina E. Miller, widow of Charles C. Miller, late of 
Troop A, Ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Alta Kimble, helpless child of Francis Kimble, late 
of Company K, Forty-fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Clementine Ferris, widow of Simeon L. A. Ferris, 
late of Troop L, Third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary J. Sweeney, widow of Robert E. Sweeney, 
late of Company D, Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Elenor Eustis, widow of Lyman S. Eustis, late of 
Company A, Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Nancy E. Kerrihard, widow of Henry C. Kerri- 
hard, late of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment United States 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Julia C. Benner, widow of Daniel Benner, late of 
Company G, One hundred and thirty-fifth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 
per month. 

The name of Mary E. Watson, former widow of John Wanless, 
late lieutenant colonel, Fifth Regiment United States Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Nettie Jerome, widow of John Jerome, late of 
Company B, Tenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Ellen R. Copeland, widow of Exum Copeland, late 
of Company D, Thirty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Mary Farrow, widow of Robert T. Farrow, late of 
Company K, Eighty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Elizabeth M. Clark, widow of Henry Clark, late of 
Company K. Twenty-fifth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month, 

The name of Libie Seals, widow of Isaac M. Seals, late of Com- 
pany, A, Ninth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Mary E. Davis, widow of James Davis, late of 
Company H, Fifth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Nancy C. Kays, widow of John Kays, late of Com- 
pany I, Nineteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. ` 

The name of Samuel E. Brown, helpless child of Samuel E. 
Brown, late of Company K, Thirty-eighth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month. 

The name of Nancy J. Hash, widow of Hugh Hash, late of Com- 
pany C, Ninety-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Louisa Livingston, widow of Samuel Living- 
ston, late of Company C, Forty-third Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Elizabeth Reed, widow of John W. Reed, late 
of Nineteenth Battery Indiana Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Rose M. Schaeffer, widow of Edward M. Schaeffer, 
late hospital steward, United States Army, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Susie M. Gilbert, widow of Franklin T. Gilbert, 
late lieutenant colonel Fifteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 
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The name of Catherine A. Tipson, former widow of Marcus M. 
Holmes, late of Company H, Fourteenth Regiment New Hamp- 
shire Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month. 

The name of Louise M. Barlow, former widow of Nathaniel A. 
Tuttle, late of Company I, Eighteenth Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Mariam Hill, widow of William Hill, late of Com- 
pany H, Fiftieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Emily M. Ryan, widow of Torrence E. Ryan, late of 
Company B, One hundred and forty-first ent Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Rebecca Jane Day, widow of Peter A. Day, late of 
Company G, Twelfth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Margaret Hunt, former widow of James Crowley, 
late of Twenty-first Company unattached Massachusetts Militia 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Hellanah Jane Fellows, widow of Peter Fellows, late 
of Company B, Eighth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Henrietta Steele, widow of Jonathan M. Steele, late 
of Company I, Fortieth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Adolia Bottsford, widow of John Bottsford, late of 
Troop G, Seventeenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Levenia E. Irwin, widow of William M. Irwin, late 
of Company H, Second Independent Battalion Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary H. Rodgers, widow of James Rodgers, late of 
Company. C, One hundred and fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Margaret Cole, widow of Bennett Cole, late of Bat- 
tery M, Fifteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Robert Page, helpless child of Reuben Page, late 
of Company H, Fourth Regiment Provisional Missouri Militia, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Mildred A. Clough, widow of Charles F. Clough, 
late of Company E, Fourth Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Amy E. Edwards, widow of George W. Edwards, late 
of Company A, Second Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Maria L. Wood, widow of Francis Marion Wood, 
late of Company B, One hundred and thirty-fifth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Madora C. Brooks, widow of Benjamin J. Brooks, 
late of Company K, Twenty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary E. Watson, widow of David M. Watson, late 
of Company F, One hundred and forty-second Regiment New York 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah L. Wilkinson, widow of Alfred G. Wilkinson, 
late of Company K, Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Lizzie A. Foote, widow of George F. Foote, late 
of Company E, Forty-eighth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary Bradley, widow of Jacob P. Bradley, late of 
Company F, Seventy-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Martha A. Odell, widow of Leonard Odell, late 
of Company G, Fifth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of George Ann Yankee, widow of David Yankee, late 
of Troop F, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 5 


Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Les. 

Mr. STAFFORD. What procedure does the gentleman’s 
committee take in passing on the various Senate amendments 
that have been added to the House bill? 
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Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. The committee, of course, 
has to be very careful, and so we adopted the procedure 
this year, and had it in part last- year, of first having our 
experts and examiners assigned from the Bureau of Pen- 
sions pass on all bills to find whether they were strictly 
within the rules. I might add that I have said to each 
clerk or examiner that anyone that violated the rules would 
be discharged from the committee. The clerk rechecks all 
bills. ~- 

Mr. STAFFORD. I am directing my inquiry as to the 
Senate amendments, which run to the hundreds, perhaps. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. I desire to give the House 
the whole procedure. First, an expert examiner prepares a 
report on the bill, another expert rechecks it, and then the 
clerk checks again. Then we invite the expert from the 
Senate with the clerk to come over and object to any of 
our approved bills, and if they object because a bill violates 
the rules we lay it aside. When the bill goes to the Senate, 
our experts and clerks go over there and check every pro- 
posed amendment, and if any are irregular under the 
rule they lay them aside. This is true except in two in- 
stances. The Senate put in two bills in which I thought the 
widows did not need the increase, but the prime cause of 
disagreement died a day or two after a pension for her was 
adopted by the Senate committee, and so I do not ask for 
disagreement on the account of the other amendment. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Every Senate amendment meets with 
the rules as prescribed by the committee? 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Yes; except as just stated. 

Mr. STAFFORD. And further, your committee clerk has 
gone over the respective items, and the experts have gone 
over them before they pass and after they pass. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. BUSBY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. BUSBY. Who makes these rules that bar some and 
allow others to obtain the favor that is given in the bill? 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. There are no favors. There 
is no Member of the House who can say that he has been 
granted a favor. We hold them all strictly to the rules. 

Mr. BUSBY. The gentleman does not get the point. Who 
adopts the rules that deny relief to some and give it to 
others when the time of the marriage of the individual to 
the soldier would not vary five days one from the other? 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. The Committee on Invalid 
Pensions have adopted rules for their own guidance. 

Mr. BUSBY. Is that a part of the law or merely the rules 
of the committee that administers the law? 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. The committee have to pass 
on the pension cases and have to have rules to go by. They 
have agreed on rules, and we have to abide by them. 

Mr. BUSBY. In my district there is an old lady, Missouri 
Leistner Clark, who is destitute, without relatives or anyone 
to care for her, who married a Union soldier and remained 
married to him and took care of him until he died, a year 
ana some months later. I introduced a bill for her relief. 
She is qualified in every way except that he did not live 
long enough, something for which she is not responsible. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. How old was the soldier when she 
married him? 

Mr. BUSBY. He was up in years. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. How old was she? 

Mr. BUSBY. About 60 or 65. I go before the gentle- 
man’s committee and am told that she is short about seven 
or eight or nine months of time, when her marriage took 
place in 1909 and he died in 1910, and that the committee 
can not consider her case, although she is the widow of 
this Union soldier, and she is the only one that I have in 
my district, so far as I know. I have worked every way to 
get her just cause recognized, and I am turned down by 
the committee rules. 

Mr. LOZIER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to me 
to answer the gentleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. LOZIER. Just as the English system of equity juris- 
prudence was established to grant relief in numerous cases 
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where the law by reason of its universality was unable to 
afford a remedy, so there has grown up a system of granting 
pensions by special acts of Congress in cases which are 
especially meritorious, and where by reason of the inelasticity 
of the general pension laws no relief can be had thereunder. 
This practice has been followed for many years, and I 
believe, is founded on a sound public policy. In order that 
the Pension Committees might function efficiently, it was 
found necessary to adopt general rules which would cir- 
cumscribe the activities of the committees, and particularly 
define the terms and conditions under which relief might 
be obtained by special bills. Therefore, the House Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions and the Senate Committee on 
Pensions, after careful thought and full consideration, 
adopted rules prescribing the character of cases that would 
be favorably considered. Without a set of rules to determine 
what character of cases the committee will favorably con- 
sider, chaos would inevitably result and grave abuses would 
creep into the administration of this otherwise benevolent 
system. 

It is the policy of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to 
scrupulously observe these rules and grant relief in all cases 
that come within the purview of these rules, and to reject 
all claims that clearly fall outside of the rules. 

These rules are applied fairly and impartially, without 
regard to what. member introduced the bill; and the rules 
are vigorously enforced against each and every member of 
the committee who presents a bill that does not measure up 
to the standard prescribed by our rules. 

I will also add that the rules under which our committee 
functions are reasonable, just and generous. I do not mean 
that they are perfect, but they are the result of many years 
of experience. There is a sound reason in support of each 
and every one of these rules. 

A provision requiring a widow to show that she was 
legally married to the soldier two years before his death 
and lived with him continuously from the date of their 
marriage to the date of his death is not an unreasonable or 
arbitrary requirement. The lines must be drawn somewhere 
and it is the mature judgment of the committee that a 
widow should not be granted a pension by private act of 
Congress where the evidence shows that she was not the 
wife of the soldier for at least two years and did not live 
with him continuously from the date of their marriage to 
the date of his death. 

Under the general pension laws a widow must show that 
she was married to the soldier prior to June 27, 1905, but 
this requirement has been liberalized by the rules of our 
committee, and special bills will be favorably considered 
where the marriage was prior to June 27, 1915, if the 
evidence in other respects brings the case within our rules. 

Under the general pension laws, to entitle a soldier or his 
widow to a pension, it must be shown that the soldier had 
at least 90 days’ actual service. Under our rules, in meri- 
torious cases a pension will be recommended where the 
evidence shows 80 days’ actual service. Fixing 80 days as 
the minimum service is no more unjust, harsh, or arbitrary 
than the provision under the general law which requires 
90 days’ actual service. In fact our rules in respect to 
service are much more liberal than the general pension laws. 
Otherwise there would be no occasion for special pension bills. 

I repeat, therefore, that the rules under which the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions functions are reasonable, just, 
and generous, and they have remedied the inelasticity of 
our general pension laws and materially liberalized our 
pension policy, as well befits a just and generous Nation. 

Mr. BUSBY. Why result, if the committee is a committee 
that is rendering equity in all cases? What have we to do 
to get rid of those rules? That is what I want to know. 

Mr. LOZIER. The two Committees can reform or amend 
their rules if it is shown that they are unreasonable. 

Mr. BUSBY. Do they have any legislative authority for 
adopting arbitrary rules of procedure which cut off a meri- 
torious case? That is what I am asking about. 

Mr. LOZIER. Of course, these rules are not based on any 
‘legislative mandate, but the committee, charged with the 
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responsibility of passing on more bills than all other com- 
mittees of the House combined, have found it necessary to 
adopt certain rules and regulations in order that justice may 
be done, and this pension policy administered in an orderly 
manner. 

Mr, BUSBY. Is it not a fact that the two bodies have 
agreed on a set of rules, and each one chides the other if 
he transgresses those rules; that they have arbitrarily formu- 
lated among themselves, and they have left the membership 
of the House out of consideration and there is no legal war- 
rant for the rules which have been adopted, to deny some 
cases and approve other cases? 

Mr. LOZIER. May I say in conclusion to the gentleman 
that chaos would result if the Senate Committee on Pensions 
and the House Committee on Invalid Pensions and the House 
Committee on Pensions did not circumscribe their activities 
by certain rules which they think are just and generous. 

Mr. BUSBY. As equitable bodies, do you not think equity 
ought to be administered instead of hard and fast, cut and 
dried rules adopted by the committees jointly, without any 
warrant of law? 

Mr. LOZIER. It is not always easy to determine what 
is equity and what should be-done under a given state of 
facts. There must be some self-imposed limitation on the 
action of the committee and the Congress. 

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, I want to 
ask the gentleman a question. Is it not a fact that the 
rules and regulations which the committees have promul- 
gated for their own guidance are general in their character, 
and that all cases that come within that particular class are 
allowed and the cases that do not come within a particular 
class are disallowed? So therefore it is just to all Members 
of Congress. Is not that the fact? 

Mr. LOZIER. That is true. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. How would the experts on 
our committee know what to do? They have no equity juris- 
diction. If they did not have rules to guide them, they could 
not examine these bills. 

Mr. BUSBY. One further question and I am through. In 
other words the rules of the gentleman’s committee provide 
that if a widow has been married to a Union soldier 1 year 
11 months and 29 days she is denied relief, but if another 
widow has been married 2 years and 1 day, she is within 
your rule and is granted relief? The widow I speak of, 
Missouri Leistner Clark, of Kosciusko, Miss., the only one 
in my district, happens to be in the first class, and you can 
not consider her? 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, this is interest- 
ing to the membership. The gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. Buspy] has been very energetic in pressing his bill. 
The committee invited the gentleman to come before the 
committee and be heard. It is true the rules prohibit an 
allowance in such a case, because they had not cohabited 
for two years. If we start to violate the rule in one case, 
we will be absolutely swamped with cases behind it. A bad 
precedent invites abuse. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendments were agreed to. 


PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS TO CERTAIN SOLDIERS AND - 
SAILORS OF CIVIL WAR, ETC. 


Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to take from the Speakers table the bill (H. R. 16744) 
granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain sol- 
diers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and 
dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said war, with 
Senate amendments, and agree to the Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendments as follows: 

Page 7, strike out lines 9 to 13, inclusive. 

Page 58, after line 16, insert: 

The name of Flora Irish, widow of George H. Irish, late of 
Company I, Fourteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, anil 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month, 

The name of Helen F. Wilcox, widow of Thaddeus H. Wilcox, 


late unassigned, Fifteenth Regiment New York Engineers, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 
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Company K, Eleventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of May E. Carsten, widow of Frederick W. Carsten, 
late of Troop L, Sixth Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Caroline Richards, widow of Henry H. Richardn, 
late of Troop K, Third Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cavalry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Agnes Messenger, helpless child of James Messen 
ger, late of Troop K, Fifteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Susan Hickenlooper, widow of Thomas B. Hicken 
looper, late of Company D, Twenty-second Regiment Iowa Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Harriett E. Mitchell, widow of A. Bartley Mitchell, 
late of Sixteenth Independent Battery, Ohio Volunteer Light Ar- 
tillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary Simpkins, widow of George W. Simpkins, 
late of Company G, Eighty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Mary C. Starbuck, widow of John M. Starbuck, 
late of Company A, Twentieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of t Kent, widow of Thomas J. Kent, late of 
Company B, Ninety-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Mary E. Boyd, widow of Horatio N. Boyd, late of 
Troop L, Seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in Meu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Amanda J. Brooke, widow of Thomas H, Brooke, 
late of Military Telegraph Corps, United States Army, during Civil 
War, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 month. 

The name of Louisa S. Richmond, widow William H. Rich- 
mond, late acting master’s mate, United States Navy, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Auriela R. Johnson, widow of John Johnson, late 
of Company F, Fourth ent Maine Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Charles W. Crippin, helpless child of John F. Crip- 
pin, late of Company I, One hundred and fifty-sixth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $20 per month. 

The name of Sarah F. Lambing, widow of George W. Lambing, 
late of Company H, One hundred and ninety-ninth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Cordelia Bodoin, widow of James Bodoin, late of 
Troop K, First Regiment Vermont Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Caroline V. McCullough, widow of George A. 
McCullough, late of Battery F, First Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Sarah Pangburn, widow of Samuel V. Pangburn, 
late of Company A, Forty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Jemima McClure, widow of James McClure, late 
of Battery L, First Regiment Indiana Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Elmer E. Hickman, helpless child of Charles A. 
Hickman, late of Company A, Thirty-eighth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 620 per 
month. 

The name of Louisa J. Lewis, widow of Charles V. Lewis, late 
of Troop D, First Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Carrie M. Bearse, former widow of Samuel B. 
Stuart, late of Company E, Thirteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Martha V. Emery, widow of Charles A. Emery, 
late of Troop H, First Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month, and $20 per month 
for helpless child, Amos E., in Heu of that she is now receiving: 
Provided, That in the event of the death of Amos E., helpless 
and dependent child of said soldier, the additional pension herein 
granted shall cease and determine: And further, That 
in the event of the death of Martha V. Emery the name of said 
Amos E. Emery shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $20 
per month from and after the date of death of said Martha V. 


Emery. 

The name of Lee Dan McMonigle, helpless child of 
McMonigle, late of Troop H, Thirteenth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and pay him a ion at the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Minerva C. Smith, widow of Leander th, late 
unassigned, Indiana Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Tom at eg S esp rad child of William Kinney, 
late of Company B, 3 h Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him VF 
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The name of Marie E. Combe, widow of Adrien Combe, late of 
Company E, Twenty-sixth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 


The name of Sarah F. Stewart, widow. of William N. Stewart, 
late of Company D, Sixty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month, 
and $20 per month for helpless child, Irma, in lieu of that she is 
now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Irma, 
helpless and dependent daughter of said soldier, the additional 
pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And provided 
further, That in the event of the death of Sarah F. Stewart, the 
name of said Irma Stewart shall be placed on the pension roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at 
the rate of $20 per month from and after the date of death of said 
Sarah F. Stewart. 

The name of Minnie Pennington, widow of Dixon Pennington, 
late of Company C, Forty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Allie M. Casad, widow of Orla S. Casad, late of 
Company B. Sixty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Amanda M. I. Clark, widow of Firmin Clark, late 
of Company A, Fifty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Louisa S. Fee, widow of Nathan H. Fee, late of 
Troop I, Twelfth ent Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

The name of Sarah Bowers, widow of Joseph R. Bowers, late of 
Company F, Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Mounted In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Mary A. Bates, widow of John T. Bates, late of 
Fourth Battery Wisconsin Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month iñ lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The name of Mary Jane Williams, widow of Joseph Williams, 
late of Company B, Seventy-second Regiment Missouri Militia, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Rachel Patten Ricks, widow of William Ricks, late 
of Company G, One hundred and second Regiment United States 
Colored Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month. 

The name of Mary E. Richards, widow of Frank Richards, late 
of Company H, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Celia Thurber, widow of Henry Thurber, late of 
Company F, Thirty-second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary Walters, widow of George W. Walters, late of 
Company F., One hundred and eighty-sixth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Paul Manso, helpless child of James G. Manso, late 
of Company A, Fifteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The name of Sarah C. Manso, widow of James G. Manso, late 
of Company A, Fifteenth mt Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The name of Eveline Bloodgood, widow of Augustus Bloodgood, 
late of Company A, Eleventh Regiment New Jersey Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. , 

The name of Lena Elizabeth Wissmath, helpless child of Henry 
Wissmath, late of Company F, Twenty-second Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month. 

The name of Hattie Carver, helpless child of Henry Carver, late 
of Company C, Twentieth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The name Evelyne Qualls, widow Nevel Qualls, late of 
Company C, Eighty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The name of Mary E. Greene, widow of Lester B. Greene, late 
of Company C, First Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The name of Mary McLaughlin, widow of John McLaughlin, late 
of Company A, Two hundred and second Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month, and $20 per month for helpless child, George, in lieu of 
that, she is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the 
death of George McLaughlin, helpless and dependent son of said 
Mary McLaughlin, the additional pension herein granted shall 
cease and determine: And provided further, That in the event of 
the death of Mary McLaughlin, the name of said McLaugh- 
lin shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
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and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $20 per month 
from and after the date of death of said Mary McLaughlin. 

The name of Philip Gump, jr., helpless child of Philip Gump, 
late of Troop C, Eighteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month, 

The name of Mary Martin, widow of William Martin, late of 
Company I, Forty-eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The name of Emma Williams, helpless child of Thomas T. Wil- 
liams, late of Capt. Francis M. Vaughn’s Company B, Three Forks 
Battalion, Kentucky State Troops, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 


The Senate amendments were agreed to. 
INTERNATIONAL WATER COMMISSION, UNITED STATES AND MEXICO 


Mr. TEMPLE. Mr. Speaker, by authority of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 462) to 
further provide for defraying the expenses of the Interna- 
tional Water Commission, United States and Mexico, with 
Senate amendments, and agree to the Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendments, as follows: 

Page 1, strike out lines 7 to 11, inclusive, and lines 1 to 5, in- 
clusive, page 2, and insert: “continuing its study, in cooperation 
with representatives of Mexico, regarding the equitable use of the 
waters of the lower Rio Grande and lower Colorado Rivers and, 
with the concurrence of Mexico, of the Tia Juana River, for the 
purpose of securing information on which to base a treaty with 
the Government of Mexico relative to the use of the waters of 
these rivers, including salaries in the District of Columbia and 
elsewhere, fees for professional services at rates and in amounts 
to be determined by the Secretary of State; rent in the District of 
Columbia and elsewhere; travel expenses, including transportation 
of effects; subsistence or per diem in lieu of subsistence notwith- 
standing the provisionssof any other act; printing and binding; 
subscriptions to foreign and domestic newspapers and periodicals; 
purchase, exchange, maintenance, repair, and operation of motor- 

opelled passenger and freight carrying vehicles; drilling and 
Yering of dam sites by contract if deemed necessary without 
regard to section 3709 of the Revised Statutes (U. S. C., title 41, 
sec. 5); equipment, and such other miscellaneous expense as the 
Secretary of State may deem proper: Provided, That any moneys 
contributed by or received from the United Mexican States for 
the purpose of cooperating or assisting in this work shall be avall- 
able for expenditure in connection with this appropriation.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendment was agreed to. 


INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. WASON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 16415) making 
appropriations for the Executive Office and sundry inde- 
pendent executive bureaus, boards, commissions, and offices 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other pur- 
poses, with Senate amendments, disagree to the Senate 
amendments, and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire 
[Mr. Wason] asks unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 16415), with Senate amend- 
ments, and disagree to the same and ask for a conference. 

The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New Hampshire? 

Mr. GARNER. Reserving the right to object, may I ask 
the gentleman whether or not this request is agreeable to the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wooprum]? 

Mr. WASON. I think it is. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, may I 
ask the gentleman from New Hampshire if the Senate has 
inserted in the bill the amounts necessary for the step-ups 
within the grades under the classification act? Are those 
the amendments? 

Mr. WASON. I do not know just what they are. I think 
they would refer to it. I have not checked them up. . 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Are those the only amendments? 

Mr. WASON. No. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. There are other amendments? 

Mr. WASON. Yes. 
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Mr. LaGUARDIA. Will the gentleman come back to the 
House if there is continued disagreement on these step-ups, 
according to the classification act? 

Mr. WASON. I should expect we would have to eome 
back. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. The gentleman says that rather re- 
luctantly. 

Mr. WASON. Ido not anticipate such a condition as the 
gentleman speaks of. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Then I will move to concur with the 
Senate. 

Mr. WASON. To concur with the Senate? 

Mr. WOODRUM. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WASON. I yield. 

Mr. WOODRUM. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
LAGUARDIA], of course, knows there is a tentative under- 
standing that whatever disposition is finally made on the 
Treasury-Post Office bill will be carried in all of these bills. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. So that the discussion is on the 
Treasury-Post Office bill at this time? 

Mr. WOODRUM. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Wason]? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, there is an amendment affecting the disabled emer- 
gency officers’ bill that was passed two years ago. Under 
the reservation of objection I ask unanimous consent to 
make a few observations on that amendment for about 10 
minutes now before the bill goes to conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
Srmmons] asks unanimous consent to proceed for 10 min- 
utes. Is there objection? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
What became of the request of the gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Wason]? 

The SPEAKER. Under reservation of objection the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. Summons] asked unanimous 
consent to speak for 10 minutes. 

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from 
Nebraska? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, there is pending in the 
bill, which I trust will go to conference in the next few 
minutes, a provision repealing certain parts of the emer- 
gency officers’ retirement bill that Congress passed over the 
veto of President Coolidge two years ago. 

The House understands that I am one of those service 
men who fought the passage of that bill in the House and 
supported President Coolidge in his veto of it. However, it 
became a law and is now the law. 

Charges have been made on the floor of the House and 
also on the floor of the Senate that certain discriminations 
and certain unjustified awards have been made under the 
provisions of that bill. I do not propose to discuss those 
charges. They could be reached, in my judgment, by 
proper committees of the House and Senate through in- 
vestigations or by proper handling within the Veterans’ 
Bureau itself. 

In order to reach that situation there was put in the 
independent offices bill in the Senate this proviso: 

Provided, however, That no person shall on and after July 1, 
1931, be entitled to and/or paid retired pay under the disabled 
emergency officers’ retirement act of May 24, 1928 (45 Stat. 735), 
for any period during which he is receiving a salary, pay, and/or 
compensation from the United States which exceeds $2,000 per 
annum; and said disabled emergency officers’ retirement act of 
May 24, 1928, is hereby amended accordingly. 

A number of the service men of the House who fought 
that bill fought it because it created a series of unjustified 
discriminations between America’s men who fought during 
the late war. 

I want to discuss this proviso with relation to the men 
whom Congress declared should be the beneficiaries of this 
act. I have not changed my views about the act one iota. 
I still believe it was wrong and should not be the law. 
However, in an attempt to correct specific instances of 
alleged unjust allowances a provision affecting all the dis- 
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abled service men who were emergency officers who are Mr. SIMMONS. You can not remove the discriminations 


now in the Government service and who are receiving more 
than $2,000 a year is proposed. 

The first bill set up a series of violent and unjust dis- 
criminations. I want to point out to you the discrimina- 
tions which the Senate amendment now proposes to add 
to that bill. 

We have encouraged the disabled service men to enter 
the Government service. We have given them a preference 
in civil-service examinations; we have given them 10 per 
cént in addition to their earned grades, and had them 
placed at the head of the civil-service eligibility lists. Now, 
when an emergency officer, in compliance with the declared 
policy of the Congress, has secured a Government position, 
which he has been held qualified to fill, it is proposed to 
penalize him while holding that position, after having en- 
couraged him to take it. The first discrimination which 
the Senate proviso puts into the situation is a discrimina- 
tion against the emergency officer who is serving the United 
States as compared with the emergency officer who is in 
private pursuits. What fundamental difference is there be- 
tween the officer who is a civil-service employee of the State 
or a municipality and the Federal Government? The 
amendment affects only those working for the United States. 
It allows those working for other governmental agencies to 
continue to receive both payments. Now that, I take it, is 
wrong. Then the next discrimination is that we have in 
the Government service a number of disabled men who 
were enlisted men during the war. They are receiving 
compensation, and rightfully so. They are allowed to keep 
their compensation, and rightfully so; but this proviso 
would take compensation entirely away from the man who 
is qualified under the law to receive the compensation 
granted to a disabled emergency officer. That, I believe, is 
an unjustified discrimination between two groups of service 
men, both of whom work for the United States. 

Another discrimination is set up if the Senate amendment, 
should be accepted. Take for instance the case of two men 
in the Government service. Both of them were emergency 
officers and one of them, in the classified service, receives 
$160 a month or $1,920 a year; the other man in the classi- 
fied service receives $170 a month or $2,060 a year. Both 
of them are disabled emergency officers; both of them re- 
ceive an allowance of $150 a month under the disabled 
emergency officers’ bill at the present time. Now, what 
would the Senate proposal do? It would penalize the most 
efficient of those two men. The salary difference would be 
$10 a month. The man receiving in the classified service 
$170 a month would be penalized $150 a month by having 
his retired pay withheld, but the man who draws the less 
competent salary of $160 a month would be allowed to keep 
his $150 a month disability pay. That is a discrimination 
which I feel is entirely unmerited. If we are going to act 
to correct this matter we should proceed in an entirely dif- 
ferent way. I know nothing about the abuses which may 
have gone on in the Veterans’ Bureau, if any, but I do know 
about the discriminations which the emergency officers’ re- 
tirement bill created. However, that has been decided. Con- 
gress ought not to further discriminate against groups of 
service men in the Government service, and between groups 
of service men within and without the Federal establishment. 

I am making these observations for what they may be 
worth to those on the conference committee in order that 
they may meet this problem with the Senate. 

As I have always stated, I have no apologies whatever for 
the opposition I voiced on the floor of this House to the 
passage of the original bill, and were it before us now that 
opposition would be voiced again at this time as it was prior 
to the passage of the law. I have not changed my mind 
one bit about it. 

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DYER. From the gentleman’s remarks I take it he 
feels that the proper thing to do, if we are going to act at 
all st this matter, would be to attack the act itself and 
repeal it. 


of that act by setting up a series of other discriminations. 

Mr. DYER. No, sir. 

Mr. SIMMONS. And that is what the Senate amendment 

Mr. DYER. In other words, we should go along probably 
with it as it is until the Congress decides whether or not it 
will repeal the act itself. 

Mr. SIMMONS. There is only one way to meet the prob- 
lem and remove existing discriminations, and that is by 
direct action on the question as to whether or not the bill 
shall be repealed. To meet the specific problem that has 
been raised on the floor of the House and Senate on this 
question there ought to be an investigation either by the 
Veterans’ Bureau or by the committees of the Congress, if 
they see fit, with respect to the administration of the law. 
What I am objecting to now is the setting up of additional 
discriminations by law in an attempt to correct certain vio- 
lations and wrongful allowances under the existing law. 


Take the case of two men, one of them in the Government, 


service whose case was properly allowed and whose retire- 
ment pay could not be questioned, he is affected by this 
amendment and his retirement pay taken away just as well 
as the man who may have received retirement pay when he 
was not entitled to it. 

Mr. SWICK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SWICK. Does the gentleman have any figures as to 
how many have been placed on these rolls during the past 
year of 1930? 

Mr. SIMMONS. No; but it amounts to several thousand. 
The hearings probably will show that. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I would like to know if there has been 
any assurance given on the part of the chairman of the 
committee as to whether or not the House will be given an 
opportunity to express itself on this amendment before any, 
action to concur in the Senate amendment is taken. 

Mr. SIMMONS.. Itake it the chairman of the committee 
could not give that assurance. I have taken this means of! 
calling this matter to the attention of the House that you 
may consider it and be in a position to act upon the amend- 
ment itself if it comes back or act upon any substitute for’ 
the amendment that may be offered by the conferees. 

Mr. KVALE. Mr. Speaker, further reserving the right to 
object, I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks at 
this point for the purpose of introducing into the RECORD ' 
specific instances to demonstrate the truth of the remarks’ 
of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SIMMONS]. 

I have some information—I do not like to take the time 
of the House to recite it now—and I would like to place it 
in the Recor here as a part of my own remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Trtson). Is there ob- 
jection to the request of the gentleman from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KVALE. Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend my 
remarks, I add: 

The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Summons] has pre- 
sented most ably the matters I had in mind and others in 
addition. I hope his observations will be carefully noted 
and that Congress may later, and in a more appropriate 
manner, deal with these inequalities. 

When this matter was first broached, in connection with 
consideration of the bill we have before us, by the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. Biantron] I was in full sympathy. 
with his general purpose. I believe every Member of Con- 
gress has had individual experiences with claims and rat- 
ing boards in regional offices of the bureau, and in the 
appeals groups in the central office, which has given rise to 
dissatisfaction, with these retirement facts and figures in 
mind. 

I have battled for more than a year, I confess, with the 
temptation to pay my respects on the floor of this House. 
to a certain doctor, now on this retired list, and to his 
method of administering justice to claimants whose claims 
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- his board considered. But I have not done so; now, I am 
glad for this individual has since that time exhibited a 
more human attitude. a 

The day after adoption of this so-called Reed amend- 
ment in the Senate I received a telegram, signed jointly 
by 25 officers now drawing retirement pay under the emer- 
gency officers’ retirement act. Of these only four will be 
affected by the amendment, if it is enacted. They state: 

The undersigned earnestly urge that the Reed amendment to 
H. R. 16415 providing stoppage of retirement pay to Federal 
employees be not embodied in said House bill. We believe such 
legislation to be hasty and lacking proper consideration. To 
enact such legislation would result in punishing the many in an 
effort to correct few apparent questionable cases and would not 
result in any advantage to the Government, 

Mr. Speaker, among the names affixed to this message I 
find that of J. H. Fraine. I want the House to know what 
manner of man he is. Born in 1861, he is now about 70 
years old, yet is serving with distinction as our regional 
attorney in the Fort Snelling office of the Veterans’ Bureau. 
Not only that but he is mentally alert and actively engaged 
in the trial of the many war-risk insurance cases filed in 
our State, in addition to supervising the affairs of nearly 

- 1,600 mentally incompetent and lesser beneficiaries of the 
bureau. All this he does in a manner that places his office 
beyond criticism. 

Continuously since 1885 he has seen active service in the 
National Guard or in the United States Army. His Army 

service includes service in the Spanish-American War, the 
Mexican border campaign, and the World War, concluding 
the latter with service in the expeditionary forces from 
December, 1917, to June, 1919, with the rank of colonel. 

I shall want to see more concrete evidence of widespread 
abuse and dishonesty in connection with operation of the 
emergency retirement act before I can feel justified in sup- 
porting such an amendment as has been added to this ap- 
propriation bill. I can not feel that I should properly pen- 
alize a man of this caliber and with such a record of long 
and brilliant service in order to reach any individual or 
group who I am convinced have manipulated this law, 
or who I suspect of having abused the spirit of this law, 
or who I feel are being too generously treated. 

I find another name attached to the telegram. It is that 
of Dr. Henry V. Hanson, a member of the surgical staff 
in the Fort Snelling Veterans’ Hospital. He served with 
the Army in France during the last war, under fire again 
and again; and there is not a fair-minded man who would 
not admit that he eminently deserves recognition of his 
disabilities, all of which, I am told on good authority, are 
direct in their connection to his service. And there are 
others like the two I have described. 

Indorsement of the purpose and scope, the rates and pro- 
visions of the act—that is quite another matter. But I do 
hold with the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SAMoxs! 
that the House should give attention to considerations like 
these. 

If that is done, I believe it will be agreed that remedial 
steps should come from another direction and in another 
manner than the one proposed in the amendment numbered 
72 to the independent offices appropriation bill; or, if it is 
accepted, it may be in an amended form that will except 
men like these. 

I believe, if each Member of the House will undertake to 
inquire into the affected personnel in the respective re- 
gional offices and elsewhere throughout the governmental 
offices—even this House—the truth of these statements can 
easily be established. I trust the conferees will insist on 
disagreement to the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Wa- 
son]? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none and, with- 
out objection, appoints the following conferees: Messrs. 
Wason, Summers of Washington, and WooprumM. 

There was no objection. 


REFUNDS TO CERTAIN RAILROADS 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill (S. 3199) authorizing refunds to certain rail- 
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roads of interest erroneously collected on account of over- 
payments under sections 209 and 212 of the transportation 
act, 1920, as amended, be referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. There is some question as 
to whether this bill should go to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce or to the Claims Committee. 
The chairman of the Claims Committee is perfectly willing 
that the bill should go to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. CELLER. What bill is this? 

Mr. PARKER. It is a refund bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 


JOHN M. FLYNN 


Mr. IRWIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 3644) for com- 
pensation in behalf of John M. Flynn, with a Senate amend- 
ment, and agree to the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enact cla 
5 i acting use and in lieu thereof 

“That sections 17 and 20 of the act entitled ‘An act to provide 
compensation for employees of the United States suffering injuries 
while in the performance of their duties, and for other purposes,’ 
approved September 7, 1916, as amended, are hereby waived in 
favor of John M. Flynn, who was injured May 4, 1921, while in 
the performance of his duties as an elevator operator in the 
Federal building at Springfield, II.“ 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, I have no objection to the proposed Senate substi- 
tute if there is incorporated an amendment providing that 
no benefit shall accrue hereunder until after the enactment 
of this law. 

A few weeks ago I took occasion to call to the attention 
of the House an inadvertent ruling connected with the con- 
sideration of these private bills, where we authorize the 
claimant to have the benefits of the compensation act, in 
that the Comptroller General ruled against the established 


policy of the Government from its organization, that bene- 


fits would accrue from the date of the injury and not from 
the passage of the act. This ruling was made in spite of 
the fact that when the conference report on that bill was 
under consideration in the House I interrogated the gentle- 
man from Illinois as to whether it was the understanding 
that the benefits of that act should date from the passage 
of the act, to which he replied that it would, and yet the 
Comptroller General held that the benefits date from the 
time of the injury. 

Now, it is not the purpose, and can not be the purpose, 
of the Congress to override the established practice which 
has been followed since the Government was established in 
recognizing ex post facto claims, but only pay the claims 
from the time the act is passed or some date subsequent 
thereto. If the gentleman is willing to agree to this amend- 
ment to carry out the intendment of Congress, then I shall 
have no objection to the consideration of the Senate substi- 
tute at this time. 

Mr. IRWIN. This bill merely provides that the matter 
shall go to the compensation commission. It is purely within 
their discretion and it is up to that committee to set the 
time. 

Mr. STAFFORD. It is my understanding that in many 
instances the date when the allowance begins is not under 
the control of the commission. I am unwilling to establish 
the precedent—and I will do everything within my power to 
prevent it—that the injured party shall have the right of 
reimbursement made from the time of the injury. It never 
has been done in pension cases nor in those of private claims. 

Mr. IRWIN. Very well, Mr. Speaker, I will accept the 
amendment. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 
amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. Srarronp to the Senate amendment: Add at 
the end of the Senate amendment the following: “ Provided, That 
no benefit shall accrue hereunder until after the enactment of 
this act.” 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Trtson). The question 
is as to the amendment to the Senate amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


ANDREW J. BROWN 


Mr. IRWIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 9872, “An act to 
extend the benefits of the employees’ compensation act of 
September 7, 1916, to Andrew J. Brown, a former rural mail 
carrier at Erwin, Tenn.,” and agree to the Senate amend- 
ments. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu thereof 
insert the following: 

That sections 17 and 20 of the act entitled ‘An act to provide 
compensation for employees of the United States suffering injuries 
while in the performance of their duties, and for other purposes,’ 
approved September 7, 1916, as amended, are hereby waived in 
favor of Andrew J. Brown, a former rural mail carrier at Erwin, 
Tenn.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, this is a 
similar case to the one we have just disposed of. Will the 
gentleman accept a similar amendment? 

Mr. IRWIN. I will accept the amendment under protest, 
because I want to get these bills through. I do not think it is 


necessary. 
Mr. STAFFORD. I think it is essential. Mr. Speaker, I 
offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


At the end of the Senate amendment insert the following: 
“ Provided, That no benefit shall accrue hereunder until after 
the enactment of this act.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


CONSIDERATION OF VARIOUS BILLS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE 
JUDICIARY 


Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Rules I submit the following privileged report for printing 
in the Recorp under the rules. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


House Resolution 355 


Resolved, That upon the adoption of this resolution the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary shall have one legislative day for the 
consideration under the general rules of the House of the following 
bills: 

S. 3614, to provide for the appointment of two additional district 
judges for the northern district of Illinois. 

S. 4425, to amend section 284 of the Judicial Code of the United 


States. 

H. R. 11199, to amend sections 22 and 39, Title II, of the na- 
tional prohibition act. 

H. R. 14055, to make permanent certain temporary judgeships. 

H. R. 12059, to provide for the appointment of an additional 
judge of the District Court of the United States for the Eastern 
District of New York. 

H. R. 12032, to provide for the appointment of two additional 
district judges for the southern district of New York. 

S. 3060, to provide for the establishment of a national employ- 
ment system and for cooperation with the States in the promotion 
of such system, and for other purposes. 

This rule not to interfere with privileged business. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Referred to the House 
Calendar and ordered printed. 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES 
RESPECTING SESSIONS OF CONGRESS 


Mr. SNELL, from the Committee on Rules, reported the 
following resolution for printing in the Recorp, which was 
referred to the House Calendar and ordered printed: 


House Resolution 356 


Resolved, That upon the adoption of this resolution it shall be 
in order to move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of H. J. Res. 292, proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States. That after general debate, 
which shall be confined to the House joint resolution and shall 
continue not to exceed four hours, to be equally divided and con- 
trolled by the chairman and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, the House joint resolution shall be read 
for amendment under the 5-minute rule. At the conclusion 
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of the reading of the House joint resolution for amendment the 
committee shall rise and report the House joint resolution to the 
House with such amendments as may have been adopted, and the 
previous question shall be considered as ordered on the House 
joint resolution and the amendments thereto to final 
without intervening motion except one motion to recommit. 


FEDERAL AND STATE COOPERATION IN RELATION TO THE UNEM- 
PLOYMENT PROBLEM 


Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp on Senate bill 3060. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, there is now pending 
before the House of Representatives a bill (S. 3060) which 
provides for a national system of employment exchanges. 
The object of this measure is to furnish the machinery for 
Federal and State cooperation in bringing men in different 
sections of the United States in contact with those sections 
where it is possible to find employment. 

This bill provides for a national system of employment 
exchanges and makes use of public employment agencies in 
the various States and cities in the United States. 

During the World War a system was inaugurated under 
the control of the Department of Labor whereby employment 
agencies were established in the United States, and the em- 
ployment problems were handled during the war by the 
Department of Labor. At the close of the World War this 
system was discontinued, and S. 3060, in effect, reestablishes 
the methods adopted at that time. 

Just recently a bill was enacted into law which provides 
for systematic planning of public works by the Federal Gov- 
ernment. In other words, Congress has enacted legislation 
which provides that the Federal Government shall plan its 
public-building program so that the same shall be carried on 
during periods of unemployment. 

If this principle of planning for public works to be carried 
on in times of unemployment is sound, it is also a principle 
that can be carried into the industrial world. If it is good 
for the Federal Government, it ought to work in the field of 
business. 

There appear to be no valid arguments against S. 3060. 
It provides no new or untried principle of action. Its pur- 
pose is to assist the unemployed by placing them in contact 
with those sections of the country where workers are in 
demand. 

It ought to pass at this session of Congress. 

The question of relief and the question of unemployment 
are much discussed. The causes appear to be as numerous as 
the individual opinions of the persons interested in finding 
a solution for the unfortunate situation. The remedies are 
without number, and each individual has developed his own 
peculiar solution for this question. 

It is not my purpose in these remarks to announce the 
cause of unemployment or to give the world a remedy. With 
the great amount of discussion as to the cause and the rem- 
edy of unemployment, a person may well hesitate to an- 
nounce any one condition as the cause for unemployment and 
any one plan as a “ cure-all” for this problem. 

Iam not supporting S. 3060 with any idea that it furnishes 
a solution. The enactment of this bill into law, however, has 
many advantages, and the measure is entitled to the serious 
and favorable consideration of this House of Representatives. 

Whatever the causes of unemployment, that problem is 
with us in the United States; and, in my opinion, every step 
possible ought to be taken by Congress to relieve the dis- 
tress that is occasioned thereby, to find the cause, and to 
assist, so far as is possible by legislation, in finding a solu- 
tion to the problem. 

It has been suggested that the economic forces and in- 
stitutions can do much in attacking the cause and in find- 
ing a remedy for the world-wide condition now prevailing 
by “planning” a program for economic, industrial, and 
business activity. In other words, just as the Federal Gov- 
ernment will plan” its public works to be carried on when 
there is a surplus of labor, so the business and commercial 
world should “ plan” with relation to the problems of pro- 
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duction and consumption of the products. In other words, 
production should be adjusted to market demands. 

This bill (S. 3060) is an aid to that sort of program. It 
will enable the workers to be shifted to the places where 
they are needed. Unless and until there is some way by 
which the business forces and industries of the country can 
carry on with system and with plans worked out for the 
future there will be overproduction, the closing down of 
industrial plants, and the problem of unemployment. 

It is trite but true that what takes place in one part of the 
world affects the industrial conditions in other parts of the 

‘ world, and there should be some agency to study these 
changes and plan for the future in order that the dangers 
of unemployment may be minimized. This bill will help in 
that direction. 

Mr. Speaker, on May 28, 1929, I placed some remarks in 
the ConGcrEsstonaL Recorp dealing with the unemployment 
problem. I discussed the changes in our economic, indus- 
trial, and business life, the consolidations, mergers, and 
combinations in industry. 

I called attention to the fact that labor-saving machinery 
has consistently displaced the workers in industrial fields. 
We are all familiar with the fact that one machine can do 
the work of dozens or perhaps hundreds of men. 

I discussed the modern tendency of throwing into dis- 
card middle-aged men, still in good health, and able to work. 

At that time I called attention to the system of doles 
in England, and asked the very pointed question whether or 
not that system would have to be tried in America or whether 
some solution for the unemployment problem would be found 
to make it unnecessary. 

Since May 28, 1929, this subject has become one of in- 
creasing importance. It has furnished the basis for editorial 
comment and newspaper and magazine articles. I quote 
from a very interesting and able editorial which appeared 
sometime ago, in connection with the unemployment dis- 
cussion in the Duluth Weekly Advertiser, as follows: 


UNEMPLOYMENT A BLOT ON CIVILIZATION 


Unemployment is a blot on our civilization. It denotes not 
only want of judgment on the part of society as a whole, but 
also a woeful lack of consciousness on the part of the individual 
of his or her responsibilities toward fellow human beings. 

As far as material development is concerned, there no longer is 
even a shadow of an excuse for any person being in want. Such 
a large portion of humanity has progressed to a point where they 
can make use of the earth’s manifold resources that there is 
plenty of everything to provide for the comfort and welfare of all. 

In times gone by want and suffering stared the race in the face 
almost constantly. Only through strenuous work, early and late, 
was it possible for the large majority of the people to eke out a 
precarious living. by our standards to-day, the mass of 
humanity was merely existing then. 

Science and invention have changed all this. Whereas in the 
past the problem was how to produce enough food and adequate 
shelter for all, our big trouble to-day seems to be to curtail 
production so there will not be a glut on the market. 

Right here is where our economic system fails to function. 
The trouble is not that we are producing too much of anything, 
but the fact that we don't know how to distribute our com- 
modities so that they get within the reach of all. As long as we 
have millions of consumers in our own country who must hold 
down their consumption to the absolute minimum necessary to 
keep body and soul together, and millions in other lands are 
dying of hunger, there certainly can be no justification for this 
complaint about overproduction. 

As stated before, our problem now is not production, but to 
stimulate consumption. That, to start with, involves making it 
possible for every human being to obtain a fair share of that 
which nature and human ingenuity provide for our sustenance, 
comfort, and enjoyment. 

In the ages gone by the average person could produce very 
little more than he required for himself. Now, thanks to labor- 
saving machinery and improved methods, one can produce 
enough for a considerable number. In these United States to-day 
less labor per person is performed than ever before. In fact, the 
actual working hours per person have been cut down to but a 
fraction of what they were. Yet our production of everything is 
setting new high records from year to year. 

The real problem confronting us in this country—and every 
civilized country, for that matter—is how to afford every person an 
opportunity to contribute his and her share of the labor required 
for the production of the things we need, so they in turn will be 
entitled to their portion of such production. Obviously, that in- 
volves shortening the working day and week and increasing the 


wages. 
A few of our industrial and business leaders have recognized 
this for some time and have taken steps to bring this new eco- 
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nomic policy into effect.. As a matter of fact, big business has 
begun to see that a mew order is necessary if the race is to con- 
tinue progress. It is being recognized more and more 
that society can not afford to ignore the millions of people whom 
labor-saving machinery has deprived of a livelihood. Unless they 
are provided for they are going to cause an awful lot of trouble in 
the very near future. 


I do not undertake to say that the writer of the above 
editorial has found the cause for unemployment or the 
remedy therefor. He has certainly, however, recognized the 
seriousness of the situation and the challenge which society 
faces to-day. 

I do not claim that legislation will find a cause or a 
remedy for unemployment. I do believe, however, that 
the enactment of proper laws can be helpful in making it 
possible to avoid periods of economic depression. 

Private individuals and organizations have their respon- 
sibility and their duty in connection with this question. 
Until conditions reach a point where men who want to 
work can obtain employment, the duty that rests upon so- 
ciety and upon our Government, to men and women in mis- 
fortune, can not be evaded and should be faced frankly and 
effectively. 

The people of this country look to a leadership that will 
give a constructive program in connection with this matter. 

What is to be our answer to that sort of a case pictured 
in an editorial in the National Tribune some months ago? 
This is typical of some of the articles which we read in the 
newspapers. I quote it because it is a challenge to the 
leaders in government and to the leaders in society. It 
reads as follows: 

JUST ANOTHER CASE 

“This is just another case of a man past 50 who can't obtain 
employment,” wrote Walter S. Campbell, of Cincinnati, to his wife 
just before hanging himself from a hook screwed into the top of 
a window sash. Campbell, who was 52, had been forced to live 
apart from his wife for some years because he was unable to 
secure work to support her. 

“I have suffered with the strain of poverty as long as I can 
stand it,” his last letter continued. “My clothing is all worn 
threadbare and I am absolutely without money. I have tried for 
three months to make good, but conditions were against me, and 
I owe money to everybody from whom I have been able to borrow.” 

This is not the letter of a man who did not try. Conditions 
were against Campbell; he was faced by the new industrial dead 
line which keeps men of middle age out of employment. He 
found himself up against a stone wall and, discouraged by his 
fate, gave up in despair. 

Thousands of men in the United States to-day are faced with 
a similar situation. Industry, goaded on by the efficiency experts, 
throws them onto the human scrap heap and there is no oppor- 
tunity for them longer to support themselves and their families. 
If they have no means, and few have, they must become public 
charges or seek surcease as Campbell did. 

We boast of our advance in civilization. We point with 
pride to our educational institutions. The story of our in- 
dustrial and economic progress is marvelous. Side by side 
with this bright picture of man’s progress and hopes for 
his future is the sad story of men who are out of work, 
willing to earn a living and unable to do so. Those who 
hope for permanency in our institutions can and must face 
the solution of the unemployment problem. Unless it is 
solved, the suggestion is not out of place that the destruc- 
tion of society and government will become inevitable. 


SILVER SERVICE SET OF U. S. S “ FLORIDA” 


Mr. DRANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 13522, authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy, in his discretion, to deliver to 
the custody of the State of Florida the silver service set 
donated to the U. S. S. Florida by the people of Florida, 
with Senate amendments thereto, and concur ia the Senate 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
bill and the Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill and the Senate amend- 
ments, as follows: 

Page 1, line 4, strike out all after the where it appears the 
first time, down to and including “ Florida” in line 8, and insert, 
“Governor of the State of Florida, as custodian for such State, 


upon his request, the silver service set presented by the State of 
Florida for the U. S. S. Florida, now out of commission.” 
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Amend the title so as to read: “An act authorizing the 
of the Navy, in his discretion, to deliver to the Governor of the 
State of Florida, as custodian for such State, upon his request, 
the silver service set presented by the State of Florida for the 
U. S. S. Florida, now out of commission.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 16969) making appropriations for the Navy De- 
partment and the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1932, and for other purposes. Pending that, I ask 
unanimous consent that general debate may be extended for 
25 minutes, the time to be controlled by the gentleman from 
Kansas, Mr. Ayres, in order that he may yield to three 
Members who were crowded out in our effort to limit debate 
last night. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, pending the motion I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed out of order for one minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

ANNIVERSARY OF THE BIRTH OF ABRAHAM LINCOLN 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, to-day marks the anniversary 
of the birth of Abraham Lincoln. The display of the Amer- 
ican flag in generous profusion throughout the Capital City 
reminds us of the homage that flows from American hearts 
in memory of the Great Emancipator. Iam sure that I voice 
a wish that is so profound that it may be called a prayer 
on the part of every Member of the House of Representatives 
that the birth, the boyhood struggle, the life of Abraham 
Lincoln may be as a guiding light to every child of America, 
and that the mental integrity, the rectitude of character, 
the devotion to public service of that great soul may be as a 
fountain spring from which will flow forever inspiration for 
the highest service of every person charged with the respon- 
sibility of the affairs of state. [Applause.] 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Idaho that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the naval appro- 
priation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the naval appropriation bill, with Mr. LEHL- 
Bac in the chair. 

The Clerk reported the title of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. In accordance with the unanimous- 
consent agreement, the gentleman from Kansas is recog- 
nized for 25 minutes. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. O’Connonr.] 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Mr. Chairman and ladies 
and gentlemen, the present financial, business, and employ- 
ment depression in which we now find our country, and 
which is unparalleled in our history, is generally believed 
to have started back in October, 1929. At that time there 
was agitation throughout the country that there was over- 
speculation in the stock markets, and so the Federal reserve 
system proceeded to take some drastic measures to reduce 
the brokers’ loans, with the distressful result which we all 
now know. That was the first unfortunate action of the 
administration in the chain of events to follow. 

Almost immediately thereafter, in October, 1929, the stock 
market crashed. Thereupon there emanated from the 
Treasury Department through its head, Mr. Mellon, cer- 
tain. statements attempting to “encourage” business and 
the investor, and, strange as it may seem, as fast as such 
an “encouraging” statement appeared from the Treas- 
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ury business became discouraged and the market crashed 
further, and business fell with it. 

Late in the fall of 1929 there appeared certain “ encour- 
aging” statements from the White House again assuring 
the people and business that there was no depression; that 
business was sound and there was nothing to fear; that this 
break in the stock market had no connection with and 
would have no effect on business and would surely and 
shortly correct itself. The dire aftermath of such encour- 
agement we now know too well. 

It is generally believed in business circles in this coun- 
try that the break in the stock market precipitated the 
business depression of the country and helped to cause the 
unparalleled paralysis of our business and the unprece- 
dented unemployment of our workers. 

One might imagine that the administration had learned 
its lesson several times as to the effect of the administration 
“talking to business”; but, Mr. Chairman, again only yes- 
terday, as reported in the press to-day, the administration 
talked to business. - Perhaps it thought it had learned a les- 
son, and instead of encouraging business decided to discour- 
age it. Some of us will hope this latest venture outside of 
the Government’s jurisdiction will again have the reverse 
effect. Heretofore the big artillery of the administration 
had been called up to the front line—this time the small 
arms were brought into action. 

Three weeks ago the Undersecretary of the Treasury had 
an appointment to speak before the Bond Club of New York. 
For some reason, illness or what not, he could not speak at 
that time, but yesterday he appeared on the stage, some 
think it was all set at this psychological moment. Yesterday 
he found time and strength to attend the luncheon meeting 
of the Bond Club of New York, within a block of Wall 
Street and the New York Stock Exchange. At noon the 
Undersecretary of the Treasury spoke to the bond dealers 
of New York, and caused, according to the newspapers, 
another drastic break in the stock market. I am not in- 
terested in what happened in the stock market except as its 
action may affect the business of the country. The head- 
line of the news report in the New York Times state, “ Mills’s 
hint of bonus upsets Wall Street. Early market gains lost as 
he indicates 48 hours will bring threat of big loan. Sees 
$500,000,000 deficit.” The news article then goes on to say, 
prefacing his prepared speech on the soldiers’ cash bonus 
proposals, Mr. Mills made this cryptic remark: 

I am sorry to say that you are going to hear much more in the 
course of the next 48 hours about these proposals, and I am not 
entirely sure that the news is going to be as good as you might 
have anticipated from the statements that have appeared in the 
press. 

Was this giving an inside tip on Government action? Had 
anyone sold short on that advance information? 

It is only a few years ago, as I recall, that some ladies and 
gentlemen went to jail or fed the country for giving advance 
tips as to Government information on cotton. 

Then the report goes on to say: 

Scarcely had Mr. Mills made this pronouncement before re- 
porters for the financial newspaper news ticker agencies stationed 
near the door raced for the telephones, followed a little more 
leisurely by some of the younger bond men not members of the 
club, who sought to advise their offices as quickly as possible of 
the latest turn of affairs. 

And the market broke. And that after four days of 
steady gains, which had added to the confidence of busi- 
ness. 

On another page of the Times there is a long article 
headed “ Stocks Lose Early Gain. Market Receives Setback 
When Mills Speech Becomes Known.” 

In his speech of “ encouragement” Mr. Mills “inferred ” 
to the bond dealers and the country that they might expect 
“within” this “cryptic” 48 hours a bonus proposal which 
would be passed in the Congress and entail an expense of 
“a billion or a billion and a half dollars.” 

Ladies and gentlemen, is that the way for an administra- 
tion to help stabilize business conditions in the country and 
restore confidence to its people? 

How long, O Lord, how long! 
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Is it any wonder that the business men of the country 
look forward to November, 1932, when they can relegate 
those now in charge of the destinies of a nation to the un- 
trammeled vocations of daily contributors and magazine 
writers? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. O’Connor] has expired. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. BUSBY]. 

Mr. BUSBY. Mr. Chairman and members of the com- 
mittee, I do not know that I should take the time of the 
commitee at this point, but I have asked for very little time. 

For a number of weeks the country has been discussing 
and has been interested in one subject, and that is the sub- 
ject of doing something to afford relief to suffering hu- 
manity. It is not a cry from one section of the country. It 
is a cry from every section of the country where people are in 
want, where destitution walks, and where families are unpro- 
vided for and men are without employment to gain the 
means with which to provide for their families. 

Two or three days ago I had occasion to wire a number 
of prominent men, mayors, and well-informed citizens of my 
district, to try to learn something about the situation in 
Mississippi. 

You have heard nothing from Mississippi. Mississippi 
and Mississippians will carry on as long as they can. They 
are not complainers, and I am not bringing this message to 
you to show a complaint, but rather a condition that exists 
among our people. I ask you to listen while I refer to a few 
telegrams. 

This telegram is from the mayor of Kosciusko, Miss.: 

Conditions here bad; worst I have ever seen. Tenant farmers, 
white and black, in deplorable condition. Due to financial con- 
dition of the country we are unable to handle the situation lo- 
cally, though we have expended thousands of dollars received 
locally as well as hundreds of dollars’ worth of food and clothing 
donated locally. Red Cross chapter active here now and handles 
hundreds of cases daily with food from national organization. 
My opinion is Red Cross should have help from Government as 
we are not helping all that should be. Think things improve in 
the month to come. We hope so. 


Another telegram from Okolona, Miss.: 


Red Cross inadequate to meet needs of suffering farmers. Feed 
and seed loans will not help without rations for themselves. Our 
people want loans and not charity. 

That is the attitude that they assume toward the situa- 
tion. They are not asking for charity altogether. They are 
asking that they be helped in a way that will be effective. 

I call your attention to a letter received this morning: 

Amount loaned by Government for feed and seed in many in- 
stances will never be repaid as they have no other source to get 
supplies for themselves and long before this crop can be com- 
pleted they will be out of money and no place to go to get help, 
as the Government holds the only security they have. 

You must also take into consideration that our banks are either 
closed or in no position to advance money to make this crop, and 
our merchants are in no better financial position. I, as loan agent 
for the Government at this place, know that not half of these pov- 
erty-stricken applicants can ever complete this crop on the re- 
strictions laid down on these applications. 


I want to refer to the method of relief. We have two bills 
here—a seed loan bill, and the other more liberal, proposing 
to make available $20,000,000. The restrictions to be placed 
about this last $20,000,000, I understand, will make it prac- 
tically impossible to give to the people who are in want and 
who are destitute. The fact that we pass the bill, if the 
relief is not obtainable by them, will not help them greatly. 
While we are dealing with that subject, we are doing it 
ostensibly to help the needy and to relieve the suffering, but 
I doubt if the method we are adopting will reach that end, 
because security for loans can not be given by people who 
have no property. 

The Red Cross is helping greatly,” you say. It has helped 
greatly, but the Red Cross receives most of its support from 
people locally, who are not in a position to render much 
assistance. 

Everyone who observed the pictures I hold in my hand 
pictures of destitution in Arkansas—felt a sense of determi- 
nation to do what he could to relieve suffering, I am sure. 
Here is one line of 18 little children lined up that they may 
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receive their soup from the beneficent hand that is giving 
it to them, when others before them in the line have been 
served. This is a photographic picture, but an actual pic- 
ture you will find all over that section of the country would 
bear it out a hundred times over. But that is not the only 
picture. There is the picture in the cities, and the pictures 
wherever men are without employment, wherever their fam- 
ilies are without sustenance, wherever their families are in- 
ean clothed and do not have sufficient shelter and 
uel. 

We make a great to-do about $25,000,000 proposed for the 
Red Cross, but we had before us this morning a pension bill, 
not because the people to be helped by that bill merit any- 
thing as having served their country in the Civil War but 
because they are old and destitute and in want. That bill 
raised the monthly pension of those individuals, widows and 
children in most cases, from $30 to $40 a month during the 
rest of their lives. If this “dole” would hurt the people in 
the sections who are suffering, would you say that a “dole” 
that comes by reason of the fact that they are given pen- 
sions for the rest of their lives would make them any more 
undesirable citizens? 

Mr. Chairman, I will call your attention to the fact that 
during the last 40 years millions have been paid in Civil 
War pensions.. Widows and children have received pen- 
sions, and in many instances that has been nothing more nor 
less than a contribution on the part of the Government for 
no service rendered it or for a fancied service at most. The 
individuals receiving this money were not at all connected 
and never were connected in any sense with the Civil War, 
yet by this method of pensions we continue to make those 
contributions. I am not condemning that policy and I am 
not even passing on it one way or the other, but I am calling 
your attention to the fact that in view of such contributions 
it would not be amiss for the Government to make contribu- 
tions to relieve the distress that exists throughout the 
country. 

I call your attention to the fact that this Government 
has assisted individual citizens time out of mind; it has 
assisted people in other countries. We sent food, clothing, 
and other supplies across the ocean during the war to help 
the suffering people in foreign lands. We were glad to do it. 
The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Fort] told you how 
the people in Arkansas brought in their provisions and their 
rations and surrendered them to the Government in order 
that they might be shipped to the soldiers in foreign lands 
and shipped to suffering people in foreign lands. When men 
are willing to work and are out of jobs and can not find 
work at any price, when men have no property and no way 
of sustaining themselves and their families because of no 
fault of their own, I resent the idea of saying that whatever 
help might be given to them by the Government should be 
called a “dole” because, as a matter of fact, that which is 
given ought to be given in a charitable attitude. I resent 
the idea of calling it a “ dole” and saying that it will corrupt 
the morals of such suffering citizens and make them poor 

No appeal so moves the human heart as the suffering of 
humanity. Our country, because of her charities, is known 
throughout the civilized world for her sympathies and active 
relief work. The peoples of all lands have been her bene- 
factors. We are now faced with conditions that have 
brought want and suffering to millions of our own citizens. 
An unprecedented financial panic has been upon us for a 
year and a half. Men have been forced out of business by 
financial conditions. Millions of men able, willing, and 
anxious to work—men with families to provide for—have 
been turned out of employment. They can not get work at 
any price. Their families are starving and forced to go to 
the bread lines provided by public charity, and stand in 
those lines until others before them have been fed. This is 
especially true in our cities. 

Another great cause of suffering was the unprecedented 
drought. In all the history of our Nation no drought has 
equaled the one of last summer. In my section of the South 
it did not rain from the 17th day of May until the 15th of 
August following—a period of almost three months cover~ 
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ing the entire crop season. The result was the people 
worked hard, but their crops died from drought, or made 
very little. Streams dried up; stock water and drinking 
water in many instances were almost impossible to obtain. 
The poorer people have consumed what they had. Owners 
of lands, even of splendid farms, have fed their tenants 
until the landowners have nothing left. Banks have failed 
on every hand, and with the closing of the banks whatever 
cash we had has been lost. Not more than one-half the 
taxes have been paid, and homes are being sold by the tax 
collectors for taxes. Ours is a great country. We are told 
that too much wheat has been produced for the wheat 
farmers to get a fair price. Yet millions are without bread. 
Clothing is cheap, yet millions in our land are not suffi- 
ciently clothed to keep them from suffering. Surely some- 
thing is wrong about the attitude of the managers of this 
administration. They hoard the great wealth of the Nation 
in a few hands while millions are hungering. 

Such a course is unworthy of our great country. It is 
little, penurious, and detestable to her men in this House 
condemning relief afforded by our Government to its help- 
less and hungering citizens as “doles.” Such arguments are 
made without information of conditions, or purposely made 
to prejudice. Our Government, under one excuse or an- 
other, has for almost its entire history made appropriations 
for the relief of its citizens. As I have suggested, pensions 
donated by the Government almost wholly to one section 
of the country, under the heading of Civil War pensions, 
have amounted to $7,370,462,014 to June 30 last. During the 
past year widows and minor children pensioners of the 
Civil War were given $79,698,163.03. You know, as well as 
I do, that much of this was given without regard to relieving 
suffering and to persons, who by the greatest stretch of 
imagination could not be held to have been influenced in 
the remotest by the Civil War. They rendered no service 
directly or indirectly to their country. Would it not be just 
as proper to call these payments a “dole” as it would con- 
tributions by the Government to be administered by the Red 
Cross to relieve poor, hungering citizens of our Nation? 
Mark you! the widows and minor children of Civil War 
veterans received not $25,000,000, as proposed in the bill to 
give relief to our suffering citizens, but more than three 
times that much for the year 1930, and this amount will be 
continued each year on and on at the rate of from about 
$30 to $75 a month. The appropriations will be made to 
these favored individuals by our Government, with the 
hearty approval of those in the administration who are talk- 
ing so loudly about “doles.” I have not said a word about 
the Civil War veteran himself. I have alluded only to those 
who, in most instances, had no connection whatever with 
the war. 

I am not necessarily complaining about this situation. It 
is beyond remedy. Our Government is committed to the 
course. I have pointed out the situation for comparison 
to show you how little and contemptible the arguments to 
me have been advanced by the President and administration 
leaders as an excuse for denying proper and prompt relief 
to millions of helpless poor people in the cities and the 
country of our land. Their course has not been in keeping 
with our national ideals. 

I close with an appeal to you to remember that we are 
all citizens of our great country. That we all love the same 
flag and fight to sustain its supremacy. When our country 
calls we come from every nook and hamlet to do its bidding. 
Our men and our substance are at its disposal to their utter 
consumption and destruction if necessary. Let the Nation 
not stand by unconcerned with food supplies in great 
abundance, wealth beyond measure, while millions of its 
poor, helpless, unfortunate citizens—mothers with babes in 
their arms, little children hungry and in rags, fathers out 
of employment and unable to obtain work—suffer and can 
not help themselves. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Miss- 
issippi has expired. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, the other gentleman to 
whom I desired to yield time {Mr. LINTHICUM] is not present. 
He is in conference and I am unable to reach him. 
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The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman does not desire to 
use any more time, the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


CONTINGENT, NAVY 


For all emergencies and extraordinary expenses, exclusive of 
personal services in the Navy Department or any of its subordi- 
nate bureaus or offices at Washington, D. C., arising at home or 
abroad, but impossible to be anticipated or classified, to be ex- 
pended on the approval and authority of the Secretary of the 
Navy, and for such purposes as he may deem proper, and for 
examination of estimates for appropriations and of naval activities 
in the field for any branch of the naval service, $30,000. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last. word for the purpose of asking a question of the chair- 
man of the subcommittee. The committee will recall that 
it is contemplated to hold at Yorktown, Va., October 16, 
17, 18, and 19 of this year, the sesquicentennial celebration 
of the siege and surrender of Yorktown. In connection with 
that celebration there should be considered also the Colonial 
National Monument, which has been established at that 
point. It is reasonably certain that France will accept this 
Government’s invitation to attend, and will be represented 
by two or more cruisers as well as by some contingents of 
troops in the original continental uniforms or copies of 
those uniforms. I desire to know if the contingent fund 
provided here will be sufficient to enable the naval officers 
to adequately entertain the visitors to that celebration. The 
celebration is not to be local, but national and international 
in character, and I understand it would be considered de- 
sirable to bring those visitors to Washington after the cele- 
bration, and possibly to carry them to Annapolis. It would 
seem that the Government should desire, through its naval 
officers, to afford dignified and proper entertainment to our 
visitors representing the French Navy. 

Mr. FRENCH. I am glad to say to my colleague and to 
the Members of the House that the committee gave this 
matter careful attention. We had the benefit of the advice 
of the Representative from Virginia, who has just spoken, 
and these are the facts that controlled the committee: In 
the military bill an item of $35,000 is carried for the trans- 
portation of troops to participate in the event mentioned. 

The Navy, however, it seemed would not need money for 
that purpose, because such of its personnel as might par- 
ticipate in this celebration would proceed to Yorktown on 
ships, which themselyes would be the major part of the 
Navy’s representation, and whatever ships the Navy De- 
partment saw fit to detail to this celebration would proceed 
there without a special appropriation. With regard to the 
item for entertainment, the committee examined the ex- 
penditures under this head for the last two years and found 
there had been rather sizable surpluses. The unexpended 
balance for the year 1930 was $16,000, and under the cir- 
cumstances, and having in mind the amount that will be 
required for the various purposes, the committee was of the 
opinion that the item we are carrying in the bill provides 
ample funds for the purposes to which the gentleman has 
referred. 

Mr. BLAND. And it is desired that a part of that fund 
be expended for that purpose? 

Mr. FRENCH. It is the thought of the committee that 
it would be agreeable to expend a part of the appropriation 
in that way. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For repairs, preservation, and renewal of machinery, auxiliary 
machinery, and boilers of naval vessels, yard craft, and ships’ 
boats, distilling and refrigerating apparatus; repairs, preserva- 
tion, and renewals of electric interior and exterior signal com- 
munications and all electrical appliances of whatsoever nature 
on board naval vessels, except range finders, battle order and 
range transmitters and indicators, and motors and their con- 
trolling apparatus used to operate machinery belonging to other 
bureaus; ts and fire-control equipments for antiair- 
eraft defense at shore stations; maintenance and operation of 
coast signal service; equipage, supplies, and materials under the 
cognizance of the bureau required for the maintenance and oper- 
ation of naval vessels, yard craft, and ships’ boats; purchase, in- 
stallation, repair, and preservation of , tools, and appli- 
ances in navy yards and stations, accident prevention, pay of 
classified field force under the bureau; incidental expenses for 
naval vessels, navy yards, and stations, inspectors’ offices, the 
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engineering experiment station, such as photographing, technical 
books and periodicals, stationery, and instruments; services, in- 
struments, machines and auxiliaries, apparatus, and supplies, and 
technical books and periodicals- necessary to carry on experi- 
mental and research work; maintenance and equipment of build- 
ings and grounds at the engineering experiment station, Annap- 
olis, Md.; payment of part time or intermittent employment in 
the District of Columbia or elsewhere of such scientists and tech- 
nicists as may be contracted for by the Secretary of the Navy, 
in his discretion, at a rate of pay not exceeding $20 per diem 
for any person so employed; in all, $19,243,040, of which $750,000 
shall be available exclusively for the procurement and installa- 
tion of new tools and machinery for shops under the cognizance 
of the Bureaus of Engineering and Construction and Repair: 
Provided, That the sum to be paid out of this appropriation, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, for clerical, 
drafting, inspection, and messenger service in navy yards, naval 
stations, and offices of United States inspectors of machinery and 
naval material for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, shall not 
exceed $1,624,340. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk reads as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia: On page 17, 

line 8, before the period, insert a colon and the following pro- 
viso: 
Provided further, That in order to convert U. S. S. Wyoming 
into a training ship and the U. S. S. Utah into a target ship, in 
accordance with the terms of the treaty for the limitation and 
reduction of naval armament, signed at London on April 22, 1930, 
there shall be available $779,000 of the appropriations for the fiscal 
year 1931, as follows: Engineering, Bureau of Engineering, 1931, 
$210,000; construction and repair, Bureau of Construction and 
Repair, 1931, $535,000; and Ordnance and Ordnance Stores, Bureau 
of Ordnance, 1931, $34,000.” 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point 
of order. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I make 
the point of order, unless the gentleman wants to speak. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. What is the gentleman’s point of 
order? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That it is legislation. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. I would appreciate it if 
the gentleman would reserve his point of order until I 
have explained the amendment. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I reserve it. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. Mr. Chairman and gentle- 
men, I hope you will consider this proposed amendment 
before passing snap judgment upon it. Here is a fund that 
has been reserved in the Navy from last year’s appropria- 
tion and therefore this will not cost the Treasury an addi- 
tional penny. Here are two battleships worth possibly 
$20,000,000 or $30,000,000, having cost originally about $40,- 
000,000. Under the terms of the London conference they 
have either to be sunk, scrapped, and absolutely thrown 
away, or we can make this use of them, which is a very 
vital one, as we are informed by the Navy Department. 

At a meeting of the Naval Affairs Committee on yester- 
day it approved this measure. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield 
there? 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I want to be fair about 
the matter and say that I reserved the right to file a 
minority report against this proposed legislation on the 
ground it is not necessary to have this target at an ex- 
penditure of $269,000. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. The gentleman is right 
about that. It was not unanimously approved, but it was 
approved by the committee. 

With reference to the point just raised by the gentleman 
from Oklahoma, it is absolutely necessary in the Navy to 
practice this long-distance firing, and here is a target ship 
that can be operated by radio control, probably 15 or 18 
miles from the Navy, completely out of sight, and operated 
in connection with airplanes and airplane signals, and there 
is no other system by which it can be used. 

Here is a battleship that can simulate war conditions 
by being controlled in any direction, just as if there were 
men on it, and can be operated at a speed of 18 knots. The 
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ordinary target can go only 6 or 8 knots: I submit this 
is a very essential matter. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield 
further? 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. Yes. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I think the gentleman will 
agree with me that the testimony showed it would cost about 
$175,000 to put radiocontrol on this ship. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. That is my recollection of it. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. And in addition, the state- 
ment was made that it was not necessary to find out the 
effect of explosives, because they already had that informa- 
tion, and therefore the only thing left that this ship could 
be used for was a target. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. May I answer the gentleman 
by stating that if you were practicing to shoot deer you 
would not want to tie a deer to a tree and shoot at him, 
but you would want to shoot at him when he was running 
and under actual hunting conditions. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I want to say to the gen- 
tleman that we can now tow a target at a speed of possibly 
30 knots. That is, if a modern cruiser is used. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. In towing a target that is 
out of sight you run the danger of shooting the men who 
may be towing it, and the information before the committee 
was that they could only tow a target 6 or 8 knots. 

Now, here is a ship that is to be absolutely thrown away. 
This will not cost the Government an additional penny, and 
we must either waste the ship or use it for this purpose. 
I submit that this is a reasonable and a proper thing to do, 
and I hope the gentleman will not make the point of order. 
The Navy says it is necessary and they want it. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. Yes. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I will state to the gentleman 
from Virginia that I reserved the point of order so the 
House could become acquainted with the object and purpose 
of the amendment. As I understand, under the London 
treaty, we are authorized and must scrap or take out of 
commission three of our battleships. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. That is right. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. And this is merely carrying out 
the law of the land as expressed by the treaty. The treaty 
provided that the Wyoming could be used as a training ship. 

Mr, LANKFORD of Virginia. It permitted that. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The turret guns must come off 
and certain other disarmament take place so the ship may 
be available for training the Naval Reserve. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. Yes. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The Florida, under the treaty, 
must be scrapped? 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. That is right. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. And the Government saves ap- 
proximately $100,000 over the cost of the scrapping of it. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. That is my recollection. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The other ship is the Utah, and 
they propose to make a target, controlled by radio, out of 
that ship? ‘ 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. Which is also. permitted 
under the London treaty. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. And the London treaty is man- 
datory that we must get rid of these ships in some way 
within one year. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. Either destroy them or con- 
vert them into this very necessary use. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. And if we do not use them as 
a target and as a training ship, we have only one alterna- 
tive, and that is to scrap them. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. That is right. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. What you are asking for is to 
have it used as a target to develop gun power both by radio 
control or by any other method the department. sees fit. 
That is what this amendment seeks to do. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. That is all. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. If this amendment is adopted 
and permitted to go into the appropriation bill the effect 
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of it is that between now and next December the Navy De- 
partment must commence scrapping the ships, and it does 
not cost the Government any more money because this is 
not under the 1931 appropriation. I hope the gentleman 
from Oklahoma will not insist upon his point of order. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. The gentleman takes the 
position that if we have the money in the Treasury we 
ought to spend it whether we spend it for any useful pur- 
pose or not. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. This is a useful purpose to 
do this. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. I am not making any par- 
ticular point as to whether it comes from the Treasury or 
not, but if it costs more money it will be worth it; we ought 
to have it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. I yield. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I want to ask the gentleman from 
Georgia this question: Why is it that the gentleman from 
Georgia is opposing some additional construction program 
and at the same time is in favor of scrapping the ships? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I will state the reason why 
“the gentleman from Georgia” does that: He is seeking to 
comply with the law of the land—the treaty. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Does the gentleman interpret the 
treaty that we have got to go up to the limit? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That has nothing to do with 
the proposition. 

* Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. Now, in conclusion, gentle- 
men, I say whether the money comes out of the Treasury 
or not, it seems to me it would be folly not to put these two 
ships in condition for the purpose named. They are hardly 
out of date as far as combat is concerned, but it is foolish 
to throw them away when they can be made good use of. 

The training ships of the Navy have been reduced to 15. 
It is much better for the Naval Reserves and for the An- 
napolis cadets to have for training ships these ships. The 
Navy Department says that they need them very badly. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I offer no objection to the 
utilizing of the ship for training purposes, having in mind 
that we have spent $11,000,000 on modernization of the 
three battleships referred to that are to be decommissioned. 
I believe we could put one of these ships in good cendition 
for training at an expenditure of $500,000, but I never would 
concede to placing the other ship in condition at an ex- 
penditure of $269,000 for target practice, when the state- 
ment was made that they would not put very much powder 
in the bombs dropped from the air, that they would fill 
them with sand and water; and, in addition, the shells that 
were to be fired from the battleships 20 miles away were not 
to be loaded with sufficient explosives to do much damage. 
In view of that fact, I can not conscientiously support any 
movement that would bring about this large expenditure of 
money. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. For the first year they 
would not think of destroying it, but after it had been used 
for a target, after two or three years, I have no doubt they 
might experiment with the ship. They can experiment with 
light bombs and water and sand now to see what they can 
do, without destroying the ship. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. The first time they fired 
a shell at a distance of 20 miles it would destroy all the elec- 
trical appliances of the ship. In addition, it would require 
an annual appropriation for upkeep. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. The gentleman remembers 
the testimony of Admiral Yarnell that these controls are 
under water, and that very little damage would be done 
above water. 

Mr. McCORMACK of Massachusetts. I understand that 
the gentleman from Oklahoma has no objections to so much 
of the amendment as relates to the appropriation for the use 
of the ship for training purposes, but that he is going to 
present his point of order with reference to the other aspects 
of the amendment. Personally I am in harmony with the 
gentleman’s amendment, but it would seem to me, from a 
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practical standpoint, if objection be made to the portion of 
the amendment which provides more than $200,000 for pre- 
paring one of the vessels for a target, and if that objection 
be good, it would be advisable for the gentleman to make 
use of so much of the amendment as is not objected to. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. I am not going to stand in 
the way of either of these, because I think they are too 
important. I think the target ship is more important than 
the other and costs half the price. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I thank the gentleman 
for his courtesy. There is nothing personal in the matter. 
I feel that it is subject to the point of order, and that the 
targets we have at the present time are all that it is neces- 
sary to take care of that one point, of seeing how far a pro- 
jectile can strike and with what accuracy. If the gentleman 
will amend his amendment so as to take care of just one 
ship, I shall not object. ; 

Mr. BRITTEN. I hope that the gentleman will not comply 
with the request of the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Then I make the point of 
order. 

Mr. BRITTEN. I think the amendment is clearly in order, 
Mr. Chairman. The question of expense does not enter into 
this thing at all. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. I would like to say to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma that this is agreeable, as I under- 
stand it, to the committee. I hope the gentleman will not 
object to this. i 

Mr. BRITTEN. I hope the gentleman will not make the 
point of order, although I think the amendment is clearly 
in order. { 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Well, we will let the Chair 
decide that. I make the point of order, and I would like to! 
be heard. i 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on the | 
point of order. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I yield to the chairman! 
of the committee to be heard first. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Oklahoma 
[Mr. McCirntic] does not lie against the amendment, and 
I base my contention first upon section 468 of Title V of} 
the code, which reads: 

The Secretary of the Navy shall report to Congress at the com- 
mencement of each regular session the number of vessels and 
their names upon which any repairs or changes are proposed 
which in any case shall amount to more than $300,000, the 
extent of such proposed repairs and changes, and the amount 
estimated to be needed for the same in each vessel, and the 
expenditures for such repairs or changes so limited shall be made 
only after appropriations in detail are provided for by Congress. 
It shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Navy to report to 
Congress at the beginning of each regular session thereof, in 
addition to the report directed to be made as aforesaid, a detailed 
statement showing the amount expended from each of the 
appropriations for the repair of every ship where such repairs 
exceeded for any one ship the sum of $300,000 in any one fiscal 
year. 

It seems to me that that paragraph clearly indicates that 
authorization is not required to effect changes in naval 
vessels. I do not think that the object of the amendment 
requires an authorization, but that the committee now 
may exercise jurisdiction under the statute to which I have 
referred. The treaty itself, which was approved and pro- 
mulgated by the President on January 1, 1931, provides 
specifically that three of the ships of this type shall be 
withdrawn from their character as military ships. It pro- 
vides that the Wyoming or the Arkansas may be converted 
into a training ship, and we are proposing that the Wyo- 
ming may be so used. It makes alternative provision for 
the two other ships, the Utah and the Florida; either use 
for target practice or conversion into hulks. It is proposed 
that the Utah be converted into a target ship and that the 
Florida be destroyed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman refer the Chair 
to the page and section of the treaty? 

Mr. FRENCH. The treaty is in the hearings at page 18 
and following. I read now from page 19: 
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ARTICLE 2 
I. The United States, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland, and Japan, shall dispose of the following capital 
ships as provided in this article: 

United States: Florida, Utah, Arkansas, or Wyoming. 

In the succeeding paragraph of the treaty a time limit is 
fixed within which this work must be done. In conclusion, 
may I refer the chairman to volume 6 of the Precedents, 
paragraph 8244. The decision in the instance cited is to the 
effect that in determining the extent to which treaties au- 
thorize appropriations on appropriation bills, ambiguous pro- 
visions are to be construed in favor of authorization. Buta 
treaty having been ratified by one only of the contracting 
parties was held not to have become the law to the extent of 
sanctioning an appropriation on an appropriation bill. 

The London treaty has been ratified by all of the parties 
and, therefore, it would seem that the amendment falls in 
line with a ruling already made, 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FRENCH. I yield. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. The gentleman from 
Idaho has raised a very interesting point, one that I have 
never heard discussed before. That is whether or not here- 
tofore Congress has recognized the right of the Senate to 
bind the House to pass certain legislation after some ratifica- 
tion of a treaty has been made. 

Mr. FRENCH. As the chairman of the subcommittee un- 
derstands it, a treaty is the supreme law of the land, and a 
treaty is ratified in a particular way provided by the Con- 
stitution. This treaty having been ratified in that way, it 
seems to me it thus becomes the law, and therefore the pro- 
vision in the rules requiring that appropriations be author- 
ized is complied with. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I am wondering if there 
is a specific case cited where some appropriation has been 
made in a special bill, to carry out the provisions of a 
treaty, without authorization? 

Mr. FRENCH. I do not have the precedents before me, 
but I understand such cases have occurred. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, FRENCH. I yield. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If the gentleman refers to any treaty, 
for instance our treaty with Russia for the purchase of 
Alaska, after the treaty was consummated and ratified, the 
appropriation had to originate in the House. It is not 
whether the Senate is binding the House or not. The ques- 
tion is that the treaty becomes the law of the land, and if, 
within the provisions of that treaty, there is any appropria- 
tion or expenditure required, it must naturally originate in 
the House. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
say that I am a parliamentarian, because I am not. I only 
have a general knowledge of the rules and regulations that 
apply to amendments. I took the position that inasmuch as 
the Navy Department felt the committee should authorize 
this legislation, possibly the Judge Advocate General had 
rendered a decision that it was necessary to get the permis- 
sion of the Congress before such an appropriation could be 
made, and acting upon that information I presented the 
point of order with the hope that I was justified by the 
precedents and the rules and regulations in doing so. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Does the gentleman make the point of 
order? 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I have already made it. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard 
for about one minute. Under the usual procedure in the 
House it is necessary to pass a law which is an authoriza- 
tion toward making certain specific appropriations. That 
authorization law is the law, and under ordinary circum- 
stances it would be necessary to pass an authorization to 
make these expenditures on the Wyoming and the Utah. 
But this condition is quite different from the one usually 
presented on the floor of the House. Here is the law of 
the land, already prescribing that certain things shall be 
done, certain alterations shall be made to these two ships, 
and they are named specifically. We have agreed to do it. 
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That is the law. We must do it within a specified time 
limit. That is the law of the land, and it requires no fur- 
ther authorization. There is no need of having duplicate 
authorizations to appropriate this money. 

I contend the gentleman’s point of order should not 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. LEHLBACH). 
rule. 

The Constitution of the United States, Article VI, pro- 
vides that— 

This 88 and the laws of the United States which shall 
be made in pursuance thereof; and all treaties made or which 


shall be made under the authority of the United States, shall be 
the supreme law of the land. 


A treaty entered into and properly ratified and proclaimed 
is the law of the land and repeals any previous statute. 
Conversely, if Congress should thereafter pass a statute 
which receives the approval of the President, in conflict with 
a treaty, the later law governs, because treaties and statutes 
are on the same basis, both being the supreme law of the 
land while they are in force. Consequently, any authoriza- 
tion carried in a treaty is the basis of an appropriation, just 
exactly as if it were an authorization passed by an act of 
Congress. 

The only question that remains to be considered is this: 
Is the language of the treaty which provides that these 
three ships shall be scrapped as combat ships and which 
permits one to be used as a target ship and one to be re- 
tained as a training ship merely permissive propositions 
which the Congress must determine to avail itself of by 
statute. Any doubt that might be entertained on that sub- 
ject is obviated by section 468 of Title 5 of the United States 
Code, which was quoted by the gentleman from Idaho, the 
chairman of the subcommittee in charge of the bill. 

In order to make the proposition clear the Chair will 
quote the language of section 468: 

The Secretary of the Navy shall report to Congress at the com- 
mencement of each regular session the number of vessels and their 
names upon which any repairs or changes are proposed which in 
any case shall amount to more than $300,000, the extent of such 
proposed repairs and changes, and the amount estimated to be 
needed for the same in each vessel, and the expenditures for such 


repairs or so limited shall be made only after appropria- 
tions in detail are provided for by Congress. 


This is legislation which amply authorizes an appropria- 
tion for repairs and changes without further law, and 
removes any question that may remain as to the treaty itself 
being an authorizatiton for the appropriation. The point of 
order is therefore overruled. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Does the chairman hold 
that it is contingent upon the Secretary of the Navy making 
a favorable report? 

The CHAIRMAN. No, it is not; and it shows that appro- 
priations may be made for that without any specific au- 
thorization by statute directing the change or repair. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I possibly misunderstood 
the Chair. I thought the Chair said that the Secretary of 
the Navy having made a report. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the Chair did say so it was through 
inadvertence. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, permit me to say that the 
author of the amendment brought it to the attention of the 
subcommittee and the subcommittee has considered it. 

I think that the members of the subcommittee are agree- 
able to its adoption and I should like to indicate that to the 
House. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like also to indi- 
cate to the committee that this amendment was before the 
Committee on Naval Affairs of the House on yesterday and 
was practically unanimously adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. LANKFORD], 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Chair is ready to 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 

For preservation and completion of vessels on the stocks and in 
ordinary; purchase of materials and stores of all kinds; steam 
steerers, steam capstans, steam. windlasses, and all other auxilia- 
ries; labor in navy yards and on foreign stations; accident preven- 
tion; purchase of machinery and tools for use in shops; carrying on 
work of experimental model tank and wind tunnel; designing 
naval vessels; construction and repair of yard craft, lighters, and 
barges; wear, tear, and repair of vessels afloat; general care and 
protection of the Navy in the line of construction and repair; inci- 
dental expenses for vessels and navy yards, inspectors’ offices, such 
as photographing, books, professional magazines, plans, stationery, 
and instruments for drafting room, and for pay of classified field 
force under the bureau; services, instruments and apparatus, sup- 
plies, and technical books and periodicals necessary to carry on 
experimental and research work; for payment of part-time or in- 
termittent employment in the District of Columbia, or elsewhere, 
of such scientists and technicists as may be contracted for by the 
Secretary of the Navy, in his discretion, at a rate of pay not 
exceeding $20 per diem for any person so employed; for hemp, wire, 
iron, and other materials for the manufacture of cordage, anchors, 
cables, galleys, and chains; specifications for purchase thereof shall 
be so prepared as shall give fair and free competition; canvas for 
the manufacture of sails, awnings, hammocks, and other work; 
interior appliances and tools for manufacturing purposes in navy 
yards and naval stations; and for the purchase of all other articles 
of equipage at home and abroad; and for the payment of labor 
in equipping vessels therewith and manufacture of such articles in 
the several navy yards; naval signals and apparatus, other than 
electric, namely, signals, lights, lanterns, running lights, and 
lamps and their appendages for general use on board ship for 
illuminating purposes; and oil and candles used in connection 
therewith; bunting and otner material for making and repairing 
flags of all kinds; for all permanent galley fittings and equipage; 
Tugs, carpets, curtains, and hangings on board naval vessels, 
$18,057,500, of which $750,000 shall be available exclusively for the 
procurement and installation of new tools and machinery for shops 
under the ce of the Bureaus of Construction and Repair 
and Engineering: Provided, That the sum to be paid out of this 
appropriation, under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, 
for clerical, drafting, inspection, and messenger service in navy 
yards, naval stations, and offices of superintending naval construc- 
tors for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, shall not exceed 
$1,820,000. 

Mr, COYLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, and I ask unanimous consent to revise and extend my 
remarks, 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Hooper). 
so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COYLE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, I listened with great interest to the gentleman from 
Idaho, chairman of the subcommittee, in his special plead- 
ing in support of various items in this bill. Throughout 
his presentation there were many recurring evidences that 
the gentleman’s anxiety remained with him as regards a 
large number of items appearing in this bill, which under 
the present rules of the House have no right, rhyme, or 
reason for either appearing or remaining in an appropria- 
tion bill. The chairman having in some cases created, in 
the style of a Don Quixote, a number of ferocious and 
imaginary windmills, then proceeded, with able strategy and 
some display of Greek fire, to entirely demolish those very 
same ferocious, and in many cases imaginary, windmills. 

As one of the instances, may I cite the lines beginning at 
Nov. 25 on the 26th page and continuing on to the 27th 
page: 

Provided further, That no part of this appropriation shall be 
available for the pay of any midshipman appointed from enlisted 
men of the Navy for admission to the Naval Academy in the 
class entering in the calendar year 1932 who has not served aboard 
a vessel of the Navy for at least nine months prior to such 
admission. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COYLE. Gladly. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. This is what has been troubling me: 
If the Navy is now overofficered and if a reduction is neces- 
sary, does not the gentleman believe that it is better to cur- 
tail the number when they enter the academy rather than 
when they graduate? 

Mr. COYLE. The gentleman will find from my remarks 
that I have every sympathy for the idea the chairman ad- 
vances, but I still submit that as a matter of parliamentary 
practice he should follow in his legislation exactly the same 
rules and the same procedure that the rest of us have to 
follow. 


Without objection, it is 
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In support of this item increasing the requirements for 
admission to any naval academy there is at no place in the 
nearly 800 pages of testimony any. scintilla of evidence 
as to either the ferociousness or the actuality of this dan- 
gerous windmill. We have on page 4526 of the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD, in the words of the distinguished chairman 
from Idaho [Mr. FRENCH]: 

I know what was in the minds of the legislative committee 
when they provided that 100 enlisted men annually should go 
into the academy. 

The gentleman from Idaho creates his danger, writes his 
cure, demolishes his windmill, all in one breath, because he 
knows what was in the minds of the legislative com- 
mittee. He goes on in his statement in support of his cure 
for what may be an imaginary evil to say that many boys 
desiring to get free preparation for the Naval Academy 
are now enlisting in the Navy, whereas if the Govern- 
ment had to support them at sea for nine months while 
they were studying, perhaps they would not enlist in 
the Navy as an inexpensive way for them to enter. Mr. 
Chairman, in making a point of order against this para- 
graph of the bill, I have been compelled to go into the 
background of this particular paragraph in order to sup- 
port one of the four reasons why I ask that the point of 
order be sustained. Those reasons are: First, that the lines 
quoted are subject to a point of order because they attempt 
to legislate under the guise of a limitation of expense. 
Second, that in fact, as well as by the language of this 
paragraph, this is not a limitation, but rather an increase 
of expense, as it would require nine months of sea trip at 
Government expense in addition to the present preparation 
work now given these Naval Academy aspirants before any 
enlisted man whom the authorities desire to see enter the 
academy would have a chance to enter the Naval Academy, 
clearly an increased expense rather than adecrease. Third, 
that any mere change in the verbiage must look not to the 
legal patter but to the now clearly avowed intent of the 
chairman of the Appropriation Committee to accomplish 
within the appropriation bill that which he says was 
clearly, according to his mind, the intention of the legis- 
lative committee.” In my case, Mr. Chairman, instead of 
following historic precedent, in my next declaration I am 
offering you the obverse of that precedent and stating that 
profoundly I agree with every word in support of the idea 
advanced by the chairman of the subcommittee, but will 
fight with the last parliamentary weapon his right to say 
those words in this appropriation bill. Fourth, further, 
Mr. Chairman, if you would say that this is a proper 
limitation, then we must make the point of order that the 
paragraph seeks to impose a limitation covering a period 
of time at least six-sevenths of which time is outside of and 
beyond the last day covered under the title of this bill, 
which is June 30, 1932, and therefore these words are 
clearly subject to a point of order. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Idaho has an obvious 
remedy by orderly process of legislation, and he should, by 
virtue of his position, not be exempted, but, rather, more 
than usually required to follow those processes. 

At the proper time, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 
committee, I propose to offer an amendment to strike out, 
on page 39, lines 1 to 6, reading as follows: 

Provided further, That no part of this appropriation shall be 
expended in any manner whatsoever by or for the use of a total 
number of commissioned line officers of the Navy above the grade 
of lieutenant commander which exceeds the total number of such 
officers assigned to aviation duty on February 9, 1931. 


Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, the ques- 
tion whether or not this language is subject to a point of 
order may be a closer question than the last one which I 
advanced, because it is couched in legal patter and formal 
phraseology; they have complied with the letter of the law 
while violating in every respect the spirit of that law. I 
desire to seriously advance for your consideration positive 
reasons why this wording should be struck out from the 
bill. As the law stands at the present time the President 
and the Secretary of the Navy are authorized to assign offi- 
cers to such duty as they are qualified to perform, Unless, 
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the clear will and intent of this Congress is to be flaunted 
by legislative subterfuge, I am convinced that the Air Serv- 
ice will require a very considerable expansion in the years 
to come as regards personnel as well as material. Mr. 
Chairman, I can visualize the time as being not too far in 
the distant future when the commander in chief of the 
American Fleet may exercise that command during maneu- 
vers in training for war from a post in big, fast airplanes or 
rigid airships. It is possible that that high command may 
find it just as necessary to be able to fly his own airplane 
as it was formerly necessary for high command to be able 
to sail his own gig. The proposal in this present bill limits 
for the current year all promotion in the Aviation Corps 
above the grade of lieutenant commander—at least, I sup- 
pose that is the intent of the language, which is in some 
measure obscure. The number of officers at present in the 
Air Corps qualified to exercise command of an aircraft car- 
rier or of a rigid airship or of a squadron of either or both 
is exceedingly limited, and the young men in the Air Service 
are only acquiring one year’s experience in one year’s time. 
The senior survivor of the Shenandoah disaster has con- 
siderably more experience than rank, and yet there is a 
serious attempt to stifle initiative and to stop progress in 
this most important and most rapidly developing science of 
all other sciences which are a part of the national defense. 
The chairman of the subcommittee has been now for nearly 
two years a member of a joint committee of this Congress 
appointed to report out a joint pay bill for the Army, Navy, 
Marine Corps, Coast Guard, and Coast Survey. I am, I 
know, at many points entirely in accord with this gentle- 
man’s ideas on the subject of individual pay. 

Personally, I am convinced that the best interests of the 
Naval Service and of the Aviation Service are not met 
through such a large excess of current pay to the men in 
aviation. It changes their manner and mode of living to a 
scale far less modest than that required of other officers 
in the Naval Service. And, unfortunately for all of us, it 
is hard to scale down to a modest basis, and the aviators 
seriously endeavor to avoid being taken out of the Avia- 
tion Service because of the reduction in pay that it entails. 
That officers of a higher rank are made aviators by some 
minimum process of air experience to the enrichment of 
their own pockets, and not particularly to the advantage 
of the Naval Service, has been hinted. But this appropria- 
tion bill, gentlemen, is not the place for the reformer to 
hold forth. If I may invite the attention of the Chair and 
the Members of this House to the situation as regards this 
joint pay bill, I think my meaning will be clear. A number 
of attempts have been made in the Seventieth Congress to 
provide much-needed legislation regarding the promotions, 
legislation which is needed to avoid sending on the retired 
list this year nearly one-half of the class of 1911 at the 
Naval Academy, and yet every time that legislation has come 
up for consideration the distinguished chairman of the sub- 
committee on appropriations for the Navy has raised the 
point that while the question of pay remains in the custody 
of this special joint committee, that promotion is included 
within the general subject of pay and is a corollary of that 
general subject. That the legislative committee can not 
take jurisdiction while the joint committee is considering it 
should apply also to appropriation law. I submit, Mr. 
Chairman, that sauce for the legislative committee goose 
is also sauce for the Joint Pay Committee gander. 

However this question of promotion may be determined, 
and however the fate of this year’s graduating class at the 
Naval Academy is determined—both of them are at issue in 
this appropriation bill, where neither of them should be 
present—the fact yet remains that the Appropriations Com- 
mittee has determined that it is better to educate reserve 
aviators at a cost of $19,000 each, who at present remain 
but one or two years after education, than it is to take the 
young men graduating from the Naval Academy and edu- 
cate them as aviators, to remain, in most cases, for their 
active professional lives as officers of the Navy. I am, how- 
ever, convinced, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, that the disproportion existing between the pay of 
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the officers of the Air Service and the pay of the officers in 
ordinary service is too great, and that some method should 
be found, following proper legislative channels, to see that 
the aviators get but a moderate increase while flying and 
get, in addition, very much increased compulsory Govern- 
ment insurance. 

I desire to submit to the Congress at the proper time an 
amendment, on page 21, lines 6 to 13. Strike out the words: 

Not to exceed 5,499 commissioned officers on the list, exclusive 
of officers designated pursuant to law as additional numbers, 1,455 
warrant and commissioned warrant officers on the inactive list, 
exclusive of commissioned officers, who may revert to warrant or 
commissioned warrant status in accordance with the law. 

These words again, Mr. Chairman, are properly subject 

to a point of order. The law, as it exists at the present 
time, fairly definitely states the maximum limit of officers, 
warrant officers, commissioned officers, and warrant com- 
missioned officers. If the limits represented by this bill are 
approved by the Congress, a condition will arise by virtue 
of which not over one-half of this year’s graduating class 
will find a place in the Navy. It will be necessary, accord- 
ingly, to give some 200 young men, educated at a cost of 
$13,000 each, each one of whom is obligated to serve at least 
two years in the Navy of the United States as an ensign 
and thereafter at the pleasure of the President, one year’s full 
pay and allow them to go about their own business and for 
that approximately $350,000 is required to so pay them. In ad- 
dition, we would waste the $14,000 per graduate, the cost of his 
education the Secretary of the Navy saysin excess of $13,000— 
which multiplied by 200 members of the class runs into a great 
many millions of dollars. In addition, if that condition is 
allowed to continue from year to year until about the year 
1940, and if by the year 1940 we have built up the new ships 
and new types of ships provided for under the London treaty, 
we will be seriously short of young officers available to man 
these ships as watch and division officers, we will be short of 
Officers to command submarines and destroyers, we will 
be short of pilots and squadron commanders for the Air 
Service, and the pacifist propaganda will have been as 
nearly complete and successful as is this much-discussed 
5-year program in Russia, nearly complete and successful. 
The question of the authorized commissioned strength has 
been determined by law, and while there are some parts of 
the existing law which are not entirely clear, an attempt to 
clarify them has been made through the Attorney General 
of the United States, and in turn, before rendering a de- 
cision of this very question, he is awaiting the action of this 
Congress. The chairman of the Appropriations Committee 
attempts to decide this question for the Attorney General, 
or at least to preclude the possibility of any determination 
by the Attorney General, except one which the chairman 
desires to put before the Congress and. before the country 
as the “ undoubted intention of the legislative committee,” 
Again, Mr. Chairman, I am at a loss to find in the 800 
pages of the hearings any serious recommendation by the 
President, by the Budget, by the Members of Congress, by 
the officers of the Navy Department advocating this scut- 
tling paragraph. 
On pages 14 and 15 of the hearings I find, under the ex- 
amination of the Secretary of the Navy, a serious request 
for an increase of officer personnel to provide for ships of 
the future, and I find no testimony from the Secretary of 
from anyone else that asks for any drastic reduction. No 
one, I am sure, will accuse this administration of shaking the 
big stick or of advocating unnecessary expansion of the 
naval service, but I do find the Secretary of the Navy ask- 
ing that provision be made to take care of 200 young men 
from the Naval Academy who will otherwise have to be dis- 
charged with one year’s pay. The Secretary says: 

The Government has expended something over $13,000 for the 
training and education of each of these young men, and their 
services are needed in the fleet to-day. As a step, it would meet 
the requirements of the treaty Navy; I consider it very desirable 
that these young men be retained if possible, rather than dis- 
charged to civil life. In my annual report I recommended that 
the number of appointments to the Naval Academy be increased 


from four to five for each Senator and Representative. This is 
necessary if we are to gradually build up to the officer strength 
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to man the Navy allowed under the Washington treaty. | to answer to the charge of being an advocate of the best 


With five appointments we would in 1941 be well under the 
number required. 

Mr. Chairman, it behooves the Members of this Congress 
to read that statement of the Secretary of the Navy before 
they vote on this appropriation bill and to note particularly, 
when they are reading this statement, the following ex- 
change of question and answer in the middle of page 15: 

Mr. Farc. Mr. Secretary, the statements that you have just 
made to the committee touching a possible increase in the number 
of midshipmen at the academy, and also a possible increase in 
officer strength from 4 per cent to 5.3 per cent, are chiefly upon 
the basis of the number of officers you would regard as necessary 
to officer the Navy if we were to have a naval establishment built 
up to that which is permitted under the London naval treaty? 

Secretary Apams. Or approaching it somewhat; not necessarily 
up to the full. 

Now, my colleagues of the Congress, I ask you seriously 
to consider the question asked by the chairman of the com- 
mittee, the answer of the Secretary of the Navy, and the 
action which the chairman of the committee recommends to 
this Congress. In answer to the question of the chairman 
of the legislative committee on the floor of this House, 
the gentleman from Illinois inquired: 

Is the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. FRENCH] in favor of the 
American Navy being equal to the British Navy in accordance with 
the London treaty, or is the gentleman opposed to that? 


The first time this question was answered, and the gentle- 
man from Idaho did not answer quite responsively, although 
he received quite a bit of applause at the end of his answer. 
Again quoting from the Rxconp: 

Mr. BRITTEN, The gentleraan did not answer my question. 

Mr. FRENCH. I think I answered it about as directly as it could 
be answered. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Is the gentleman for or against our having a navy 
equal to England's? 

Mr. FRENCH. I will tell the gentleman that I am in favor of our 
country being equal to Great Britain. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Idaho in the pages 
of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, in two successive paragraphs 
has answered the same question both “yes” and “no,” but 
his action in defending the item on page 21, lines 6 to 13, 
of this appropriation bill is a clear, definite, and positive 
answer to the effect that he, the chairman of the Naval 
Appropriations Committee of the House of Congress, is abso- 
lutely opposed, now or at any time in the future, to our 
acquiring that equality in ships or men to man these ships 
given us as our positive rights under every treaty that we 
have signed with Great Britain. 

With your indulgence, I would like to quote from memory 
the words of two great men and great leaders, and, although 
I quote from memory, I believe I will quote accurately. In 
the Sixty-ninth Congress, on the only occasion when I 
remember the Speaker of the House leaving his chair to 
make a speech from the floor of the House, I distinctly re- 
member that Mr. Speaker Loncworts stated: 

To the rest of the world we owe a treaty obligation not to 
exceed Great Britain's Navy; but to America we owe an obligation 
to have a strength not less than the strength of any other nation. 

Mr. Chairman, those words and that theory I most 
heartily indorse, and I believe the real patriots of America 
indorse just exactly that principle. Do not let us fool our- 
selves, my colleagues, we get fooled often enough when we 
sit down around the conference table; and again I quote 
from memory the words of a man since gone to his reward, 
aman of real leadership in this House and a great Pennsyl- 
vanian, but above all, a great American, Thomas S. Butler 
from this very rostrum said: 


It is our fortunate history never to have lost a war, but it is 
our unfortunate fate never to have won a conference. 


Mr. Chairman, gentlemen and ladies of this committee 
of the House, there is enough pacifist poison in this proposed 
naval appropriation bill to stifle and set back our national 
defense to the point where instead of equality with Great 
Britain, we will be on the way to become a second-rate 
power. I have never, Mr. Chairman, been an advocate for 
the greatest navy in the world, but always have been ready 


navy of its size. I have never thought that in order to pro- 
cure mere equality with Great Britain we should build ship 
for ship and train man for man with that of any other power. 
I have hoped, I have believed, I am convinced that Great 
Britain and America will stand together to keep and main- 
tain the peace of the world. There is no time within sight, 
within the imagination of which I am capable, when America 
and Great Britain would be engaged in hostilities with each 
other. If that time were ever to come, Mr. Chairman, the 
very civilization builded up through 2,000 years would be 
atremble; but there is a danger, Mr. Chairman and my 
colleagues of the House, that a time may come when America 
and Great Britain will have to stand together to keep the 
peace of the world, perhaps by force of arms, and then are 
we again going to live in security and peace while some one 
else does our fighting for us, while some one else saves civili- 
zation, while some one else sheds the tears and the lives and 
the treasure? The gentleman from Idaho has advanced 
the thought that because we are a very wealthy Nation, be- 
cause Canada borders us on the north for 3,000 miles, 
because of the oceans that are on both sides of us, and, 
perhaps, although I do not remember his words to that 
effect, because Mexico borders us to the south, there is no 
need for our having equality with Great Britain. Mr. Chair- 
man, I consider it a part of Great Britain’s right that we 
should not only have equality with her, but stand with her 
in those things that make for decency and order. 

In the comparatively brief time that I have been here I 
notice a dangerous and growing tendency to put into the 
hands of the Appropriations Committee all of those matters 
which were formerly handled by the legislative committee. 
It was quite clearly intended that the Appropriations Com- 
mittee should be an adding-machine check-up on the Bureau 
of the Budget and an incident to the adoption of the Budget. 
There was no thought or intention on the part of the Mem- 
bers of the House—since the gentleman from Idaho claims 
that he knows what was in their minds, I, too, claim that 
there was no intention on the part of the House—to pass all 
legislative matters over to the Appropriations Committee. 
The present existing condition has been arrived at by indi- 
rection and by gradual encroachment. There is, however, 
being raised up in the Congress a more and more vocal, a 
more and more real, and more and more threatening oppo- 
sition to the present methods. 

Gentlemen and gentlewomen of the House, just in order 
that it might be made a matter of record, it is a fact that 
Great Britain’s program of scrapping scraps five ships, all 
of which are below the 23-knot speed. The remaining 
British fleet has to-day a speed of 23 knots, based on the 
speed of the slowest ship, this fleet having gained nearly 
2 knots in speed through the scrapping of all of their slowest 
ships. On the other hand, the American Fleet, based on the 
speed of its slowest battleship, is not in excess of 214 knots. 
Each of us has remaining available for use to keep the peace 
of the world 15 first-class ships. Great Britain undoubtedly 
will maintain her 15 ships as a fleet in being manned and 
ready to go. The United States this year takes 1 of the 15 
and puts it in reduced commission with a small complement 
and assigns it to the training service, leaving but 14. Of 
the 14 remaining, 3 were due to be modernized some time 
ago and are still to be modernized, but are not provided 
for in this bill. As a consequence, if Great Britain has 
a force of 15 available for the keeping of the peace of 
the world, and America’s obligation is to equal Great Brit- 
ain’s, America does not meet this obligation, because to-day 
her effective modern fleet available to take to the seas in 
defense of the country is not 5 to 5, but 11 for America and 
15 for Great Britain. It was perhaps rather prophetic that 
Uncle Tom Butler should have said: 

America never lost a war, but she never won a conference. 

I hope the amendments offered by the legislative com- 
mittee will be given serious consideration and accepted by 
the House. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
BUREAU OF ORDNANCE 
ORDNANCE AND ORDNANCE STORES, BUREAU OF ORDNANCE 


procuring, profuoingi preserving, 


to be used in the general work under the cognizance 
of Ordnance; for furniture at naval ammunition depots, 


of Accounts; for machinery and machine 
vention; for experimental work in connection with the develop- 
ment of ordnance material for the Navy; for maintenance of 
proving grounds, powder factory, torpedo stations, gun factory, 
AA depots, and naval ordmance plants, and for target 
practice; not to exceed $15,000 for minor improvements to build- 
ings, grounds, and appurtenances of a character which can be 
performed by station labor; for payment of part time or 
intermittent employment in the District of Columbia, or elsewhere, 
of such scientists and technicists as may be contracted for by 
the Secretary of the Navy in his discretion at a rate of pay not 


repair, 

pelled — freight and passenger-carrying 
Official purposes at naval ammunition depots, naval proving 
grounds, naval ordnance plants, and naval torpedo stations; for 
the pay of chemists, clerical, drafting, inspection, and messenger 
service in navy yards, naval stations, naval ordnance plants, and 
naval ammunition depots, and for care and operation of schools 
during the fiscal year 1932 at ordnance stations at Indianhead, Md., 
Dahlgren, Va., and South Charleston, W. Va., $11,930,585: Pro- 
vided, That the sum to be paid out of this appropriation under 
the direction of the Secretary of ee Navy for chemists, clerical, 
drafting, inspection, watchmen, and service in navy 
yards, naval stations, naval ordnance plants, and naval ammuni- 
tion depots for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, shall not 
exceed $1,028,000. 

For purchase and manufacture of smokeless powder, $1,000,000. 


Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. In 1921, under an Executive order issued by 
President Harding, there was established a coordinating 
officer in these words: 

The Chief Coordinator, General Supply, appointed under the 
provisions of Executive order of July 27, 1921, shall exercise gen- 
eral supervision, subject to the Director of the Budget, over the 
coordination of the routine business activities of the governmental 

organization, with particular attention to methods of purchasing, 
liquidation of supplies, specification of materials, aoe ceed 
warehousing, eae apo mre manuf: disbursing, and other 
ordinary business activities of the Government. 

This Executive pies was designed in the interest of 
economy and to see to it that all the routine business of the 
various governmental departments was coordinated so that 
the Government could get the best rates wherever possible. 
There was established under the director of the bureau a 
coordinator of traffic. As shown by the report of the Direc- 
tor of the Budget for the fiscal year ending this June this 
coordinator of traffic issued 4,000 routing advices, represent- 
ing 51,000 carloads of Government property, of which 48,- 
000 carloads moved by all rail or rail and water, and 2,000 
carloads moved by water. Most of the Government depart- 
ments have taken advantage of this traffic coordinator. 
There was established some land-grant railroad lines, which 
had for their purpose the giving of cheaper rates to the 
Government. However, the Navy Department has refused 
consistently to take advantage of the services of this traffic 
coordinator, under the Director of the Budget, and refused 
to go along with the other departments in their traffic work. 
The Navy Department in its bids requires that all of its 
goods are to be delivered at a point designated by the Navy 
Department and paid for by the shipper. In other words, 
the Navy Department requires a commercial bill of lading 
while the other departments, in purchasing supplies, get a 
Government bill of lading. The other Government depart- 
ments, acting under the advice of the traffic coordinator, 
buy their supplies f. o. b. at the plant. Thus the other de- 
partments are able to take advantage of the cheaper rates 
over these various land-grant railroads. 

It seems to me that the Navy Department, anxious to 
economize at the expense, for instance, of workmen in the 
navy yards, might economize a little at the expense of the 
railroads and follow the scheme set forth by President Hard- 
ing, set forth by the Director of the Budget, set forth by 
the coordinator of traffic, and followed by the various other 
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departments and hereafter provide in their contracts that 
goods are to be delivered to the department f. o. b. at the 
plant and then let the Government ship them and get the 
advantage of a cheaper rate wherever they can. I under- 
stand there will be a saving in the purchases of this year of 
close to $2,000,000 by that method. j 

Mr. CLANCY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last two words. 

Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of the committee, I 
would like to say a few words with regard to the appropria- 
tion for our Naval Reserve officers. The appropriation has 
been cut twice in the last two years, and I have here a pro- 
test from the president of the United States Naval Reserve 
Officers’ Association, Lieut. Commander M. R. Wortley, of 
Detroit. 

The appropriation for Naval Reserves in 1930 was $4,740,- 
000; in 1931, $4,720,000, a cut of $20,000, and in the present 
bill the appropriation is cut $326,000 more. 

Commander Wortley says, with a great deal of pertinence 
in a letter to me under date of February 6, protesting against 
these cute and. eaking that the amount be: restored to: the 
figures of 1931: 

Our Navy, as the first line of defense, would be largely depend- 
ent upon the strength of its reserves in the case of national 
emergency. Although this reduction in appropriations for Naval 
Reserve activities will undoubtedly be attributed to the present 
“economy haha ” it would seem that those who are seeking to re- 
duce the size and efficiency of our national-defense agencies are 
yearly becoming more successful. While under the impression 
that that principle of the United States naval policy which aims 
“to make the Naval Reserve secure in its status” was a definite 
actuality, various States (including Michigan) have generously 
subscribed both morally and financially to the support of the 
Naval Reserve and the part that it is intended to play in our 
general national-defense structure. I will venture to estimate 
that the aggregate expenditures by States and municipalities has 
in the past two or three years exceeded the amounts appropriated 
by the Federal Government thereby enabling the Naval Reserve 
to “carry on” so that a dependable reserve might be available 
for our country’s first defensive agency. 

I am very doubtful if this side of the picture has been explained 
by the Navy Department either to the Budget Director, the Naval 
Affairs Committee, or the subcommittee on appropriations, and 
if it is at all possible for you to get these facts before them at 
this late date, I shall appreciate very much your doing so. 

Mr. Chairman, the able and courteous gentleman from 
Idaho [Mr. Frenc], who is in charge of this bill, has been 
good enough to inform me that this cut of $326,000 is 
largely due to an economy in ships. I also believe it is true 
they have cut down the number of ships not only on the 
Atlantic seaboard but on the Great Lakes. Of course, the 
ship tonnage on the Great Lakes exceeds the tonnage, prob- 
ably, of any one definite place in the world. For instance, 
the traffic passing Detroit exceeds that passing through the 
Panama and Suez Canals, with the traffic at Liverpool 
thrown in. 

The country should utilize our Great Lakes sailors as 
naval reserves and also the available young men who hold 
shore jobs. 

While I realize that nothing probably can be done in the 
House just now to increase the facilities for the Naval Re- 
serve, I think the record should be made for the Senate. 

I hope the Senate will restore the $326,000 which has been 
cut out of last year’s estimates. 

Will the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Frencu] kindly give 
the House the reasons for depriving the loyal and valuable 
naval reservists of this $326,000? 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate very much 
the interest my colleague, the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Crancy] has in the reservists, an interest he has 
manifested heretofore in presenting matters to the chair- 
man of the subcommittee. The particular item to which 
he directs attention at this time is one that was brought 
to the committee from the department through the Budget, 
and refers to a modified arrangement for training reservists 
of the seagoing branch that has the approval of the depart- 
ment and, in fact, so far as the committee is aware, origi- 
nated within the department. It will mean, to some extent, 
a change as to the craft that will be supplied to the re- 
servists. Certain Eagle boats and sub-chasers will be with- 
drawn. Other craft, more particularly destroyers, will be 
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substituted, and some shipkeepers will be eliminated. The 
new policy will permit expenses to be reduced, and the 
arrangement, we are advised, will be more efficient for the 
reservists than under the present system. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan has expired. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman wants 
more time, I shall be pleased to ask that the gentleman 
have an additional five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Idaho asks unan- 
imous consent that the time of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLANCY. Mr. Chairman, thanks for the additional 
time. I shall probably not consume the five minutes, but 
I believe the importance of the Naval Reserve can not be 
overestimated, and I know that many reserve officers and 
patriotic men, such as Commander Thornton Brodhead, 
Lieut. Col. J. M. O’Dea, Lieut. Col. Walter C. Cole, 
have protested very vigorously against these cuts, as well as 
Commander Wortley. Colonel Cole is national president, 
I believe, of the Military Reserve Officers Corps. 

Now, compare the way you treat these Naval Reservists 
with the Coast Guard, for instance. You increase Coast 
Guard items by many millions. Why? Because they enforce 
prohibition laws. I know that five additional Coast Guard 
ships were sent to the Detroit River with a complement of 
120 men, at great cost, after Canada had put an embargo 
on liquor, and when there was no necessity whatever for 
these boats coming there, as there was already a large num- 
ber of boats and a large number of prohibition guards 
stationed there. 

I think it is pertinent at this time to lodge these pro- 
tests and to have a complete discussion of the matter. We 
know very well if war should come and an untrained man 
or a partially untrained crew were put in charge of a naval 
auxiliary the damage which that untrained person or per- 
sons might do could hardly be estimated. On the other 
hand, if they had adequate training, if they were efficient, 
and if their morale was increased by the satisfaction of 
feeling that the Government was doing the right thing by 
them, it is also hard to estimate how much more valuable 
they might be, for instance, in hunting down submarines 
or in capturing prizes of war, or in guarding supply ships 
or transports. 

For these reasons I hope the Senate will restore the 
$326,000 to the Naval Reservists as their patriotic associa- 
tion emphatically requests. 

The pro forma amendments were withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS 
PAY, SUBSISTENCE, AND TRANSPORTATION OF NAVAL PERSONNEL 


Pay of naval personnel: For pay and allowances prescribed by 
law of officers on sea duty and other duty, and officers on waiting 
orders (not to exceed 5,499 commissioned officers of the line, ex- 
clusive of officers designated pursuant to law as additional num- 
bers, and 1,455 warrant and commissioned warrant officers on the 
active list, exclusive of commissioned officers who may revert to 
warrant or commissioned warrant status in accordance with law), 
pay—$30,886,052; rental allowance, $6,081,474; subsistence allow- 
ance, $3,727,648; in all, $40,695,174; officers on the retired list, 
$5,597,360; for hire of quarters for officers serving with troops 
where there are no public quarters belonging to the Government, 
and where there are not sufficient quarters possessed by the United 
States to accommodate them, and hire of quarters for officers and 
enlisted men on sea duty at such times as they may be deprived 
of their quarters on board ship due to repairs or other conditions 
which may render them uninhabitable, $3,000; pay of enlisted men 
on the retired list, $3,580,110; extra pay to men reenlisting after 
being honorably discharged, $2,566,370; interest on deposits by 
men, $3,000; pay of petty officers, seamen, landsmen, and appren- 
tice seamen, including men in the engineer’s force and men de- 
tailed for duty with the Fish Commission, enlisted men, men in 
trade schools, pay of enlisted men of the Hospital Corps, extra 
pay to men for diving, and cash prizes (not to exceed $73,300) 
for men of excellence in gunnery, target practice, and engineer- 
ing competitions, $66,600,000; outfits for all enlisted men and 
apprentice seamen of the Navy on first enlistment at not to exceed 
$100 each, civilian clothing not to exceed $15 per man to men 
given discharges for bad conduct or undesirability or inaptitude, 
reimbursement in kind of clothing to persons in the Navy for 
losses in cases of marine or aircraft disasters or in the operation 
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of water or air borne craft, and the authorized issue of clothing 
and equipment to the members of the Nurse Corps, $1,422,728; pay 
of enlisted men undergoing sentence of court-martial, $162,932, 
and as many machinists as the President may from time to time 
deem necessary to appoint; and apprentice seamen under training 
at training stations and on board training ships, at the pay pre- 
scribed by law, $1,199,520; pay and allowances of the Nurse Corps, 
including assistant superintendents, directors, and assistant direc- 
tors—pay $687,880, rental allowance $18,240, subsistence allowance 
$21,960; pay retired list, $22,510; in all, $750,590; rent of quarters 
for members of the Nurse Corps; pay and allowances of transferred 
and assigned men of the Fleet Naval Reserve, $10,264,216; reim- 
bursement for losses of property as provided in the act approved 
October 6, 1917 (U. S. C., title 34, secs. 981, 982), as amended by 
the act of March 3, 1927 (U. S. C., Supp. III, title 34, sec. 983), 
$5,000; payment of six months’ death gratuity, $150,000; in all, 
$133,000,000. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 21, lines 6 to 13, inclusive, strike out the following: 
“(not to exceed 5,499 commissioned officers of the line, exclusive 
of officers designated pursuant to law as additional numbers, and 
1,455 warrant and commissioned warrant officers on the active list, 
exclusive of commissioned officers who may revert to warrant or 
commissioned warrant status in accordance with law),” 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. To that, Mr. Chairman, 
I reserve a point of order. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the gentleman from Okla- 
homa make his point of order? 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. As I understand the 
amendment it increases the authorization for the number 
of officers in the Navy. If that is true there has been no 
legislation passed by this body authorizing such increase. 
In other words, it is legislation on an appropriation bill 
unauthorized. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of 
the amendment is to strike out a limitation on the appro- 
priation which has been put in the bill. I do not think the 
point of order is well founded at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. The 
Chair does not think that this amendment amounts to 
legislation on an appropriation bill. It merely strikes out 
language in the bill. The Chair therefore overrules the 
point of order. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chairman and members of 
the committee, I respectfully invite the committee’s atten- 
tion to this amendment that I have offered. I shall seek to 
endeavor to explain it to the House so that you can de- 
termine whether or not the position I take is well founded or 
whether the position set out by the Naval Affairs Committee 
is one which should prevail. 

In my opinion the limitation which the committee has 
placed in the bill and which I moved to strike out should be 
stricken from the bill. 

The language which it is proposed to strike out places a 
limitation on the number of officers and warrant officers 
that can be paid from this appropriation. You will bear in 
mind that it fixes it at 5,499. 

The number of officers authorized by law is 4 per cent 
of the authorized enlisted strength of the Navy. That is 
on the statute book to-day. You are entitled to have an 
officer personnel of 4 per cent of the authorized enlisted 
strength of the Navy. That is fixed by statute and can 
only be changed by repeal or modification of that percentage. 
The authorized enlisted strength is 131,485, and, in addition 
thereto, 6,000 apprentice seamen and some 14,000 men at- 
tending trade schools. 

That is what the law authorizes to constitute the author- 
ized enlisted strength of the Navy—131,485 plus 6,000 ap- 
prentice seamen plus 14,000 attending trade schools. 

Let us see how we determine how many officers there 
shall be. The law says we are entitled to 4 per cent of 
the authorized enlisted strength of the Navy. The number 
of men attending trade schools has heretofore not been 
computed in the authorized officer strength as the strength 
of line in the Navy was well under 4 per cent of 137,485. 

We are entitled to have 4 per cent of the authorized 
enlisted force, which is 151,485, and we have only been 
basing our 4 per cent upon 137,485. Why have we been doing 
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that? It has been due to the fact that the 4 per cent was 
well under the 137,485 men. 

Last year, when it was thought that it would be neces- 
sary to discharge a certain number of midshipmen, the law 
relative to the amount to be paid them upon their dis- 
charge and the authority for making such payment was 
examined, and the Judge Advocate of the Navy decided 
that the law authorized 4 per cent of 151,485—that is, 4 
per cent of the authorized enlisted strength, 4 per cent of 
the 6,000, and 4 per cent of the 14,000. Bear in mind now 
that these 14,000 men, these 6,000 men, are just as much 
a part of the Navy as anyone who has enlisted in the sery- 
ice. This will give an authorized strength of 6,059, and 
under the way that we have been calculating the 4 per cent, 
you would have only 5,499. 

As I stated, the reason why we did not include in the cal- 
culation the 14,000 at trade schools was because of the fact 
that the 4 per cent was under the 137,000. The question as 
to the actual authorized strength of the Navy has been 
referred to the Attorney General of the United States, who 
declined to rule upon this matter before the adjournment 
of Congress, as he has stated that clarifying legislation 
must be enacted by Congress before adjournment, which 
would render unnecessary such a decision upon his part. 
Bear in mind that the Judge Advocate General has ruled 
that the Navy Department is entitled in their calculation of 
4 per cent based on 151,485, and not upon 137,485. That 
has been referred to the Attorney General and the Attorney 
General has refused to render an opinion on it in view of 
the fact that Congress is in session. 

The elimination of the language suggested would, if the 
Attorney General ruled that the authorized strength was 
6,059, permit the commissioning of all the midshipmen at 
the Naval Academy and all midshipmen who would be grad- 
uated from the Academy prior to 1939, provided Congress 
continued to name four midshipmen to the academy for 
each Representative. What I am seeking to do is to per- 
mit the Attorney General to interpret the law as already 
enacted by Congress to see whether or not we are entitled 
to base our calculation of 4 per cent on 151,485. If the 
Attorney General holds that we are entitled to base our 
calculation of 4 per cent on that total figure, then it means 
that the 200 midshipmen at the Naval Academy will receive 
commissions. If, on the other hand, the Attorney Gen- 
eral holds that we are not entitled to take into considera- 
tion the 14,000 that are at trade schools, it means that 
the 200 men at the Naval Academy do not get their com- 
missions. What I am seeking to do by this amendment is 
to permit the legal department of the Government to 
interpret that which Congress has already said is the law. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Is it the gentleman’s thought 
that if the Attorney General should rule that you are en- 
titled to base your 4 per cent on the 151,485, that then 
these boys under the law would be entitled to a commission 
and entitled to pay, which they could go into the court and 
bring suit for. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Exactly. When you put this 
limitation on, if the Attorney General holds that you are 
entitled to 4 per cent of the 151,485, then they are entitled 
to a commission and will get a commission, but this bill 
says that they do not get any pay. Therefore, they will 
have a commission and the bill prohibits them from being 
paid. If they are entitled to a commission and you are ap- 
propriating to pay for only 5,499, I ask you which one that 
has a commission will be entitled to pay? Would it be the 
ones at the bottom or the top? Under this amendment you 
can pay only 5,499 if the Attorney General holds you are 
entitled to have 6,000. I ask the gentleman from Idaho 
which ones would be paid, the ones at the bottom or the ones 
at the top? 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 
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Mr. ABERNETHY. If the law is passed as these gentle- 
men want it, in this bill, how many midshipmen will be 
trained and out of their commissions this year? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. It means approximately 200 
that will not receive the commission. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. What are you going to do with them? 

Mr. VINSON of Géorgia. I am trying to permit them to 
2 an opportunity to have the Attorney General construe 

e law. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. What does the Committee on Appro- 
priations propose to do with these young fellows? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Pay them $720 and let them go. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. And thus add to the rolls of the 
unemployed? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. COYLE. The year’s pay, F 
$720. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. It amounts to from $720 to 
$1,000. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman kindly 
inform the House if this amendment be adopted and the 
Attorney General rules that you can increase a certain 
number of officers, how many that increase will amount to? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. If you take 4 per cent of 151,485, 
then you would be entitled to have 6,059 officers. We have 
to-day 5,499. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. That will give us about 
500 more? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes; and I can tell the gentle- 
man when we will need them. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. What is the plan to take 
care of them in the future, after the 500 have been utilized? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. It will become absolutely neces- 
sary in the next four or five years, on account of the 12 ships 
that we are now building, to raise the per cent from 4 per 
cent to some other figure. It is absolutely necessary to have 
more officers in the Navy to-day than the 4 per cent author- 
ized, as soon as these ships go into commission. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Is it not a fact that the operating force 
planned for officer personnel at the present moment pro- 
vides for 5,925 officers, practically 500 more than are allowed 
under this bill? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Exactly. 

Mr. GAMBRILL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 

Mr. GAMBRILL. Did not the Secretary of the Navy and 
other officers of the department recommend that the num- 
ber be increased from 4 to 5 per cent in order to take care of 
the situation? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is correct. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. The gentleman realizes 
we have 600 officers sailing the seas here in Washington. 
We should utilize some of those men in other places. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. The inquiry of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Brrrren] should be answered in this way: 
That this bill as drawn does permit an additional 60, based 
on extra numbers to come in, because the 5,492 is exclusive 
of the extra numbers. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. The committee had some 
doubt as to the wisdom of inserting this limitation. We 
first thought of carrying the limitation as it was last year, 
namely, 5,492, because there was some doubt whether we 
should allow the additional 60 based on extra numbers, but 
under the language the bill as drawn excludes from the lim- 
itation of 5,492 the extra numbers which the Attorney Gen- 
eral held should be taken into account. I can see the force 
of the gentleman’s suggestion, that if the Attorney General 
should decide that under existing law a further additional 
number of officers were entitled to commissions, such addi- 
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tional number would be given their commissions, and yet 
this limitation, if not changed or stricken out, would pre- 
vent payments to a large number of officers Kolding com- 
missions pursuant, forsooth, to a ruling of the Attorney 
General. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Vinson] has again expired. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to proceed for five additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. It is my own opinion, however, 
and the opinion of our committee, that there will be no ad- 
ditional number of officers because of the language which the 
Attorney General will be called on to construe. The lan- 
guage referred to relates alone to temporary forces, and can 
not be construed as furnishing the basis for additional of- 
ficers in the Navy. 

Mr. YON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 

Mr. YON. Will the gentleman state again the condition 
that will exist unless the gentleman’s amendment is adopted, 
striking out this limitation? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. If this limitation prevails, and 
if the Attorney General holds they are entitled to have the 
4 per cent based upon 151,000, it means that the boys at the 
Academy will get their commissions. They have a commis- 
sion from the Government as an ensign in the Navy, and 
there will be no pay in the bill for them. 

Mr. YON. Would it be an assured fact that those in 
the lower end and not those in the higher end of the rank 
would be affected? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. There is no way to tell, There 
is only pay for 4,599 and there may be 6,000 men. Would 
you pay an ensign or would you pay an admiral? Both 
have the same contract with the Government. Both hold 
a commission. And for that very reason this limitation 
is unwise and should be stricken from the bill, because it 
is purely a question for interpretation by the Attorney 
General. If the Attorney General holds we are entitled to 
have 6,069 officers and the bill only carries pay for 5,499, 
which one of the 6,000 is going to get paid? 

Mr. SABATH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 

Mr. SABATH. Did I understand the gentleman to state 
that the ensigns have a contract with the Government? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. They have an implied con- 
tract. 

Mr. SABATH. That when they graduate they must re- 
ceive their commissions and remain for life officers of the 
Navy? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. No; not at all. It is an im- 
plied understanding when they are sent to the academy 
that if they graduate and make the necessary marks they 
will receive commissions as ensigns, and the law requires 
them to remain in the service for two years unless the Secre- 
tary of the Navy permits them to resign. 

Mr. SABATH. That is, it is mandatory upon the ensign 
to remain two years in the service, provided the Govern- 
ment has need for his services? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. SABATH. But there is nothing in the law that com- 
pels the Government to utilize his services and keep him on 
the pay roll? 

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. Unless the Government needs 
him. 

Mr. SABATH. Unless the Government needs him. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Now, let me prove to the gentle- 
man the need of them. What is the necessity of having 
more officers in the Navy? I make this statement to-day 
without fear of successful contradiction, that within two 
years this House will be asked to increase the per cent of 
officers allowed in the Navy. Why do I make that state- 
ment? We are now appropriating in this very bill money 
to build 12 ships that will come into commission between 
July 1 of this year and July, 1935. By the Ist day of 
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July, 1931, there will come into commission three cruisers. 
By July 1, 1932, there will come in two cruisers and a sub- 
marine. By July 1, 1933, there will come in two additional 
cruisers. By July 1, 1934, one airplane carrier and two 
cruisers. By July 1, 1935, there is another cruiser, There 
are 12 ships that must be completed between now and 1935. 
There are not enough officers in the Navy to-day to man 
those ships. Ships are not being taken out of commission, 
so you can not take officers from ships that are taken out 
of commission and put them upon these ships. 

Mr. HALE. Will the gentleman yield right there? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HALE. This limitation of 4 per cent on the number 
of officers was placed in effect in 1916, was it not? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Exactly. 

Mr. HALE. At that time we had 40 less ships in com- 
mission than we will have even after the program advanced 
by the gentleman from Idaho is put through under the 
terms of the London treaty. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is correct. 

Mr. HALE. Further than that, since that limitation of 
4 per cent was put on, not only have we increased the num- 
ber of ships greatly but the character of ships has been 
changed. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is the point. 

Mr. HALE, A great many smaller ships have come into 
use, such as submarines and destroyers, requiring a larger 
percentage of officers and the whole branch of aviation has 
developed. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The gentleman from New 
Hampshire expresses it correctly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Vinson] has again expired. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Georgia may proceed for five ad- 
ditional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr, FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the right to ob- 
ject for a moment. The gentleman has had 20 minutes. 
We ought to bring this to an end shortly. I wonder if 
we could agree upon the time? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. There were only two speeches 
made in regard to this in general debate. 

Mr. FRENCH. Of course, that was not the fault of the 
chairman of the subcommittee. The chairman spoke on the 
subject and he can testify that the gentleman from Georgia 
interrupted him considerably on the same point. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the time on this 
Paragraph and all amendments thereto be limited to 45 
minutes, but there ought to be some arrangement by which 
the time can be equally allotted to those in favor of the 
amendment and those opposed to it. Could we have an 
understanding that the 45 minutes will be equally divided 
between those for and against the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. There could be such an understanding, 
but recognition is entirely in the hands of the Chairman 
and no one can control time under the 5-minute rule. The 
Chair will endeavor to divide the time equally and he will 
endeavor to recognize those gentlemen who have formally 
indicated that they desire time. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Idaho? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amend- 
ment be again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report the amendment. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I ask for recognition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is 
recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this amend- 
ment. This limitation has been put in the bill in order 
that we may keep the number of officers at 5,499 plus the 
extra numbers in the grade which are now allowed by law. 
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The Attorney General decided as far back as 1922 that the | within bounds. If we should have this increase of 560 offi- 


authorized number of officers of the line was 5,499. Last 
summer he decided they should have in addition to that 59 
extra numbers in the grade and which should not be counted 
toward that. A year ago the number of officers in our Navy 
exceeded the number in the British Navy by about 200. 
Just what the status is to-day I do not know. I have not 
satisfactory information which enables me to say. It would 
seem that with the number of ships that the British have in 
commission that an excess of 200 over what we have ought 
to be a fair allotment of officers for our Navy. 

These 14,000 apprentices, to be apprentices temporarily 
in the Navy for instruction purposes, were provided for 
under the act of July 1, 1918. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. Yes. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. The trouble as I see it is that we have 
a lot of boys at the academy who went there with the under- 
standing that they were coming out as officers, but now you 
propose to turn them out on their graduation day as waifs, 
and it does seem to me this committee ought to make some 
adequate provision for those people. 

Mr. TABER. Let me finish and I think the gentleman 
will understand the situation. I do not think there is a 
chance of any competent lawyer who has studied the situa- 
tion saying that the number of line officers under the law 
should exceed 5,499; but if it should be held to exceed that 
number, and those 14,000 would be counted, what would it 
mean? It would mean that automatically you would have 
5 more admirals, 20 captains, 35 commanders, a large num- 
ber of lieutenant commanders, a large number of lieuten- 
ants—senior grade and junior grade—and you would not 
have a great number of ensigns. It seems to me this thing 
ought to be kept where it is in an orderly shape. 

I want to read you what took place in the hearings on this 
subject: 

Mr. Frency. What is the attitude of the department now on the 
the matter of the application of the 4 per cent principle to the 
14,000 enlisted men in the trade schools? 

Admiral UPHAM. At the present moment there is nothing being 
done about it at all. 

Mr. FRENCH., I know; but something may be done. 

Admiral Ur RAM. I do not think so. 

Mr. FRENCH. If you can get a favorable ruling from the Attorney 
General, would not the Navy Department just to expand 


proceed 
as rapidly as it could upon the basis that the 4 per cent extended 
to those men? 


Admiral UrHam. Mr. Frencu, we are only trying to get the num- 
ber of people we need.. I have not been in sympathy with any 
effort to jump into that 14,000 people. That has not been a part 
of my thought at all; because I thought it was playing the game 
in a more straightaway fashion to come down here and state 
what our needs are, and that is what I have endeavored to do by 
having these charts put on the board. 

That is the situation, and that is the last word the Navy 
Department has given to us. We understand that since that 
time some other officers of the Navy, following a ruling of 
the Judge Advocate General—and you know he is an ad- 
miral and not a lawyer—that confuses this situation, have 
asked the Attorney General for a ruling, and he has refused 
an opinion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for two additional minutes. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr, Chairman, the time has been fixed 
by unanimous consent, and I think the understanding was 
that each man was to use five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that if anyone 
having the floor asks unanimous consent, at the expiration 
of his time, to extend his time, the Chair will be constrained 
to put the request; but the Chair will state to the committee 
that such time will come out of the 45 minutes that has been 
allotted. The gentleman from New York asks unanimous 
consent to proceed for two additional minutes. Is there 
objection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TABER. The limitation was put in the 


bill with a 
view of maintaining orderly procedure and keeping 


things 


cers it woyld mean an increased expense bill for the Navy, 
with all the additional enlisted men and staff officers and for 
ships and for pay and retired pay, of $75,000,000. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. The gentleman has not answered my 
question. What is to become of the boys at the Naval 
Academy? 

Mr. TABER. The boys went into the academy under the 
law as it stood. The law provided that there should be 
5.499 commissioned officers in the Navy, and they understood 
that a commission would be given to them if there was a 
vacancy in the line of the Navy when they graduated. Un- 
fortunately Congress has provided for too many midship- 
men; there is a surplus, and it is destroying the morale at 
Annapolis. That condition ought to be corrected, and it is 
provided that if these boys are disappointed they will get 
one year’s sea pay, and we have carried that in the bill. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Cut off some admirals. Cut off some 
of the higher-ups. 

Mr. TABER. If the gentleman can find some way in 
which that can be done, that will be fine; but I do not see 
any way in which such a law can be passed, and I do not 
see any sense in loading up our Naval Academy with a lot of 
boys who can not hope to received commissions, 

Mr. HALE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. I yield. 

Mr. HALE. It was only two or three years ago that the 
Appropriations Committee provided money for three ap- 
pointments for each Member of Congress, was it not? 

Mr. TABER. That is right. 

Mr. HALE. And it was on the recommendation of the 
Naval Appropriations Committee that the number was in- 
creased to four, and that was within two or three years. 

Mr. TABER. Yes; and it was a great mistake. It was 
made under an absolute misapprehension of what the situa- 
tion was, and now when we find the actual facts we desire 
to correct the situation and reduce the number of appoint- 
ments so that in the future the boys who enter the academy 
and make good can have a commission. Too many have 
completely destroyed the morale of the academy. 

Mr. COYLE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, I have endeavored to find in these 800 pages of hear- 
ings any positive evidence of anyone charged with responsi- 
bility for the conduct of the naval service that there is an 
excess of officers which should be reduced. Of course, you 
would not expect to get that, perhaps, from the naval officer, 
but, certainly, no one can accuse this administration of shak- 
ing the big stick, and I did find a very considerable amount 
of interest in the statement of the Secretary of the Navy 
which I found on pages 14 and 15. À 

In this statement I find that he says there will be need by 
the year 1940, which can only be met by five appointments 
per year, unless we are going to continue to draw all aviators 
from the aviation reserve cadets, as was suggested by the 
chairman of the subcommittee having this bill in charge. 

Mr. TABER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COYLE. Yes. 

Mr. TABER. The chairman of the subcommittee did not 
suggest that we draw all our aviators from the reserve. He 
said some of them. 

Mr. COYLE. I accept very gladly the correction of the 
gentleman from New York. The chairman of the subcom- 
mittee advocated, however, letting the 200 men go, who will 
graduate this year and leave the naval service at the time 
of graduation, receiving one year’s sea pay as an ensign at 
the time they go instead of taking the graduates of the 
Naval Academy to be trained as naval aviators. 

Every year there are needed to come into the aviation 
service an inflow of young pilots. For my part, I am very 
much in favor of adopting this amendment, because it will 
insure that all of the graduates of the Naval Academy are 
taken into the naval service and given a chance for the 
training before we go into outside walks and give temporary 
commissions at a cost of $19,000 apiece to men from the 
aviation reserve. 

Mr. YON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COYLE. I have but five minutes. 
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Mr. YON. I want to ask the gentleman a question that 
will fit in very well here. Does not the gentleman think it 
would be a terrible thing to shut out these young men who 
have put in four years of work at the Naval Academy with 
the expectation of entering the service of their country? 

Mr. COYLE. I do think it would be a very serious thing, 
and I think it would be doubly serious if the next day after 
these ensigns were let go the Navy were to reach out to 
Yale and to Harvard and to the other universities and 
bring in men to take the places of these men that they 
let go the day before. 

Mr. BRITTEN. And at the same pay. 

Mr. COYLE. At exactly the same pay, while they are 
in the service and, in addition, Mr. Chairman, they are 
under no continuing obligation to serve the Navy, whereas 
these men who graduate at the academy have a definite 
2-year obligation to serve when they accept their commis- 
sion and a continuing obligation to serve during the 
pleasure of the President. 

It does seem to me this amendment, Mr. Chairman, 
should be adopted if we are to save any chance of approach- 
ing parity with Great Britain in any year within the next 
20 years. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has expired. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the 
amendment and I hope the committee will adopt it. 

In the first instance, ladies and gentlemen, the amend- 
ment aims to strike out some language which affects only 
one set of officers in the Navy, the line officers, who can 
come from only one place practically, and that is the Naval 
Academy. It does not affect officers of the Supply Corps or 
the Medical Corps or the Civil Engineering Corps or the 
other staff corps. It affects only the line of the Navy. 

Fifteen years ago we provided by legislation that 4 per 
cent of the authorized enlisted strength of the Navy shall 
be officers of the line, the men who run the ships. This 
has not been changed until now. It has not been neces- 
sary until now to ask for an increase of that 4 per cent. 
The Navy Department has asked for it, and why? Because 
we are confronted with the condition that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Taser] just indicated—a demoralized 
situation at Annapolis, because 200 boys appointed by you 
and by me, who will pass their examinations highly, not the 
highest but who will pass them highly, can not be com- 
missioned this year because we have no place for them, 
because of limiting legislation like this providing there shall 
not be exceeding 5,499 line officers in the Navy at any one 
time. 

The question will be asked, why educate these boys at the 
academy if we have no place for them? We have a place for 
them, gentlemen, if we can get rid, legally and honorably, of 
500 or 600 men who came out of the ranks during the war 
and became young officers and who are now blocking the 
promotion of these boys from the academy. 

This is the reason the adoption of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Vinson] is necessary to-day. 
There should be no limit on the total number except the 
4 per cent of the authorized enlisted personnel as provided 
by law. 

Certainly there is no one here who would willingly edu- 
cate a boy at an expense of $15,000 to $20,000, who comes 
from some little town down in Texas or in Missouri and 
has his heart set on being commissioned in the Navy as an 
ensign, and then turn him down. His town is proud of 
him, and his State is proud of him. He is graduated, and 
then he is told, “ I am sorry, but, because of certain legisla- 
tion enacted by a recent Congress, we can not commission 
you. We are going to give you one year’s pay and send you 
out into the country with a good education.” But please 
remember that he is now a specialist, trained to run ships; 
a naval officer educated in navigation, engineering, radio, 
fire control, and the like—handicapped to some degree by 
the particular education we have given him. He could not 
take the place of an average graduate from Yale or Har- 
vard. He has been educated along a different line. He 
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knows history and a language or two, he knows the higher 
mathematics, but he has been educated for the Navy 
specifically. 

Now, while you talk about 5,499 officers, those are just 
line officers who come from the Naval Academy and no 
place else. If the gentleman’s amendment carries, there 
will in all probability be 200 additional boys commissioned 
as ensigns in July of this year. If the amendment does not 
prevail, they will fail to get a commission. 

Mr. HALE. Is it not true that, if these 200 graduates are 
permitted to receive commissions in June of this year, be- 
fore the end of the year by normal attrition the number of 
officers will become reduced below the limit of 5,499 men? 

Mr. BRITTEN. I am not sure that the number will go 
below, but it will not be much above 5,499. By all means 
let us care for these boys. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. If this amendment is adopted, 
will it take care of the graduates this year from the Naval 
Academy? x 

Mr. BRITTEN. It will, undoubtedly. 

Mr. Chairman, it is noted that on pages 25 and 26 the 
following new language appears: 

Provided, That the appropriation “Pay, subsistence, and trans- 
portation, Navy, 1931,” shall be available for the pay and allow- 
ances of not to exceed 5,499 commissioned officers of the line on 
the active list, exclusive of officers designated pursuant to law 


as additional numbers, and shall be available to pay one year's sea 
pay to surplus graduates of the Naval Academy, as provided by 
W. 


The Judge Advocate General of the Navy has held that 
the total number of commissioned officers allowed in the 
Navy is 4 per cent of the authorized enlisted strength of 
the Navy plus apprentice seamen and men in trade schools. 
This gives a total of 6,059 officers plus extra numbers. If 
the appropriation act be passed with the language above 
quoted included, there will be a question for determination 
of how many midshipmen may be discharged as surplus. 
This will lead to an impossible situation, since the total 
number to be paid will be 5,499 plus additional numbers, 
whereas the total number that may be commissioned under 
the law as construed by the Judge Advocate General will be 
6,059 plus extra numbers. If the Navy Department dis- 
charges as surplus midshipmen who graduate from the 
Naval Academy in excess of those necessary to bring the 
number of commissioned officers of the line of the Navy up 
to 5,499 plus additional numbers, there will be about 200 
midshipmen discharged who are in excess of those who may 
be paid under this act, but not in excess of the authorized 
number of commissioned officers of the line, as held by the 
Judge Advocate General. It is, therefore, advisable that all 
language restricting the number of commissioned officers 
who may be paid from this act be stricken from the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, the language which it is proposed to strike 
out places a limit upon the number of officers who can be 
paid from this appropriation. The law authorizes an officer 
strength equal to 4 per cent of the authorized enlisted 
strength of the Navy. That authorized enlisted strength is 
131,485, and in addition thereto 6,000 apprentice seamen 
and some 14,000 men attending trade schools. The number 
of men attending trade schools has heretofore not been 
counted in computing the authorized officer strength, as the 
strength of the line of the Navy was well under the 4 per 
cent of 137,485 (131,485 plus 6,000). Last year, when it was 
thought it would be necessary to discharge a certain num- 
ber of midshipmen, the laws relative to the amount to be 
paid them upon their discharge and the authority for mak- 
ing such payments were examined, and the Judge Advocate 
General of the Navy decided that the law authorized 4 per 
cent of 151,485 (131,485 plus 6,000 apprentice seamen plus 
14,000 men at trade schools). This would give an au- 


thorized officer strength of 6,055, exclusive of extra numbers. 
Admiral Leigh, the Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, very 
frankly explained to the committee the situation, and the 
committee last year wrote into the bill a limitation of 5,499. 
The question as to the actual authorized officer strength of 
the Navy has been referred to the Attorney General of the 
United States, who has declined to rule upon the matter 
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before the adjournment of Congress, as he has stated that 
clarifying legislation might be enacted by the Congress be- 
fore adjournment, which would render unnecessary such a 
decision upon his part. The amendment offered is a clarify- 
ing one. The elimination of the language suggested would, 
if the Attorney General ruled that the authorized strength 
was 6,059, exclusive of extra numbers, permit the commis- 
sioning of all midshipmen now at the Naval Academy and of 
all midshipmen who would graduate from the academy prior 
to 1939, provided Congress continued to maintain four mid- 
shipmen at the Naval Academy for each Representative and 
Senator. 

The Navy needs practically this number for the ships that 
have already been built or which are authorized, appropri- 
ated for, or building. We have accepted certain restrictions 
as to the size of our Navy by the terms of the treaty of Lon- 
don, and there is no effort to increase in any way those 
limits. We Members of Congress will unquestionably author- 
ize a considerable part of the tonnage permitted us under 
that treaty, if not all of it, and by the year 1940, 10 years 
from this date, we will need a considerably greater num- 
ber of officers than we now possess or have in sight from 
all the graduates that the Naval Academy will produce by 
that date. The elimination of this language from the appro- 
priation bill will, if the Attorney General holds with the 
Judge Advocate General that the authorized officer strength 
of the Navy is 6,059, permit the commissioning of all the 
midshipmen who will graduate from the Naval Academy 
this June. If the Attorney General disagrees with the Judge 
Advocate General, then the number that can be commis- 
sioned will be the same as that which has been arbitrarily 
written in the bill. The officer strength of the Navy is dis- 
tinctly limited by law and can not be changed except by law. 
No limitation such as is written in this bill is therefore 
necessary. If the Attorney General rules that the laws 
passed by Congress provide for the commissioning of these 
graduates from Annapolis, they should be commissioned, 
particularly so as the Navy has at this time a very definite 
need for them and foresees in the very near future an even 
greater need. If the Attorney General holds that the law 
does not provide for the commissioning of these young men, 
that the Navy is not entitled to them, there is no need for 
this limitation. I can not too strongly impress upon my 
colleagues that it takes longer to train officers than it does 
to build ships. 

Trained and competent officers can not be improvised in a 
day, and the strength of the officer personnel must be built 
up by slow and gradual steps. If the laws already on the 
statute books permit us to retain these Annapolis graduates, 
by all means let us do so. If they do not permit us to retain 
them, a decision by the next Congress as to the number of 
officers that the Navy should have will be in order. In either 
case the restrictive language in this bill is unnecessary. 

With reference to the warrant officers, the situation is 
somewhat different. A number of former warrant officers 
who are now lieutenants are due to appear before a promo- 
tion board in December of this year. If they fail, the law 
makes it mandatory that they revert to their former status 
of warrant or chief warrant officers. Consequently, it is 
impossible to determine just how many warrant officers we 
may have, as one can not definitely foresee the number of 
lieutenants who will revert to warrant status on account of 
failure to pass the required examination. It is not the inten- 
tion of the Navy Department to increase unduly the number 
of warrant officers, although a request for 15 such officers 
additional was made to the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman and ladies and 
gentlemen, I think the House should know the attitude of 
the committee on this matter. I am frank to say that since 
the question has been raised as to whether this limitation 
should really be in the bill, it is my opinion that it is not 
necessary that it should. The attitude of the committee 
when the limitation was inserted, was this: That the At- 
torney General would never construe the law in question as 
authorizing any additional officers, and that it would be 
proper to carry a limitation as to line-officer strength similar 
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to the limitation carried in the last appropriation bill, al- 
lowing in addition to the number of 5,492 officers, the 60 
officers which the Attorney General, since the passage of 
the last bill, had held should be added to the line of the 
Navy, based on the extra numbers. 

Now, if the Attorney General should hold, after the pas- 
sage of this bill, that another law justified a further increase 
in the number of line officers, then the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Vinson] is correct in stating that this limita- 
tion he complains of would not permit the payment of sal- 
aries to such officers of the appropriations carried in this bill. 
Such officers could go into the Court of Claims and bring suit 
for their salaries. 

I offer, therefore, to the gentleman from Idaho this sug- 
gestion: That he enlarge the limitation by adding thereto 
the following words: “And exclusive of officers that the 
Attorney General may under existing law hold are entitled 
to commissions.” I think the gentleman from Georgia 
would accept that as a substitute for the amendment he has 
offered, since it would accomplish the full purpose he has in 
mind. All who have listened to this debate must agree that 
many matters have been discussed that have nothing to do 
with this limitation. The limitation would work an in- 
justice to some officers if the Attorney General should hold 
that additional officers can be commissioned under existing 
law. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Would the gentleman be willing to change 
the words “Attorney General” to Judge Advocate? 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. No; I think it should be left 
to the Attorney General. While I am convinced that the 
Attorney General will not construe the language referred to 
as authorizing additional line officers, yet I do feel that those 
affected by the limitation should have an opportunity to 
secure from the Attorney General, through the Navy Depart- 
ment, his construction of the language in question. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. If the Attorney General rules that 
there should be additional officers will there be enough 
money in the bill to pay them? 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. I take it that the gentleman holds that if 
the law is as the gentleman from Idaho thinks it is there 
is no need of a limitation because it is existing law and if 
a limitation is put in it deprives the Attorney General of 
the right to make a ruling. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. No; but if he makes a favor- 
able ruling the limitation would deny them their pay out 
of the appropriations carried in this bill. 

Mr. COYLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes. 

Mr. COYLE. The question was asked the gentleman 
from Alabama whether there was money enough provided 
in the bill to pay them in the event that they were commis- 
sioned. As I understand it will cost the Government less 
if they are commissioned than it will if they are let go. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes; because the old sea pay 
is higher than the present pay of an ensign. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen, if 
some of these gentlemen, with their great ability, would de- 
vote only half of their energies to the millions that have 
been pleading for aid and assistance, and to those who have 
been pleading for a cash bonus, and also in aid of those un- 
employed, I think their services would be appreciated much 
more by the country than their efforts to increase the offi- 
cers of the Navy. My first vote on the naval appropriation 
bill was in 1908. At that time the bill provided appropria- 
tion for two battleships, and appropriated the sum of $108,- 
000,000; and the country was horrified. This bill to-day car- 
ries $346,000,000, an increase of over 300 per cent in 22 years, 
notwithstanding the half dozen treaties that we have en- 
tered into within the last few years since the war. I there- 
fore do not know how much greater our military appropria- 
tions will be if we have a few more disarmament confer- 
ences. To my mind it is to be regretted that otherwise well- 
meaning persons should be so influenced by these naval offi- 
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cers as not only to give them all they ask, but all they could 
possibly dream of. I feel it is high time that some one at 
some time, somewhere, should call attention to these un- 
justifiable increases for these naval officers. Of course, I 
realize the great interest that is taken in these 200 boys who 
will be graduated from the Naval Academy at the expense 
and cost to our Government of $18,000 each, as to what will 
become of them if this amendment does not prevail. There 
are thousands of boys, not the sons of these naval officers, 
who would be thankful to the Nation if they had the oppor- 
tunity to receive the four years’ education and then be left 
free to accept employment in civil life. 

I think the worry in the minds of some of these gentlemen 
is unjustifiable in respect to these 200 young men. I am 
satisfied, that whether they will be needed or not, the naval 
officers have influence enough in this House to see to it that 
they are appointed, and that places be found for them. It 
is therefore unnecessary for you gentlemen to worry about 
them. I recognize that they are nearly all the sons of the 
naval officers; because invariably, any outsider appointed to 
the Naval Academy, to whom the alternate is the son of a 
naval officer, fails and the alternate passes. If you have 
any doubts, then I ask you to investigate, and satisfy your- 
selves that my statement is correct. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SABATH. I yield to my naval colleague from Chi- 
cago. 

Mr. BRITTEN. The gentleman from Illinois has been in 
the House very creditably for a long time. Has he in all 
those years ever appointed to the Naval Academy or to the 
Military Academy the son of a naval officer or an Army 
officer? 

Mr. SABATH. Yes; I have. 

Mr. BRITTEN. When? 

Mr. SABATH. Many times. In fact I venture to say 
that quite a large per cent of my boys whom I have ap- 
pointed in the district, happen to be the sons of naval offi- 
cers, and in West Point, the sons of Army officers. I did not 
appoint them directly. I appointed boys from my district, 
and then I was pleaded with by some officers here and there 
to give their boys a chance as an alternate, and invariably 
when I yielded, being soft-hearted, I found that the prin- 
cipal failed and the alternate passed. Therefore, I advise 
you, who are interested in having your principal pass, not to 
appoint the son of an officer as an alternate. 

Mr. Chairman, ladies, and gentlemen, whenever the naval 
appropriation bill is being considered it is amazing how 
active the Representatives from the States of New York, New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Virginia, California, and 
Washington are. I will not charge that it is because of 
the fact that they have in their respective States navy yards 
and Navy activities, as surely they can not be influenced to 
work so diligently to secure these large appropriations for 
the few thousand men in their navy yards, to the detriment 
of the taxpayers in their States. It is to be regretted that 
the same activity is not forthcoming for the needy millions 
of enlisted men who so bravely served the Nation in the 
World War, and who are now pleading for relief. It is re- 
markable how easily any increase, regardless how large, can 
be had for the officers; and how impossible it is to secure 
deserved and much-needed aid for the enlisted men. Per- 
sonally, I know the reasons and influences responsible, for 
within the last few days I have received many communica- 
tions from various sources, but all instigated by the same 
group of financiers who seem to control and domineer legis- 
lation in this House, and who, notwithstanding their opposi- 
tion against the immediate payment of the adjusted-service 
certificates on the ground that it would increase taxation, 
are, nevertheless, through the Navy League, ever ready to 
advocate additional millions for the activities of the Navy 
and the War Departments. To prove my assertion, I will 
read a portion of one of the many letters which I have, and 
I am certain each of you has, received. This letter and 
resolution comes from the Investment Bankers’ Association 
of America, and says: 

* * The enactment of legislation to cash the World War 
certificates involves these dangers: 


1. The money market would be disorganized to the serious detri- 
ment of all industry and agriculture. 

2. Business recovery and progress would be hindered by making 
too costly legitimate borrowing which is necéssary at favorable 
rates to increase employment and to bring about a substantial 
improvement of business conditions. 

8. All security values would be depressed to the extent of threat- 
ening the stability of many banks and commercial organizations. 

4. Refunding operations of our Government would be retarded 
and made more costly. 

5. Taxation would be increased to the detriment of progress in 
business recovery, at a time when taxation should be decreased to 
aid in such recovery. 


Does this not convince you that the policy of these inter- 
ests is millions for killing and not a cent for living; billions 
for destruction and not a cent for construction? I am cer- 
tain that the same avaricious, unscrupulous financiers who 
by means of false and misleading representations, robbed 
millions of their life savings—bankrupted business—closed 
banks—drove over 10,000 people to suicide—and have thrown 
and are keeping millions out of employment—this very 
group of financiers, which now has in its vaults billions of 
dollars worth of the safest and best stocks and bonds, ac- 
quired for one-half of the price for which they unloaded 
them on the public in 1927 and 1928—this same combination 
which controls 80 per cent of all of the bank deposits and 
available cash—the same war profiteer—these same forces 
seem to control the White House; yes, and domineer this 
House. 

They tell us and the country, that we can not and must 
not appropriate a dollar for the starving thousands in our 
midst. They will not permit the aiding of the three or 
four million ex-service men now in need, by cashing, or 
even advancing 50 per cent on their adjusted-service certifi- 
cates. They will not permit the relieving of the thousands 
of banks now in a very critical, or at least, embarassing 
situation, which could be relieved by a reasonble exten- 
sion of the rediscount rule. All this, because—they claim— 
they are fearful of inflation. But this certainly was not 
their position in 1928 or 1929, when they were fleecing the 
public of millions upon millions every day, through their 
inflation manipulations. 

If the President, Mr. Mellon, and the influential men be- 
hind them, would only make a survey of conditions, I am 
certain that they would desist in their heartless and in- 
human position, and would—if not for the purpose of re- 
lieving from starvation—as an insurance against the so- 
called bolshevism—permit legislation which would relieve, 
at least to some extent, the alarming conditions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois has expired. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, I always 
try to visualize every question from a national standpoint 
in as broad a manner as possible. It will be remembered 
that in 1916 we passed a bill, if I am correctly informed, 
that authorized the number of officers to be 4 per cent of 
the enlisted strength. Since that time we have engaged in 
a world war, where it was necessary to have a Navy of 
500,000 men. I am informed that the number of officers 
that we have now is very similar to the number we had 
then, and so, if it was possible to take care of a Navy that 
had 500,000 men in it during a period when it required the 
resources and finest capability of everyone, then why is it 
necessary to increase the number of officers when we have 
only 90,000 men in the Navy? 

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Not now. As I view it, 
some way ought to be found to take care of those who are 
going to graduate at Annapolis this year, but surely we 
ought to be sensible enough to visualize what is going to 
take place in the future, and if this same condition is to 
arise year after year, there ought to be some way to limit 
the number so that the members and the individuals who 
are the beneficiaries of that action will not be embarrassed. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Chairman, as I see this proposi- 
tion, answering the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SABATH], 
I do not know how it may be out in his section of the country, 
but the boys who go to the Naval Academy from down in 
my section of the country, and I think it is so with most of 
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the membership here, come from the high schools and from 
the country districts, and they select the Navy as a place 
to make a record. The worst thing that could happen to 
these young fellows who have had four years of training at 
the Naval Academy is for this Congress, because, forsooth, 
there are a few pacifists in the country who want to cut 
down the Navy, to cut these boys off and absolutely destroy 
all hope and ambition for them in the future. I can not 
conceive how we can do a thing of that sort. If, as has 
been said, there are 5,000 men in the Navy who are officers 
who ought not to be there, then retire them and get them out 
of the way. 

But do not take these young men, in the flower of their 
youth, and absolutely close the door of hope to them. It 
seems to me that would be the worst thing we could do. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ABERNETHY. I yield. 

Mr. BRITTEN. I may say to my friend there is legisla- 
tion now pending that will permit officers who have come 
out of the ranks to be retired; and when they are retired, 
as soon as this law becomes effective, they will make room 
for these boys in the Naval Academy and the number will 
then be below 5,499. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Let us graduate these boys and give 
them their commissions. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ABERNETHY. I yield. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Permit me to propound a ques- 
tion to the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Frencu], as he will 
close the debate. I ask the gentleman if he will have any 
objection to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Alabama, that the proviso limiting it to 5,499 plus the 60 
extra numbers remain in the bill, and in addition this 
language: 


And exclusive of officers held by the Attorney General to be 
entitled to commission under existing law. 

All I am asking is to accord these boys at Annapolis the 
right to have the Attorney General give them a day in court 
and a hearing. If the Attorney General holds we are entitled 
to count 4 per cent on 151,000, then they will get their com- 
missions. If the Attorney General holds they are to count 
on but 137,000, they will not get their commissions. 

I have spoken to members of the committee, the gentle- 
man from New York, the gentleman from Alabama, and the 
gentleman from Kansas, and all of them are perfectly will- 
ing that this question be referred to the Attorney General. 
I merely ask that those boys have an opportunity to have 
their case heard before the Attorney General, to have a day 
in court. I trust the gentleman will accept the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HALE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I yield. 

Mr. HALE. I am against the gentleman’s proposed 
amendment. The reason I am against it is because there is 
a possibility of these 200 graduates being excluded from their 
commissions. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Permit me to say to the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire [Mr. Hats] that if the Attorney 
General holds the 4 per cent is to be computed on 137,000, 
they do not get their commissions. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Let us not divide our forces. Let us 
vote for the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Georgia as it was originally, and we will save these boys at 
the academy. [Applause.] 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, what is the issue? The 
law provides an authorized officer personnel in what the 
committee believes to be 5,499 officers of the line. Again, 
we shall graduate some 200 more midshipmen from the 
Naval Academy than we have vacancies. The committee 


proposes to pay the surplus graduates the compensation ing 


that they are entitled to under the law, which will be from 
$1,700 to $2,100 each, and let them go from the academy 
with their graduation certificates showing completion of 
four years at the academy and a fund adequate for one or 
two years’ postgraduate work in some educational institu- 
tion in civil life. The proponents of the amendment seek to 
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force an artificial interpretation of present law and pretend 
to authorize officer commissions in the Navy. 

The proponents of the amendment—unintentionally, I 
think—have' misled Members of the House by causing them 
to feel that if the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Vinson] prevail it will clarify the matter so 
far as the surplus graduates at Annapolis may be concerned. 
That is not the case, as I shall indicate during my remarks. 

I may also say that I am not in sympathy with the sub- 
stitute amendment which the gentleman asks me to accept, 
because I think it would add confusion to confusion. 

Now, if you wish the Attorney General to legislate, or if 
you wish the Judge Advocate General to legislate, and not 
have legislation by the Congress, a good way to invite it 
would be by passing the amendment of the gentleman from 
Georgia. Let us consider the various factors. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BRITTEN] suggested that 
the language of the bill applies only to officers of the line 
and not to staff officers. That is precisely what we sought to 
do for the reason that the number of staff officers is in part 
controlled by the number of officers of the line. The staff 
officers are in part contingent upon the officers of the line, 
and hence we did not need to refer to them specifically. 

Again, the amendment proposes to strike out the language 
of the bill which would limit pay to 5,499 officers of the 
line, and such extra numbers as are authorized by law. The 
committee believes that the authorized number of officers, 
aside from about 60 extra numbers, is 5,499 and no more. 
The Navy Department some time ago called upon the At- 
torney General for an opinion, but the Attorney General 
indicated that he did not desire to pass upon the question, 
as it could be acted upon by the Congress which was in 
session. 

It is the opinion of the committee that the gentleman from 
Georgia is wrong in his interpretation of the law. The law 
provides that the line officer personnel shall be 4 per cent of 
the authorized enlisted strength—that is, 131,485 enlisted 
men—exclusive of 6,000 apprentice seamen, and exclusive 
also of 14,000 men in trade schools who were “ temporarily ” 
provided for. 

The gentleman from Georgia is correct as to the applica- 
tion of the 4 per cent to the two figures 131,485 enlisted 
men, plus 6,000 apprentice seamen; that is, a total of 137,485. 
Four per cent of 137,485 is 5,499. But the gentleman from 
Georgia is wrong in his application of the 4 per cent to the 
14,000 men of the trade schools. These were provided for 
temporarily, according to the statute, and they can not be 
regarded as part of the regular authorized Naval Establish- 
ment. Surely the Congress did not intend to base perma- 
ment officer personnel upon temporary enlisted personnel. 

However, the committee did not want to proceed blindly 
in the matter, and in addition to its closest study it called 
upon the Comptroller General for advice touching the ques- 
tion. The Comptroller General has made a very compre- 
hensive study of the subject and he has cited the language 
of the code to which the gentleman from Georgia referred, 
and then he went further than that, which the gentleman 
from Georgia did not do, and he cited the statute. The 
statute, curiously enough, includes language that was 
omitted from the code. The code omitted language which 
I have pointed out, carried in the statute, to wit, that the 
14,000 enlisted men of the trade schools are “ hereby tempo- 
rarily authorized.” I shall insert the full paragraph of the 
statute, which has not been amended since that time with 
respect to men in trade schools: 

That the act approved May 22, 1917 (40 Stat. 85), entitled 
“An act to temporarily increase the commissioned and warrant 
and enlisted strength of the Navy and Marine Corps, and for 
other purposes,” be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking 
out all of the first and second sections of said act, after the enact- 
clause, and by substituting therefor the following: 

“That the authorized enlisted st of the active list of the 
Navy is hereby temporarily increased Trom 131,485 to 181,485; the 
authorized number of apprentice seamen is hereby temporarily 
increased from 6,000 to 24,000; and the authorized number of 
enlisted men of the Flying Corps is hereby by temporarily increased 
from 350 to 10,000: Provided, That the phrase ‘ authorized enlisted 


strength,’ as applied to the personnel of the Navy, shall mean the 
total number of enlisted men of the Navy authorized by law, 
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exclusive of the Hospital Corps, apprentice seamen, those sen- 
tenced by court-martial to discharge, those detailed for duty with 
Naval Militia, those furloughed without paß enlisted men of the 
Flying Corps, and those under instruction in trade schools: Pro- 
vided further, That the number of enlisted men for instruction 
in trade schools shall not at any time exceed 14,000, which number 
is hereby temporarily authorized: Provided further, That the 
President is authorized, at any time during the period of the 
present war, when in his judgment it becomes necessary, tempo- 
rarily to increase the authorized enlisted strength of the Navy, 
as provided for herein, by the addition of 50,000 men.” (40 
Stat. 714.) 


Now, what does the Comptroller General do? He cites the 
general law. He cites the statute to which I referred. He 
cites it at length. Then he renders a decision, in which he 
says: 

It would appear therefore that this temporary additional num- 
ber was not intended— 


That is, the 14,000— 
to be included in the total permanent authorized enlisted strength, 
on which the total number of permanent commissioned officers 
are based; but, on the contrary, was included in the total of the 
authorized temporary increases which provided the basis for the 
appointment of temporary commissioned officers as provided in 
the same act. 

In other words, Mr. Chairman, this was a war measure, 
and yet Mr. Vinson brings in that temporary provision of a 
war measure and wants the Congress to use it as a basis for 
adding 560 additional officers to the Naval Establishment. 

I want to ask, ladies and gentlemen, if you do, what will 
the Comptroller General do? Following on down to the 
end of his letter—and I am going to print the whole opinion 
in the Recorp if I may—we come to this conclusion: 

From this statement of the law it would appear there is no 
question but that surplus graduates for whom no vacancies exist, 


discharged with one year’s pay, would have no further valid claim 
against the Government. 


Ladies and gentlemen, if the gentleman [Mr. Vinson] and 
the other members of the Naval Affairs Committee want 
this question determined, let them bring in a bill from the 
Naval Affairs Committee, and let the Congress pass upon it. 
Let the Congress say whether or not it wants 5,499 officers 
or wants to add 560 more to that number. 

Or, again, let us say specifically whether we want to add 
the graduates of this year’s Naval Academy class and suc- 
ceeding classes to the officer personnel. 

Let us not say it in this slipshod manner and pass the 
question up for interpretation upon the part of the Judge 
Advocate General or the interpretation of the Attorney 
General, of which we know nothing in advance. Ladies and 
gentlemen, if you approve the amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia you will throw the decision into the courts, 
and I know that is not what you desire to do. The com- 
mittee is moving along in the only authorized way. We 
put in the limitation specifically so that there will be no 
litigation, so that those young men graduating from the 
academy in excess of the number necessary to fill out the 
authorized officer strength may receive everything they are 
entitled to under the law. Again I say let the appropriate 
legislative committee bring in a bill providing for issuing 
commissions to the surplus graduates of the academy or 
going further providing additional officer personnel for the 
Naval Establishment. I do not think such legislation should 
be passed; I do not think we need more officers, but at any 
rate this would be the direct way to handle the question. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FRENCH. Yes. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. The gentleman stated in the 
beginning of his remarks that the modified amendment sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Vinson], which I 
think is satisfactory to the other members of the committee, 
would add confusion. Let me say that the words of this 
amendment follow the amendment that you yourself, with 
the assistance of the secretary, Mr. Pugh, drew, whereby we 
excluded extra numbers, and why did we exclude them? We 
excluded them because after the last Congress adjourned, 
and after the committee had put a limitation in the bill of 
5.499, the Attorney General held that there were additional 
officers entitled to a commission because of the extra num- 
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bers, so when we-came to write the bill this time, out of 
respect for the opinion of the Attorney General, the com- 
mittee wrote that language, and now the modified amend- 
ment proposes to permit the Attorney General to pass on this 
further question. 

Mr. FRENCH. Yes; the Attorney General ruled that the 
additional officers numbering something like 60 are author- 
ized by existing law. My contention is that while that is true, 
the proposed amendment of the gentleman from Georgia aims 
to base officer strength upon temporary law. 

Here, Mr. Chairman, permit me to insert the decision of 
the Comptroller General. 


COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Washington, February 12, 1931. 
Hon. BURTON L. FRENCH,. 
House of Representatives. 

My Dear Mr, FRENCH: There has been received your letter of 
January 31, 1931, as follows: 

“Section 2, title 34, United States Code, prescribes the com- 
missioned line officer strength of the Navy, providing that it 
shall be a fixed percentage of the authorized enlisted strength of 
the Navy. 

“Sections 151 and 152, title 34, United States Code, prescribe 
and define the authorized enlisted strength of the Navy. 

“The authorized line officer commissioned strength generally 
has been understood to be 5,499, or 4 per cent of 137,485. 

“In an opinion rendered May 19, 1930, the Attorney General 
held that officers designated pursuant to law as additional num- 
bers in grade were not to be counted within the authorized num- 
ber of commissioned line officers. The Attorney General was 
asked by the Navy Deartment in connection with the question 
upon which his opinion of May 19, 1930, was rendered, if men 
under instruction in trade schools, numbering approximately 
14,000, should be included or excluded from the authorized en- 
listed strength in determining the commissioned line officer 
strength, and he refused to express his opinion at that time one 
Way or the other. 

“TI should like to have your opinion as to whether or not men 
in trade schools may be counted in determining the commissioned 
line officer strength of the Navy, and, if so, whether or not the 
Government would be in duty bound to give commissions to 
Naval Academy graduates in excess of 5,499 officers, exclusive of 
additional numbers, even though we should write into the naval 
appropriation bill a limitation on the number of commissioned 
line officers for pay purposes. 

“In this connection I invite your attention to section 1057, title 
84, United States Code, which provides that if there be a surplus 
of graduates, those who are not commissioned as ensigns in the 
Navy, or ed to fill vacancies in the lowest grades in the 
Marine Corps or Staff Corps of the Navy, shall be given a certifi- 
cate of graduation, an honorable discharge, and one year’s sea 
pay. 

“In other words, I wish to know if the men in trade schools 
are to be counted in arriving at the commissioned line officer 
strength which would have the effect of increasing the commis- 
sioned line officers strength to a figure which would enable places 
to be found for the entire coming June graduating class, whether 
or not commissions could be denied to those graduates which 
would exceed a limitation in the appropriation bill, and the 
Government’s obligation to those not commissioned be com- 
pletely discharged if they were given a certificate of graduation, 
an honorable discharge, and one year’s pay. 

“Or, again, can we control the situation in the appropriation 
bill by limiting the money. 

“I should like to have your opinion at the earliest practicable 
moment.” 

In the cited opinion of the Attorney General of May 19, 1930 
(36 Op. Atty. Gen. 233), it was advised that the total authorized 
number of commissioned officers of the active list of the line of 
the Navy, exclusive of commissioned warrant officers, should be 
computed upon the basis of 4 per cent of 137,485, comprising the 
permanent authorized enlisted strength of 131,485 plus 6,000 
apprentice seamen; and, in determining whether the number of 
officers thus computed have been commissioned, there should be 
excluded, officers designated pursuant to law as additional num- 
bers in grade, and in regard to the question as to whether 14,000 
enlisted men temporarily authorized by the act of July 1, 1918, 
for instruction in trade schools may be included in the figure, 4 
per cent of which is to be taken in computing the number of 
commissioned officers of the line, exclusive of commissioned war- 
rant officers, it was said: 

“se © * This question is left in considerable doubt by the 
pertinent acts of Congress, which do not clearly disclose whether 
or not such men are to be counted in computing the number of 
commissioned officers. The intention of Congress on this subject 
is obscure, and it therefore appears most desirable that clarifying 
legislation be enacted well in advance of the graduation from the 
Naval Academy of the class of 1931.” 

It does not appear whether steps have been taken to clarify the 
legislation on the subject, as suggested by the Attorney General, 
and it is assumed for present purposes that no such steps have 
been taken. However, a bill, S. 5612, has been introduced and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, providing for the ap- 
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graduate from the Naval Academy in 1931. 

It had been previously advised. by the Attorney General in his 
opinion of September 5, 1922 (33 Op. Atty. Gen. 311), that the 
total number of commissioned officers of the active list of the Navy 
should be computed at the present upon the basis of the total 
authorized of 131,485 men, as provided in the act of July 
1, 1918 (40 Stat. 714), and not on the total actual enlisted stre: 
of 86,000 provided by the act of July 1, 1922 (42 Stat. 799). 

The view expressed in the opinion of May 19, 1930, that 6,000 
apprentice seamen could also be counted was that that number 
was a part of the total permanent authorized enlisted strength 
which was neither included in the authorized enlisted strength of 
68,700 which might be increased to 87,000 by the President when- 
ever in his judgment a sufficient national emergency exists, as pro- 
vided by the act of August 29, 1916 (39 Stat. 575), nor in the 

authorized enlisted of 131,485 as provided in the act of 
July 1, 1918 (40 Stat. 714), and that such permanent number of 
apprentice seamen had not since been changed. The suggestion 
that 14,000 enlisted men under instruction in trade schools could 
also be counted apparently is based on the assumption that 14,000 
enlisted men in trade schools was also authorized as a permanent 
addition to the permanent 
by the act of July 1, 1918 (40 Stat. 714). 
the nt authorized enlisted 
the Navy from 87,000 to 131,485, amended section 1 of the act of 
May 22, 1917 (40 Stat. 85), in so far as here material, to read as 
follows: 

“That the authorized enlisted strength of the active list of the 
Navy is hereby temporarily increased from 131,485 to 181,485; the 
authorized number of apprentice seamen is hereby temporarily 
increased from 6,000 to 24,000; and the authorized number of 


from 350 to 10,000: Provided, That the phrase ‘authorized en- 
listed strength’ as applied to the personnel of the Navy, shall 
mean the total number of enlisted men of the Navy authorized 
by law, exclusive of the Hospital Corps, apprentice seamen, those 
sentenced by court-martial to discharge, those detailed for duty 
with Naval Militia, those furloughed without pay, enlisted men 
of the Flying Corps, and those under instruction in trade schools; 
Provided further, That the number of enlisted men for instruc- 
tion in trade schools shall not at any time exceed 14,000, which 
number is hereby temporarily authorized: * * 

I find no specific authority prior to the act of 55 1. 1918, for 
the assignment of enlisted men for instruction in trade schools, 
but apparently the practice existed under the general authority 
of the Secretary of the Navy to assign enlisted men to duty, the 
number so assigned being within his discretion and included in 
the number designated as the “authorized enlisted strength.” 
In the first proviso, quoted above, this phrase as applied to the 
personnel of the Navy was defined to mean the total number of 
enlisted men of the Navy authorized by law, exclusive of six 
classes of men therein described which had theretofore been ex- 
cluded, and in addition another class “those under instruction 
in trade schools,” which had theretofore been included. The 
phrase so defined appears to be equally applicable to both the 
permanent authorized enlisted strength and the authorized en- 
listed strength as temporarily increased. The second proviso, 
quoted above, places a limitation on the number of enlisted men 
for instruction in trade schools by providing that the number 
shall not at any time exceed 14,000, and authorized temporarily 
that number by the clause “ which number is hereby temporarily 
authorized.” Apparently this 14,000 so temporarily authorized 
was intended as a temporary increase in addition to the author- 
ized enlisted strength as temporarily increased in that act to 
181,485. That such was the intention is indicated in making 
appropriations in the same act, page 728, for pay of enlisted men 
as follows: 

“+ * + pay of petty officers, seamen, * * * 181,485 men, 
plus 10,000 men for aviation service, plus 14,000 men in trade 
schools: <> 

Furthermore, if it had been intended that those 14,000 men 
should be a part of the total permanent enlisted strength in 
addition to the permanent authorized enlisted strength, it would 
seem that such intention would have been indicated by omitting 
the word “temporarily” so that the clause would have read 
“which number is hereby authorized.” It would appear, there- 
fore, that this temporary additional number was not intended to 
be included in the total permanent authorized enlisted strength 
on which the total number of permanent commissioned officers 
are based but, on the contrary, was included in the total of the 
authorized temporary increases which provided the basis for the 
appointment of temporary commissioned officers as provided in 
the same act, page 715. 

On the whole I would say the inclusion of the 14,000 men 
temporarily authorized by the act of July 1, 1918, for instruction 
in trade schools, in the total authorized enlisted strength of the 
Navy, for the purpose of computing the authorized number of 
commissioned officers on the active list of the line of the Navy 
(and which apparently contemporaneously and continuously have 
not been so included by the Navy Department) is not supported 
by the law. 

I am also of opinion that Naval Academy graduates of the class 
of 1931, may not be commissioned as ensigns in excess of the 
vacancies 

Acts prior to March 7, 1912, provided for the commissioning of 
graduates of the Naval Academy only to fill vacancies. Acts of 
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August 5, 1882 (22 Stat. 285); March 2, 1889 (25 Stat. 878); July 
26, 1894 (28 Stat. 124). 

The act of March 7, 4912 (37 Stat. 73), ed: 

“ That the course at the Naval Academy shall be four years, and 
midshipmen on graduation shall be commissioned s +. 92 

The act of July 9, 1913 (38 Stat. 103) provided: 

“e + That midshipmen on graduation shall be commis- 
sioned ensigns in the Navy, or may be assigned by the Secretary 
of the Navy to fill vacancies in the lowest commissioned grades of 
the Marine Corps or Staff Corps of the Navy.” 

Apparently it was not the intent of Congress by omitting to 
insert after the words “ensigns in the Navy,” the words, “to fill 
vacancies in that grade,” that the graduates shall be commissioned 
ensigns in excess of vacancies, thus increasing the number of 
ensigns provided by law. As was said in 28th Opinions of the 
Attorney General, 530, “ when Congress has seen fit to make in- 
creases in the numbers of officers in the Navy, either generally or 
in particular corps or grades, it has generally used specific and apt 
language to accomplish that object.” 

The act of July 9, 1913, should therefore be construed, in con- 
nection with the act of 1916 limiting the number of commissioned 
officers of the line, as if it expressly provided that midshipmen on 
graduation shall be commissioned ensigns to fill vacancies in that 


grade. 

The act of August 5, 1882 (22 Stat. 285) is the only law con- 
provisions for surplus graduates. Such provisions have 
not been expressly repealed and are contained in section 1057, 
Title 34, United States Code, referred to by you, but the rate of 
pay of midshipmen has been d. Only one rate of pay is 
now in effect and is provided in the act of July 11, 1919 (41 Stat. 

146): as follows: 
A and. the pay of midshipmen shall hereafter be 8780 

per annum, * 

Finks this e of the law it would appear there is no 
question but that surplus graduates for whom no vacancies exist, 
discharged with one year’s pay, would have no further valid claim 
against the Government. 

Sincerely yours, 


J. R. McCart, 
Comptroller General of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Vinson]. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair appointed as tellers 
Mr. FRENCH and Mr. Vinson of Georgia. 

The committee divided, and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 91, noes 50. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCORMACK of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McCORMACK of Massachusetts. I desire to ask 
whether the unanimous-consent agreement entered into a 
little while ago was to close debate on this entire section 
or just on this particular amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. On this particular paragraph and all 
amendments thereto. That is what the Chair understood 
the request to be. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In all, for pay, subsistence, and transportation of naval aS 
sonnel, $154,040,870, of which sum $1,000,000 shall be immediatel 
available, and the money herein specifically appropriated res 
“Pay, subsistence, and transportation of naval personnel,” shall 
be disbursed and accounted for in accordance with existing law 
and shall constitute one fund: Provided, That the appro- 
priation Pay, subsistence, and transportation, Navy, 1931.“ shall 
be available for the pay and allowances of not to exceed 5,499 
commissioned officers of the line on the active list, exclusive of 
officers designated pursuant to law as additional numbers, and 
shall be available to pay one year’s sea pay to surplus graduates 
of the Naval Academy, as provided by law: Provided further, 
That additional commissioned, warranted, appointed, enlisted, and 
civilian personnel of the Medical Department of the Navy, re- 
quired for the care of patients of the United States Veterans’ 
Bureau in naval hospitals, may be employed in addition to the 
numbers appropriated for in this act: Provided further, That no 
part of this appropriation shall be available for the pay of any 
midshipman whose admission subsequent to January 30, 1931, 
would result in exceeding at any time an allowance of three mid- 
shipmen for each Senator, Representative, and Delegate in Con- 
gress; of one midshipman for Porto Rico, a native of the island, 
appointed on nomination of the governor, and of three midship- 
men from Porto Rico, appointed on nomination of the Resident 
Commissioner; and of two midshipmen for the District of Columbia, 
except that nothing herein shall deny pay to or prevent the admis- 
sion of any midshipman admissible within the number of appoint- 
ments permissible under the provisions of the naval appropriation 


act for the fiscal year 1931 who may enter the Naval Academy in the 
class entering next after the approval of this act: Provided 
further, That nothing herein shall be construed to repeal or 
modify in ay. way ceme laws relative to the 3 of 
midshipmen at large, from the enlisted personnel of 
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service, or from the Naval Reserve: Provided further, 2 no part 
of this appropriation shall be available for the pay of any mid - 
shipman appointed from enlisted men of the Navy for admission 
to the Naval Academy in the class entering in the calendar year 
1932 who has not served aboard a vessel of the Navy for at least 
nine months prior to such admission. 

Mr. COYLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve points of 
order against two parts of this paragraph. I do not desire 
to speak on the points of order for the moment, but I want 
to offer an amendment and proceed for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania re- 
serves points of order against the paragraph and under the 
reservation desires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman can not 
offer an amendment under a reservation of a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin is well taken. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will dispose of his points of order before offering 
his amendment. 

Mr. COYLE, Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point of 
order against the following words appearing on page 26, 
line 25: 

Provided further, That no part of this appropriation shall be 
available for the pay of any midshipman appointed from enlisted 
men of the Navy for admission to the Naval Academy in the 
class entering in the calendar year 1932 who has not served aboard 
a vessel of the Navy for at least nine months prior to such 
admission. 

The CHAIRMAN. Just what is the gentleman's point of 
order—that it is legislation? 

Mr. COYLE. That it is legislation on an appropriation 
bill, and if it be decided to be a restriction under the Holman 
rule that it applies to a period beyond the termination of 
the period for which these appropriations are made. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. LEHLBACH). The Chair is ready to 
rule. The proviso to which a point of order has been raised 
reads: 

That no part of this appropriation shall be available for the 
pay of any midshipman appointed from enlisted men of the Navy 

or admission to the Naval Academy in the class entering in the 
C DAS A teed DOALA a dome ae tiie 
Navy for at least nine months prior to such admission. 

This proviso merely limits the appropriation carried in 
this act or in this paragraph, it makes no difference; it 
limits it so that it may not be used to pay a midshipman 
appointed from the enlisted personnel who has not served 
nine months on a vessel of the Navy. It is purely a limita- 
tion and the point of order is overruled. 

Mr. COYLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to withdraw the 
other point of order, and I submit an amendment striking 
out the lines concerning which the point of order has just 
been overruled. Beginning on page 26, line 25, strike out 
all of line 25, and all of lines 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5, on page 27. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. COYLE: On page 26, beginning 
line 25, with the word “ Provided,” strike out line 25, and ail of 
lines 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 on page 27. 

Mr. COYLE. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to take five 
minutes to discuss this amendment. I bring it up at this 
time for the purpose of calling the attention of the House 
to the fact that this is not a limitation in expense but 
rather an increase of expense; that it costs more to send 
them to sea for nine months, and if this Congress desires 
to eliminate appointments from the enlisted men in the 
naval service, it should do so by the orderly processes of 
legislation, after hearings held and after determination by 
some committee that appointments from enlisted personnel 
are not in line with what we desire. 

It does actually cost more to send a man to sea for nine 
months, and I have failed to find anywhere in the 800 
pages of hearings before the Appropriations Committee any 
testimony by any officer or any member of the committee 
to the effect that there is a serious situation which should 
be cured. 

‘Mr. HALE and Mr. LaGUARDIA rose. 
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Mr. COYLE. I yield first to the gentleman from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. HALE. I was just going to ask the gentleman what 
the existing law is with reference to such appointments? 

Mr. COYLE. The existing law is that up to 100 enlisted 
men per year may be designated by the naval authorities 
for admission to the Naval Academy. 

Mr. HALE. And what period of time is required to be 
spent in training? 

Mr. COYLE. So far as I know, there is no definite limit 

the period of time, but a man is rarely designated until 
he has served six or eight months in the naval service. 

Mr. HALE. Does this provision mean that men before 
they are appointed to the Naval Academy from the en- 
listed service will have to spend nine months more in the 
service than they would under existing laws? 

Mr. COYLE. Not necessarily, I will say, but it does mean 
that the man who desires to fight his way from the ranks 
into the Naval Academy has to start so early that he does 
not have the necessary fundamental education, and the 
effect of this provision, I feel quite surely, will eliminate en- 
tirely any enlisted men getting a real chance to go to the 
Naval Academy. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COYLE. Yes. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I may say to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania I regret I find myself in disagreement 
with his views. I think the committee’s position on this is, 
indeed, sound. As a matter of fact, I would like to see it 
arranged so that before any boy can go to the Naval 
Academy he must serve at least one year in the Navy. You 
would then eliminate all the class distinction that occurs 
in the ranks later on. [Applause.] I hope this provision 
will prevail, because then we will get boys who had a bona 
fide intention of serving in the Navy before they went to 
the academy. I think this is a step in the right direction. 

Mr. COYLE. May I say to the gentleman that I am in 
accord with what he wants to do and with what the com- 
mittee wants to do, but I maintain this is not the right 
place to do it. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COYLE. I yield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I know the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has the interests of the Navy at heart, but does not the 
gentleman believe that in view of the action of the House 
just now in voting as it did, there is clearly a surplus of 
Officers, and this is one way to curtail the supply of officers, 
because, otherwise, we will have a regular Guatamalan navy, 
composed of all officers and no enlisted personnel. 

Mr. COYLE. Mr. Chairman, I want at this time to with- 
draw the amendment, expressing myself in entire accord 
with what the committee is trying to accomplish, but not at 
all in accord with the method by which they are attempting 
to accomplish their purpose. 

By unanimous consent, the Coyle amendment was with- 
drawn. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. 

I do this in order to make a statement in connection with 
the matter discussed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. COYLE]. Perhaps I may have been more responsible 
than other members of the committee for writing this lan- 
guage in the bill, and my reason for insisting that the com- 
mittee do so was because I was on the legislative committee 
when the law was enacted authorizing a limited number of 
the enlisted men to be given appointments to the academy. 
We have recently been convinced that a number of young 
men were entering the academy after enlistment who have 
never really rendered any service required of the enlisted 
personnel. 

These candidates before enlisting have taken special train- 
ing for Annapolis, and are well prepared to take the en- 
trance examination, and on enlistment request assignment 
to one of the training schools where they are kept and 
given further instruction, with a view of preparing to take 
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the entrance examinations. They are permitted, after a 
certain course at the training school, to take the examina- 
tion, without having served as an enlisted man on any ship 
attached to the fleet. 

This places them in unfair competition with the real 
enlisted men of the service. 

The number of appointments from enlisted ranks is 100— 
last year this was exceeded by about 25 who successfully 
passed the entrance examination. Some of the real enlisted 
men who passed the examination but without the high 
grades that some did, who were specially trained, were in 
danger of losing their appointment. This provision in the 
bill is intended to require every applicant from the ranks 
to serve as an enlisted man for nine months on ship before 
he is eligible to take the examination. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Under the language here can not the 
purpose be defeated by simply tying up some old boat in 
shallow water and letting them serve on that boat? Should 
we not provide that they shall serve on board a vessel at sea, 
so we will know whether they can stand the rolling tides or 
not before they ever go to the academy? 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I am sure the committee will 
accept such an amendment. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer such an amend- 
ment. On page 27, line 4, after the word vessel,“ add 
these words: “At sea with the fleet.” 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. DoweELL). The gentleman from 
South Carolina offers an amendment which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 27, line 4, after the word “ vessel,” insert at sea with the 
fleet. 


Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from 
South Carolina will follow my thought, I think he would 
want to strike out the words of the Navy,” or have his 
amendment come in after the word “ Navy.” 

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman, I accept the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Idaho. The fact is I am a shoal- 
water seaman myself. {Laughter.] I did not know exactly 
where to anchor, and if the suggestion is correct, I offer the 
language after the word “ Navy.” 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, the gentleman 
from South Carolina modifies his amendment and the Clerk 
will report the modified amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 27, line 4, after the word “ Navy,” insert “at sea with the 
fleet.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
words “ of the Navy.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 27, line 4, strike out the words “of the Navy.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 25, lines 21 to 24, inclusive, strike out the words “and 
allowances of not to exceed 5,499 commissioned officers of the line 
on the active list, exclusive of officers designated pursuant to law 
as additional numbers,” and insert in lieu thereof “all officers 
commissioned in accordance with law.” 


Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I accept the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed 
to. 
Mr. McCORMACK of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I 
am very pleased to note in the present bill the appropria- 
tion that has been made for the purpose of paying retired 
regular officers of the Navy. This appropriation was made 
to carry out a very proper and justifiable policy and the 
officers who are retired and who will receive the benefit 
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of this appropriation are the officers of the regular Navy 
who have been retired for disability with pay. Such officers 
with regular officers of the Army, Marine Corps, and Coast 
Guard occupied the same position as the emergency officer 
who served during the World War and who received dis- 
abilities while in service to a permanent extent of 30 per 
cent or more and who have been retired with pay under 
the emergency officers’ retirement act. I believe that all 
Officers, either regular or emergency officers, who have been 
disabled in service to a degree provided by law should be 
retired with pay. However, the position occupied by the 
Officers of the regular service, as compared with the emer- 
gency officer, is very interesting in view of the Reed amend- 
ment which has been tacked on in the Senate to the inde- 
pendent offices appropriation bill, if it ultimately is adopted 
and becomes a law. At the present time the independent 
offices appropriation bill is in conference, and the Reed 
amendment is one of the issues which is in controversy 
between the two branches. The Reed amendment applies 
only to emergency officers who have been retired with pay 
and who are employed in civilian life by the Federal Gov- 
ernment. It in no way affects an emergency officer who 
has been retired with pay and who is employed in any 
other capacity. This amendment in substance provides 
that an emergency officer retired with pay in the civilian 
employ of the Federal Government shall not receive his 
retirement pay and at the same time a salary from the 
Government in excess of $2,000 per annum. 

The amendment does not apply to the officers of the 
regular service who are at present in the civilian employ of 
the Federal Government, and it should not. The same 
should not apply to disabled emergency officers of the emer- 
gency service. If a policy such as intended in the Reed 
amendment is to be adopted, it should apply to every officer 
who at present is retired with pay and who is employed by 
the Federal Government in excess of $2,000 per year. We 
at least should be consistent and not penalize the emergency 
officers who have been retired with pay and who are in the 
Federal service. There is a right way to do the right thing 
and there is a wrong way to do the right thing, and to those 
who believe that the emergency officers’ retirement act 
should be repealed, or a salary limit placed upon those in 
the Federal service, the Reed amendment is the wrong way 
to undertake to do the right thing. Personally I do not 
agree with the limitation or repeal, but even to those who 
do, I submit this procedure is unfair and results in unjust 
discrimination. 

I do not intend by these remarks to intimate that the 
mover of the Reed amendment intended to be unfair, but 
assuredly the operation of his amendment, if it becomes law, 
will result in not only unfairness but unreasonable discrimi- 
nation. At the present time officers of the Regular Army 
and enlisted men who had been retired with pay for service 
rendered, having served the number of years necessary for 
retirement, can enter the service of the Federal Government 
and their retirement benefits will not be disturbed until they 
reach a salary limit of $2,500. Why allow $2,500 in this 
case and impose a limit of $2,000 per annum in the case of 
disabled emergency officers? It must be borne in mind that 
the $2,500 salary limit that I have referred to does not apply 
to officers in the regular service who have been retired for 
disability incurred in line of duty. Such officers in the 
regular service can enter the Federal employ, and, irrespec- 
tive as to what salary they receive, they will also receive 
their retirement pay. I had previously said that I considered 
this to be correct, but I also consider that if it is correct in 
the case of the officers of the regular service, that it is 
equally correct in the case of the officers who rendered 
emergency service. 

Prior to 1924 all officers and enlisted men of the regular 
service came within the $2,500 per annum salary limitation 
when they entered the Federal service in civilian capacity 
if they had been retired, irrespective as to whether they were 
retired for service or for disability. On May 31, 1924, Public 
Act No. 161 of the Sixty-eighth Congress was approved, which 
amended section 2 of the legislative, executive, and judicial 
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appropriation act of July 31, 1894, by expressly permitting 
officers of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and Coast Guard 
“who have been retired for injuries received in battle or for 
injuries or incapacity incurred in line of duty ” to hold office 
in civilian capacity despite the limitations of the act of 1894. 
That is the law upon which I predicate the statements which 
I have heretofore made. Throughout the Government serv- 
ice, I understand, and in the Veterans’ Bureau itself, there 
are regular officers, retired with pay for disability, who are 
now so employed and who will not be affected whatsoever 
by the amendment of the Senate to which I have made 
reference. 

In other words, we have a situation where a Regular Army 
officer might have been captain of a company in the World 
War and the emergency officer might have been a lieutenant 
in the same company, and they both went over the top and 
received substantially the same wounds, and upon returning 
to civilian life the Regular Army officer is retired with pay 

Tor disabilities and the emergency officer is retired with pay 
for disabilities under the provisions of the Fitzgerald-Tyson 
Act. The result of both retirements, coming under different 
provisions of law, is substantially the same. Both men later 
enter into the employ of the Federal service in civilian 
capacity, and both, let us say, are employed at the Veterans’ 
Bureau in the same capacity and receiving the same pay, 
let us say, for example, $5,000 per annum. Under the Reed 
amendment the Regular Army officer would receive not only 
his salary but his retirement benefits and the emergency 
officer, wounded in the same action and in substantially the 
same manner and to the same extent, and an officer in the 
same company with the captain, would have his retirement 
benefits taken away. I can not see the logic of this position, 
and even those who oppose the principle under which retire- 
ment for disabilities is based should not allow such discrimi- 
nation to exist between officers who served in the same war 
but who served under a different descriptive designation. 

As one emergency officer retired with pay in the Federal 
service receiving $2,000 per year recently convincingly said: 

It has been suggested, and in good faith, that I accept the 
smaller salary and the more menial position in order that I 
might still come within the benefits of the retirement act. I 
have never attempted to turn backward. How pitiful this type 
of action would have been when I was leading my men against 
enemy machine-gun replacements, 

I think that this particular retired officer is justified in 
entertaining such opinions, particularly discriminations 
which I have referred to above which exist with reference 
to him and his fellow officers who served in as like capacity 
as he did during the World War. 

I sincerely trust that the membership of the House will 
give this matter logical and rational consideration; not the 
consideration which flows from the operation of the emo- 
tional mind; and if so, I am satisfied that House will 
not agree in the Reed amendment. This whole situation 
is brought about because one man in the Veterans’ Bureau 
received $9,000 a year and there is some question as to 
whether he was retired properly. We should not permit 
that to determine our mind with reference to others who 
have been retired in the proper way and with reference 
to whom there is no cloud overhanging. I have no knowledge 
as to whether the man who has been named has been re- 
tired properly or improperly; I assume, in absence of addi- 
tional evidence, that he has been retired properly. How- 
ever, if there is evidence that is wrong in connection with 
his retirement, that case or any other case that looks 
suspicious could receive individual investigation, instead of 
being used as a means of putting into operation an amend- 
ment so drastic and so discriminatory in its operation as 
the provisions of the Reed amendment. 


The following letter was received by my distinguished col- 
league from Massachusetts [Mr. Connery], who made such 
a brilliant speech only a few days ago in opposition to the 
Reed amendment, and in which I concur. This letter was 
sent to Congressman Connery by the Disabled Emergency 
Officers’ Association of the World War and explains their 
position, a position which I consider tenable and sound. 
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THE DISABLED EMERGENCY OFFICERS OF THE WORLD War, 
Washington, D. C., February 11, 1931. 
Hon. WILLIAM P. Connery, Jr. 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Connery: The Disabled Emergency Officers of the 
World War wish to thank you for your remarks on the floor of the 
House of Representatives February 9, 1931, in which you so ably 
defended the emergency officers’ retirement act and opposed the 
Reed amendment to the independent offices appropriation bill 
which was edopted by the Senate February 6, 1931. 

The undoubted purpose of the Senate was to correct certain 
all abuses in the administration of the Tyson-Fitzgerald Act 
(45 Stat. 735) pertaining to a few individual cases. It is the de- 
sire of our organization to emphatically state that the roll of 
retired emergency officers of the World War is, and should be, an 
honor roll. If there are any officers on this roll through error, 
fraud, or maladministration they should be stricken therefrom, 
but certainly without prejudice or injury to those who are properly 
retired. 

The Tyson-Fitzgerald bill was not enacted into law as a charity 
or to save its beneficiaries from starvation. On the contrary, it was 
as a matter of right and justice to compensate disabled emergency 
officers in some measure for physical handicaps that were inflicted 
on them in the military service in line of duty. This law became 
a reality as the result of several years’ efforts on the part of all 
organizations of veterans of the World War. It was intended, in 
so far as legally possible, to put the disabled emergency officer in 
the same status as a retired Regular Army officer injured in line 
of duty. 

We do not believe the Senate fully realized the injustice and 
damage that would be done to these disabled officers if this 
amendment is written into law. There should be no distinction 
between disabled emergency officers themselves. Some are work- 
ing for State and city governments; some are engaged in civil en- 
terprise; while others, including many postmasters, are receiving 
salaries from the Federal Government for services honestly and 
efficiently rendered. This amendment, carried to its logical con- 
clusion, would affect those working for the Federal Government 
alone. They have as much right as the officers working for private 
industry or State or city governments to earn what their services 
are worth, in addition to the award they are receiving from the 
United States Government for their handicap because of physical 
disability incurred in line of duty. 

The Congress by definite action (act of May 31, 1924, Stat. 245) 
permits officers of the Regular Army and Navy retired for dis- 
ability incurred in line of duty to work for the Government and 
receive salaries, without limitation, in addition to their retired 
pay. Two cases in point—a retired Regular Army major is em- 
ployed in the Veterans’ Bureau as one of the members of the 
retirement board which determines the rights of emergency offi- 
cers under the provisions of the Tyson-Fitzgerald Act. A retired 
lieutenant commander of the Navy is on the Board of Appeals 
which often has to pass upon the applications of emergency 
Officers for the benefits of this law upon appeal. Surely the Con- 
gress of the United States does not intend that these retired 
officers of the Regular Army and Navy shall continue working for 
the Government and deny the same right to retired disabled 
emergency officers. À 

The first consideration of the Government toward the vet- 
erans of all wars is to compensate in some measure those who 
received injuries in line of duty. They are given a preferential 
right under the civil service laws, rules, and regulations of the 
Government. It is the desire that they shall have positions 
where they may find such employment as their physical handi- 
cap will permit them to perform. The Congress of the United 
States and the people of this country do not want them reduced 
to a charity basis. It was never intended that the amount they 
receive as compensation for this physical handicap was all that 
they should earn or receive. Every encouragement has been and 
should be given to them to fight the battle to overcome the 
handicap which is theirs because of their service to their country. 
This amendment is not only contrary to but is the very anti- 
thesis of the purpose for aiding disabled veterans and permitting 
them to carry on and become useful citizens of this Republic. 

We feel that the Senate in its desire to correct alleged abuses 
in the administration of Public Law No. 506 has placed a bar 
against the efforts of disabled emergency officers to surmount 
their handicaps in their fight to overcome the physical disabili- 
ties which were incurred in the service in line of duty. 

If the Reed amendment becomes a law, the first man who was 
retired under the provisions of the Tyson-Fitzgerald Act, Capt. 
Prank J. Jervey, who was decorated by his country and by for- 
eign governments for bravery on the field of battle, will lose his 
right to retired pay. He received eight enemy machine-gun bullet 
wounds, one of which caused the loss of his leg. He is now em- 
proyo by the United States Goyernment in the War De ent. 

must resign from the Government or be denied his disability 
retirement pay. His health and physical disabilities make it im- 
possible for him to do manual labor. Our great industrial or- 
ganizations do not want a man thus physically disabled and 
would not give him employment. He has a right to seek employ- 
ment from this Government. To the praise of the officials of the 
War Department, he has a position which will permit him and 
his family not only to live but perhaps lay aside something for 
declining years. Captain Jervey's case is typical of many others. 

We are confident that if the true facts and the sure injustice of 
this amendment are fully understood by all» Members of Congress 
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it will be defeated. We therefore appeal to you and to the Con- 

gress of the United States not to permit this injustice to prevail. 

It would be greatly appreciated if you will have this letter read 

into the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, in order that all Members of 

Congress may fully understand the position of this organization. 
Very respectfully yours, 3 


. TURNER LEWIS, 
National Vice Commander. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


FUEL AND TRANSPORTATION, BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS 

For coal and other fuel for submarine bases and steamers’ and 
ships’ use, including expenses of transportation, storage, and han- 
dling the same and the removal of fuel refuse from ships; main- 
tenance and general operation of machinery of naval fuel depots 
and fuel plants; water for all purposes on board naval vessels, and 
ice for the cooling of water, including the expense of transporta- 
tion and storage of both, $8,513,171: Provided, That fuel acquired 
other than by purchase shall not be issued without charging the 
applicable appropriation with the cost of such fuel at the rate 
current at the time of issue for fuel purchased: Provided further, 
That the President may direct the use, wholly or in part, of fuel 
on hand, however acquired, to be charged at the last issue rate for 
fuel acquired by purchase, when, in his judgment, prices quoted 
for supplying fuel are excessive: Provided further, That no part of 
this appropriation shall be available for the purchase of or pay- 
ment for any kind of fuel oil of foreign production, except by or 
for vessels in a foreign port. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
following amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia: Page 29, line 2, 
after the word “ excessive,” strike out the colon and insert a period 
and strike out lines 3, 4, 5, and 6. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I hope no 
one will think that by offering this amendment I am not as 
thoroughly in favor of the use of home products as anyone 
on the floor. I would like to see those used, of course, but I 
am wondering if the committee had considered carefully the 
effect of the provision in the operation of purchasing in the 
Navy Department. For instance, take it out on the west 
coast. Suppose they buy a million gallons of fuel oil. How 
can they determine that the original crude oil was produced 
in this country or in Mexico? Would not that impose a bur- 
den of tracing every bit of that oil to see that it was produced 
in this country, otherwise the comptroller would hold up the 
payment of the bills. Has the committee considered that? 

Mr. FRENCH. It seems to me that particular feature 
could be made by requiring a certificate from the bidder. I 
shall be glad to yield to my colleague from Kansas [Mr. 
Ayres] on that subject. : 

Mr. AYRES. It was intended at the time that this should 
not be operative until 1932. In the meantime arrangements 
will be made whereby the certificate of the bidder will ac- 
company his bid to show that the oil was produced in the 
United States. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. Does the gentleman think 
that a certificate of a bidder would be sufficient for the 
Comptroller General to pass it and approve the bills? 

Mr. AYRES. I think so. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. There would be very little difficulty in 
establishing the origin of such a large quantity of oil. It is 
not like going out and buying a few gallons, but, as I under- 
stand it, the Navy contracts in large quantities and it is 
easy to trace the origin of the oil. 

Mr. AYRES. That is the theory the committee had. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent to withdraw my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will 
be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. Members of the House evidently have observed 
that the committee has passed more or less without cere- 
mony the question of the number of appointees to the Naval 
Academy by the Members of Congress, and so forth. Noth- 
ing has been said on the floor to-day to indicate that this 
bill carries a reduction of appointees to the Naval Academy 
from four to three. On page 26, line 9, that provision is 
carried. All of us know that the Navy Department in the 
Secretary’s annual, report asked that the number of ap- 
pointees to the Naval Academy be increased from four to five 
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from now cn, looking ahead to the London treaty navy, 
when we will require some 6,994 line officers. 

It takes longer to make a naval officer than it does to 
build a ship, and he is more important than the ship. The 
only place where these naval line officers are made is in the 
Naval Academy. Day before yesterday in general debate 
the distinguished gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OLIVER] 
indicated that he had objected in committee to this Naval 
Academy reduction. His speech indicated that there was 
considerable division of opinion among the members of the 
subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations having 
in charge this bill pertaining to this reduction. It is done 
without any expert advice from the Navy Department or any 
officer in the Navy. It is an arbitrary reduction under the 
guise of economy. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BRITTEN. Yes. 

Mr. TABER. It is not an arbitrary reduction. It was 
made after a most careful study and in the interest of the 
Naval Academy. 

It is made with the view of keeping the Naval Academy 
somewhere near the needs of the Navy. This year when we 
are still operating as far as graduates are concerned on the 
basis of three appointments, and which we will do for one 
year more, there will be a surplus of 200. The attrition 
figures that appear in the last six years are an average of 
only 220. In normal years that will result in an increase 
of 100 to 125 in the line officers of the Navy. 

Mr. BRITTEN. The gentleman says the figures were not 
arbitrarily arrived at. Who in the Navy Department recom- 
mended this reduction? 

Mr. TABER. The Navy Department submitted all their 
figures, and we have been over all the figures for several 
years back. Nothing is done arbitrarily when it is done 
after full and complete investigation. The gentleman wants 
a great big surplus of students over at Annapolis, so that we 
can educate three or four hundred more than we need, and it 
is the worst thing we can do because it entirely destroys the 
spirit of the boys at Annapolis. 

Mr. BRITTEN. The gentlemen who have this bill in 
charge took all the advice which the Navy Department pre- 
sented and then ignored it; they threw it into the waste- 
basket, notwithstanding that within the last three years 
these same gentlemen came to the House and increased the 
number of appointees to the Naval Academy from three to 
four. What has changed their views in the last three years? 
Has the Navy become smaller? 

Mr. TABER. A study of the situation has changed their 
views. 

Mr. BRITTEN. The gentleman may have studied it, but 
there is great difference of opinion in the gentleman’s own 
committee. 

Mr. HALE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BRITTEN. I yield. 

Mr. HALE. The Navy Department not only did not rec- 
ommend a reduction but recommended an increase from 
four to five, did it not? 

Mr. BRITTEN. I called attention to that fact a moment 
ago; yes. 

Under the London treaty we are providing for many new 
ships of various sizes, requiring many additional officers. 
We are expanding aviation in the Navy tremendously. I 
think I am not exaggerating the situation when I say that 
aviation in the American Navy is so far ahead of aviation 
in any other navy on earth that they can not be compared 
in the same breath. I am told that by members of our 
commission who went to London for the conference last 

ear. 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BRITTEN. I yield. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Aside from what the London 
conference permits us to construct, we are now building 10 
ships that will go into commission between now and 1935, 
are we not? 

Mr. BRITTEN. Yes; that is true. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. BRITTEN] has expired. 
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Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask to proceed for five 
additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FRENCH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BRITTEN. I yield. 

Mr. FRENCH. Did the gentleman say that the aviation 
branch of our Navy was superior to that of Great Britain? 

Mr. BRITTEN. Yes. 

Mr. FRENCH. Is the gentleman serious in saying that 
in any regard, in any respect, the American Navy surpasses 
the British Navy? 

Mr. BRITTEN. In naval aviation we certainly do. 

Mr. FRENCH. That is a very refreshing thing for the 
gentleman to state. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Admiral Bridgman, of the British Navy, 
and other British officials do not quote me in their own 
interest at this conference, and they do quote the gentleman 
from Idaho. 

Mr. FRENCH. It is a very refreshing thing to the House 
to know that the gentleman from Illinois is willing to 
admit that in some degree, at least, we are superior to some 
other nation. 

Mr. BRITTEN. That is one of the reasons we need more 
Officers. There is only one channel from which we can get 
line officers. They can not come from Harvard; they can 
not come from Yale. They must come from the Naval 
Academy at Annapolis. Our success in the World War, as 
far as the Navy was concerned, was due to that fine founda- 
tion of officer personnel that saved the very life of the 
Emergency Fleet Corporation. 

You will recall that the Fleet Corporation wanted to train 
its own men for the thousands of ships that they were 
building all over the United States, ships of concrete, of 
steel, of wood, of anything that would carry supplies. They 
had set up schools to educate their own enlisted personnel. 
Finally they broke down and went to pieces, and they came 
to the Navy for help. The Navy Department had reckoned 
in advance. Admiral Moffet was one; Admiral Leigh 
Palmer, Chief of Navigation, was the other. We had 52,000 
men at the Great Lakes training station at one time when 
the Emergency Fleet Corporation failed in its efforts to get 
men. The Navy stepped into the breach and supplied the 
men and saved the day. That was only done because we 
had sufficient officer personnel to educate and train these 
men. 

Suppose we have a surplus of young officers coming out 
of the academy. Is that serious for a country like ours? 
Every one of these men is a national asset. Suppose we 
have 5 or 10 per cent of them who are down low and 
finally do not get commissions. They are a national asset 
in time of emergency, because they can man a boiler room, 
an engine room, a radio room, a turret, or command a ship 
if need be. The reason we are not making a fight on this 
limitation of three is because a majority of the subcommit- 
tee, as I read the remarks of the gentleman from Alabama, 
are in favor of four, and they are going to let the Senate 
do it rather than have the legislation perfected here where 
it should be done. I want to serve notice to the country 
through the newspapers that the House is not in accord with 
this reduction that has been made by the subcommittee. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, the action of the Appropriations Commit- 
tee in reducing the number of appointments from four to 
three is presumably predicated upon the fact that the 
strength of the line of the Navy will, with the graduation of 
the present class, reach the limit of 5,499, exclusive of such 
extra numbers as there may be, and the further fact that 
it may be necessary to discharge a certain number of the 
class graduating in June of this year. It is true that this 
year about 200 midshipmen must be discharged unless 
remedial legislation is enacted, but this is in considerable 
part due to the very unusual conditions existing throughout 
the country, which have materially lessened. the number of 
resignations and retirements. So long as we propose to 
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maintain a Navy we must maintain it properly manned, and 
when the ships which Congress has already authorized and 
appropriated for are completed the Navy will require about 
500 more officers than are at present authorized; and in 
addition, as we build ships under the limitations imposed 
upon us by the treaty of London, additional officers will be 
required. A continuation of the 4-appointment basis and 
the commissioning of all midshipmen who will graduate 
between the present year and the year 1940, will, it is esti- 
mated, bring the Navy to a strength not exceeding 6,087 
line officers, and probably the figure will fall considerably 
under this. Three appointments a year will not produce 
sufficient graduates to maintain the strength of the line of 
the Navy at 5,499, and at the same time permit appoint- 
ments to be made to the Marine Corps and the Supply 
Corps, as has been done in the last few years. The con- 
tinuation of four appointments for each Representative and 
Senator is a matter of much concern to the welfare and 
efficiency of the Navy, and even if a small surplus must be 
discharged each year, it is highly desirable to continue the 
four appointments, 

The additional midshipmen cost little, as the plant is 
already provided for and the overhead will continue whether 
500 or whether 1,000 midshipmen are there. The con- 
tinuation of four appointments, in case there is an excess of 
graduates over the number required for the service, will 
permit the commissioning of those of higher general ability, 
the ones being discharged being those at or near the foot of 
their respective classes. 

Mr. Speaker, the Secretary of the Navy in his annual re- 
port recommended that five appointments be authorized in 
order to meet the needs of the Navy that can be definitely 
foreseen, but before the Appropriations Committee he ex- 
pressed a willingness not to press for five appointments this 
year, as he wished more definitely to see what ships Con- 
gress proposed to build under the limits imposed by the 
treaty of London; but he definitely recommended that four 
appointments should be continued and that all midshipmen 
graduating from the Academy under the 4-appointment 
basis should be commissioned. This cut of the midship- 
men from four to three would be a very serious blow to 
naval efficiency. There are two ways in which navies may 
be crippled: One is by scrapping ships, the second is by 
scrapping personnel. We have gone far along the road of 
altruism in scrapping ships, but those ships which the Navy 
of the United States retains must be fully manned. As I 
previously pointed out, three appointments will not maintain 
the officer strength at the limit now imposed by Congress, 
and an even greater number of officers is required than the 
present limitations permit. Four appointments should most 
certainly be authorized by the Congress. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
pro forma amendment. 

A little while ago the House voted upon a question that 
involved the total number of officers of the line. I have no 
doubt that the amendment which was offered by the gentle- 
man from Georgia carried because the Members of this 
House felt that unless they voted to support the amend- 
ment that was offered some hardship would be done those 
dear, fine boys who are graduating from the Annapolis 
Academy this year and who might not receive commissions. 
There will be a surplus of something like 200 midshipmen 
over and above what the law provides now for officers of 
the line. In my judgment those young midshipmen, in 
spite of the vote you cast, will not receive their commissions. 
I have not the slightest doubt, from an examination of 
the law and the studies that have been made, that the brief 
statement I made to you this afternoon is correct. Never- 
theless by your vote you chose to give the benefit of the 
doubt to the surplus midshipmen. I commend most heart- 
ily the spirit that prompted the vote, and I know it did not 
turn upon the question of whether or not you feel that 200 
additional officers ought to be given to the Naval Estab- 
lishment. 

With regard to whether or not we are graduating enough 
from the Naval Academy to supply the officer personnel of 
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the Navy, the 200 surplus we are having at this time is 
upon the basis of appointing at the Academy not four, not 
five, but three. The graduates this year entered when Mem- 
bers of the House had the privilege of appointing three. 
The attrition in the Naval Establishment has been going 
on at a fairly definite rate. 

I was not in favor of raising the number from three to 
four two years ago. I thought it was a mistake; I still think 
it was a mistake, and the surplus you have to-day confirms 
the statement I made at that time. You have now nearly 
200 midshipmen over and above the number of vacancies 
existing in officers of the line in the Navy. Do we want to 
increase the difficulty by providing an extra midshipman to 
be appointed so that you will appoint four? Next year you 
will have the graduates from the academy on the basis of 
three appointments that were made four years ago. You 
will then have a surplus. Two years from now you will 
begin to have the effect of the appointments upon the basis 
of four, and instead of having a surplus of 200, the chances 
are it will be 230 or 240, and then the boys who graduate 
from the academy will come with the same plea and with 
the same claim to recognition as the boys have come to you 
to-day and they will say, “We have graduated from the 
academy; we want our commissions now.” 

Ladies and gentlemen, what will be your answer? Will 
you feel you must then commission all surplus graduates? 
We are in deep earnest when we tell you that for the sake 
of those boys you ought not to base appointments so as to 
produce surpluses. Rather, sound judgment advises that 
we hold to the number requisite to feed the officer, personnel 
of the Navy. Three will do it. It will give more than 
enough to meet the attrition in the officers of the line and 
leave some for the other branches. You are going to have 
the same problem next year and the next year and the next 
year if you permit Members of the House to name an addi- 
tional midshipman to the academy. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last two words. Gentlemen of the committee, you have 
been regaled for the last five minutes by the chairman of 
the subcommittee on appropriations handling this bill. He 
has given you much information that sounded very rea- 
sonable and he has given it to you as facts. I want to read 
something to you out of the hearings before the House 
Naval Affairs Committee recently. I want to quote the 
Chief of the Bureau of Navigation on the particular point 
under discussion. Admiral Upham, the chief of that 
bureau, made this statement: 

If we continue the 4-appointment basis of midshipmen 
throughout this period of 10 years to come, and allow all gradu- 
ates or the regular percentage, about 86 per cent, to go into the 
line of the Navy, all of them to be commissioned, we would not, 
till 1940, exceed by something like 30 the needs for the present 
Navy and the Navy that is now on the stocks and being built. 

That statement by Admiral Upham does not agree with 
the statement of the gentleman from Idaho. 

Mr. FRENCH. If the gentleman would analyze that 
statement, he would see that it presupposes an authoriza- 
tion for more line officers than the law now permits. If 
the gentleman would consult our hearings and examine the 
data furnished by the department, he will find an analysis, 
made by the department, of the statement he has read. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. I am quoting the gentleman from the 
department who appeared before the Naval Affairs Com- 
mittee with authority to speak for the department, and 
who had in his possession at that time all the facts the 
gentleman has mentioned, and it is not necessary to con- 
sult other hearings. I will read further from the hearings 
before the Naval Affairs Committee: 

Mr. Darrow. As I gather from that, unless we do pass this leg- 
islation and permit extra appointments, we will have an actual 
shortage of officers to man the Navy. 

Admiral UrHAx. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wooprurr. There is a shortage there now, is there not? 

Admiral UrpHam. Yes, sir; when we commissioned the last class 
in 1930 we were shy about 160, and if we commission the class 
of 1931 we will be shy 14. 

Now, gentlemen of the committee, I submit that testi- 
mony for what it may be worth. I call your attention to the 
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fact that the officer submitting that testimony to our com- 
mittee is a responsible officer of the Navy. He is Chief of 
the Bureau of Navigation, and I want to say that in my 
opinion what he has stated are the facts. 

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Yes. 

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. On page 15 of the hearings 
before the Naval Appropriations Subcommittee, the Secre- 
tary of the Navy himself says this: 

With five appointments we would in 1941 be well under the 
number required. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Yes; I do not think any member of 
this Committee of the Whole or any member of the Subcom- 
mittee on Appropriations should challenge the statement of 
men like Admiral Upham, the Chief of the Bureau of Navi- 
gation, and the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. TABER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. TABER. Does not the gentleman think when there 
has been an attrition on the average of only 220 during the 
last six years and the Chief of the Bureau of Navigation goes 
ahead and estimates an average attrition of over 300, we 
should question it? 

Mr. WOODRUFF. I think the Secretary of the Navy and 
Chief of the Bureau of Navigation are well qualified to speak 
for the Navy Department, and they have spoken very plainly 
upon this subject. No Member of this House should ques- 
tion that these gentlemen were in full possession of the facts 
when they appeared before our committee nor that the 
testimony submitted by them was based upon these facts. 

Mr. FRENCH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Yes. 

Mr. FRENCH. Does not the gentleman think the House 
should be impressed, notwithstanding the statement of Ad- 
miral Upham, whom, by the way, all members of our sub- 
committee admire very much, by the fact that to-day we 
have a surplus of 200 midshipmen upon the basis of three 
appointments over and above the attrition? How does the 
gentleman reconcile that with the statement he has quoted? 

Mr. WOODRUFF. The gentleman knows very well that 
was brought about by a condition that existed during the 
war. 

Mr. FRENCH. Oh, no. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. The-gentleman from Idaho knows fur- 
ther that there are ships upon the stocks now being built 
that must be manned sometime in the very near future, and 
that this will require many officers in addition to those now 
on the rolls. 

Mr. FRENCH. But whether or not that be correct, I am 
speaking of existing law. The law fixes the officers of the 
line at 5,499. We have a surplus from the academy now of 
approximately 200. This surplus has come about through 
those who were appointed four years ago—six or seven years 
after the war. The fact is attrition has not created sufi- 
cient vacancies and we find ourselves with this surplus upon 
the basis of three. The trouble here is that some are confus- 
ing statements of department officers as to desirable condi- 
tions under authorization that does not exist with what the 
department is entitled to have under present law. 

Mr. BRITTEN. May I answer the gentleman from Idaho? 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Yes. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Did I understand the gentleman to say 
that the surplus at the academy this year is brought about 
by the class of last year and the year before? 

Mr. FRENCH. Oh, no; the gentleman did not under- 
stand me. 

Mr. BRITTEN. The surplus is brought about in this way, 
I will say to the gentleman. It is brought about by war 
legislation that permitted six or eight hundred of the 
enlisted personnel to become officers of the line. These men 
are in the line now, and we want to get them out of the 
line. We can not discharge them because that would not 
be humanly fair. We can not retire them, because under 
existing law they can not be retired, and we can not pro- 
mote them because they have not sufficient education to be 
promoted under a professional examination. This is the 
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reason there is a surplusage at the Naval Academy. There 
is no place for these 200 men to go, due to war legislation 
and not due to the class of last year or the year before. 

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman has missed the point 
entirely. Let me say that I realize the commissioned line 
officer strength of the Navy is composed of a number of 
former temporary officers, permanently commissioned after 
the war, but under the law they are a part of the author- 
ized strength of 5,499. Irrespective of whether the depart- 
ment needs more than 5,499 or not, and irrespective of 
what hearings, graphs, or tables may show, until legisla- 
tion may be had increasing such number, nothing we can 
do here or that has been proposed here will provide vacan- 
cies for excess graduates. Our committee is circumscribed 
by the law. We have acted pursuant to the law to care for 
situations for which the law as it stands is responsible. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal- 
ance of my time. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I should like to proceed for 
about five minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, I said that my colleague from Illinois had 
missed the point entirely in the matter of my remark that 
the present surplus is caused notwithstanding the fact that 
the appointments were made upon the basis of three and 
not four. 

If the gentleman will turn to the officers of the line about 
eight years ago, at which time we went from five to three, 
he will find that the number of officers of the line was 
approximately 4,000, somewhat more, perhaps. At that time 
the committee decided that if we would reduce from five to 
three we would have a sufficient flow of young men into 
the academy to create a sufficient number of graduates to 
meet attrition and provide additional officers gradually to 
build up the officers of the line. At that time, mind you, 
the number of officers of the line was something above 4,000. 
Then upon the basis of three we have been creeping up 
gradually until to-day the graduates from the academy that 
will go out this coming June will go over the 5,499, and 
there will be 200 of them who will be graduated who, unless 
some law may be passed to take care of the situation, will 
not be able to be commissioned. 

This is the situation I want to address myself to, and it 
is one that is of importance to the House. I hope this 
House will not think of increasing the number of mid- 
shipmen, because already we have a surplus. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. FRENCH. I should prefer not to at this time. 

This surplus is upon the basis of three appointments to 
the academy. After the coming June graduating class we 
shall begin to receive a still larger surplus because of the 
increase to four appointments to the academy, which became 
effective with the class entering in 1928. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield now? 

Mr. FRENCH. In just a moment. 

I have here in my hand an analysis of the attrition among 
the officers going back to 1925. 

The attrition in 1925—and by attrition I mean officers 
who retired, who resigned, who died, who were dismissed, 
who were transferred, or who deserted—the total number 
representing the attrition was 243; for 1926 it was 203; for 
1927 it was 206; for 1928 it was 187; for 1929 the attrition 
was 189; for 1930 it was 298. 

Now, then, turn to the hearings. Turn to the graduating 
record to which the gentleman has referred, and what do 
we find? On the basis of the appointment of three to the 
academy there will be graduated this June, exclusive of 
35 to be commissioned in the Marine Corps and the Supply 
Corps and those physically disqualified, 374 midshipmen. 
For 1932, partly three appointments and partly four appoint- 
ments, there will be 351 available for line appointments. 
Then for full four appointments, commencing with 1933, 
the number is given as 346; 1934, 372; and for 1935, 367. In 
every one of these years to which you have referred there is 
a surplus over and above the average attrition of officers in 
the Navy. 


So, gentlemen, when you look the matter squarely in the 
face it must be apparent that upon the basis of three ap- 
pointments the attrition will not only be taken care of but 
there will be some surplus that could be absorbed by the 
Marine Corps and Supply Corps. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FRENCH. I yield. 

Mr. BRITTEN. The gentleman is trying to convey to 
the House that there are various surpluses arising each 
year from the graduating class in the Naval Academy. 
This year it is evidenced by the inability of 200 graduates 
to get into the line of the Navy. 

Mr. FRENCH. That is correct. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FRENCH. Yes. 

Mr. BRITTEN. The gentleman prefaces his argument 
with the statement that these surpluses ensue from three 
appointees to the Naval Academy rather than four. He 
might just as reasonably go a little farther and recall the 
time when each Member of Congress had five appointees. 
That is just as reasonable to account for the surplusage 
to-day as three or two or any number. The surplusage is 
only evidenced when the surplusage can not be met by com- 
missions into the line of the Navy. This year 200 will be 
graduated and not be commissioned. But if you take the 
war hump out, men who came out of the ranks that are 
older, who have less education than have the men who 
come from the academy; if you take them out, there would 
be nothing said about surplusage, because every graduate 
would be commissioned. 

Mr. FRENCH. What is the gentleman’s question? 

Mr. BRITTEN. I did not propound a question; I tried 
to enlighten the gentleman. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FRENCH. I think the gentleman obtained the floor 
under false pretences. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, ladies, and gen- 
tlemen, I had hoped this bill could be finally disposed of 
to-day, and to save time I have dissuaded some from offer- 
ing an amendment to increase or rather restore the number 
of appointments to the academy. 

I stated to the committee on last Tuesday, as appears in 
the Recorp of that date, that this was a matter about which 
our subcommittee were in disagreement. The committee 
was divided three to two. There are four lawyers on this 
subcommittee, and it was not unusual to find that they were 
in disagreement as to the facts pertaining to this matter. 
The gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Frencu] and the other two 
members who concurred in his conclusions, were convinced 
their position was correct, and supported by the hearings, I 
am sure. 

The gentleman from Kansas and myself were equally as 
positive that our position was correct and fully justified on 
the evidence submitted and set out in the hearings, In my 
speech of last Tuesday appearing in the Recorp attention 
was called to certain parts of the hearings, which Members 
of the House were requested to read so that they could in- 
telligently pass on the differences between the members of 
the subcommittee who prepared this bill. Only by reading 
the hearings can the membership of this House be fully 
prepared to vote on this very important matter. a 

I went so far as to say to the House that the Senate com- 
mittee, I was informed, had given study to the House hear- 
ings and had announced they were not in favor of reducing 
the number of appointments from four to three, thus assur- 
ing that this difference between members of the subcom- 
mittee would likely be thrown into conference. Knowing 
the uniform fairness of the gentleman from Idaho, if differ- 
ences between the House and Senate on this question should 
arise and be thrown in conference, I am confident he would 
be willing for this question to be brought back to the House 
for its decision. That is why, since all Members are now 
trying to hurry up the consideration of appropriation bills, 
I felt we could defer until a later time differences which 
would entail considerable discussion. In the meantime the 
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Members of the House are urged to read the hearings 
relating to this matter. 

These hearings, I respectfully submit, show that the offi- 
cials of the Navy Department advise that if you will take 
into account the annual attritions that may be reasonably 
expected, based on the average of the last 10 years, that 
within less than 12 months from the graduation of the class 
in June, 1931, if all graduates are commissioned, you will 
have less than the authorized line strength of the Navy; 
that the same result will follow within 12 months from the 
graduations of the classes in June, 1932, 1933, and 1934, 
respectively, assuming that all graduates in each of said 
classes are commissioned. Charts were submitted in proof 
of these claims, which charts will be found in the hearing, 
and I challenge the gentleman from Idaho to show wherein 
these charts are incorrect; based as they are on the average 
attritions annually for the past 10 years. 

In June of this year, if the graduating class is commis- 
sioned, the officer line strength will exceed the authorized 
strength, but before the class is graduated in June, 1932, the 
attritions, due to death, resignations, and other causes, will 
reduce the number of line officers below the authorized 
strength of 5,559. The same results will recur in 1932, 1933, 
and 1934, as shown by the hearings. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes. 

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman referred to the attritions 
of several years. I have the attrition figures for each of the 
years, going back to 1925. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes; and the gentleman will 
find that the average as stated for the past two years is 
- correct. 

Mr. FRENCH. The average they stated for six years pre- 
ceding 1931 was 220 a year. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. That is even higher than some 
of the years. They have been quite fair. The gentle- 
man stated a few moments ago that in 1929 it was 298. 
The charts show less than thaf figure in 1930. Let the gen- 
tleman again examine the figures in the hearings. If the 
Members of the House are to intelligently pass on the differ- 
ence between the members of the subcommittee, I suggest 
they carefully read all of the evidence appearing in the 
hearings on this subject; the pages are given in my speech 
appearing in Tuesday’s Recorp. In the next four or five 
years we have a number of ships, now building, that will 
be commissioned, 3 in 1930, 2 in 1932, 2 in 1933, 2 in 1934, 
and 1 in 1935. The 10 ships are 10,000-ton cruisers, and to 
this number of cruisers must be added one submarine and 
one aircraft carrier, now under construction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama has expired. 

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the 
Clerk has read beyond this section. Is this debate in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. This debate is running along by 
unanimous consent and can be stopped by objection at any 
time. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent to proceed for one minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I share the feelings of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. DALLINcER] and will 
conclude by saying, read the hearings, you who are inter- 
ested in the matter so that if there should arise differences 
between the House and the Senate and if you are given the 
opportunity to pass on such differences, you will be able to 
do so with the full information that was submitted to the 
committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For contingent expenses and minor extensions and improve- 
ments of public works at navy yards and stations, $150,000. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word in order to ask the chairman of the subcom- 
mittee if he will not consent to pass over the paragraphs in 
the bill relating to the Bureau of Aercnautics, beginning at 
the bottom of page 36. I have an amendment to offer to 
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which I have given considerable study and in which many 
Members in the House are interested. I think we could 
better dispose of the matter to-morrow morning. 

Mr. BRITTEN. The gentleman means to pass over that 
beginning with line 21, on page 36, and running through 
pages 37, 38, and 39 down to line 6? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. BRITPEN. I would have no objection to that. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the paragraph beginning with line 21 on page 36 
down to and including line 6 on page 39, be passed over to 
be considered when next the committee meets. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the right to object. 
Does the gentleman intend to go to the increase of the 
Navy to-night? 

Mr. FRENCH. I thought possibly we would run through 
the bill if we could. 

Mr. BLACK. I do not like to object to anything the 
gentleman asks but I have some amendments I want to 
offer on the increase of the Navy. 

Mr. TABER. Would it not be better to wait until we 
get to that and then if necessary we can rise? 

Mr. BLACK. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. AYRES. Then, Mr. Chairman, I want to make a 
similar request to that of the gentleman from New York 
relative to page 42, to which I desire to offer an amendment, 
which will probably be discussed for some time. 

I want to offer a similar request as to the Marine Corps, 
beginning on page 41 and extending to page 43. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I shall withdraw the re- 
quest I made. It is apparent there are some controversial 
factors in several paragraphs, so I shall move that the com- 
mittee rise when we reach the paragraph on aeronautics. 

The Clerk read down to and including line 20 on page 36. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. LEHLBAcCH, Chairman of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 16969) making appropriations for the Navy De- 
partment and the Naval Service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, directed him to report 
that they had come to no resolution thereon. 


FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE - 


A further message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its 
principal clerk, announced that the Senate insists upon its 
amendments to the bill (H. R. 16415) entitled “An act mak- 
ing appropriations for the Executive Office and sundry in- 
dependent executive bureaus, boards, commissions, and 
offices, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other 
purposes,” disagreed to by the House; agrees to the confer- 
ence asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. Keyes, Mr. Smoot, Mr. 
Jones, Mr. Grass, and Mr. Brovssarp to be the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

REPORT OF SPECIAL COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE COMMUNIST 
ACTIVITIES IN THE UNITED STATES (H. REPT. NO, 2290) 

Mr. ESLICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a concurrent resolution, Senate 
Concurrent Resolution 38, with amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate Concurrent Resolution 38 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concur- 
ring), That there be printed 33,000 additional copies of House 
Report No. 2290, Seventy-first Congress, being a report of the spe- 
cial committee to investigate communist activities in the United 
States, of which not to exceed 25,000 copies shall be printed for 
the use of, and as may be directed by, the special committee ap- 
pointed by the House of Representatives; 5,000 copies for the 
document room of the House, and 3,000 copies for the document 
room of the Senate. 

With the following amendments: 


Strike out in line 2, the words thirty-three ” and insert in lieu 
thereof “ twelve.” 
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In line 6, strike out “twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof 
“four,” 

In line 7, after the word “of,” strike out “and as may be 
directed by the special committee appointed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives and insert in lieu thereof the House.” 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, this is 
a reduction in the original number? 

Mr. ESLICK. Yes, sir; a reduction from 33,000 to 12,000. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 


SAM ROBINSON 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remarks to include an article written 
by the brilliant representative of the Portland Oregonian, 
Mr. John W. Kelly, concerning the long service of 50 years 
of Sam Robinson, an employee of this House. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. It there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Oregon? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend 
my remarks in the Record I include the following article: 

From the Morning Oregonian, Saturday, February 7, 1931 
AT THE NATIONAL CAPITAL 
By John W. Kelly 

WASHINGTON, D. C., February 6—When Judge M. C. George, of 
Portland, was a Member of Congress, Sam Robinson was on the 
job, and Sam has been on the job ever since. “I'm 71 years old,” 
says Sam, and throwing back his overcoat he thumps his chest 
with mighty blows, and adds, “I'm sound as a nut.“ 

Samuel Robinson is one of those unsung heroes of the congres- 
sional machinery. He doesn’t get his name in the papers, but he 
has plugged along loyally for half a century, working far into the 
night on his messenger-boy service. He is not rated as a mes- 
senger boy, but essentially that is his duty, for he has to chase 
after Congressmen wherever they are to be found in Washington. 
Mr. Robinson is one of the few attachés who knows every Member 
of Congress by name and where he lives. The latter is quite impor- 
tant, Mr. Robinson, with his 71 years resting lightly upon him, 
scouts around until he finds his Congressman quarry with the per- 
tinacity of a hungry coyote looking for a Grant County sheep. 

It is the grave responsibility of Sam to submit to Congressmen 
the typed sheets of the shorthand report of their remarks. Before 
a Member is quoted he is given a chance to repent, perhaps, and 
cut down the linage that the aforesaid remarks will consume in 
the Recorp. Few repent. Instead of condensing their statements 
they take advantage of Sam and elaborate them. Given this op- 
portunity, Congressmen will take a 200-word observation and 
expand it into a page or two pages. The Congressmen have the 
privilege of correcting their grammar and editing their own words, 
but they are more interested in stringing them out and consuming 
more space. 

For 50 years, boy and man, Sam Robinson has searched for 
Congressmen high and low until he finds them, hands over the 
copy and awaits the pleasure of the author. Sam never argues. 
He lets the lawmakers talk. If they tell him to wait until they 
brew 1,000 words of burning wisdom so he can get it over to the 
Printing Office, it is all right with Mr. Robinson. He has known 
thousands and thousands of Congressmen in his long service, so 
the quirks of human beings worry him not at all. Heat of sum- 
mer, the rains of spring, the lightning storms and blizzards all 
find Sam Robinson trudging from place to place with the copy 
in his pocket. In the other days when W. was not so 
spread out and the hotels were close together it wasn't so bad. 
Then, a couple of years ago, more than 150 Congressmen lived 
in one hotel and that was duck soup for Sam. He could get al- 
most every man he wanted under that roof. Now the Members 
live everywhere, and as Sam can't walk all over town in a night, 
he has a colleague with a flivver who does the downtown area. 

It means nothing to Sam to wake a Congressman up at 1 a. m. 
and have the notes approved, revised, and expanded. Unless the 
Congressman holds out on him Sam will have the copy back in 
time for the speech to appear in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, which 
every Member is served by the breakfast hour. 

No one knows Sam but the Congressmen. He has trotted thou- 
sands of miles on his nocturnal rounds. He is entitled now to 
retire on pay, but he doesn’t want to. He considers the eternal 
chasing after Congressmen is the best of exercise and keeps him 
fit as a fiddle. It has never occurred to Sam what a fayor he 
would do to the people if he would sometimes fail to find his man 
or lose the manuscript out of his pocket. 


ADJUSTED-SERVICE CERTIFICATES 
Mr. HANCOCK of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD on 


the important question of the settlement of the adjusted- 
compensation certificates, 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HANCOCK of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, ladies, 
and gentlemen, I come here to address you on a matter of 
national importance, which has undoubtedly for many 
weeks been engaging your serious and sincere thought. I 
am satisfied that you are as keenly and sympathetically 
concerned as I am in arriving at a just, sane, and sound 
conclusion. Because of your greater knowledge and expe- 
rience many of you are much abler qualified to discuss the 
merits of the legislation concerning action on the soldiers’ 
adjusted-compensation certificates than I will perhaps 
ever be. 0 
THE BARE-BONE FACTS REGARDING SETTLEMENT OF SOLDIERS ADJUSTED 

COMPENSATION CERTIFICATES 

I have, however, since coming here last fall been devoting 
to this proposed legislation many, many hours of thought 
and study. Feeling that there was a possible chance of 
my being able as a result of my thought and study to con- 
tribute something of value toward the solution of this 
very important governmental and economic problem is 
responsible for this effort to-day. My purpose and hope is 
to aid in securing achievement rather than in advertisement. 
Political reaction is a remote consideration, for the veterans 
in my district and State know already my attitude toward 
this legislation. In the very large district which I have 
the honor to represent there are perhaps 15,000 ex-service 
men and in my. State there are perhaps in excess of a 
hundred thousand of these men, about two-thirds of whom 
are holders of these Government obligations. Having heard 
within the past two months from practically every Legion 
post in my district and from many outside, and having re- 
ceived in the form of letters, telegrams, and ballots approxi- 
mately 4,000 communications from veterans and business 
men requesting my aid in helping them to realize at once 
payment at full face value of these certificates, there can 
be no doubt regarding the statement which I have just 
made. Ninety-nine per cent of the veterans in my State, I 
am sure, favor this plan, and the Legislature of North Caro- 
lina has recently by joint resolution gone on record in favor 
thereof. 

It is, therefore, indeed gratifying to know that my con- 
stituents’ views are in full accord with my own, Since my 
service in the camp during the war was so short, I could not 
under the act be a holder of a certificate. 

My consideration of this legislation has brought me irre- 
sistibly to the conclusion that justice demands and sound 
economic enterprise warrants the immediate payment of 
these certificates at full face value. I believe that the pay- 
ment of these obligations to a very large majority of the 
holders, as quickly as practicable, would be more helpful to 
them and their dependents now than at any time in the 
future. Most of us, I am sure, will subscribe to that state- 
ment. To feel otherwise would present a most unpleasant 
mental picture of the future, depressing, distressing, and 
deplorable. Notwithstanding some very able views to the 
contrary, I am thoroughly convinced that payment now 
would instantly, materially, and permanently help business. 
These conclusions were reached after either listening to or 
reading practically every statement that has been presented 
to the Ways and Means Committee and many of the com- 
ments of the press throughout the country. The basis of 
these conclusions will be found throughout this statement. 

In our effort to do justice to our soldiers we should of 
course recognize the responsibility of seeing that injustice 
is not done to others. The soldier himself would not, I am 
sure, have us do otherwise. He is, first, a citizen of this 
country as well as its noble defender. In my consideration 
of this matter I have tried to view and analyze it not only in 
its individual standing but in its coordinate relation to 
other governmental and economic problems. I have tried to 
consider the soundness of the business principles involved 
and not be unduly influenced by its human aspects. Though 
sentiment is rightfully a powerful and indispensable element 
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in all phases of life and relations of business, sound eco- 
nomic enterprise and operation of government can not and 
should not rest in matters of this kind upon this basis 
alone. In private endeavor our position could be different. 

I desire to say further, at this stage of my argument, that 
I am not advocating payment of the full amount of these 
debts because Iam a Democrat. Consideration of this legis- 
lation should be pitched in the heights and held there. In 
my judgment, political affiliation and party division should 
be entirely removed from our deliberations concerning it. 
About three and one-half million veterans hold these certifi- 
cates to-day as creditors of this Government, and more than 
10,000,000 men, women, and children are directly interested 
in this legislation. These men are to be found in every 
walk of life and represent a splendid cross section of this 
country in religion, politics, and society. They are scat- 
tered throughout the length and breadth of this great 
country. When they fought our battles and saved this 
Nation, they fought as Americans, and we should consider 
this legislation only as representatives of the American 
people. The New England States should lock hands with 
the South Atlantic, and the West should lock arms with the 
East. 

The solution of this problem should be the conclusions of 
statesmanship rather than a political accomplishment. 

May I digress here for a moment to state that we should 
at all times, in our effort to legislate for the people whom 
we serve, see this Nation as a whole, and see it steadily. This 
is a great and distinguished body of men and women, upon 
whose shoulders rest grave and far-reaching responsibilities. 
A wrongful tip of the scales of legislation can at any time 
bring disaster to millions, I think it wholesome for us to 
constantly bear in mind in all of our decisions that this 
Nation is composed of 40 and 8 States, and that any legis- 
lation which accords to some privileges above and beyond 
the others is unfair, unjust, weakening to the foundations of 
our Union, and violative of the rights of a free people. 

Though I believe with all my heart in the principles of 
the Democratic Party, I hope and I pray that I may never 
be so biased in my position here in this Congress that I may 
not act first as an American citizen and be ever fair and 
sensitive to the rights of those who believe otherwise. Fail- 
ure to do this would reflect upon the virtue and genuineness 
of those principles. As various colors make up a pure white, 
so should our efforts blend toward the accomplishment of 
what is right and best for the largest number of people. To 
show the 120,000,000 people of this great Nation by our 
acts that this is always the controlling purpose and motive 
underlying every legislative enactment is to my thinking the 
-best insurance of a continuation of loyalty on the part of 
the true American and the surest safeguard against the 
growth and spread of communism. In the fulfillment of 
this high conception of government lies our national 
security. a 

Having approached this subject, now let us consider in 
sincerity its various aspects and the basic factors involved. 
In the light of the final development of the soldiers’ certifi- 
cate, I can see no just reason for constant and continuous 
reference to them as a bonus. After several years of 
thought, effort, and agitation, Congress as a matter of na- 
tional duty, undertook to adjust for each soldier military 
earnings with civil earnings. Of course all of us know that 
services of this character could not be valued in dollars and 
cents. To him who served here a dollar a day was author- 
ized, and to him who served overseas a dollar and a quarter, 
the maximum amount allowed being $500 for home service 
and $625 for foreign service. Though it is safe to say that a 
large majority of the ex-service men desired cash payment 
then, for reasons which a great many of you gentlemen 
know, it was decided that they should be paid with a certifi- 
cate, which according to the plan has the operative effect 
of an endowment policy with the exception that there is no 
cash surrender value. 

The $1 a day for home service and the $1.25 a day for 
foreign service, based upon the number of days the indi- 
vidual served, constituted the basic credit in the nature of a 
single net premium. To this, an addition of 25 per cent 
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was added to each soldier’s credit to make the plan attrac- 
tive and appealing. There is still a difference of opinion 
about this feature. On the total, the act authorized that 
there should be appropriated sufficient money each year to 
pay 4 per cent premium toward the maturity in 1945 of these 
certificates. The Government has never provided funds 
for the basic credit or premium. Up to the present time 
it has taken about $112,000,000 of taxes each year to do this, 
and this amount, invested by the Treasury Department in a 
special fund, lacks now only $34,000,000 of constituting the 
necessary reserve. The face value of the certificates in 
force is $3,426,768,507. The loan value of unmatured out- 
standing certificates is $730,905,000. The present value of 
the certificates outstanding is $1,770,000,000. The number 
of certificates issued is 3,498,376, and the average value of 
each certificate is $1,008. Though the soldiers are supposed 
to have accepted this arrangement cheerfully as the best 
solution of the legislation then pending, it was, as we must 
admit, largely a compromise arrangement, greatly to the 
advantage of the Government. The result almost indicates 
that it was an ex parte proceeding, and it is therefore not 
surprising, in the light of what has happened, that some 
should at times refer to their certificates as a “ tombstone ” 
bonus. Since more than 50 per cent of the present face value 
of outstanding certificates represents the present value of the 
Government's evidence of indebtedness to the soldiers, I 
can not but feel that the use of the word “bonus,” as de- 
scriptive of these certificates is prejudicial to the rights of 
the veteran and especially in his effort now to receive an 
impartial consideration on the merits of his request for their 
anticipated redemption in cash or with bonds. 

In view of the sorrowful economic plight in which mil- 
lions of people of this great, rich Nation have found them- 
selves for the past 18 months, business leaders and public 
officials have quite naturally been seeking some remedy. 
Legions of cures have been suggested. We all recognize, 
however, that in human ailments resort to the surgeon's 
knife should be the last remedy. At the same time we 
well know that the continued application of plasters and 
poultices can have little effect if the diseased organ is within 
and continues to poison the entire body. When we con- 
sider the deplorable conditions surrounding many of our 
best people to-day, in the light of the abundance of money, 
foodstuffs, and other supplies in this country, the lack of 
which to these millions has brought them to the shadows 
of poverty, suffering, and starvation, we are obliged to ad- 
mit that either the present method of treatment is inade- 
quate and ineffective, or the policies of government demand 
radical revision. For many years certain classes of people 
in this country have been growing rich, while certain other 
classes have, without fault of their own, been growing poorer. 
Look at the records mount of those whose incomes are a 
million annually. By some strange twist of political econ- 
omy or governmental activity, the once valuable holdings 
of the farmer, small business man, and average citizen 
have been rapidly depreciating in favor and value, while 
the holdings of the few have been appreciating and grow- 
ing in value. For many years farm lands in many sections 
of this country have been declining in value. To-day farm 
products are so cheap that some agricultural States are 
almost on the verge of bankruptcy. This contortion or 
economic transition has struck such a staggering blow to 
the back country, the manhood of which has always con- 
stituted one of the main lines of defense in times of peace 
and war, that to-day, figuratively speaking, large portions 
of this great country are flat of back. 

In making this statement I am fully mindful of the fact 
that I am likely to be immediately denounced as a demagogue. 
Is not the realization of its truth and actuality what makes 
it sound so appalling? From observation and study I have 
long since learned that few men in public life can champion 
the cause of the average man and woman conscientiously 
and fearlessly and escape this unjust and trite criticism. 
By the same process we have also observed that the young 
man who accepts, as sheep follow sheep over the stile, the 
views of those who sit so high in the seats of the mighty 
that they can not visualize the people without bending over, 
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will be nicknamed a statesman. Real statesmanship is an 
accomplishment earned through the performance of duty 
and is not to be acquired through favor. 

No man who has opposed this legislation admires big-busi- 
ness genius and loves to see business, whether it be in 
money, bonds, stocks, motors, or steel, grow and prosper in 
a legitimate way more than I do. I further believe that the 
exchanges of this great country serve necessary and useful 
purposes when they are properly operated and administered 
as mediums or channels of trade. Any legislation that 
would impose an unjust burden on them would be equally 
as wrong as legislation which would impose a similar burden 
on the masses of the people. Big business and little busi- 
ness should work together in sympathetic concern for each 
others welfare. Government should protect both within the 
limitations of the law, and, so far as it is humanly possible, 
the burden of Government should be shared in proportion, 
according to their respective abilities. Neither, however, 
should dictate or control the conduct of the Government 
toward the other, 

To make my acts here consistent with wise business prin- 
ciples, constructive and beneficial economic enterprises, and 
sound national policy shall ever be my constant aim. 

My study of this legislation makes me believe that no 
legislation has been proposed for consideration by this 
Congress which offers greater promise of real help in restor- 
ing the lost ground and bringing about economic equilibrium 
and, shortly thereafter, real business stability, than does the 
proposed legislation to pay off in cash or with bonds as 
rapidly as practicable the full face value of these certificates. 
Since they are admitted obligations of the Government and 
constitute a debt of $3,500,000,000 on its balance sheet, the 
only question which we are now faced with is that of 
deciding whether or not the Government should, under 
present conditions, anticipate their maturity as an act 
of justice and a part of the unusual business program 
necessary for economic stabilization. Is such legislation 
sound or unsound?. Has the soldier, in his emergency, the 
right to ask his Government for payment of the debt it 
owes him? What position should the soldiers’ obligations 
hold in the financial scheme of the Government? If we are 
willing to admit that this is a just debt and that the con- 
-dition of the average soldier makes his request proper, will 
the Government’s finances and general economic conditions 
warrant payment at this time? 

What I have said surely indicates that I have the highest 
respect for the Treasury Department’s responsibility. At 
the same time, I am not in the least surprised that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury should oppose this legislation. His 
recent position is entirely consistent with his former atti- 
tude, which has, in my opinion, been inhuman, unfair, and 
unsympathetic since the war toward the Government’s ob- 
ligation to the soldier. His tactics now, however, are sig- 
nificantly different. He knows that the Government’s 
finances and credit are too strong and secure to halloo 
“Wolf, wolf” again or pull the deficit scare as was done 
in 1923. Probably realizing that the people of this Nation 
recognize the justice and validity of the soldiers’ request 
to-day for payment, he has for the first time, according to 
my information, during his tenure of office felt the need 
of additional backing in support of his position. Maybe he 
has not forgotten the trifling error of nearly a billion dol- 
lars he made in 1923, which was largely responsible for 
defeating the soldiers’ claims. As a result, about a dozen 
representatives of insurance companies, banks, bond brokers, 
and bond dealers, together with two or three other big-busi- 
hess executives, came to his rescue., Mr. Mellon never has 
or never will see the human side of government. A business 
genius, a man of great wealth, his perspective is greatly dif- 
ferent from the average smaller business man. He has prob- 
ably never walked the side streets nor mingled with the 
crowds. He has looked upon the tall buildings, while we 
have looked upon the country shanties. Only by seeing both 
can we legislate wisely. The Treasury Department should 
not be the master, but rather the servant of the people. My 
ideas of the purpose of life and the duty of government 
would make me pity rather than condemn his viewpoint, 
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Personally, I believe he is as honest in his opposition to this 
legislation as those of us are who advocate it. 

Under the Constitution, however, is it not our province 
and duty to initiate legislation in the interest of the people 
rather than to be forced to continuously rubber stamp one 
man's views? Can this body of men and women in daily, 
constant touch with all the people always be wrong and he 
be right? Are we not even collectively as patriotic about 
and as solicitous concerning our finances as an appointee to 
office, even though he may be by such appointment the re- 
garded fiscal head of the Government? Is it right that this 
intelligent body of men and women should, with a full 
knowledge of the facts, never be able to devise a wise and 
sound appropriation measure, if, forsooth, the Secretary of 
the Treasury should have a different view? The change 
may not be imminent, but the time is not far off when the 
people of this Nation are going to insist, demand, and have 
a greater voice in the affairs of their Government. Then 
and then only shall we merit and appreciate the benefits and 
freedom which come from a truly representative democracy. 

To have expected that Mr. Mellon would come before this 
committee and throw the weight of his official position and 
powerful personal voltage on the soldier’s side of the scales 
would have been equally as rational as to expect the advent 
of time when the Biblical camel would be able to slide 
through the eye of a needle. 

There have been some who have said that this plan 
would militate against the best interests of the rights of 
disabled veterans. All of us know that the first duty of the 
Government, which view is held by the veterans themselves, 
is to take care of the disabled soldier. All of us know that 
this is being done partially, and we hope in time it will be 
done fully. There is no kinship, as I see it, between the duty 
of the Government to take care of the disabled soldier and 
its obligation to pay its debt to the others. Do we not re- 
joice with those who were so fortunate and blessed as to 
have escaped the horrors of war and its devastation, with 
body whole and mind sound? 

As I stated near the beginning, I have had the privilege 
of listening with keen interest, yet without conviction, to 
the able views and arguments which have been presented 
by the gentlemen who appeared before the Ways and Means 
Committee at the invitation of its chairman in opposition 
to any legislation for the soldiers. How many of them on 
their own suggestion would have come here voluntarily and 
testified as they did, if Mr. Mellon had not sounded the 
keynote? It was quite clear in several instances, from their 
first utterance, that they were here to indorse Mr. Mellon’s 
views. One of these gentlemen, who is the president of the 
American Bankers Association, undertook to speak for all 
the banks of this country with the exception of four or five 
thousand small country banks, when, as a matter of fact, 
not 1 per cent of the banks were previously consulted, nor 
had any of them up to that time made a study of the 
various bills now before the Congress. Through this asso- 
ciation many banks were wired to enter immediately their 
protest. This was to be expected as a part of their propa- 
ganda. I am very happy to state that up to this hour only 
one banker in my State has expressed to me his opposition 
to this plan or a fear of the economic repercussions and re- 
tardation of business which this gentleman predicted would 
result if this legislation is passed. All of them know that 
this Congress is their Congress, and many would appre- 
ciate the soundness of the business principles involved in 
this plan if it was carefully and impartially presented to 
them. 

It is quite significant that practically all of the outside 
opposition to this legislation emanates from bond brokers, 
dealers, and investors in bonds. Some of these gentlemen 
stated that the sale of any substantial amount of bonds at 
this time would be very difficult and would be attended with 
serious consequences. Others said a reasonable amount 
could be floated or financed with little or no disturbance. 
Nearly all of this chosen group responded admirably to the 
call. Even the bond market for a few days heard its mas- 
ter’s voice and acted accordingly. Who has displayed the 
calmness so essential in solving problems of this kind? In 
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this connection, it is well to bear in mind that before the 
war our bonded indebtedness amounted to about $1,000,- 
000,000; since then it has amounted to around twenty-five 
billion. The wealth of this country, as you all know, has 
increased within the last 15 to 18 years from around eighty 
billion to more than five hundred billions of dollars. Was 
not the changed conditions caused by the war in large meas- 
ure responsible for this increased wealth? To-day there is 
more than fifty billions of dollars on deposit in our banks, 
about thirty billions of which is in savings deposits belong- 
ing to about 50,000,000 depositors. Time money is cheaper 
than it has been in 37 years, and the tendency is still down- 
ward. Within the past 30 days this Government has sold 
its bills at a rate of less than 1 per cent. A few months 
ago sale of Treasury offerings in a large amount was made 
at 1% and 1% per cent, and these securities have been so 
much in demand that they are now selling to yield less 
than 1½ per cent. Each year, according to the testimony 
of Mr. Mills before the Ways and Means Committee, there 
is available for capital investment in this country around 
$7,000,000,000. 

Could there ever be a more favorable situation from the 
standpoint of finances than now to undertake payment of 
these certificates? Practically all of the eminent and dis- 
tinguished gentlemen who have appeared before the com- 
mittee took the position that a large issue of Government 
bonds at this time would affect adversely the holders of all 
grades of bonds. Many of them admitted, however, upon 
close questioning, that the investor in bonds who clipped his 
coupons on their due dates and held his bonds for maturity 
would not be affected. However, if some of their prophecies 
would actually come true, the issuance of these bonds would 
result in a depreciation to an amount running into the 
billions. Comparing these statements with actual perform- 
ance in the past, something strange and curious has also 
happened in this country with respect to bonds, or they just 
naturally go up and down at the will of the operators and 
manipulators and without regard to the laws of supply and 
demand. If the issuance of two or three billions of dollars 
of bonds to-day would have such a calamitous effect, why 
did not something dreadful happen during the time when we 
were a much poorer Nation, yet increased our outstanding 
bonds from a billion to twenty-five billion? Why was this 
bond disaster talk not brought out in 1923? Have we since 
then invested too heavily in foreign loans or remitted too 
many billions of their debts? Of course, all of us recognize 
the value of seeing our bond and security markets stable, and 
many of us recognize that a good security market is essential 
to good business. 

Since there is no evidence before the committee that this 
legislation would cause more than a temporary decline of a 
few points—and about that there is no definite information, 
since this will be our first experience with an issue of this 
size during peace times—are we to be blinded in our view 
of the particular economic advantages that would accrue 
to the public generally by mere speculative opinions of the 
temporary effect on bonds? Do we not know that a fluctu- 
ating decline of a point and a half on the total bonds out- 
standing in this country would show a loss to the holders 
if they sold them of a billion to two billion dollars any old 
day? Conversely, if they go up, it would mean that much 
profit to the holders if they should sell. Do we not also 
appreciate the fact that values on the bond and stock ex- 
changes of this country can and do affect the paper values 
of securities a billion and more dollars in four or five hours 
trading? Is it not a fact that within the last 10 hours of 
trading the appreciation in securities in this country 
amounts to more than enough to absorb the maximum 
amount of bonds which would be necessary to pay off in 
cash the full face value of every certificate which might be 
presented for redemption? 

What better security could be offered to the large army 
of investors who look yearly for sound investments than a 
soldier’s compensation bond bearing 3% per cent? Since 
practically all of the conservative investors and sagacious 
bond dealers rarely ever pay more than par for bonds and 
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frequently buy them less on big declines, as for instance 
when Liberties touched 82, would their temporary loss or 
markdown of a few points in the bonds carried in their 
portfolio be just reason for opposing an act that means sav- 
ing many small banks and small merchants and generally 
stimulating business throughout the country? Would this 
new offering of bonds make the sale of stale and indigesti- 
ble securities on the shelves of bond houses more difficult? 
Because there is a smaller profit in the handling of Gov- 
ernment issues than in the handling of industrial or 
municipal issues, is it possible that the reduced margin of 
profit in the handling of Government bonds to the dis- 
advantage of the bond dealers should receive more than 
passing respect in our broad consideration of this problem? 
As a matter of fact, is not the handling of bonds, after all, 
largely a matter of one hand washing the other? Do you 
not really believe that for every bank that would be ad- 
versely affected there would be 100 benefited? 

It is well and wise to remember that some of the institu- 
tions which were represented here in opposition to this leg- 
islation, whose representatives now state that this bond 
issue could not be successfully floated without serious eco- 
nomic disturbance, and especially with harmful effect on 
the bond market, were less than two years ago admonishing 
the people that stocks which had reached dizzy and uncon- 
scionable heights were cheap. We were seriously told, of 
course with good intentions, that we were living in a new 
era, with a new style of economics; that prosperity eternal 
had come to pass; and that poverty was being banished for- 
ever. America was being sold to Americans, and there just 
was not enough to go around. Some of these houses were 
underwriters of various issues, and had salesmen scattered 
throughout this country selling stocks for their account at 
prices never before witnessed in the history of this country. 
To repeat the sad story of what happened would be adding 
fuel to the flames in which many small and large investors 
lost their financial lives. Should not their error of judg- 
ment then be properly considered in giving weight to their 
judgment to-day? The whole set-up of the opposition, and 
I speak with the utmost deference and respect, is not unlike 
a note with many indorsers. Such paper does not have a 
prime rating—there is obliged to be weakness somewhere. 

If this, my friends, were a procedure in court the distin- 
guished chairman serving as the judge and the distinguished 
members of the committee as the jury, after the proposal for 
the payment of these certificates, as outlined in the various 
bills before you, had been read in the nature of a complaint, 
and the testimony of the bankers and big business men con- 
sidered as the answer, I am sure you would have no diffi- 
culty in anticipating the real issue now pending before you 
and the court of public opinion. By going to the bone and 
calling a spade a spade, is not that issue, stripped and bare, 
just this: Shall the Government, which is in better and 
sounder financial condition to-day than at any time in all its 
great history, anticipate under these conditions the payment 
of its honest debt to the soldier at a time when it must be 
admitted that his needs are greater than at any time since 
he became the protector of bonds? Or shall we make him 
wait, perhaps many of their families in hunger and dire 
want, 14 more years in order not to disturb temporarily the 
business of speculators and traders in bonds and the bond 
market generally? I use the words “speculator” and 
“trader” in no derogatory sense, because I appreciate that 
these men occupy a useful and respected position in the busi- 
ness world. Notwithstanding their views, which are natu- 
rally influenced by the nature of the business in which they 
are engaged, there are leading economists and students of 
finance who believe that in the long and broad view the 
good effects of this legislation would be reflected in practi- 
cally all classes of securities. 

I would certainly not advocate this legislation if I did not 
hold this view. Of course, it is a matter of common knowl- 
edge that if the usual and customary happens as business 
improves—and it will do so if this measure passes—stocks 
become increasingly attractive and bonds, except as invest- 
ments for reserves, lose their high favor and gradually de- 
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cline in keeping with the law of supply and demand. In 
other words, when the stock market begins to reflect the 
advent of better business and stocks begin to discount larger 
earnings, some bondholders sell out their bonds and buy 
stocks. 

The testimony before the committee by some of the gen- 
tlemen opposing this legislation is to the effect that this is 
not a “money” panic but is a “confidence” panic. This 
thought was further elaborated by the statement that at no 
time during this depression and pestilence has it been diffi- 
cult to borrow money at a reasonable rate of interest on 
good security. Does the viewpoint of the opposition to this 
legislation now indicate that it is not a confidence panic? 
Of course, very few people in this country have at this time, 
as I said before, what might be termed’“ good security.” 
All of us know that not 5 per cent of the people of this 
country have ever been able to take advantage of 1 and 2 
per cent money. This is available only to the preferred 
borrowers. To others, so far as directly supplying their 
personal demands is concerned, it might as well remain in 
the mint. All of us know that about three-fourths of the 
money of this country is held by a few large institutions. 
And let me say here that of all the cowards in the world, 
none can compare with the dollar. It runs faster and hides 
more securely at the first signal of danger than any other 
thing in the world. Whenever we can make it do its full 
duty many of our big problems will have been solved. 

In this connection many of us also know that one of the 
main causes which have been assigned as responsible for 
this unusual and unparalleled economic depression and pesti- 
lence is the fact that this country has overexpanded, and 
that we are suffering with excess plant capacity. Whether 
this has contributed to the drastic falling off within the 
past 15 to 18 months of our export trade I am not in a posi- 
tion to say. I do know that if the manufacturing establish- 
ments of this country were operating at full capacity there 
would be a daily accumulation of surplus goods and prod- 
ucts. Would the sale of bonds to pay off these certificates 
take away from business money needed for further industrial 
expansion? Under present conditions where else can it be 
needed? As desirable and beneficial as it might be for this 
Government to continue to float big foreign loans in order 
to provide credit for the purchase of our goods and to 
prevent a further accumulation and hoarding of the gold 
in this country, which now, by the way, amounts to more 
than four and a half billion dollars and increased during the 
past year over three hundred millions, would the issuance of 
bonds to pay off these certificates adversely affect this pro- 
gram? Is it not true that a large portion of financing of 
foreign loans will be undertaken by the French Government, 
which is dividing the honors with this country in its accumu- 
lation of gold? For what other purpose, in the usual or un- 
usual course of trade, is it desired that the $7,000,000,000 
seeking investment this year should be appropriated? 

Common sense and practical judgment and personal ob- 
servation tell us that what this country needs to-day is an 
increase in the purchasing power of the public. Just as 
the anemic needs a transfusion of blood, so business 
throughout the entire country, and-especially in the small 
towns and country villages, needs money. With values de- 
stroyed, men have no security on which to borrow from 
the banks. Surely the distribution of this comparatively 
small fund throughout the entire country could not cause 
an artificial inflation as has been referred to by those op- 
posing this plan. Could there ever be a time when the dif- 
fusion and distribution of these funds would be more help- 
ful? Only yesterday the Associated Press carried a news 
item showing the per capita circulation of money in the 
United States had reached the lowest level since 1914 dur- 
ing January of this year, when it dropped to $37.11, figured 
on a basis of a population of 124,000,000 people. This item 
further states that the only time in recent years that the 
per capita circulation had been lower than last month was 
in June, 1914, when it dropped to $34.92. 

Not only would these funds be used to relieve suffering 
and distress but debts would be paid which would automati- 
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cally melt frozen credits. All of us desire to avoid extreme 
deflationary and inflationary measures, for we know that 
all excesses are unsound and objectionable and cause reac- 
tions more undesirable than the original state. Many of 
our great leaders have in effect subscribed to this plan of 
treating sick business. Spend money, buy now, has been 
the slogan. Back in 1929, after the table of cards had fallen, 
our President, in his earnest desire to thwart the catas- 
trophe which seemed imminent, called the captains of indus- 
try and leading financiers together in the hope of keeping 
the wheels of industry moving and thereby preventing a 
long-drawn-out business depression. Unquestionably this 
conference and plan did some good. The predominant idea 
from the conference was that business should continue to 
spend money and the individual was made to believe that it 
was his patriotic duty to spend all of his income, “ even if 
he had to borrow the money to do it.” If the spending of 
money was advisable then to aid in checking the depression, 
is it not, by the same token, almost imperative at this time 
if we are to regain the lost ground and revive trade 
activities? 

Now, let us look briefly at the human aspect of this propo- 
sition. In 1917 the Government called upon these men in 
a time of its emergency and to-day they call upon their 
Government in a time of their emergency. If our Govern- 
ment were being invaded to-day by foreign foes, those who 
are opposing this legislation would agree that the invader 
should be met and defeated regardless of the cost. Suppose 
those who were called in 1917 had responded by saying that 
they did not think that going to war was the opportune and 
prudent thing to do, but felt that the country should post- 
pone its declaration 15 years, is there any doubt but that this 
country would be paying reparations to-day instead of en- 
joying the reputation of being the richest nation in the 
world, with credit responsibilities the envy of every other 
civilized nation? These men answered their Government 
differently, and these three and one-half million soldier 
creditors to-day were among those who made this country 
not only safe for democracy but also safe for the bondholders 
as well. While they were fighting the gruesome battles of 
death thousands of bondholders were clipping coupons and 
piling up profits as a direct result of the war. Since then 
this great Nation has rightfully undertaken to pay its other 
just obligations as rapidly as possible. It has refunded bil- 
lions to the taxpayers with 6 per cent interest; it has loaned 
millions to the shipbuilders at low rates of interest; it has 
paid, under guaranties, millions to the railroads; and it has 
anticipated public debts by billions; it has also forgiven its 
debtors billions of dollars, all of which accomplishments 
these soldiers made possible. 

To-day this country is invaded by a foe more insidious 
and more devastating than armies and navies. Hunger, 
poverty, and unemployment are destroying happiness and 
gnawing at the vitals of life itself. Does not an emergency 
exist to-day equal to the war emergency? During the war 
the Government went into every home in America and 
called for the strongest member of the household. This 
brought sorrow and suffering everywhere. Now, by the 
payment of these certificates the Government has an op- 
portunity to go back to a large number of those homes and 
bring hope and cheer. Thousands of these same homes 
can be blessed now by the simple payment of a just debt. 
Prompt action may mean life to the man whose “tramp, 
tramp, tramp” brought peace and wealth to this Nation. 
It is safe to say that if we wait until 1945 more than a 
third of those who originally held these certificates will 
have joined the ranks of their comrades who sleep in 
Flanders Field. Has the lapse of 12 years made our mem- 
ory so short and our gratefulness and patriotism so thin 
and vacillating that we can not be aroused to sense to-day 
the responsibility which is ours toward these defenders of 
our country? Is it true that the sale of these bonds would 
be entirely a cold-blooded proposition, as some of the 
opponents have testified, and that the impulses of patriot- 
ism so responsive in 1918 would no longer induce men to 
buy them? If these men, who are to-day appealing to 
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your sense of justice and practical wisdom in their demand 
for the payment of these debts, had been as cowardly back 
in those days as the bonded dollar is to-day, there would be 
no Victory or Liberty bonds. 

This, my friends, is a debt of honor, and for reasons given 
here and many others which you yourself have long since 
realized should be anticipated and some practical plan 
worked out immediately whereby money will be provided to 
pay off these certificates to the large percentage of those 
who need the same to-day. The money to those who do not 
need it will help through the purchase of bonds to many who 
do need it. Notwithstanding some insinuations to the con- 
trary which have crept into the discussion of this question, 
all of us know that a very, very large majority of the rank 
and file of the ex-service men throughout this country favor 
this plan. Individually and through their various organiza- 
tions their feelings and wishes have been conveyed to each 
of us. They have not asked us to again compromise their 
claim; they have not asked us to extend their loan privi- 
leges. It is generally admitted that under the present plan 
of operation the loans obtainable from the certificates are 
so small that they do not serve as a real benefit to the soldier 
in his effort to provide for his family, fulfill the duties of 
good citizenship, maintain the payments on his home now 
under mortgage, and discharge other just obligations which 
he incurred when times were normal. All of us appreciate 
the fact that a continuation of this practice at the rates of 
interest of 6 and 7 per cent, which he has been forced to pay, 
is gradually destroying and impairing the equity of his cer- 
tificate to such an extent that in 1945 he would have 
practically nothing left. Is it not the fact that 48 per cent 
are already borrowing on their certificates, together with the 
statement of General Hines that the number has been for 
the past two months increasing by leaps and bounds, a very 
splendid index of their needs? 

Personally I can see little merit in the plan which seems 
to be favored by some of the leaders of this House and the 
Senate to compromise this legislation by increasing the loan 
value from 22% per cent to 45 or 50 per cent. Do you think 
it is right to talk about making loans to a man to whom you 
already owe a debt? Why not call it what it will really be, 
viz, another advancement? If I remember correctly, Gen- 
eral Hines said that only 1 per cent of the present borrowers— 
and he has made over 1,350,000 loans—have paid back their 
loans and a very small percentage have even paid the in- 
terest on them. Since the Government owes these men, can 
you rightfully expect them to repay these advances? Time 
and red tape are involved, and such a plan only means addi- 
tional cost and expense to the Government in administration 
for the next 14 years. Extension of the loan privileges can 
not serve the twofold purpose of doing justice to the veteran 
by helping him in a substantial way in his day of distress 
and need and at the same time serve as a real stimulus to 
business. Notwithstanding the fact that some of the oppo- 
sition claim that this plan would involve too large a bond 
issue to be sold at a reasonable rate under present condi- 
tions and might cause an inflation; others say that this 
amount of money is really not sufficient to stimulate business. 
Another argument against payment has taken this form: 
Some of those who have testified before this committee have, 
inadvertently and innocently, I know, left the impression 
that the average veteran would not know what to do with 
his money and would therefore throw it away. One would 
think from such statements that these men needed guard- 
ians, that they had no place or station of importance in 
life, no families to care for, and without responsibilities; and, 
in effect, their appeal might be likened to that of a child 
crying for candy. In 1917 they were our heroes, and regard- 
less of the careless innuendoes thus directed toward them 
during these hearings I believe that every man and woman 
in this Congress and the great mass of the people still right- 
fully acclaim and regard them as heroes. 

Since it is a known fact that our Government has antici- 
pated the payment of other obligations amounting to bil- 
lions, at times which I am sure were less favorable than now, 
why defer favorable action in this matter longer? Should 
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we permit the talk of wreck and red ruin from those who 
speculate and trade in bonds, in their desperate effort to 
prevent the passage of this just and sound legislation, to 
control our judgment? Will our sense of justice, fair play, 
and our conscience allow us, in the knowledge of the great 
sacrifice which they made, to continue to express in com- 
promise terms our appreciation and gratefulness for the 
noble service which they rendered without stint or reserva- 
tion? Has any man, business, or government, when able, 
ever suffered permanently by paying just obligations? Can 
any sound reason be advanced why these certificates should 
not be paid before further public debts may be anticipated 
for payment? Should not our Goyernment’s financial obli- 
gation to soldiers who saved this Nation and civilization be 
given preference: over all other debts. Should not the 
soldier creditor rank as the first creditor of this Nation? 

Since uncertainty is usually the real disturbing factor in 
the business world, I most respectfully submit that we should 
proceed without further delay to work out the best and 
wisest plan to give effect immediately to the payment of 
these certificates. I know that each of you in your heart of 
hearts is as much concerned as I am in seeing this matter 
solved in a way to insure justice to all. The ominous fore- 
bodings of economic disruption on the part of officials and 
the witnesses who have appeared before the Ways and 
Means Committee have had and will continue to have a more 
harmful effect upon the business structure of this Nation 
than will the perfection of a practical, businesslike plan 
providing for the payment of these sacred obligations. 

Of course, I would not presume to expect that my views 
regarding the economic and financial effect of the passage 
of this legislation upon bond securities could compare in 
weight and influence with the representatives of the bond 
houses, insurance companies, and captains of finance who 
have appeared before the committee. Their views are their 
views; my views are mine. Their conclusions are usually 
based upon cold figures and statistics; mine, in this in- 
stance, ure based upon personal knowledge of the personal 
needs of the veterans in my district and the general eco- 
nomic condition of this country, together with general re- 
liable information regarding the Government’s present 
financial structure. If there were no differences of opinion 
and no divergence of view, what is right would never be 
known and our presence here to-day would be unnecessary. 
Of course, no sensible person would wittingly advocate leg- 
islation which would retard economic restoration or legisla- 
tion which would be detrimental to the best interests of all 
business, and especially at a time like this when we can not 
afford to take any risks. Is not the soldier equally as in- 
terested as we are in the general welfare of the people for 
whose benefit the financial resources of this great Govern- 
ment are held in trust by the Treasury? Though hundreds 
of thousands of these men are to-day walking the streets 
in enforced idleness because of the unemployment situation, 
does their request for the payment of this debt indicate a 
lack of concern for their brothers and neighbors in a similar 
condition who did not see service? Do we not all know 
that the operative effect of payment in full would be benefi- 
cial to everybody, and especially the taxpayers? 

May I remind you that whether this debt is paid now or 
in 1945, ultimately a bond issue for the full amount will be 
necessary. It is quite true that by waiting 14 years the 
Treasury Department would have more time in which to 
make preparation. No sane person could expect arrange- 
ments to be worked out over the week-end. It is also true 
that during this time other public debts could very likely be 
anticipated for payment and that some refinancing could be 
effected at lower rates of interest. Since payment of these 
certificates would necessarily involve a considerable length 
of time, could not the funds be provided as the certificates 
come in for redemption by the sale of short-term securities, 
which can be sold at as low a rate as has been witnessed in 
40 years? All factors considered, can you possibly imagine 
a more favorable background for this just governmental 
undertaking? Under these conditions, can we justify going 
in a roundabout way half the mile for these men when they 
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went straight the whole mile for us? Is it not a fact that 
if we had invested their basic credit without the 25 per cent 
additional as of the date of their discharge, at the rate of 
6 per cent, the interest rate which our Government pays on 
tax refunds and other similar indebtedness, and the average 
rate which the Government has charged them on their loans 
against the certificates, these certificates would to-day be 
worth around 80 per cent of their face value? How can we, 
with full knowledge of this situation, further countenance 
such unjust discrimination? Can it be possible that, not- 
withstanding the wish of a large number of this body to 
see these certificates paid off in full, parliamentary proced- 
ure will be invoked to prevent a free expression “of the 
people, by the people, and for the people”? To-day we 
celebrate the birth of him who first enunciated and cham- 
pioned this principle. 

To recapitulate, I firmly believe that if Congress is given 
an opportunity to express itself, it will pass this legislation 


by an overwhelming majority, and the following desired. 


effects will result therefrom: 

First. An act of simple justice will be done the saviors of 
our civilization, sealing forever their faith in the gratitude 
of their country. 

Second. Thousands of this Nation’s most deserving class 
of citizens will be saved from their present suffering and 
distress. 

Third. General business and economic conditions will be 
stimulated manus with far-reaching and permanent good 
effect. 

Fourth. A 1 saving in taxes would acerue by the 
substitution of bonds at a lower rate of interest than the 
present 4 per cent premium requirements on the certificates, 
together with the probable saving in administrative expense 
which would be necessary in the handling of these certifi- 
cates for a further period of 14 years. 

Fifth. Salvation will come to many small town country 
banks and country merchants whose business is stagnant for 
lack of cash money. 

Sixth. Human rights will have triumphed over the rights 
of property without injury thereto. 

` If I did not honestly hold these views I would not be 
here advocating this legislation. I would champion the 
right of any man to differ in these views and accord them 
the highest respect. In having taken issue with those who 
hold contrary views I have said nothing which was in- 
tended to refiect upon the character of the maker or upon 
the integrity of his statements. Believing in the merits of 
this legislation, and holding the view that its effect would be 
as I have indicated, I would not feel that I had discharged 
my duty in this Congress if I did not advocate this legisla- 
tion with all the energy, power, and resourcefulness which 
I have and which I can command. With these two lines 
from Kipling I leave this matter in the keeping of your own 
individual conscience: 


Lord, God of Hosts, be with us yet, 
Lest we forget—lest we forget. 
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OUTDOOR ADVERTISING SIGNS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Mr. HALL of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill (S. 4022),- 
to regulate the erection, hanging, placing, painting, dis- 
play, and maintenance of outdoor signs and other forms 
of exterior advertising within the District of Columbia, 
with House amendments, insist upon the House amend- 
ments, and agree to the conference asked for by the Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. HALL]? 

Mr. GARNER. Reserving the right to object, this is from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia? 

Mr. HALL of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER. Has the gentleman consulted the lady 
from New Jersey [Mrs. Norton] concerning the conference? 

Mr. HALL of Indiana. The lady has not been consulted. 
I do this at the request of the chairman of the committee,, 
who could not be here at this time. The lady from New| 
Jersey is to be one of the conferees: 

Mr. GARNER. I know she is to be one of the conferees, | 
but I think it is fair to this side, when the gentleman asks 
unanimous consent to agree to a conference, that he con- 
sult the ranking Member on this side who is going to serve 
in the conference with him. I think that is a fair request. 
I hope the gentleman will withdraw his request until he 
can get in touch with the lady from New Jersey [Mrs. 
Norton]. 

Mr. HALL of Indiana. I have no objection to withdraw- 
ing the request. I withdraw the request, Mr. Speaker. 


DISCRIMINATION AGAINST PACIFIC COAST SHIPBUILDERS 


Mr. WELCH of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing 
a statement in reference to the shipbuilding industry in the 
United States. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks 
unanimous consent to extend his own remarks in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WELCH of California. Mr. Speaker and Members of 
Congress, on January 26, when the independent offices ap- 
propriation bill was under consideration by this House, I 
called your attention to the activities of a self-centered, 
self-satisfied group of shipowners and shipbuilders in one 
small section of our country who believe that the mer- 
chant marine law of 1928 was enacted for their special 
benefit. 

I have secured from the Shipping Board a table showing 
to which shipyards contracts have been awarded for the 
building or reconditioning of vessels with the help of loans 
provided for by the act of 1928. Though contracts amount- 
ing to $113,215,500 have been let on 26 vessels, totaling 
329,910 gross tons, not one of these awards was made to the 
Pacific Coast builder, as may be seen from the report which 
follows: 


Vessels being constructed or reconditioned with aid from construction loan fund, M. M. A. 1928 


Name 


VESSELS UNDER 
CONSTRUCTION 


President Hoover 
sevens News, Vi 


Bethiebem (Fore RA Quincy, Mass . d 


z New York Ship Building Oo, Camden, N. J. Combination pes 


Newport 1 55 3 & Dry Dock Co., canna pas- 23, 000 


3 


82232228888 8 
88888888888 8 


3 . 
do. 


S SS 


Net- 


senger and cargo. 
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Vessels being constructed or reconditioned with aid from construction loan fund, M. M. A. 1928—Oontinued - -` 


Name Owner Builder and address Type Gross Approxi- 


tons mate cost 
VESSELS UNDER 
CONSTRUCTION— 
continued. 
Excambion Export Steamship Corporation. New York Ship Building Co., Camden, N. J cea pas- $2, 300, 000 
senger an 0. 

Borinquen Coamo Steamship CO Bethlehem (Fore River), Quincy, Mass Rens. — —— 2, 528, 000 
Hull 405. ._. United States Lines New 3 Ship Building Co., Camden, N. J.. á 600 10, 500, 000 
Hull 406. OA ES SE SEVIER ESSIEN BCS | PRES Rat o Sees SS OS --d 10, 500, 000 

Hall 1444 8, 
DOG T RS, SR ²˙ SRS RR Oe ree ais ̃ : . 3, 425, 000 
LP ERE BAER, Segre DPE OD pal» Ney Rare Seen a RARE Duper eeu AN Rp Sales ved REIS 3, 425, 000 
pS CE TY RES ROIS PATEE. ENEA EEI ST SES ISNS teens Nama News Shi * Building & Dry Dock Co., do 8, 445, 000 

PENDAS ews, 
KENE Sie ted PAER) EE OI SAAE mA EAEE, KUER EES VENEEN A mee ea AR 3, 425, 009 
Hull 340. (ES A RAE TES SE EE, I do 22 ĩðͤ v EEIT E TEES E 3, 425, 000 
Hull 121 Panama Mail Steamship Co — Ship Building & Dry Dock Co., Kearny d 4, 000, 000 
4, 000, 000 
4, 000, 000 
4, 000, 000 
113, 215, 500 
I 
Aa 1, 767, 770 
poked ENEE, AEAN ß E AA RE AET L E ee 1, 767,770 
FOREST VEL STI TOP TY SRR aE SE RES Be RTL TT 1, 767, 770 
Beek ae DUS toh ̃ͤ ¼T———̃—ñ E, AROPE SEDIA AE LEIE A . 1, 767, 77 

RRR EER) SEAE EN ER EES, Beta FRE ole RSE BES CSE en or ia 1, 767, 770 
JJ LOE ET wha hie gel ast AAS OEA ES oper A ERE OE AA 8, 838, 850 


Any of these vessels could be built or reconditioned on the | nel necessary for any and all kinds of ship construction and 
Pacific Coast. Our shipyards have the facilities and person- | repair. You may see for yourselves in the following table: 


Shipyards on the Pacific Coast available for general ship construction and repair 


Investment 
in plant on 


Facilities 
Pacific coast 


3 floating dry docks, capacity, 3,000-15,000 tons; complete 
83 slips; no building slips at present. 
and ways for ship construction. Present 


Todd Drydocks (Inc.), C. W. Wiley, president, | Todd Shipyards tion, New York (has | $3, 500, 000 
Seattle, Wash. Boe! pr 


Atlantic coast 


Beene Shi oe Corporation (Ltd.), ahii slips will now accommodate ships up to 600 feet 
A.S anager, San Francisco, || Bethlehem Shipbuilding Le eget (Ltd.) and may be expanded; dry docks to accommodate largest 
Calif. Bethlehem, (has Atlantic coast yard ship afloat—iargest private dry docks in world. Alameda 

Bethlehem 2 building C on (Ltd.), also). 4. has slips and shops to construct ships to 600 feet in 
Los Ange arbor, San P Calif. 2 gth. nE yard has dry-dock capacity 15,000 

ms an n 
Moore Drydock Co., Oakland, Calif. Moore Drydock Co., Jos. A. Moore, president, 5 dry nyo capaci 2 7,000 to 20,000 tons; bonding sipa and 
San Francisco, Calif, shops for bee and re 500 feet 


2 Engineering & dock Co., Oakland, oven Engineering & Drydock Co., 9 
8 De EET ; A. Armes, president San Francisco, 


Los A Shipbuilding & dock C * 
tion, A. Armes, president San Fran- 


3 dry docks, Pay nce 4 2.500 to “10,000 tons; building sli 
and sho; feet in 


nded. 
Dry-dock capacity 12,000 tons; building slips and sho; 
for constructing ships to 600 feet in length and can 
extended to acosmnmodate larger vessels, 


Los e Shipbuilding & Drydock C 
Harbor, San Pedro, 


Unless the Pacific Coast receives its just share of ship- S. 454. An act to establish a commission to be known as a 
building, these splendid yards will remain idle and our | Commission on a National Museum of Engineering and In- 


national defense will suffer. dustry; to the Committee on the Library. 
: S. 541. An act to limit the time for bringing suit on the 
e bonds of clerks of United States district courts; to the Com- 


Bills and joint resolutions of the Senate of the following | mittee on the Judiciary. 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and under the S. 1793. An act for the relief of Jeff Davis Caperton and 
rule referred as follows: Lucy Virginia Caperton; to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 17. An act to amend section 12 of the act entitled “An S. 1876. An act for the relief of the Columbia Casualty 
act to readjust the pay and allowances of the commissioned | Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 
and enlisted personnel of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, S. 2008. An act for the relief of National Ben Franklin 
Coast Guard, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and Public Health | Fire Insurance Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 
Service,” approved June 10, 1922, as amended; to the Com- S. 2296. An act for the relief of Nellie McMullen; to the 


mittee on Military Affairs. Committee on Claims. 

S. 116. An act to add certain lands to the Idaho National S. 2614. An act for the relief of the Macon, Dublin & 
Forest, Idaho; to the Committee on Public Lands. Savannah Railroad Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 293. An act for the relief of Margaret Crotty; to the S. 2817. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to rec- 
Committee on Claims. ognize the high public service rendered by Maj. Walter 

S. 407. An act for the relief of Little Rock College, Little Reed and those associated with him in the discovery of the 
Rock, Ark.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. , cause and means of transmission of yellow fever,” approved 
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February 28, 1929, as amended, by including Roger P. Ames 
among those honored by the act; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

S. 2832. An act to amend section 319 of the act entitled 
“An act to codify, revise, and amend the penal laws of the 
United States,” approved March 4, 1909; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

S. 3199. An act authorizing refunds to certain railroads 
of interest erroneously collected on account of overpayments 
under sections 209 and 212 of the transportation act, 1920, 
as amended; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

S. 3523. An act for the relief of Denton L. Sims; to the 
Committee on, Military Affairs. 

S. 3611. An act for the relief of Sarah Ann Coe; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 3793. An act for the relief of certain employees of the 
Forest Service, Department of Agriculture; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

S. 4068. An act for the relief of William J. Ryan, chaplain, 
United States Army; to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 4306. An act for the relief of Clarence G. Young; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 4328. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen K. 
Snowden; to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 4444. An act for the relief of Guy Clatterbuck; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 4510. An act for the relief of H. E. Hurley; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

S. 4696. An act granting to the Butte Anglers’ Club, of 
Butte, Mont., a patent to lot 1, section 5, township 2 south, 
range 9 west, and a patent to the Northern Pacific Railway 
Co. of lot 2 in said section 5; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

S. 4761. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy, in 
his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the Historical 
Society of Montana, for preservation and exhibition, the 
silver service which was in use on the gunboat, No. 9, 
Helena; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

S. 4837. An act for the relief of the Copper Ridge Mining 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 4851. An act for the relief of Maj. O. S. McCleary, 
United States Army, retired; to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 4910. An act granting a pension to Eleanora Emma 
Bliss; to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 5019. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to amend 
the act entitled ‘An act to provide that the United States 
shall aid the States in the construction of rural post roads, 
and for other purposes,’ approved July 11, 1916, as amended 
and supplemented, and for other purposes,” approved June 
24, 1930, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Roads. 

S. 5117. An act for the relief of W. Stanley Gorsuch; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

S. 5120. An act to provide for the payment of traveling 
expenses of attorneys of record out of the tribal funds of 
the Spokane Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 5138. An act to amend the organic act of Porto Rico, 
approved March 2, 1917; to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs. 

S. 5141. An act for the relief of Clarence R. Killion; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 5183. An act for the relief of Herman Ingman; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 5192. An act for the relief of Donald K. Warner; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

S. 5194. An act for the relief of the Sun Shipbuilding & 
Dry Dock Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 5196. An act for the relief of the B. & O. Manufacturing 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 5197. An act for the relief of the David Gordon Build- 
ing & Construction Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 5209. An act to amend section 4 of the act entitled 
“An act to amend the act entitled ‘An act to provide that 
the United States shall aid the States in the construction 
of rural post roads, and for other purposes,’ approved July 
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11, 1916, as amended and supplemented, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved May 21, 1928; to the Committee on Roads. 
S8. 5248. An act to extend the boundaries of Wind Cave 
National Park, S. Dak.; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

S. 5465. An act to amend section 586c of the act entitled 
“An act to amend subchapter 1 of chapter 18 of the Code 
of Laws for the District of Columbia relating to degree-con- 
ferring institutions, approved March 2, 1929; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 5481. An act to authorize the presentation of a medal 
of honor, posthumously, to the late Henry Clay Drexler 
and to the late George Robert Cholister, boatswain's mate, 
first class, United States Navy; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, 

S. 5499. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide that the United States shall aid the States in the 
construction of rural post roads, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 11, 1916, as amended and supplemented, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Roads. 

S. 5514. An act to authorize the posthumous award of a 
distinguished-flying cross to Eugene B. Ely; to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

S. 5516. An act for the relief of E. G. Mason; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 5555. An act for the relief of Alexander M. Proctor; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 5557. An act to amend the act of May 23, 1930 (46 Stat. 
378); to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

S. 5588. An act to add certain public lands to the Washakie 
National Forest, Wyo.; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

S. 5746. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
county commissioners of Baltimore County, Md., to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a free highway bridge across 
Deep Creek at or near Marlyn Avenue, Baltimore County, 
Md.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

S.5765. An act for the relief of the Potomac Electric 
Power Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 5813. An act to provide for the consideration of wild- 
life conservation in connection with the construction of 
public works or improvement projects; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

S. 5863. An act granting a pension to Mary R. Dickman; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 5920. An act authorizing the attendance of the Army 
Band at the annual encampment of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, to be held at Des Moines, Iowa; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

S. 5984. An act to authorize the construction of a sana- 
torium for adult tuberculosis patients on the tract of land 
acquired by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
by authority of an act of Congress approved March 1, 1929, 
entitled “An act to provide for the construction of a chil- 
dren’s tuberculosis sanatorium,” as amended by an act of 
Congress approved April 18, 1930; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

S. 6023. An act to exempt from taxation certain property 
of the National Society United States Daughters of 1812 in 
the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

S. 6032. An act amending section 1 of Public Resolution 
No. 89, Seventy-first Congress, approved June 17, 1930, en- 
titled “Joint resolution providing for the participation of 
the United States in the celebration of the one hundred and 
fiftieth anniversary of the siege of Yorktown, Va., and the 
surrender of Lord Cornwallis on October 19, 1781, and 
authorizing an appropriation to be used in connection with 
such celebration, and for other purposes ”; to the Committee 
on the Library. 

S. 6041. An act to authorize an appropriation of funds 
in the Treasury to the credit of the District of Columbia 
for the use of the District of Columbia Commission for the 
George Washington Bicentennial; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 
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S. 6046. An act to authorize advances to the reclamation 
fund, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Trriga- 
tion and Reclamation. 

S. 6050. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to 
grant a right of way for street purposes upon and across 
the San Antonio Arsenal, in the State of Texas; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 6077. An act providing for the closing of barber shops 
on Sunday in the District of Columbia; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

S. 6092. An act to transfer certain forest lands to the 
State of South Dakota for public-park purposes and creating 
the Mount Rushmore Reservation; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

S. 6103. An act to authorize a change in the design of the 
quarter dollar to commemorate the two hundredth anni- 
versary of the birth of George Washington; to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

S. J. Res. 246. Joint resolution authorizing the placing in 
the Capitol of a statue in honor of the American mother; 
to the Committee on the Library. 

S. J. Res. 58. Joint resolution creating a commission to 
study proposals for a national system of express motor ways 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Rules. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled bills and a joint resolution of the 
House of the following titles, which were thereupon signed 
by the Speaker: 

H. R. 101. An act for the award of the air mail flyer's 
medal of honor; 

H. R. 252. An act to facilitate work of the Department 
of Agriculture in the Territory of Alaska; 

H. R. 397. An act for the relief of Lowell G. Fuller; 

H. R. 465. An act for the relief of John H. Lawler; 

H. R. 474. An act for the relief of Samuel B. Faulkner; 

H. R. 477. An act for the relief of Harry Hamlin; 

H. R. 542. An act for the relief of Chancy L. McIntyre; 

H. R. 1408. An act to provide for the study, investigation, 
and survey, for commemorative purposes, of the Bull Run 
and Second Manassas Battlefields in the State of Virginia; 

H. R. 1594. An act for the relief of John W. Leich, alias 
John Leach; 

H. R. 1612. An act for the relief of Angenora Hines; 

H. R. 1836. An act for the relief of Robert E. Beck, other- 
wise known as Rudolph E. Beck and Harry J. Brown; 

H. R. 1884. An act for the relief of Charles F. Reilly; 

H. R. 1966. An act for the relief of Martha J. Tonguet; 

H. R. 2312. An act for the relief of Arthur W. Taylor; 

H. R. 2315. An act for the relief of Leo B. Thome; 

H. R. 2458. An act for the relief of Darold Brundige; 

H. R. 2887. An act for the relief of Mildred L. Williams; 

H. R. 3428. An act for the relief of Rebecca E. Olmsted; 

H. R. 3935. An act for the relief of Eugenia A. Helston; 

H. R. 5787. An act for the relief of Carlton Olin, otherwise 
known as Stephen Cebra; 

H. R. 5902. An act for the relief of S. W. Greer; 

H. R. 6193. An act for the relief of Sidney Morris Hopkins; 

H. R. 6194. An act granting six months’ pay to Arthur G. 
Caswell; 

H. R. 6197. An act for the relief of William Befuhs (de- 
ceased), otherwise known as Charles Cameron; 

H. R. 6544. An act for the relief of Francis J. Moore; 

H. R. 6586. An act providing for the confirmation of the 
title of certain purchasers from the State of Louisiana of 
lands formerly included in the Live Oak naval reserve on 
Navy Commissioners Islands, in St. Mary Parish, La., now 
abandoned; 

H. R. 6603. An act to provide a shorter work week for 
postal employees, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 6810. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to accept, without cost to the Government of the United 
States, a lighter-than-air base near Sunnyvale, in the county 
of Santa Clara, State of California, and construct necessary 
improvements thereon; 
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H. R. 6867. An act to authorize appropriations for con- 
struction of a storehouse for ammunition at Fort Benjamin 
Harrison; 

H. R. 6997. An act to confer to certain persons who served 
in the Quartermaster Corps or under the jurisdiction of 
the quartermaster general during the war with Spain, the 
Philippine insurrection, or the China relief expedition the 
benefits of hospitalization and the privileges of the Soldiers’ 
Homes; 

H. R. 8253. An act for the relief of Sterling S. Ball; 

H. R. 8290. An act to authorize and direct a preliminary 
examination of the Mohican River ditch from Lake Fork, 
Ohio, south a distance of 8 miles; 

H. R. 8583. An act for the relief of the State of Maine 
and the city of Portsmouth, N. H.; 

H. R. 8936. An act authorizing the promotion on the re- 
tired list of the Navy of Stuart L. Johnson, ensign; 

H. R. 9205. An act for the relief of Julian E. Gillespie; 

H. R. 9934. An act providing for the sale of timberland 
in four townships in the State of Minnesota; 

H. R.9987. An act to provide for the relinquishment by 
the United States of certain lands to the city of Rupert in 
the county of Minidoka, in the State of Idaho; 

H. R. 10365. An act for the relief of Tracy Lee Phillips; 

H.R.10380. An act adjusting the salaries of the Naval 
Academy Band; 

H. R. 11132. An act for the relief of Edward Knight; 

H. R. 11281. An act authorizing a per capita payment of 
$50 to the members of the Menominee Tribe of Indians of 
Wisconsin from funds on deposit to their credit in the 
Treasury of the United States; 

H. R. 11285. An act to amend the Alaska game law; 

H. R. 11564. An act to reimburse William Whitright for 
expenses incurred as an authorized delegate of the Fort 
Peck Indians; 

H. R. 11565. An act to reimburse Charles Thompson for 
expenses incurred as an authorized delegate of the Fort 
Peck Indians; 

H. R. 11675. An act to authorize the issuance of a patent 
in fee for certain land and buildings within the Colville Res- 
ervation, Wash., for public-school use; 

H. R. 11967. An act to provide for the appointment of an 
additional district judge for the southern district of Illinois; 

H. R. 12014. An act to permit payments for the operation 
of motor cycles and automobiles used for necessary travel 
on Official business on a mileage basis in lieu of actual op- 
erating expenses; 

H. R. 12023. An act to repeal the provision of law granting 
a pension to Lois Cramton; 

H. R. 12037. An act authorizing the payment of a claim 
presented by the Polish Government for the reimbursement 
of certain expenditures incurred by the community authori- 
ties of Rzeczyczany, Poland, to which place an insane alien 
was erroneously deported; 

H. R. 12067. An act for compensation to the owners of the 
Danish motor ship Indien for damages sustained as the 
result of a collision with the United States Coast Guard 
cutter Shawnee at San Francisco on April 5, 1925; 

H. R. 12350. An act to provide for the appointment of an 
additional district judge for the eastern district of Michigan; 

H. R. 12697. An act to authorize an exchange of lands 
between the United States and the State of Utah; 

H. R. 12835. An act authorizing the use of tribal funds of 
Indians belonging on the Klamath Reservation, Oreg., to 
pay expenses connected with suits pending in the Court of 
Claims, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 12871. An act providing for the sale of isolated tracts 
in the former Crow Indian Reservation, Mont.; 

H. R. 12966. An act authorizing H. C. Brenner Realty & 
Finance Corporation, its successors and assigns, to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Mississippi River 
at or near a point between Cherokee and Osage Streets, 
St. Louis, Mo.; 

H. R. 13053. An act to authorize the Secretary of the In- 
terior to accept donations to or in behalf of institutions 
conducted for the benefit of Indians; 
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H. R. 13160. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy, 
in his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the Rosenberg 
Library, in the city of Galveston, Tex., the silver service pre- 
sented to the United States for the cruiser Galveston; 

H. R. 13249. An act to authorize the acceptance of a tract 
of land adjoining Hot Springs National Park, Ark., and for 
other purposes; 

H. R. 13262. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy 
to donate to the city of Oakland, Calif., certain guns and 
mounts that were formerly in service on the Coast Guard 
cutter Bear; 

H. R. 13293. An act to provide funds for cooperation with 
the school board at Frazer, Mont., in the construction of a 
high-school building to be available to Indian children of 
the Fort Peck Indian Reservation; 

H. R. 13528. An act providing for payment of $25 to each 
enrolled Chippewa Indian of Minnesota from the funds 
standing to their credit in the Treasury of the United States; 

H. R. 13547. An act to safeguard the validity of permits to 
use recreational areas in the San Bernardino and Cleveland 

National Forests; 

a H. R. 13584. An act to amend an act approved May 14, 
1926 (44 Stat. 555), entitled “An act authorizing the Chip- 
pewa Indians of Minnesota to submit claims to the Court 
of Claims; 

H. R. 13587. An act to amend the act of April 25, 1922, as 
amended, entitled “An act authorizing extensions of time for 
the payment of purchase money due under certain home- 
stead entries and Government-land purchases within the 
former Cheyenne River and Standing Rock Indian Reserva- 
tions, N. Dak. and S. Dak.”; 

H. R. 14056. An act to amend the act approved March 2, 
1929, entitled “An act to authorize the disposition of un- 
platted portions of Government town sites on irrigation proj- 
ects under the reclamation act of June 17, 1902, and for 
other purposes; 

H. R. 14452. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the St. 
Lawrence River near Alexandria Bay, N. X.; 

H. R. 14558. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at or near New Martinsville, W. Va.; 

H. R. 14676. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Co- 
lumbia River at or near Arlington, Oreg.; 

H. R. 14689. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at Cairo, II.; 

H. R. 15137. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of an overhead viaduct 
across the Mahoning River at or near Niles, Trumbull 
County, Ohio; 

H. R. 15276. An act authorizing the States of Alabama 
and Mississippi, through their respective highway depart- 
ments, to construct, maintain, and operate a free highway 
bridge across the Escatawpa River at or near Wilmer, Ala., 
and Latonia, Miss., connecting Mobile County, Ala., and 
George County, Miss.; 

H. R. 15366. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Minnesota to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge across the Mississippi River near Bemidji, Minn.; 

H. R. 15433. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate 
a free highway bridge across the Little Calumet River on 
South Halsted Street at One hundred and thirtieth Street, 
in Cook County, State of Illinois; 

H. R. 15434. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a 
free highway bridge across the Fox River at Algonquin, in 
McHenry County, State of Illinois; 

H. R. 15590. An act providing for the sale of Chippewa 
Indian land to the State of Minnesota; 

H. R. 15601. An act to provide funds for cooperation with 
the school board at Poplar, Mont., in the extension of the 
high-school building to be available to Indian children of 
the Fort Peck Indian Reservation; 
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H. R. 15766. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the Arkansas State Highway Commission to maintain and 
operate, as constructed, a free highway bridge across Saline 
River near Kingsland, Ark., on State Highway No. 3, from 
Pine Bluff to Fordyce, Ark.; 

H. R. 15772. An act to amend section 3 of the act approved 
May 10, 1928, entitled “An act to extend the period of re- 
striction in lands of certain members of the Five Civilized 
Tribes, and for other purposes ”; 

H. R. 15867. An act to provide for the retention by the 
United States of a site within the Hot Springs National Park 
formerly occupied by the Arlington Hotel and Bathhouse 
for park and landscape purposes; 

H. R. 15876. An act to provide for the addition of certain 
lands to the Mesa Verde National Park, Colo., and for other 
purposes; 

H. R. 15987. An act to authorize the President of the United 
States to establish the Canyon de Chelly National Monu- 
ment within the Navajo Indian Reservation, Ariz.; 

H. R. 16078. An act to amend the act approved June 2, 
1930, providing for a memorial to Theodore Roosevelt for his 
leadership in the cause of forest conservation; 

H. R. 16479. An act to authorize the widening of Piney 
Branch Road NW., in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; and 

H. J. Res. 299. Joint resolution to provide an annual ap- 
propriation to meet the quota of the United States toward 
the expenses of the International Technical Committee of 
Aerial Legal Experts. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled bill 
of the Senate of the following title: 

S. 5768. An act authorizing the cities of Omaha, Nebr.; 
Council Bluffs, Iowa; and the counties of Douglas, Nebr., 
and Pottawattamie, Iowa, to construct, maintain, and operate 
a toll or free bridge across the Missouri River at or near 
O’Hern Street, South Omaha, Nebr. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee did on this day 
present to the President, for his approval, bills and a joint 
resolution of the House of the following titles: 

H. R. 101. An act for the award of the air mail flyer's 
medal of honor; 

H. R. 252. An act to facilitate work of the Department of 
Agriculture in the Territory of Alaska; 

H. R. 397. An act for the relief of Lowell G. Fuller. 

H. R. 465. An act for the relief of John H. Lawler; 

H.R. 474. An act for the relief of Samuel B. Faulkner. 

H. R. 477. An act for the relief of Harry Hamlin. 

H. R. 542. An act for the relief of Chancy L. McIntyre. 

H. R. 1408. To provide for the study, investigation, and 
survey, for commemorative purposes, of the Bull Run and 
Second Manassas battlefields in the State of Virginia; 

H. R. 1594. An act for the relief of John W. Leich, alias 
John Leach; 

H. R. 1612. An act for the relief of Angenora Hines. 

H. R. 1836. An act for the relief of Robert E. Beck, other- 
wise known as Rudolph E. Beck, and Harry J. Brown; 

H. R. 1884. An act for the relief of Charles F. Reilly; 

R. 1966. An act for the relief of Martha J. Tonguet; 

. 2312. An act for the relief of Arthur W. Taylor; 

. 2315. An act for the relief of Leo B. Thome; 

. 2458. An act for the relief of Daroid Brundige; 

. 2887. An act for the relief of Mildred L. Williams; 

. 3428. An act for the relief of Rebecca E. Olmsted. 

. 3935. An act for the relief of Eugenia A. Helston; 

. 5787. An act for the relief of Carlton Olin, other- 
own as Stephen Cebra; 

5902. An act for the relief of S. W. Greer; 

.6193. An act for the relief of Sidney Morris Hop- 
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6194. An act granting six months' pay to Arthur G. 


Caswell; 
H. R. 6197. An act for the relief of William Befuhs (de- 
ceased), 


otherwise known as Charles Cameron; 
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H. R. 6544. An act for the relief of Francis J. Moore; 

H. R. 6586. An act providing for the confirmation of the 
title of certain purchasers from the State of Louisiana of 
lands formerly included in the Live Oak naval reserve on 
Navy Commissioners Island, in St. Mary Parish, La., now 
abandoned; 

H. R. 6603. An act to provide a shorter work week for 
postal employees, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 6810. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to accept, without cost to the Government of the United 
States, a lighter-than-air base, near Sunnyvale, in the 
county of Santa Clara, State of California, and construct 
necessary improvements thereon; 

H. R. 6867. An act to authorize appropriations for con- 
struction of a storehouse for ammunition at Fort Benjamin 
Harrison; 

H. R. 6997. An act to confer to certain persons who served 
in the Quartermaster Corps or under the jurisdiction of the 
quartermaster general during the war with Spain, the 
Philippine insurrection, or the China relief expedition the 
benefits of hospitalization and the privileges of the soldiers’ 
homes; 

H. R. 8253. An act for the relief of Sterling S. Ball; 

H. R. 8290. An act to authorize and direct a preliminary 
examination of the Mohican River ditch from Lake Fork, 
Ohio, south a distance of 8 miles; 

H. R. 8583. An act for the relief of the State of Maine 
and the city of Portsmouth, N. H.; 

H. R. 8936. An act authorizing the promotion on the re- 
tired list of the Navy of Stuart L. Johnson, ensign; 

H. R. 9205. An act for the relief of Julian E. Gillespie; 

H. R. 9934. An act providing for the sale of timberland in 
four townships in the State of Minnesota; 

H. R. 9987. An act to provide for the relinquishment by 
the United States of certain lands to the city of Rupert in 
the county of Minidoka, in the State of Idaho; 

H. R. 10365. An act for the relief of Tracy Lee Phillips; 

H. R. 10380. An act adjusting the salaries of the Naval 
Academy Band; 

H. R. 11132. An act for the relief of Edward Knight; 

H. R. 11281. An act authorizing a per capita payment of 
$50 to the members of the Menominee Tribe of Indians of 
Wisconsin from funds on deposit to their credit in the 
Treasury of the United States; 

H. R. 11285. An act to amend the Alaska game law; 

H. R. 11564. An act to reimburse William Whitright for 
expenses incurred as an authorized delegate of the Fort 
Peck Indians; 

H. R. 11565. An act to reimburse Charles Thompson for 
expenses incurred as an authorized delegate of the Fort Peck 
Indians; 

H. R. 11967. An act to provide for the appointment of an 
additional district judge for the southern district of Illinois; 

H. R. 12014. An act to permit payments for the operation 
of motor cycles and automobiles used for necessary travel on 
official business, on a mileage basis in lieu of actual operat- 
ing expenses; 

H. R. 12023. An act to repeal the provision of law granting 
a pension to Lois Cramton; 

H. R. 12037. An act authorizing the payment of a claim 
presented by the Polish Government for the reimbursement 
of certain expenditures incurred by the community authori- 
ties of Rzeczyczany, Poland, to which place an insane alien 
was erroneously deported; 

H. R. 12067. An act for compensation to the owners of the 
Danish motor ship Indien for damages sustained as the result 
of a collision with the United States Coast Guard cutter 
Shawnee at San Francisco on April 5, 1925; 

H. R. 12350. An act to provide for the appointment of an 
additional district judge for the eastern district of Michigan; 

H. R. 12697. An act to authorize an exchange of lands 
between the United States and the State of Utah; 

H. R. 12835. An act authorizing the use of tribal funds of 
Indians belonging on the Klamath Reservation, Oreg., to pay 
expenses connected with suits pending in the Court of 
Claims, and for other purposes; 
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H. R. 12871. An act providing for the sale of isolated tracts 
in the former Crow Indian Reservation, Mont.; 

H. R. 12966. An act authorizing H. C. Brenner Realty & 
Finance Corporation, its successors and assigns, to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River at or near a point between Cherokee and Osage 
Streets, St. Louis, Mo.; 

H. R. 13053. An act to authorize the Secretary of the In- 
terior to accept donations to or in behalf of institutions 
conducted for the benefit of Indians; 

H. R. 13160. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy, 
in his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the Rosen- 
berg Library, in the city of Galveston, Tex., the silver sery- 
ice presented to the United States for the cruiser Galveston; 

H. R. 13249. An act to authorize the acceptance of a tract 
of land adjoining Hot Springs National Park, Ark., and for 
other purposes; 

H. R. 13262. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy 
to donate to the city of Oakland, Calif., certain guns and 
mounts that were formerly in service on the Coast Guard 
cutter Bear; 

H. R. 13293. An act to provide funds for cooperation with 
the school board at Frazer, Mont., in the construction of a 
high-school building to be available to Indian children of 
the Fort Peck Indian Reservation; 

H. R. 13528. An act providing for payment of $25 to each 
enrolled Chippewa Indian of Minnesota from the funds 
standing to their credit in the Treasury of the United States; 

H. R. 13547. An act to safeguard the validity of permits to 
use recreational areas in the San Bernardino and Cleveland 
National Forests; 

H. R. 13584. An act to amend an act approved May 14, 
1926 (44 Stat. 555), entitled “An act authorizing the Chip- 
pewa Indians of Minnesota to submit claims to the Court of 
Claims ”; 

H. R. 13587. An act to amend the act of April 25, 1922, as 
amended, entitled “An act authorizing extensions of time 
for the payment of purchase money due under certain home- 
stead entries and Government land purchases within the 
former Cheyenne River and Standing Rock Indian Reserva- 
tions, N. Dak. and S. Dak.”; 

H. R. 14056. An act to amend the act approved March 2, 
1929, entitled “An act to authorize the disposition of un- 
platted portions of Government town sites on irrigation 
projects under the reclamation act of June 17, 1902, and for 
other purposes ”; 

H.R. 14452. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the St. 
Lawrence River near Alexandria Bay, N. L.; 

H. R. 14558. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at or near New Martinsville, W. Va.; 

H. R. 14676. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the 
Columbia River at or near Arlington, Oreg.; 

H. R. 14689. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at Cairo, III.; 

H. R. 15137. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of an overhead viaduct 
across the Mahoning River at or near Niles, Trumbull 
County, Ohio; 

H. R. 15276 An act authorizing the States of Alabama and 
Mississippi, through their respective highway departments, 
to construct, maintain, and operate a free highway bridge 
across the Escatawpa River at or near Wilmer, Ala., and 
Latonia, Miss., connecting Mobile County, Ala., and George 
County, Miss.; 

H.R.15366. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Minnesota to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge across the Mississippi River near Bemidji, Minn.; 

H. R. 15433. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a 
free highway bridge across the Little Calumet River on 
South Halsted Street at One hundred and thirtieth Street, 
in Cook County, State of Illinois; 
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H. R. 15434. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a 
free highway bridge across the Fox River at Algonquin, in 
McHenry County, State of Ilinois; 

H. R. 15590. An act providing for the sale of Chippewa 
Indian land to the State of Minnesota; 

H. R. 15601. An act to provide funds for cooperation with 
the school board at Poplar, Mont., in the extension of the 
high-school building to be available to Indian children of 
the Fort Peck Indian Reservation; 

H. R. 15766. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the Arkansas State Highway Commission to maintain and 
operate, as constructed, a free highway bridge across Saline 
River near Kingsland, Ark., on State Highway No. 3, from 
Fine Bluff to Fordyce, Ark.; 

H.R.15772. An act to amend section 3 of the act ap- 
proved May 10, 1928, entitled “An act to extend the period 
of restriction in lands of certain members of the Five Civil- 
ized Tribes, and for other purposes ”; 

H. R. 15867. An act to provide for the retention by the 
United States of a site within the Hot Springs National 
Park formerly occupied by the Arlington Hotel and Bath- 
house for park and landscape purposes; 

H. R. 15876. An act to provide for the addition of certain 
lands to the Mesa Verde National Park, Colo., and for other 
purposes; 

H. R. 15987. An act to authorize the President of the 
United States to establish the Canyon de Chelly National 
Monument within the Navajo Indian Reservation, Ariz.; 

H. R. 16078. An act to amend the act approved June 2, 
1930, providing for a memorial to Theodore Roosevelt for 
his leadership in the cause of forest conservation; 

H. R. 16479. An act to authorize the widening of Piney 
Branch Road NW., in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; and 

H. J. Res. 299. Joint resolution to provide an annual ap- 
propriation to meet the quota of the United States toward 
the expenses of the International Technical Committee of 
Aerial Legal Experts. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
3 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, 
Friday, February 13, 1931, at 12 o'clock noon. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 


Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of 
committee hearings scheduled for Friday, February 13, 
1931, as reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several 
committees: 

COMMITTEE ON COINAGE, WEIGHTS, AND MEASURES 
(10.30 a. m.) 

To authorize a change in the design of the quarter dollar 
to commemorate the two hundredth anniversary of the 
birth of George Washington (H. R. 16973). 

COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS—SUBCOMMITTEE NO. 1 
(10.30 a. m.) 

To authorize appropriations for construction at Platts- 

burg Barracks, Plattsburg, N. Y. (H. R. 15071). 
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 


(10 a. m.) 
Second deficiency bill. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

829. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriations 
for the District of Columbia, for the National Zoological 
Park, for the fiscal year 1931, to remain available until June 
30, 1932, $4,500; for the Public Employment Service, for the 
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fiscal year 1932, $4,500; amounting in all to $9,000 (H. Doc. 
No. 751); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

830. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a draft of proposed provision pertaining 
to an existing appropriation for labor-saving devices, Post 
Office Department, fiscal years 1931 and 1932 (H. Doc. No. 
752); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

831. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriation 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, for the War De- 
partment for cemeterial expenses (Arlington Cemetery, Va.), 
amounting to $175,000 (H. Doc. No. 753); to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

832. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropria- 
tion for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
1931, for the enforcement of the United States cotton-futures 
act and United States cotton-standards act, in the sum of 
$75,000 (H. Doc. No, 754); to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and ordered to be printed. 

833. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropria- 
tion for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, for the Treasury 
Department for general expenses of public buildings, Office 
of the Supervising Architect, amounting to $15,000; also a 
supplemental estimate of appropriation for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1932, under the same heads, amounting to 
$623,060, in substitution of an estimate for the same pur- 
poses, amounting to $590,060, transmitted with letter of 
February 2, 1931 (H. Doc. No. 730, Tist Cong., 3d sess.) ; in 
all, $638,060 (H. Doc. No. 755); to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

834. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropria- 
tion for the fiscal year 1931 for public works, Navy Depart- 
ment, in the sum of $2,200,000 (H. Doc. No. 756); to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

835. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropria- 
tion for the Navy Department for the fiscal year 1932, in the 
sum of $3,379,000 (H. Doc. No. 757); to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
à RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. SNELL: Committee on Rules. H. Res. 355. A reso- 
lution providing for the consideration of S. 3614, S. 4425, 
H. R. 11199, H. R. 14055, H. R. 12059, H. R. 12032, and 
S. 3060, all bills from the Committee on the Judiciary; with- 
out amendment (Rept. No. 2600). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. SNELL: Committee on Rules. H. Res. 356. A resolu- 
tion providing for the consideration of H. J. Res. 292, pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; without amendment (Rept. No. 2601). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. LEA: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. S. 5825. An act granting the consent of Congress 
to the State of California to construct, maintain, and op- 
erate a toll bridge across the Bay of San Francisco from the 
Rincon Hill district in San Francisco by way of Goat Island 
to Oakland; with amendment (Rept. No. 2602). Referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WOLVERTON of New Jersey: Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. H. R. 1025. A bill granting 
the consent of Congress to construct, maintain, own, man- 
age, and operate a tunnel or tunnels and approaches thereto 
under the Delaware River; with amendment (Rept. No. 
2603). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 
16862. A bill relating to the adoption of minors by the 
Crow Indians of Montana; with amendment (Rept. No. 
2604). Referred to the House Calendar. 
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Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 
16213. A bill to provide for distribution of tribal funds of 
Puyallup Indians of the State of Washington; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2605). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PARKER: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. H. R. 16341. A bill to authorize 24-hour quar- 
antine-inspection service in certain ports of the United 
States, and for other purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 
2606). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 
16863. A bill authorizing the classification of the Crow 
Indians of Montana; with amendment (Rept. No. 2607). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. TEMPLE: Committee on Foreign Affairs. H. R. 16983. 
A bill authorizing the appropriation of funds for the pay- 
ment of the claims of certain foreign governments under the 
circumstances hereinafter enumerated; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2608). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. J. Res. 
454. A joint resolution authorizing the distribution of the 
judgment rendered by the Court of Claims to the Indians 
of the Fort Berthold Indian Reservation, N. Dak.; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 2609). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WASON: Joint Committee on the Disposition of 
Useless Executive Papers. A report on the disposition of 
useless papers in the Department of Commerce (Rept. No. 
2611). Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WASON: Joint Committee on the Disposition of 
Useless Executive Papers. A report on the disposition of 
useless papers in the Treasury Department (Rept. No. 2612). 
Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WASON: Joint Committee on the Disposition of 
Useless Executive Papers. A report on the disposition of 
useless papers in the War Department (Rept. No. 2613). 
Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HALE: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 4856. A 
bill to amend section 1.of the act of February 14, 1927, en- 
titled “An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
accept on behalf of the United States title in fee simple 
to a certain strip of land and the construction of a bridge 
across Archers Creek in South Carolina“; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2624). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COYLE: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 14270. 
A bill to amend the act of March 4, 1911 (ch. 239, 36 Stat. L. 
1267), as amended; without amendment (Rept. No. 2625). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. MERRITT: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. H.R.15361. A bill to provide for conveyance of 
a certain strip of land on Fenwick Island, Sussex County, 
State of Delaware, for roadway purposes; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2626). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. EATON of Colorado: Committee on the Public Lands. 
H. R. 16156. A bill for the exchange of lands adjacent to 
national forests in Colorado; with amendment (Rept. No. 
2627). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. ELLIOTT: Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. H. R. 16218. A bill to amend subsection (a) of 
section 1 of an act entitled “An act for the acquisition, es- 
tablishment, and development of the George Washington 
Memorial Parkway along the Potomac from Mount Vernon 
and Fort Washington to the Great Falls, and to provide for 
the acquisition of lands in the District of Columbia and the 
States of Maryland and Virginia requisite to the compre- 
hensive park, parkway, and playground system of the Na- 
tional Capital,” approved May 29, 1930; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2628). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 
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Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on Indian Affairs. S. 5313. 
An act to cancel certain reimbursable charges against cer- 
tain lands within the Gila River Indian Reservation, Ariz.; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 2629). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DENISON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. H. R. 16852. A bill authorizing D. S. Prentiss, 
R. A. Salladay, Syl F. Histed, William M. Turner, and John 
H. Rahilly, their heirs, legal representatives, and assigns, to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Mis- 
sissippi River at or near the town of New Boston, III.; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 2630). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. H. R. 16907. A bill to extend the 
times for commencing and completing the construction of 
a bridge across the Ohio River at or near Cannelton, Ind.; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 2631). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. ARENTZ: Committee on Irrigation and Reclama- 
tion. S. J. Res. 222. A joint resolution relating to the 
authority of the Secretary of the Interior to enter into a 
contract with the Rio Grande project; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2632). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on Indian Affairs. S. 5110. 
An act to amend the act of June 4, 1924, providing for a 
final disposition of the affairs of the Eastern Band of 
Cherokee Indians in North Carolina; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2633). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LUCE: Committee on the Library. S. 5625. An act 
providing for the participation of the United States in A 
Century of Progress (the Chicago World’s Fair Centennial 
Celebration) to be held at Chicago, III., in 1933, authoriz- 
ing an appropriation therefor, and for other purposes; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 2635). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LUCE: Committee on the Library. S. 5724. An act 
authorizing the George Washington Bicentennial Commis- 
sion to print and distribute additional sets of the writings 
of George Washington; with amendment (Rept. No. 2636). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. TEMPLE: Committee on Foreign Affairs. S. 5571. 
An act to provide for the entertainment of members and 
delegates to the Fourteenth Annual Convention of the 
French Veterans of the World War, to be held in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in September, 1932; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2637). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LUCE: Committee on the Library. H. R. 14262. A 
bill to amend section 2 of Public Resolution No. 89, Seventy- 
first Congress, approved June 17, 1930, entitled “ Joint reso- 
lution providing for the participation of the United States 
in the celebration of the one hundred and fiftieth anni- 
versary of the siege of Yorktown, Va., and the surrender of 
Lord Cornwallis on October 19, 1781, and authorizing an 
appropriation to be used in connection with such celebra- 
tion, and for other purposes”; with amendment (Rept. No. 
2638). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. LUCE: Committee on the Library. H. J. Res. 467. 
A joint resolution to provide for the erection of a suitable 
Memorial to the Second Division of the American Expedi- 
tionary Forces; with amendment (Rept. No. 2639). Referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LUCE: Committee on the Library. H. R. 16520. A 
bill authorizing amendments to section 1 of Public Reso- 
lution No. 89, Seventy-first Congress, approved June 17, 
1930, entitled “ Joint resolution providing for the participa- 
tion of the United States in the celebration of the one hun- 
dred and fiftieth anniversary of the siege of Yorktown, Va., 
and the surrender of Lord Cornwallis on October 19, 1781, 
and authorizing an appropriation to be used in connection 
with such celebration, and for other purposes”; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2640). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 15821. 
A bill for the relief of Ben Spotted Horse; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2610). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. BOX: Committee on Claims. S. 1640. An act for 
the relief of John E. Ross; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2614). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CRADDOCK: Committee on War Claims. S. 2035. 
An act for the relief of the Public Service Coordinated 
Transport, of Newark, N. J.; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2615). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WOODRUFF: Committee on Naval Affairs. S. 3951. 
An act for the relief of Walter Harrell Allen; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2616). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. DRANE: Committee on Naval Affairs. S. 4800. An 
act to authorize certain officers of the United States Navy 
and Marine Corps to accept such decorations, orders, and 
medals as have been tendered them by foreign governments 
in appreciation of services rendered; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2617). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. DARROW: Committee on Naval Affairs. S. 4907. 
An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy, in his discre- 
tion, to deliver to the custody of the Princeton Club of 
Philadelphia the bowl and ladle formerly in use on the 
U. S. S. Princeton; without amendment (Rept. No. 2618). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 
10259. A bill for the relief of Charles W. Eaton; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2619). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. H. R. 14358. A bill 
for the relief of certain disbursing officers of the Army of 
the United States and for the settlement of individual 
claims approved by the War Department; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2620). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 8 
Mr. HALE: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 14527. 
A bill for the relief of Joe G. McInerney; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2621). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. HESS: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 16417. 
A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Navy, in his dis- 
cretion, to deliver to the custody of the Campus Martius 
Memorial Museum, of the city of Marietta, Ohio, the silver 
service presented to the United States for the gunboat 
Marietta; without amendment (Rept. No. 2622). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia: Committee on Naval Affairs. 
H. R. 16987. A bill for the relief of Royal W. Robertson; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 2623). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: Committee in Claims. H. R. 13710. 
A bill for the relief of John O’Toole; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2634). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. McSWAIN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 
14987. A bill authorizing the President to order William 
H. Sage, jr., before a retiring board for a hearing of his 
case and upon the findings of such board determine whether 
or not he be placed on the retired list with the rank and 
pay held by him at the time of his resignation; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2641). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was discharged from the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 16902) granting a pension to Julia A. S. Richardson, 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BACHMANN: A bill (H. R. 17051) to incorporate 
the Disabled American Veterans of the World War; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 17052) to allow, the 
Menominee Tribe of Indians to incorporate; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BACHMANN: A bill (H. R. 17053) to extend the 
times for commencing and completing the construction of 
a bridge across the Ohio River at or near Moundsville, 
W. Va.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 17054) to increase the 
loan basis of adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GASQUE: A bill (H. R. 17055) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to acquire, by condemnation or 
otherwise, such additional land in the city of Florence, S. C., 
as may be necessary for the extension and remodeling of 
the Federal courthouse and post-office building of said city, 
to cause said building to be extended and remodeled, and 
authorizing an appropriation therefor; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Resolution (H. Res. 357) pro- 
viding for the consideration of S. 6046, a bill to authorize 
advances to the reclamation fund, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 500) fur- 
ther restricting for a period of two years immigration into 
the United States; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 


MEMORIALS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented 
and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRIGGS: Memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Texas, urging the payment of the adjusted-service 
compensation certificates at the earliest possible time; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARNER: Memorial adopted by the Legislature of 
the State of Texas, favoring payment of veterans’ adjusted- 
compensation certificates in cash; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Texas: Memorial of the House of 
Representatives of the Legislature of the State of Texas, 
urging legislation for the payment of cash of adjusted-serv- 
ice certificates of World War veterans; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. ê 

Also, memorial of the Senate of the State of Texas, urging 
legislation for the payment in cash of adjusted-service cer- 
tificates of World War veterans; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, memorial of the House of Representatives of the 
Legislature of the State of Texas, requesting that Federal 
legislation be obtained for the construction of a dam across 
the Red River near Denison, Tex.; to the Committee on 
Flood Control. " 

Also, memorial of the State Senate of thé Legislature of 
the State of Texas, urging that a national park be estab- 
lished within the State of Texas; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. CHIPERFIELD: Memorial of the State Legislature 
of the State of Illinois, memorializing the Congress of the 
United States for the immediate payment of adjusted-com- 
pensation certificates at full face value; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUCKBEE: Memorial of the Fifty-seventh General 
Assembly, State of Illinois, memorializing the Congress of 
the United States for the immediate payment of adjusted- 
compensation certificates at full face value; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. EATON of New Jersey: Memorial of the Legislature 
of New Jersey, urging Congress to appropriate sufficient 
funds to carry out the training of the Organized Reserves 
for the fiscal year 1932; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXI, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 17056) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah B. Cordell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BLOOM: A bill (H. R. 17057) for the relief of the 
widow of Morris J. Lovey; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17058) renewing and extending patent 
No. 1175657; to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CULKIN: A bill (H. R. 17059) granting a pension 
to Dorothy King; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 17060) for the relief of 
Ida M. Mathison; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 17061) granting 
a pension to Elizabeth Benedict; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 17062) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martha J. Stephenson; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 17063) to 
authorize the city of Anadarko, Okla., to use for hospital 
purposes certain lands granted to said city as a park; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LUDLOW: A bill (H. R. 17064) granting a pension 
to Estella Unger Elliott; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17065) granting a pension to Martha A. 
Brewer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 17066) grant- 
ing a pension to Delilah E. Bear; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURPIN: A bill (H. R. 17067) for the relief of 
Leo Riley; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WYANT: A bill (H. R. 17068) granting a pension 
to Anna M. Steiner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17069) granting a pension to Patience 
Witherow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

9430. Petition of the American Legion, Department of Ne- 
braska, urging Congress to immediately provide for the re- 
tirement and payment of the adjusted-compensation certifi- 
cates M full; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9431. By Mr. ADKINS: Petition of citizens of Decatur, II., 
requesting the immediate cash payment at full face value of 
adjusted-compensation certificates as created by section 702 
of the World War adjusted compensation act of 1924; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9432. Also, petition of citizens of Urbana, III., in behalf of 
the immediate cash payment at full face value of adjusted- 
compensation certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 


9433. By Mr. BACHMANN: Petition of the St. Joseph’s 
Academy Alumnæ Association, protesting against the pass- 
ing of Senate bill 4582 to amend tariff act (1930) and Penal 
Code to permit importation, distribution, and sale of contra- 
ceptive literature and instruments; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9434. By Mr. BACON: Petition of sundry citizens of Long 
Island, N. Y., favoring passage of House bill 7884 for the 
exemption of dogs from vivisection; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

9435. Also, petition transmitted by Halsey W. Hallock, of 
Mattituck, N. Y., favoring enactment of resolution propos- 
ing constitutional amendment to exclude unnaturalized 
aliens when making apportionment for congressional dis- 
tricts; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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9436. By Mr. BLANTON: Petition of the Woodrow Wilson 
Post, No. 399, American Legion, of South San Antonio, Tex., 
recommending that the adjusted-service certificates should 
be paid in full; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9437. By Mr. BOYLAN: Resolution adopted at a meet- 
ing of the board of directors of the Eighth Avenue Asso- 
ciation (Inc.), New York City, opposing payment of ad- 
justed-service certificates, etc.; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

9438. Also, resolution adopted at the annual convention of 
Federation of Jewish Women’s Organizations, opposing any 
legislation further restricting immigration, etc.; to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

9439. By Mr. BRUNNER: Petition of Richard Heller, 
66-55, Sixtieth Place, Ridgewood, Long Island, N. Y., and 
other residents of the second Queens Borough, New York, 
district, favoring House bill 7884, the dog exemption bill, 
and urging early and favorable enactment by Congress; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

9440. By Mr. BUCKBEE: Petition of Ernest Beach and 
20 other citizens of Rockford, Ol., asking for immediate 
cash payment of adjusted-service certificates at their face 
value; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9441. Also, petition of Burton Hassinger, 527 West State 
Street, Rockford, III., and 37 other citizens of Rockford, 
asking for immediate cash payment at full face value of 
adjusted-compensation certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9442. By Mr. CAMPBELL of Iowa: Petition of 28 members 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Sac City, 
Iowa, urging support of proposed Sparks-Capper stop-alien 
representation amendment to the Constitution, excluding 
unnaturalized aliens from the count of the population for 
apportionment of congressional districts among the States; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9443. Also, petition of Womans’ Club of Sheldon, Iowa, 
urging Congress to enact a law for the Federal supervision 
of motion pictures, establishing higher moral standards be- 
fore production for films that are to be licensed for inter- 
state and international commerce; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9444, By Mr. CHALMERS: Letter from the president of 
Toledo Diocesan Council of the National Council of Catho- 
lic Women, Toledo, Ohio, protesting against the passage of 
Senate bill 4582 to amend the tariff act of 1930 and Penal 
Code to permit the importation, distribution, and sale of 
contraceptive literature and instruments; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

9445. By Mr. CHINDBLOM: Petition of R. T. Navi- 
gato and 37 other citizens of Chicago, III., urging immediate 
cash payment of adjusted-service certificates of World War 
veterans; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9446. By Mr. CHRISTGAU: Petition of citizens of Wa- 
basha, Minn., submitted by Walter Burkhardt, in behalf of 
the immediate cash payment at full face value of the ad- 
justed-compensation certificates; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. t 

9447. Also, resolution adopted by the New Richland 
Creamery Association, of New Richland, Minn., in opposi- 
tion to the ruling of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
regarding the use of palm oil in the manufacture of oleo- 
margarine, and favoring legislation by Congress subjecting 
oleomargarine, colored in any manner whatsoever, to the 
imposition of a tax of 10 cents per pound; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

9448. Also, petition of citizens of Lake City, Minn., sub- 
mitted by Wiliam Harp, favoring the immediate cash pay- 
ment at full face value of the adjusted-compensation cer- 
tificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9449. Also, petition of citizens of Austin, Minn., submit- 
ted by Walter Anderson, favoring the immediate cash pay- 
ment at full face value of the adjusted-compensation cer- 
tificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9450. Also, petition of citizens of Austin, Minn., sub- 
mitted by E. L. Lucas, favoring the immediate cash pay- 
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ment at full face value of the adjusted-compensation cer- 
tificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9451. Also, petition of citizens of Winona, Minn., sub- 
mitted by John Jereczek, favoring the immediate cash pay- 
ment at full face value of the adjusted-compensation cer- 
tificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9452. By Mr. CLARKE of New York: Petition of the mem- 
bers of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Lau- 
rens, N. Y., urging Congress to enact a law for the Federal 
supervision of motion pictures, establishing higher standards 
before production for films that are to be licensed for inter- 
state and international commerce; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9453. Also, petition of the members of the Ladies’ Aid 
Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Bainbridge, 
N. Y., urging Congress to enact a law for the Federal super- 
vision of motion pictures, establishing higher standards be- 
fore production for films that are to be licensed for inter- 
national and interstate commerce; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9454. By Mr. COCHRAN of Pennsylvania: Petition of Abe 
T. Thompson, quartermaster, Post No. 1835, Veterans of 
Foreign Wars, and other residents of Franklin, Pa., and 
vicinity, favoring cash payment of adjusted-compensation 
certificates of World War veterans; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9455. Also, petition of Rev. J. A. Galbraith, D. D., and 
members of the Men’s Conference of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Ridgway, Pa., indorsing the Sparks-Capper 
resolution proposing an amendment to the United States 
Constitution so as to exclude unnaturalized aliens from the 
count to determine the number of persons in each State for 
apportionment of Representatives in Congress; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

9456. Also, petition of J. T. Young and other residents of 
Sharpsville, Pa., and vicinity, favoring cash payment of 
adjusted-compensation certificates for World War veterans; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9457. Also, petition of E. L. Reese and other citizens of 
Reno, Pa., and vicinity, favoring cash payment of adjusted- 
compensation certificates for World War veterans; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9458. By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens 
of Kenosha, Wis., urging the enactment of legislation to 
make immediate payment to veterans of the World War the 
face value of their adjusted-compensation certificates; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9459. By Mr. CORNING: Petition of Statia H. Freel, St. 
Peter’s Alumnæ Nurses’ Association, Albany, N. Y., protest- 
ing against Senate bill 4582, permitting importation, dis- 
tribution, and sale of contraceptive literature and instru- 
ments; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9460. Also, petition of Clara A. Kirsch, grand regent, 
Court Mary Regis, Albany, N. Y., protesting against Senate 
bill 4582, permitting importation, distribution, and sale of 
contraceptive literature and instruments; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

9461. Also, petition of Sara Burgess, St. Monica’s Circle, 
Albany, N. Y., protesting against Senate bill 4582, permit- 
ting importation, distribution, and sale of contraceptive lit- 
erature and instruments; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9462. Also, petition of Elizabeth B. Carey, Newman Club 
Auxiliary, Albany, N. Y., protesting against Senate bill 4582, 
permitting importation, distribution, and sale of contracep- 
tive literature and instruments; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9463. Also, petition of Anna M. Dugan, president Guild 
of the Little Flower, Albany, N. Y., protesting against Senate 
bill 4582, permitting importation, distribution, and sale of 
contraceptive literature and instruments; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

9464. Also, petition of Anna L. Hayfred, grand regent 
president, Catholic Daughters Court San Salvador, No. 146, 
Albany, N. Y., protesting gainst Senate bill 4582, permitting 
importation, distribution, and sale of contraceptive litera- 
ture and instruments; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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9465. Also, petition of Mary B. Carey, president Albany 
Women’s Unit Catholic Parishes, Albany, N. Y., protesting 
against Senate bill 4582, permitting importation, distribu- 
tion, and sale of contraceptive literature and instruments; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9466. Also, petition of Mrs. Robert Coughlin, president 
Children of Mary, Sacred Heart Convent, Albany, N. Y., 
protesting against Senate bill 4582, permitting importation, 
distribution, and sale of contraceptive literature and instru- 
ments; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9467. Also, petition of Mrs. Charles M. L. Mart, Kenwood 
Alumne, Albany, N. Y., protesting against Senate bill 4582, 
permitting importation, distribution, and sale of contracep- 
tive literature and instruments; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9468. Also, petition of Mrs. Elmer Neumann, president 
executive committee of the Catholic Women’s Service 
League, Albany, N. Y., protesting against Senate bill 4582, 
permitting importation, distribution, and sale of contra- 
ceptive literature and instruments; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9469. Also, petition of Margaret M. Ryan, chairman New 
York State legislative committee, Catholic Daughters of 
America, Albany, N. Y., protesting against Senate bill 4582, 
permitting importation, distribution, and sale of contracep- 
tive literature and instruments; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9470. By Mr. CRAIL: Petition of the members of the Los 
Angeles City Hall Post, No. 387, the American Legion, of 
Los Angeles, Calif., favoring the immediate payment of the 
adjusted-compensation certificates at matured face value; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9471. By Mr. CULKIN: Petition of 38 citizens of Theresa, 
N. Y., praying for legislation providing for immediate cash 
payment at full face value of adjusted-compensation cer- 
tificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9472. By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of H. E. Kelly, R. L. Oran, 
John Ingram, Delbert Fisher, Paul Stonebrake, and others, 
petitioning the President and Congress of the United States 
in behalf of immediate cash payment at full face value of 
adjusted-compensation certificates as created by section 702 
of the World War adjusted compensation act of 1914; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9473. By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Petition of Anthony 
Harbolick, of 142 South Broadway, and 38 other residents of 
Yonkers, N. Y., urging the immediate cash payment of the 
World War veterans’ adjusted-service certificates; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9474. Also, petition signed by Harry J. Hart, of 76 Caryl 
Avenue, and 38 other residents of Yonkers, N. Y., urging 
the immediate cash payment of the World War veterans’ 
adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9475. Also, petition signed by Michael Trotta, of 25 Clar- 
endon Avenue, and 38 other residents of Yonkers, N. Y., 
urging the immediate cash payment of the World War vet- 
erans’ adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9476. By Mr. GOODWIN: Petition of L. M. Carlson and 
93 other ex-service men of the World War and citizens of 
Anoka and Hennepin Counties in Minnesota, urging the 
enactment of House bill 3493 providing for payment of the 
adjusted-service compensation certificates at the full face 
value of such certificates, at the instigation of Post No. 1043 
of the Veterans of Foreign Wars, of Anoka, Minn.; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9477. By Mr. GREEN: Petition of World War veterans of 
Olochua County, Fla., and other World War veterans, urg- 
ing payment in cash now of bonus certificates; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

9478. Also, petition of patients of United States Veterans’ 
Hospital No. 63, Lake City, Fla., urging payment in cash now 
of bonus certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9479. By Mr. GREENWOOD: Resolution of Central Labor 
Union, of Bicknell, Ind., indorsing move ef independent oil 
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operators for an embargo on crude oil and its by-products, 
and urging remedies to relieve the unemployment situation; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9480. Also, petition of sundry citizens of the State of In- 
diana, urging the immediate cash payment in full of ad- 
justed-compensation certificates to World War veterans; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9481. By Mr. HADLEY: Petition of Ladies’ Auxiliary of 
Ancient Order of Hibernians, St. Rita’s Court, No. 957, Cath- 
olic Daughters of America, and Altar Society of the Immacu- 
late Conception, Catholic Church, Everett, Wash., protesting 
against Senate bill 4582; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9482. Also, petition of a number of citizens of Anacortes, 
Wash., urging enactment of House Joint Resolution No. 356; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9483. By Mr. HALE: Petition of J. L. Martin and 37 addi- 
tional citizens of Portsmouth, in the first congressional dis- 
trict of New Hampshire, in behalf of immediate cash pay- 
ment at full face value of adjusted-compensation certificates 
as created by section 702 of the World War adjusted com- 
pensation act of 1924; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9484. Also, petition of Joseph G. Gallien and 37 addi- 
tional veterans of Derry, the first congressional district of 
New Hampshire, in behalf of immediate cash payment at full 
face value of adjusted-compensation certificates as created 
by section 702 of the World War adjusted compensation act 
of 1924; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9485. By Mr. HALL of Mississippi: Petition of George D. 
McInnis and other citizens for immediate cash payment at 
full face value of the adjusted-compensation (bonus) cer- 
tificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9486. By Mr. HALL of North Dakota: Petition of 27 resi- 
dents of Dickey, N. Dak., urging support of the Sparks- 
Capper alien amendment, House Joint Resolution 356; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9487. By Mr. HOOPER: Resolution of the Emma Grange 
Nutrition Class of the third district of Michigan, urging 
Congress to enact a new law taxing all yellow oleomargarine 
at least 10 cents a pound; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

9488. Also, resolution of the Triangle Nutrition Class of 
the third district of Michigan, urging Congress to enact a 
new law taxing all yellow oleomargarine at least 10 cents a 
pound; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

9489. Also, resolution of Eaton Rapids Rural Group of 
third district of Michigan, urging Congress to enact a new 
law taxing all yellow oleomargarine at least 10 cents a 
pound; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

9490. Also, petition of various citizens of Charlotte, Mich., 
for immediate cash payment at full face value of adjusted- 
compensation certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9491. By Mr. HOPE: Petition of Lloyd E. Brown and 37 
others of Dodge City, Kans., favoring the payment of ad- 
justed-compensation certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9492. By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of citizens of Detroit, 
Mich., urging the enactment of legislation for Federal super- 
vision of the motion-picture industry and the establishing 
of higher moral standards of pictures; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9493. Also, petition of the Michigan Holstein-Friesian 
Association, adopted February 2, 1931, urging that the rul- 
ing of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue be set aside 
and rescinded in the matter of the use of unbleached palm 
oil when used in substantial quantities in relation to other 
ingredients in the manufacture of oleomargarine otherwise 
free from artificial coloration without subjecting the finished 
product to a tax at the rate of 10 cents per pound, etc.; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

9494. Also, petition of citizens of Lansing, Mich., petition- 
ing for immediate cash payment at full face value of the 
adjusted-compensation certificates as created by section 702 
of the World War adjusted-compensation act of 1924; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9495. By Mr. HULL of Wisconsin: Resolution of the Pine 
Valley local of the Farmers Educational and Cooperative 
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Union, Neillsville, Wis., protesting against the ruling of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue regarding palm oil and 
asking for a higher tax on oleomargarine; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

9496. Also, resolution of the La Valle Chapter of the 
American Society of Equity, La Valle, Wis., protesting against 
the ruling of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue regard- 
ing the use of palm oil in oleomargarine and favoring a 
higher tax on oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

9497. By Mr. IGOE: Petition of citizens of the city of 
Chicago, urging immediate cash payment of the adjusted- 
service certificates to the veterans of the World War; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9498. By Mr. IRWIN: Petition of Rev. and Mrs. A. A. 
Wylie, and other residents of Oakdale, Ill., urging Congress 
to submit an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States to exclude aliens in counting the whole number of 
persons in each State for apportionment of Representatives 
among the several States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9499. By Mr. JOHNSON of Texas: Petition of Stephen A. 
Graves Post, American Legion, Kerens, Tex:, urging support 
of Wright Patman bill for cash payment of adjusted-service 
certificates of World War veterans; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9500. By Mr. KADING: Petition signed by residents of 
Columbia and Green Lake Counties, Wis., urging the enact- 
ment of the so-called Brigham bill providing for a tax upon 
and regulating the manufacture, sale, and exportation of 
oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

9501. Also, petition signed by 19 citizens of Wyocena, Wis., 
urging the enactment of the Sparks-Capper bill providing 
for an amendment to the Constitution excluding the 7,500,- 
000. aliens from the count of the population of the Nation 
for apportionment of congressional districts; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

9502. Also, resolution adopted by the Catholic Woman’s 
Club of Sheboygan, Wis., protesting against the enactment 
of Senate bill 4582 to amend the tariff act of 1930 providing 
for the importation, distribution, and sale of contraceptive 
literature and instruments; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9503. Also, petition signed by 38 citizens of Fox Lake, 
Wis., urging the enactment of the Sparks-Capper bill, pro- 
viding for an amendment to the Consfitution excluding 
7,500,000 aliens from the count of the population of the 
Nation for apportionment of congressional districts; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

9504. By Mr. KURTZ: Petition of citizens of Bedford 
County, Pa., urging support of the Sparks-Capper bill; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9505. Also, petition of citizens of Bedford and Blair Coun- 
ties, Pa., for cash payment of adjusted-compensation certif- 
icates; to Committee on Ways and Means. 

9506. By Mr. LEHLBACH: Petition of the Newark Dio- 
ceses Council, Newark, N. J., protesting the passage of 
Senate bill 4528; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9507. By Mr. LINTHICUM: Petition of Annie D. Starr, 
president Woman’s Christian Temperance Union; Mabel 
Latham; Martha W. Haynes, secretary; Emma B. Hamner; 
Mrs. A. N. Warner; and Ethel L. Stewart, all of Baltimore, 
Md., favoring Sparks-Capper amendment to the United 
States Constitution to cut out the approximately 17,500,000 
unnaturalized aliens and count only citizens when making 
apportionments for congressional districts; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

9508. Also, petition of Union Trust Co. of Maryland, John 
Redwood, jr., and F. F. Symington, of Symington, Wright 
& Galligher, all of Baltimore, Md., registering opposition to 
the cash conversion of the adjusted-compensation certif- 
icates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9509. Also, petition of William A. Harrison, 2827 West 
Mulberry Street, Baltimore, urging cash payment of ad- 
justed-compensation certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 
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9510. By Mr. McCLINTOCK of Ohio: Petition of Charles 
Gampa and 37 citizens of Alliance, Ohio, favoring imme- 
diate cash payment of adjusted-service certificates at the 
full face value; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9511. By Mr. MOORE of Kentucky: Petition of citizens 
of Scottsville, Ky., in behalf of immediate cash payment at 
full face value of adjusted-service certificates, as created 
by section 702 of the World War adjusted compensation 
act of 1924; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9512. By Mr. NELSON of Missouri: Petition of the Coun- 
cil of Catholic Women of St. Peters Parish, Jefferson City, 
Mo., protesting against Gillett bill proposing amendment to 
the tariff act permitting certain literature to be imported 
and distributed throughout the country; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

9513. By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS: Petition of citizens of 
St. Louis, Mo., favoring legislation to make immediate cash 
payment at the full face value of the adjusted-compensation 
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9514. By Mr. PALMER: Petition of veterans of Spring- 
field, Mo., favoring cash payment on adjusted-compensation 
(bonus) certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9515. By Mr. REILLY: Petition signed by veterans of the 
recent World War and residents of the sixth congressional 
district of Wisconsin, urging legislation looking toward the 
immediate cash payment of the adjusted-service certifi- 
cates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9516. By Mr. RICH: Petition of Bland J. Rossman Post, 
No. 1630, Veterans of Foreign Wars, of Lock Haven, Pa., 
favoring cash payment on adjusted-service certificates; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9517. Also, petition of citizens of Tioga County, Pa., 
favoring the Sparks-Capper bill, House Joint Resolution 
356; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9518. By Mr. ROBINSON: Petition of Mrs. William 
Briden, president, and Mrs. John Theimer, secretary, of 
Oak Ridge Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Cedar 
Falls, Iowa, urging passage of the Hudson bill for the 
supervision of movie pictures; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

9519. By Mr. SEIBERLING: Petition of Altar and Ro- 
sary, St. Joseph's Church, and St. Monica Guild, St. Mary's 
Church, of Akron, Ohio, protesting against passage of Sen- 
ate bill 4582; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9520. By Mr. SELVIG: Petition of Minnesota Livestock 
Breeders’ Association, opposing the Burnet ruling permit- 
ting yellow oleomargarine, and supporting the Brigham 
bill, H. R. 15934, to levy a 10-cent tax on colored oleomar- 
garine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

9521. Also, petition of Minnesota Jersey Cattle Club, 
favoring enactment of the Brigham bill taxing all yellow 
oleomargarine 10 cents a pound; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

9522. Also, petition of George Mork, Skime, Minn., urging 
enactment of legislation to pay in full the face value of 
adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9523. Also, petition of St. Paul Painters Union, favoring 
immediate cash settlement of adjusted-service certificates; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9524. Also, petition of American Legion Post of Detroit 
Lakes, Minn., favoring immediate and full payment of the 
United States veterans’ compensation certificates; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9525. By Mr. SINCLAIR: Petition of 38 citizens of Crosby, 
N. Dak., and resolution by the Johnson-Melary Post of the 
American Legion, Hettinger, N. Dak., favoring immediate 
payment in full of all adjusted-service certificates; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9526. Also, petition of E. M. Bothun and 103 other citizens 
of Crosby, N. Dak., favoring immediate payment in full of 
adjusted-compensation certificates to veterans; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

9527. By Mr.SLOAN: Petition of Ezra N. Whittaker and 75 
others of Milford, Nebr., favoring cash payment of adjusted- 
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compensation (bonus) certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9528. By Mr. SMITH of West Virginia: Resolution of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Dunbar, 
W. Va., urging Congress to enact a law for the Federal 
supervision of motion pictures; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

9529. By Mr. SPARKS: Petition of Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Stockton, Kans., for the Federal su- 
pervision of motion pictures as provided in the Grant Hud- 
son motion picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9530. Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Natoma, Kans., for the Federal supervision of 
motion pictures as provided in the Grant Hudson motion 
picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

9531. Also, petition of 23 members of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of Kanorado, Kans., for the Fed- 
eral supervision of motion pictures as provided in the Grant 
Hudson motion picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9532. By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition of citi- 
zens of Clarksburg, Indiana County, Pa., favoring the pro- 
posed amendment to the United States Constitution to ex- 
clude unnaturalized aliens from the count of population for 
congressional apportionment; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9533. Also, petition of citizens of Indiana, Pa., favoring 
the proposed amendment to the United States Constitutioa 
to exclude unnaturalized aliens from the count of popula- 
tion for congressional apportionment; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

9534. Also, petition of citizens of Soldier, Jefferson County, 
Pa., favoring the immediate cash payment of adjusted- 
service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

9535. Also, petition of citizens of Punxsutawney, Pa., 
favoring the immediate cash payment of adjusted-service 
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9536. By Mr. SWANSON: Petition of W. C. McCurdy and 
others of Massena, Iowa, favoring the exclusion of aliens in 
the apportionment of the House of Representatives; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

9537. Also, petition of Ella Boyd and others of Woodbine, 
Iowa, favoring the adoption of a constitutional amendment 
for the exclusion of aliens in the apportionment of the 
House of Representatives; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9538. Also, petition of Mrs. C. W. Huff and others, of 
Woodbine, Iowa, favoring the adoption of an amendment 
to the Constitution for the exclusion of aliens in congres- 
sional apportionment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9539. By Mr. SWICK: Petition of Anthony Rubert and 
38 residents of New Castle, Pa., and vicinity in behalf of 
immediate cash payment at full face value of adjusted-serv- 
ice certificates as created by section 702 of the World War 
adusted-compensation act of 1924; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9540. By Mr. SWING: Petition of Mary A. Burns, against 
the passage of bill to amend section 305 of the tariff act and 
sections 211, 245, and 312 of the penal code; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

9541. By Mr. TEMPLE: Petition of Mr. and Mrs. W. T. 
Pyle, Mr. and Mrs. James G. Lowe, and Emma Ruth, gil of 
Donora, Pa., in support of the Sparks-Capper amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States, which would per- 
mit the omission of unnaturalized aliens and count only 
citizens as a basis for apportionment of Congressmen to the 
various States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9542. By Mr. TURPIN: Petition of members of Men’s 
Bible Class, Methodist Episcopal Church, of Kingston, Pa., 
urging support of House Joint Resolution 356, known as the 
Sparks-Capper stop alien representation amendment; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
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9543. Also, petition of citizens of Luzerne County, Pa., in 
behalf of immediate cash payment at full face value of 
adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9544. By Mr. WATSON: Petition of 38 residents of Mont- 
gomery County, Pa., urging cash payment of soldiers’ ad- 
justed-compensation certificates; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

9545. By Mr. WELCH of California: Petition of Harry J. 
Lewis and 36 other citizens of San Francisco, Calif., urging 
the cash payment of adjusted-compensation certificates at 
full face value as created by section 702 of the World War 
adjusted compensation act of 1924; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9546. Also, petition of A. Matiah and 38 other citizens of 
San Francisco, Calif., urging the cash payment at full face 
value of adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9547. Also, petition of James E. Lewis and 36 other 
citizens of San Francisco, Calif., urging the cash payment 
at full face value of adjusted-service certificates; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9548. Also, petition of Frank A. Powers and 37 other 
citizens of San Francisco, Calif., urging the cash payment 
at full face value of adjusted-service certificates; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9549. Also, petition of Rex E. Gilliam and 37 other citizens 
of San Francisco, Calif., urging the cash payment at full 
face value of adjusted-service certificates; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

9550. By Mr. WOLVERTON of West Virginia: Petition of 
the American Legion Auxiliary of the Roy E. Parrish Post, 
American Legion, Clarksburg, W. Va., urging Congress to 
take favorable action on legislation proposing pensions to 
dependent widows and orphans of veterans of the World 
War, and to service connect all disabled veterans suffering 
from chronic constitutional diseases on January 1, 1925; to 
the Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

9551. Also, petition of Leo S. Lyon and 37 other veterans 
of the World War of Clarksburg, W. Va.; Bellaire, Ohio; 
Mount Claire, W. Va., and Baltimore, Md., urging Congress 
to take favorable action on providing for the immediate cash 
payment of veterans’ adjusted-compensation certificates; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9552. By Mr. WYANT: Petition of citizens of New Alex- 
andria, Westmoreland County, Pa., urging passage of Sparks- 
Capper amendment eliminating approximately 7,500,000 
aliens from count in proposed congressional reapportion- 
ment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9553. Also, petition of M. H. Pancoast, Philadelphia, Pa., 
protesting against cash payment of World War veterans’ 
adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9554. Also, petition of Tradesmens National Bank & Trust 
Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., protesting against cash payment 
of World War veterans’ adjusted-service certificates; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9555. Also, petition of M. S. Morgan, Philadelphia, Pa., 
protesting against cash payment of World War veterans’ 
adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


SENATE 
> FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 13, 1931 
(Legislative day of Monday, January 26, 1931) 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of 
the recess. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Okla- 
homa [Mr. THomas] has the floor. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to enable 
me to make just a brief statement before suggesting the 
absence of a quorum? i 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. If I do not lose the floor. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Okla- 
homa continues to hold the floor. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Then, I yield to the Senator 
from Ohio, 


HISTORY OF CITY OF WASHINGTON, BY H. P. CAEMMERER 


Mr. FESS. Mr. President, about four years ago the sec- 
retary of the Fine Arts Commission, under the suggestion of 
the commission, began the preparation of a history of the 
city of Washington. I have in my possession now the manu- 
script. It comprises 254 pages of typewritten matter. It 
has 250 illustrations. It will make a book that would be sold 
by private institutions for not less than $5. Mr. Caemmerer 
does not ask any credit for it and does not want any revenue 
from it. He is ready to pass it over to the Government for 
publication without any return to him. I have made a care- 
ful examination of it. I think it is one of the most meri- 
torious undertakings of which I have any knowledge. It 
gives a history of Washington up to the time of L'Enfant. 
Then it proceeds from that on to 1900 and from 1900 up to 
the present time under the McMillan Commission. It gives 
rather an accurate history of the development of the Capital 
as the Capital. I think it is a very important piece of work. 
Iam only now wondering what would be the better method 
of procedure in order to get it published by the Govern- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. May the Chair make a 
suggestion? 

Mr. FESS, The Senator from Ohio would be glad to have 
the Chair do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest 
that the manuscript be referred to the Senate Committee on 
Printing to prepare a proper concurrent resolution in what- 
ever form it may deem fitting. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I was about to suggest the 
same thing. I would like to ask the Senator from Ohio a 
question, however. There are illustrations accompanying 
the manuscript? 

Mr. FESS. Yes; 250 of them. 

Mr. SMOOT. Of course, the Committee on Printing will 
take note as to whether we must have legislation to cover 
that matter. 

Mr. FESS. I assume we would have to have legislation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Chair may make a 
further suggestion, it occurs to the Chair that the proper 
method of dealing with the subject now is for the Senator 
from Ohio to present the manuscript and have it referred 
to the Committee on Printing, with a view to having it 
printed. Without objection, that order will be entered. 

Mr. FESS subsequently submitted a concurrent resolution 
(S. Con. Res. 39), which, with the manuscript and the ac- 
companying statement, was referred to the Committee on 
Printing, the concurrent resolution and accompanying state- 
ment being as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concur- 
ring), That there shall be printed with illustrations and bound, 
as may be directed by the Joint Committee on Printing, 4,000 
copies of the manuscript entitled “ Washington, the National Capi- 
tal,” prepared by H. P. Caemmerer, of which —— hundred copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate and —— hundred copies for the 
use of the House of Representatives, and the remaining copies 
shall be available for distribution as the Joint Committee on 
Printing may direct. 

Mr. Fess’s statement (to accompany Senate Concurrent Resolu- 
tion No. 39): 

For several years there has been demand for a book on Wash- 
ington, the National Capital, that would in a comprehensive way 
describe the development of the National Capital from the time of 
its origin to the present and set forth the plans that have been 
adopted for its future development. Washington is the one city of 
the Nation in which all the people are interested and in which, by 
virtue of the Constitution of the United States, each citizen has a 
share. Washington is a city of tremendous interest historically, a 
city that has grown with the Nation. Washington is also a city of 
standards. Here the Government has built great buildings that 
uphold the traditions of good architecture. Here, too, are more 
monuments for a city of its size than in any other city in the 
United States. Many of these monuments and memorials are a 
tribute of a grateful people to their country. Washingto: 
has had a plan from the very , the L’Enfant plan, which 
though long neglected is now, as a result of the enactments of 
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Congress in recent years, being realized. Plans have been author- 
ized for the development of the National Capital that will involve 
an expenditure of $400,000,000 and will give assurance of Washing- 
ton becoming the greatest and most beautiful Capital City in the 
world. 

The task of preparing a book on Washington that would de- 
scribe all this was undertaken by Mr. H. P. Caemmerer, secretary 
of the Commission of Fine Arts, about four years ago, with the 
indorsement of the commission. He has been at work on the 
manuscript copy at intervals during this period and has completed 
the copy to the point where it is about ready to be printed. It is 
a book that would very appropriately be made available during 
the George Washington bicentennial celebration, and the George 
Washington Bicentennial Commission would be very glad to have 
the book published as a public document, ready for distribution 
by 1932. The Commission of Fine Arts heartily recommend the 
publication of the book, as does also Lieut. Col. U. S. Grant, 3d, 
executive and disbursing officer of the National Capital Park and 
Planning Commission and Director of Public Buildings and Public 
Parks of the National Capital. In general, the book contains— 

1. A chapter on the problem to establish a permanent seat of 
government of the United States. Historical. 

2. A comprehensive account of the development of the city 
of Washington from the time George Washington negotiated with 
the original owners to purchase land in the District of Columbia 
for public buildings; Washington in the early days of the Republic; 
developments from 1850 to 1900. Fifty illustrations. 

3. The plan of 1901; projects developed from 1901 to 1925; 
the new public-buildings program, giving information also as 
to other projects that recently have been authorized by Con- 
gress. One hundred illustrations, 

4. A chapter giving a description of 50 or more public build- 
ings and semipublic buildings and other institutions in the 
District of Columbia, in addition to those mentioned in chapter 3. 
Fifty illustrations. 

5. A chapter giving a description of statues, monuments, and 
other memorials in the District of Columbia. Fifty illustrations. 

The matter of publication of the book has been taken up 
by the Government Printing Office, which has given an estimate 
for furnishing 1,000 copies, cloth bound, size 7½ by 11, based ona 
maximum of 254 pages of print and 250 full-sized illustrations, 
including electroplating, for $7,144.74. The added rate for 100 
copies of the book is $122.64 cloth bound and $74.27 paper bound. 
The cloth-bound copy would sell for about $1.50 and the paper- 
bound copy for about 85 cents. By electroplating a maximum 
aaa a copies can be printed, so that reprints can be provided 
when n $ 

The first thousand copies would be available for distribution 
to the Members of Congress. Public libraries throughout the 
country will desire to have a copy of the book; schools and col- 
leges and other educational institutions and also many individuals 
will wish a copy of the book for their private library and buy 
it from the Superintendent of Documents. Mr. Caemmerer is 
not asking for any credit in particular for preparing the book 
and will not receive any revenue from its publication. With few 
exceptions books on Washington to-day are full of errors, written 
by people who have not devoted careful research to their work 
and who do not understand the projects for the development of 
the Capital City of this country, and to make this book available 
to the public in time for the George Washington bicentennial 
celebration next year will be sufficient satisfaction for him. The 
book, when published, will be one that will have the approval 
of the Commission of Fine Arts, Colonel Grant's office, and the 
George Washington Bicentennial ion. We can, therefore, 
be assured that this book on Washington will give to the people 
of the country authentic information on the National Capital, 
and to print the book for 1932 appropriately makes it a matter 
of record in connection with the bicentennial celebration. It is 
a great work, and $10,000 would provide for suitable publication of 
the book. 


CALL OF THE ROLL 
Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will call the 
roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 


Ashurst Dale Hebert Partridge 
Barkley Davis Hefin Patterson 
Bingħam Deneen Howell Phipps 

Black Dill Johnson 

Blaine Fess Jones Pittman 
Blease Fletcher Kean Ransdell 
Borah Frazier Kendrick Reed 

Bratton George Robinson, Ark. 
Brock Gillett La Follette 

Brookhart Glass McGill Sheppard 
Broussard Glenn McKellar Shipstead 
Bulkley ft McNary Shortridge 
Capper Goldsborough Morrison Smith 
Caraway Hale Morrow Smoot 

Carey Harris Moses Steck 
Connally Harrison Norbeck Steiwer 
Copeland Hatfield Norris tephens 
Couzens Hawes Nye n 
Cutting Hayden Thomas, Idaho 


Thomas, Okla. Tydings Walcott Watson 
Townsend Vandenberg Walsh, Mass. Wheeler 
Trammell Wagner Waterman Williamson 


Mr. TOWNSEND. I desire to announce that my colleague 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hastincs] is un- 
avoidably detained from the Senate. I ask that this an- 
nouncement may stand for the day. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Eighty-eight Senators 
having answered to their names, a quorum is present. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a 
joint memorial of the Legislature of the State of Washing- 
ton favoring the making of a Federal appropriation for the 
Mount Adams Highway within the Yakima Indian Reser- 
vation to match the sum expended by the county of Yakima, 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
(See joint memorial printed in full when presented to-day 
by Mr. Joxxs.) 

He also laid before the Senate petitions of sundry citizens 
of the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the prompt ratifi- 
cation of the World Court protocols, which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate 
the following concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Oklahoma, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands and Surveys: 


STATE oF OKLAHOMA, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATS. 
To all to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 

I, R. A. Sneed, secretary of state of the State of Oklahoma, do 
hereby certify that the following and hereto attached is a true 
copy of enrolled House Concurrent Resolution No. 8, by Gray and 
Logan, entitled “A resolution memorializing the Congress of the 
United States to grant to the State of Oklahoma 210,000 acres of 
unappropriated nonmineral land for the benefit of agricultural 
and mechanical colleges of the State of Oklahoma, under the 
provisions of the acts of July 2, 1862, and July 23, 1866, and to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury, upon the Secretary 
of Interior certifying the number of acres available, and if 
there are not sufficient lands in Oklahoma to comply with the 
provisions of said acts, to make an appropriation and pay the 
State of Oklahoma, in lieu of said lands, the sum of $1.25 per 
acre for the number of acres due the State of Oklahoma,” the 
8 ot Which is now on file and a matter of record in this 
office. 

In testimony whereof I hereto set my hand and cause to be 
affixed the great seal of State. 

Done at the city of Oklahoma City this 11th day of February, 
A. D. 1931. 

[SEAL.] R. A. SNEED, 

Secretary of State. 
Una Lee ROBERTS, 
Assistant Secretary of State. 


Enrolled House Concurrent Resolution 8, memorializing the Con- 
gress of the United States to grant to the State of Oklahoma 
210,000 acres of unappropriated nonmineral land for the benefit 
of agricultural and mechanical colleges of the State of Okla- 
homa, under the provisions of the acts of July 2, 1862, and July 
23, 1866, and to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury, upon 
the Secretary of Interior certifying the number of acres avail- 
able, and if there are not sufficient lands in Oklahoma to comply 
with the provisions of said acts, to make an appropriation and 
pay the State of Oklahoma, in lieu of said lands, the sum of 
$1.25 per acre for the number of acres due the State of Okla- 
homa. (By Gray and Logan.) 

Whereas under an act of the Congress of the United States ap- 
proved July 2, 1862 (12 Stat. L. 503), States and Territories of 
the United States which provide colleges for the benefit of agri- 
cultural and mechanical arts were apportioned 30,000 acres non- 
mineral lands of the value of $1.25 per acre for each Senator and 
Representative in Congress from each State and Territory; and 

Whereas the act of July 23, 1866 (14 Stat. L. 28), extended the 
benefits of the act of July 2, 1862, to any Territory which may 
thereafter become a State or be admitted to the Union; and 

Whereas the State of Oklahoma was admitted in the Union as 
a State in 1907 with five Representatives and two Senators; and 

Whereas the State of Oklahoma, by the provisions of Senate 
Joint Resolution 3, enacted by the 1910 legislature within the 
time prescribed by law, accepted the terms of the acts of 1862 
and 1866 and applied to the Secretary of Interior for the number 
of acres of land to which the State was entitled, and said appli- 
cation was by said official denied; and 

Whereas the State of Oklahoma is entitled to all the benefits 
and privileges of the other States of the Union, and the Congress 
of the United States should extend the benefits of said acts to the 
State of Oklahoma: Now, therefore, be it 
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Resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Okla- 
homa (the Senate concurring therein): 

SECTION 1. That the Thirteenth Legislature of the State of Okla- 
homa do, and by this resolution does, petition and request the 
Congress of the United States to enact necessary laws granting 
to the State of Oklahoma 210,000 acres of unappropriated lands 
for the benefit of its agricultural and mechanical colleges, ac- 
cording to the provisions of the acts of July 2, 1862, and July 23, 
1866, and authorize the Secretary of the Treasury, upon the Secre- 
tary of Interior certifying the number of acres available, to allot 
the same to the State of Oklahoma, and if there are not sufficient 
lands in the State of Oklahoma to comply with the provisions of 
said acts to make an appropriation to pay the State of Oklahoma 
in lieu thereof the sum of $1.25 per acre for the number of acres 
due the State of Oklahoma. 

Sec. 2. That the Oklahoma delegation in Congress be, and it is 
hereby, petitioned and requested to introduce a bill in the Con- 
gress of the United States having for its purpose the securing of 
the benefits authorized by said acts of Congress to the State of 
Oklahoma. 

Sec. 3. That copies of this resolution be filed with the clerks 
of the respective Houses of the Congress of the United States and 
with each member of the Oklahoma delegation therein. 

Adopted by the house of representatives this the 30th day of 
January, 1931. 

CARLTON WEAVER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Adopted by the senate this the 6th day of February, 1931. 
ROBERT BURNS, 
President of the Senate. 
Correctly enrolled, 
LUTHER E. GREEN, 


Vice Chairman Committee on Enrolled and Engrossed Bills. 


Mr. JONES presented the following joint memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Washington, which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance: 


Senate Joint Memorial 3 


We, your memorialists, the Senate and the House of Representa- 
tives of the State of Washington in legislative session assembled, 
most respectfully represent and petition your honorable body as 
follows: 

Whereas many of the basic industries and pursuits of the West, 
particularly the State of Washington, are engaged in wheat rais- 
ing, and in the manufacture and production of pulpwood, lumber, 
other forest products, and manganese; and 

Whereas large sums of money have been invested in the farms 
and plants and equipment for the production or manufacture of 
all such products, and large numbers of people are directly de- 
pendent upon the productions and operations of all such activities 
for the livelihood of themselves and their families; and 

Whereas the welfare and prosperity of the West, particularly the 
State of Washington, are directly dependent upon the continuance 
of productions of wheat, pulp and paper, lumber manufacture, log- 
ging, and manganese mining, and upon the continuance of opera- 
tions of allied and dependent activities; and 

Whereas continued and increased importations of all such prod- 
ucts from Russia present distinct menaces to and threaten the 
continued employment of American labor and American produc- 
tion, and the development, growth, progress, and prosperity of the 
West, particularly the State of Washington, as well as its several 
manufacturing and commercial activities; and 

Whereas it is necessary in the promotion of our general welfare 
and to create and continue progress and ty that American 
labor and industry shall not be forced into competition with con- 
vict or forced or indentured labor in the production of products, 
and it is believed that the Congress of the United States is duly 
and fully authorized to enact laws preventing and prohibiting 
such competition, that of necessity tend to force lowering the 
standard of American living and wages, and operate to produce 
idleness to labor and distress and depression to business and com- 
mercial activities, and as it is believed the enactment of such 
laws would be in strict accord with the spirit of the Constitution 
of the United States of America: 

Therefore your memorialists most sincerely and respectfully me- 
morialize your honorable bodies to enact, at the present session 
of Congress, a law or laws that ‘will prevent and prohibit the im- 
portation into the United States of any and all products produced 
or manufactured by convict or forced or indentured labor of any 
kind. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 
Passed by the senate January 30, 1931. 
Passed by the house February 6, 1931. 


Mr. JONES also presented the following joint memorial 
of the Legislature of the State of Washington, which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


Senate Joint Memorial 4 


We, your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the State of Washington in legislative session assembled, most 
respectfully represent and petition as follows: 

Whereas the county of Yakima, State of Washington, expended 
more than $1,200,000 in the construction and the maintenance of 
roads in the Yakima Indian Reservation for the benefit of the 
United States, the State of Washington, Yakima County, and the 
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Indians upon said reservation, without the aid of any moneys from 
the Federal Government: 

Now, therefore, the Legislature of the State of Washington 
respectfully petitions the Congress of the United States to match 
this sum expended by the county of Yakima to be used on the 
Mount Adams Highway within the Yakima Indian Reserve. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 

Passed by the senate February 4, 1931. 

Passed by the house February 9, 1931. 


Mr. JONES also presented letters in the nature of memo- 
rials from members of the Ladies’ Auxiliary to the Ancient 
Order of Hibernians, and the Altar Society of the Immacu- 
late Conception Catholic Church, both of Everett, Wash., 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Gillett 
bill, being the bill (S. 4582) to amend section 305 (a) of the 
tariff act of 1922, as amended, and sections 211, 245, and 
312 of the Criminal Code, as amended, which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE presented the following joint resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance: 


STATE OF WISCONSIN. 

Joint resolution memorializing the Congress of the United States 

to enact legislation reimbursing World War veterans for all 

premiums paid by them on war-risk insurance 

Whereas the men and women who served the United States in 
the Army and Navy and as nurses were required to contribute a 
considerable part of their small wages for the payment of premi- 
ums on the war-risk insurance, which they were required to carry 
for the protection of their dependents and relatives; and 

Whereas while the purpose of this war-risk insurance was 
laudatory, the collection of the premiums thereon from the men 
and women in the service violated the fundamental principle that 
8 must insure their employees against hazards of injury; 
an 


Whereas the injustice in this respect can to a great measure be 
corrected through reimbursing the World War veterans the 
amounts which they paid on premiums for war-risk insurance: 
Therefore be it 

Resolved by the senate (the assembly concurring), That this 
legislature hereby respectfully memorializes the Congress of the 
United States to enact legislation to reimburse all veterans of the 
World War the amounts which they paid as premiums on war- 
risk insurance while in the service of the United States; be it 
further 

Resolved, That properly attested copies of this resolution be 
transmitted to both Houses of Congress and to each Wisconsin 
Member thereof. 

HENRY A. HUBER, 
President of the Senate. 


R. A. COBBAN, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 


Cuas. B. PERRY, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
O. E. SHAFFER, 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE also presented the following joint 
resolution of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, 
which was ordered to lie on the table: 


STATE oF WISCONSIN. 


Joint resolution relating to the coloring of oleomargarine by the 
use of palm oil 

Whereas under a ruling of the United States Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue palm oil may now be used in the manufacture 
of oleomargarine to give it the color of butter without making 
such product subject to the tax on colored o e; and 

Whereas this practically nullifies the protection which the dairy- 
men of this country have enjoyed since 1902 in the law taxing 
colored oleomargarine 10 cents per pound; and 

Whereas the effect of this ruling has been to greatly increase the 
manufacture and sale of oleomargarine and similar butter substi- 
tutes despite the present very low price of butter; and 

Whereas the coloring of oleomargarine to resemble butter con- 
stitutes a fraud upon the consuming public of the country: There- 
fore be it 

Resolved by the senate (the assembly concurring), That the Leg- 
islature of Wisconsin hereby protests against the ruling permitting 
oleomargarine and similar butter substitutes to be colored like 
butter through the use of palm oil without making these products 
subject to the 10-cent tax on colored oleomargarine, and respect- 
fully requests the United States Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
to reverse his ruling in the interests of the great dairy industry 
of this country and fair dealing with consumers; be it further 

Resolved, That in the event that the United States Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue shall not promptly reverse his ruling allowing 
paim oil to be used in the manufacture of oleomargarine and 
similar butter substitutes without making the product subject to 
the tax on colored oleomargarine, the Congress of the United 
States is respectfully requested to enact legislation either pro- 
hibiting the use of palm oil in the manufacture of oleomargarine 
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or making any product manufactured with palm oil subject to the 
tax on colored oleomargarine; be it further 

Resolved, That properly attested copies of this resolution be 
transmitted to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, the presiding officers of both Houses of the 
Congress of the United States, and to each Wisconsin Member 
thereof. 

Henry A. HUBER, 
President of the Senate. 
BAN 


R. A. Co 5 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
Cuas. B. PERRY, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 
C. E. SHAFFER, 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 


Mr. SHEPPARD presented letters in the nature of me- 
morials from Court Our Lady of Victory, No. 234, the Catho- 
lic Daughters of America, of Houston; members of St. 
Patrick’s Cathedral Altar Guild, of El Paso, and of St. 
Austin’s Altar and Rosary Society, of Austin, all in the State 
of Texas, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill 
4582, permitting the importation, distribution, and sale of 
contraceptive literature and instruments, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BULKLEY presented petitions and letters and tele- 
grams in the nature of petitions of Court Columbia, No. 59, 
Foresters of America, of Toledo; sundry citizens of Tiffin; 
General W. V. McMaken Post, No. 1516, Veterans of For- 
eign Wars, of Toledo; Cleveland Post, No. 301, the American 
Legion, of Cleveland; St. George Branch, No. 50, Catholic 
Knights of Ohio, of Toledo; Federal Employees Union No. 
318, of Columbus; Earl Foust Post, No. 73, the American 
Legion, of Fostoria; Veterans of Foreign Wars, of Youngs- 
town; Clarence Golden Post, No. 296, the American Legion, 
of Mount Victory; George E. Dignam Post, No. 526, the 
American Legion, of Fairfield; Monnier-Duplain Post, No. 
548, the American Legion, of Louisville; Cambridge Post, No. 
84, the American Legion, of Cambridge; Clifford Thompson 
Post, No. 43, the American Legion, of Troy; Summit County 
Central Labor Union, of Akron; Liberty Post, No. 46, the 
American Legion, of Bellevue; sundry citizens of Fostoria; 
Frank W. Weaver Post, No. 237, the American Legion, of 
Batavia; Robert E. Bentley Post, No. 50, the American 
Legion, of Cincinnati; local post, the American Legion, of 
Fayette; Local Union No. 219, United Association of Journey- 
men Plumbers and Steam Fitters, of Akron; and Clarence 
Phillippi Post, No. 101, the American Legion, of La Rue; all 
in the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of legislation 
providing for the immediate payment in cash of adjusted- 
service certificates of ex-service men, which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions of Erk Cottrell Post, No. 
140, American Legion of Ohio, of Greenville; Wadsworth 
Post, No. 170, the American Legion, of Wadsworth; George 
H. Morris Post, No. 306, the American Legion, of Paulding; 
Charles Faust Post, No. 281, the American Legion, of Cuya- 
hoga Falls; Franklin County Council, the American Legion, 
of Columbus; Ohio Republican Women’s Club, of Akron; 
City Fire Fighters’ Association, Local No. 267, of Lorain; 
Joseph Wein Post, No. 288, Veterans of Foreign Wars, of 
Akron; General Edwin F. Glenn Post, No. 108, Veterans of 
Foreign Wars, of Chillicothe; McWhirter Post, No. 488, the 
American Legion, of Crestline; Kenmore Lodge, No. 767, 
Knights of Pythias, of Akron; John Seymour Council, No. 
334, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Akron; 
St. Clairsville Post, No. 159, the American Legion, of St. 
Clairsville; Struthers Post, No. 158, the American Legion, of 
Struthers; Akron Post, No. 209, the American Legion, of 
Akron; Jefferson County Council, the American Legion, of 
Mingo Junction; Oscar McVeigh Post, No. 20, the American 
Legion, of Bremen; Clarence Hyde Post, No. 278, the Ameri- 
can Legion, of Warren; the Lion Club, of Mechanicsburg; the 
Young Men’s Democratic Club, of Columbus; Robert Dutro 
Post, No. 486, the American Legion, of Groveport; Park 
Etter Post, No. 452, the American Legion, of Mogadore: 
Board of County Commissioners, of Summit County; Kneil 
Post, No. 255, the American Legion, of Akron; Cuyahoga 
County Council, Veterans of Foreign Wars, of Cleveland; 
Buckley Post, No. 12, Grand Army of the Republic, of Akron; 
Gold Star Mothers Chapter, of Akron; the First Ward, 
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of Akron; Summit Veterans’ Association, of Akron; Mc- 
Ebright Parent-Teachers’ Association, of Akron; Akron 
Camp, Sons of Union Veterans, of Akron; Auxiliary No. 8, 
Sons of Union Veterans, of Akron; Forest Hill Civic Asso- 
ciation, of Akron; Barberton Aerie, No. 562, Fraternal Order 
of Eagles, of Barberton; the Tri-County Florists’ Association, 
of Canton; all in the State of Ohio; and Orville N. Stover 
Post, No. 158, the American Legion, of Union City, Ind., 
praying for the immediate payment in cash of the ad- 
justed-service certificates of ex-service men, which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DILL presented a joint memorial of the Legislature 
of the State of Washington (Senate Joint Memorial No. 3), 
favoring the passage of legislation at the present session of 
Congress to prevent and prohibit the importation of any 
products or manufactures of convict, forced, or indentured 
labor, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
(See joint memorial printed in full when presented to-day 
by Mr. Joxxs.) 

He also presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Washington (Senate Joint Memorial No. 4), 
favoring the making of an appropriation to be used on the 
Mount Adams Highway within the Yakima Indian Reserva- 
tion to match a sum expended by the County of Yakima, 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
(See joint memorial printed in full when presented to-day 
by Mr. Jones.) 

Mr. CAPPER presented a petition of members of Springer 
Post, No. 332, the American Legion, of Waterville, Kans., 
praying for.the immediate payment in cash of the full face 
value of adjusted-service certificates of ex-service men, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rice 
County, Kans., praying for the passage of legislation placing 
an embargo on the importation of crude petroleum, which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of the Farm Bureau, the 
Farmers’ Union, and Grange of Franklin County, Kans., 
praying for the passage of legislation placing a tax on col- 
ored oleomargarine, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Kansas State 
Dairy Association, at Manhattan, and the Woman’s Pro- 
gressive Farm Association, of Osborne, in the State of Kan- 
sas, favoring the passage of legislation imposing a tax on 
8 oleomargarine, which were ordered to lie on the 

e. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented petitions of sundry citi- 
zens of the State of Maryland, praying for the passage of 
legislation for the exemption of dogs from vivisection in the 
District of Columbia, which were referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of several citizens of Balti- 
more, Md., praying for the passage of legislation for the 
immediate payment in cash at full face value of adjusted- 
compensation certificates, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a letter in the nature of a petition from 
Guy Carleton Parlett Post, No. 7, the American Legion, of 
Annapolis, Md., praying for the reinstatement of ex-service 
men laid off at the United States Naval Academy through 
lack of funds and that Congress make such appropriation 
as may be needed to carry on the work, which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions numerously signed by sundry 
citizens of the State of Maryland, praying for the prompt 
ratification of the World Court protocols, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. COPELAND presented letters in the nature of peti- 
tions from sundry citizens of Syracuse, N. Y., praying for 
prompt action on proposed amendments to the World War. 
veterans’ act giving pensions to widows and orphans and 
service-connected chronic constitutional disabilities to Janu- 
ary 1, 1935, and also immediate action on the hospital con- 
struction program to provide hospitalization for all veterans, 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of members of the faculty of 
the University of Rochester, N. Y., praying for the ratifica- 
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tion of the World Court protocols without further delay, 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a letter in the nature of a memorial 
from the Herkimer Unit, National Council of Catholic 
Women, of Herkimer, N. Y., and also a telegram in the 
nature of a memorial from the Cathedral Alumnæ Asso- 
ciation (1,000 members) and St. Zita’s Home Auxiliary (400 
members), both of New York City, N. Y., signed by Mrs. 
Hennessy, president, remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called birth control bill, being the bill (S. 4582) to 
amend section 305 (a) of the tariff act of 1922, as amended, 
and sections 211, 245, and 312 of the Criminal Code, as 
amended, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr, MORROW presented petitions numerously signed by 
sundry citizens of the State of New Jersey, praying for the 
passage of legislation for the exemption of dogs from vivi- 
section in the District of Columbia, which were referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions numerously signed by sundry 
citizens of the State of New Jersey, praying for the prompt 
ratification of the World Court protocols, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Toms 
River, and of Harry J. Eckhart Post, No. 282, Veterans of 
Foreign Wars of the United States, of Union City, in the 
State of New Jersey, praying for the early payment of 
soldiers’ adjusted-compensation certificates, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of the 
State of New Jersey and members of Kinderkamack Post, 
No. 41, the American Legion, of Oradell, in the State of 
New Jersey, remonstrating against the passage of legislation 
for the payment of adjusted-compensation certificates of 
ex-service men, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented petitions numerously signed by sundry 
citizens of Essex County, N. J., praying for the passage of 
the so-called doctors’ bill, being the bill (S. 4582) to 
amend section 305 (a) of the tariff act of 1922, as amended, 
and sections 211, 245, and 312 of the Criminal Code, as 
amended, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. ; 

He also presented papers in the nature of memorials from 
Mount Carmel Branch, No. 257, Ladies’ Catholic Benevolent 
Association, of Englewood; the Mount Carmel Branch of the 
National Council of Catholic Women, of Tenafly; the Ladies’ 
Catholic Benevolent Association, No. 568, of Tenafly; Court 
Madonna Catholic Daughters of America, of Englewood; the 
National Council of Catholic Women, of Newark; St. Joseph's 
Altar and Rosary Society, of Bogota; St. Joseph’s P. T. Asso- 
ciation, of Bogota; and the National Council of Catholic 
Women; of Bogota, all in the State of New Jersey, remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called Gillett bill, being 
the bill (S. 4582) to amend section 305 (a) of the tariff act 
of 1922, as amended, and sections 211, 245, and 312 of the 
Criminal Code, as amended, which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WHEELER presented a telegram and letter in the 
nature of memorials, which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: < 
3 MISSOULA, Monrt., February 13, 1931. 


HEELER, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

Please enter the protest of the following organizations against 
the passage of Senate bill 4582 to amend tariff act 1930 and Penal 
Code. Include protest in your public hearing. 

Mrs. J. F. KERIN, 
Secretary St. Anthony Council, U. C. C. W. 
ANNA COLON, 
Secretary St. Francis Council, U. C. C. W. 
Mrs. P. J. GRATTAN, 
Secretary Daughters of Isabella. 
Corronwoop, Mont., February 8, 1931. 
Senator WHEELER, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sm: We, the Catholic parish of Cottonwood, Mont., com- 

posed of 34 families, having received notice of the proposed bill 
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intended to amend the tariff bill (1930) and the Penal Code in 
order to allow the free importation and distribution of contracep- 
tive literature and instruments, do hereby protest against the pas- 
sage of such a bill. We respectfully submit this protest to your 
attention and beg of you to have it embodied in the CONGRESSIONAL 


THE Sr. JOHN'S CONGREGATION OF COTTONWOOD, MONT., 
By Mrs. PAUL JacoBy, Secretary. 


Mr. WATERMAN presented a telegram and a letter in the 
nature of memorials, which were referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

Denver, COLO., February 12, 1931. 
Hon. CHARLES W. WATERMAN, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

One hundred twenty-four members Branch 320, Ladies’ Catholic 
Benevolent Association, oppose Gillett birth control bill by formal 
resolution in meeting. Consider it great danger to public health 
and morals; also added burden of State if such Federal bill 
passed. Request protest be printed in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

MARGARET CLARK, President. 
Sr. ELIZABETRH’S LADIES’ AUXILIARY, No. 31, 
KNIGHTS OF ST. JOHN, 
DENVER, COLO., February 12, 1931. 
Senator WATERMAN, 


Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Dzar Sm: St. Elizabeth's Auxiliary, No. 31, to the Knights of St. 
John, No. 247, hereby protest Senator GILLETr’s proposed amend- 
ment to the tariff act and Criminal Code. 

Reason; The of this amendment would vitally affect 
the right standards of public morality and tend to destroy the 
long-standing traditions in that respect of our country. 

St. Elizabeth's Auxiliary is a national organization with a mem- 
bership of 85 members in Denver. 

Please have our protest printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


Yours very truly, ` 
Mrs. FRANCES BENICKEN, 
Secretary St. Elizabeth’s Auxiliary, No. 31. 


Mr. WATERMAN also presented a telegram in the nature 
of a petition, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
follows: 5 

Denver, Cor o., February 13, 1931. 
Senator CHARLES WATERMAN, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

Through two years’ active interest in Denver in maternal 
hygiene clinic at Colorado General Hospital we have learned that 
subject of birth control touches every phase of social life. Sound 
economics must include intelligent program for population con- 
trol; without it other efforts for social betterment are greatly 
hampered. Senate bill 4582 will place development of this vitally 
important work in hands of trained, responsible persons. We hope 
you can give it your active support. 

Mrs. IMOGENE DALY FISHER. 
Mrs. T. D. CUNNINGHAM, 
BIRTH CONTROL 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Recorp and referred to the Judiciary 
Committee several protests from organizations in my State 
against the passage of Senate bill 4582. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is 
so ordered. 

The protests were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and are as follows: 

New Yoru, N. T., February 12, 1931. 
Hon. ROBERT F. WAGNER, 
Washington, D. C.: } 

The Catholic Club of the City of New York emphatically disap- 
proves of Senate bill No. 4582, and respectfully requests your ear- 
nest efforts for its overwhelming defeat. 

CARROLL Hares, President. 


GRANVILLE, N. T., February 12, 1931. 
Hon. ROBERT WAGNER, 


Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Protest in name of public health, morality, and safety of rising 
generation against Senate bill 4582, permitting importation, dis- 
tribution, sale of contraceptive literature and instruments. Ear 
nestly urge you take this matter in hand and represent unanimous 
opinion of our organization, Council 343, Knights of Columbus, 
Granville, N. Y., representing 100 members. Further request this 
protest be embodied in report of hearing; also printed in report in 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


COUNCIL 343, KNIGHTS or COLUMBUS. 


GRANVILLE; N. Y., February 12, 1931. 
Hon. ROBERT WAGNER, 


Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 
Protest in name of public health, morality, and safety of rising 
generation against Senate bill 4582, permitting importation, dise 
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tribution, sale of contraceptive literature and instruments. Ear- 
nestly urge you take this matter in hand and represent unanimous 
opinion of our organization, Court Veronica, No. 289, Catholic 
Daughters of America, Granville, N. Y., representing 100 members. 
Further request this protest be embodied in report of hearing; also 
printed in report in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Covurr Veronica, No. 289, CATHOLIC DAUGHTERS OF AMERICA. 


QUEENS VILLAGE, N. Y., February 12, 1931. 
Hon. ROBERT F. WAGNER: 

Acting for 5,000 members of the Ladies’ Catholic Benevplent As- 
sociation residing in New York City, I hereby protest against Sen- 
ate bill No. 4582, and request that said protest be printed in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. aE 

YE. 


COSTELLO, 
Treasurer, 1108-08 217 Place, Queens Village, N. Y. 


HERKIMER, N. T., February 10, 1931. 
Hon. ROBERT F. WAGNER, 


Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear SENATOR: The attention of the Herkimer Unit, National 
Council of Catholic Women, with a membership of 800, has been 
called to a bill introduced last May by Senator GILLETT, of Massa- 
chusetts, which has for its purpose the amendment of the Criminal 
Code and the tariff act so that literature and material for use in 
contraception or artificial birth control could be imported into 
and distributed throughout this country. 

We are further advised of a public hearing proposed to be had 
on the 13th day of February, 1931, before a subcommittee of the 
Judiciary Committee. 

As citizens of the Nation we feel it our duty to express our- 
selves in this vital matter, as being utterly opposed to the afore- 
said amendment, and take this opportunity to formally enter our 
protest to the passage thereof, on the ground that any such legis- 
lation should seriously endanger public health and morals, espe- 
cially of our young people, and would increase the obscenity and 
pornography in the Nation and would tend to destroy the long- 
standing traditions of good living. 

In view of our inability to attend the hearing on February 13, 
we therefore ask, as constituents residing in the thirty-third con- 
gressional district, that you strenuously oppose the passage of the 
aforesaid amendment when the same comes to your House for 
disposition, and request that this protest be printed in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Very truly yours, 
: p: HELEN A. MANGAN, 
National Council of Catholic Women, Herkimer Unit. 


FLOOD CONTROL OF CANADIAN RIVER, N. MEX. 


Mr. BRATTON. I send forward a resolution passed by the 
Legislature of the State of New Mexico memorializing Con- 
gress to include in the plans for an adequate flood-control 
program of the Mississippi River area the construction of a 
reservoir in the Canadian River within the State of New 
Mexico. I ask that it may be printed in the Recorp and 
referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the rule memorials 
from State legislatures are printed in the Recorp. The 
resolution presented by the Senator from New Mexico will 
be so printed and referred as suggested by him. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation and is as follows: 


TENTH LEGISLATURE, 
STATE oF New MEXICO. 


Senate Joint Memorial 3, memorializing the Congress of the United 
States to include in the plan for an adequate flood-control pro- 
gram of the Mississippi River area the construction of a fiood- 
control reservoir on the Canadian River within the State of New 
Mexico. (Introduced by Senators Taylor E. Julien and S. A. 
Jones) 

Whereas the Congress of the United States on May 15, 1928, 
passed a flood control act for the purpose of controlling the dev- 
astating floods in the lower Mississippi River; and 

Whereas we believe that stream control, not only in the lower 
Mississippi Valley but throughout the entire watershed of the 
Mississippi River, is necessarily a part of any adequate plan for the 
solution of the problem; and 

Whereas the control by reservoirs of tributary streams for the 
p of not only holding back flood and waste waters for the 
prevention of floods, but for other beneficial purposes, including 
that of irrigation, is a necessary and proper part of any adequate 
plan for the control of the lower Mississippi River; and 

Whereas the Canadian River, having its rise in the State of New 
Mexico, is a tributary of the Mississippi River, which periodically 
contributes a great volume of water to the lower Mississippi River 
under flood conditions: Now, therefore, 

The Tenth Legislature of the State of New Mexico does hereby 
request the Congress of the United States and the bureaus and 
departments of the Federal Government intrusted with the work- 
ing out of the plans for the control of flood conditions in the 
lower Mississippi to include in the plans for such control the con- 
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struction of a flood-control reservoir on the Canadian River within 
the State of New Mexico as an integral part of such flood- control 
plan; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this joint memorial be forwarded to 
the Hon. Sam Bratron and the Hon. Bronson M. CUTTING, Sena- 
tors of New Mexico, and the Hon. ALBERT G. Simms, Representative 
in Congress from the State of New Mexico. 


LITIGATION AFFECTING INHERITANCE TAX ON ESTATE OF MRS, 
JAMES J. HILL 


Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, in the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
orp of February 10, on page 4438, there appears a letter 
addressed to the President by the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. Schal J. In that letter there is reference to the man- 
ner of treating the litigation involving the inheritance tax 
on the estate of the late Mrs. James J. Hill. The statement 
contained in the letter in reference to that case is such that, 
if unanswered, in my judgment, it might cast a reflection 
upon the handling of the case by the Department of Justice. 

On the 11th instant I addressed a letter to the Hon. 
Charles P. Sisson, Assistant Attorney General, asking if 
there was a record of the case on file in the department; 
and, if so, would he be willing to furnish me with a copy of 
it in order that it might be made a part of the CONGRESSIONAL 
Record. I now have a letter from Mr. Sisson, under date 
of February 12, setting forth in detail the record in that 
case. I ask leave to have my letter as well as the reply of 
Mr. Sisson inserted in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The correspondence referred to is as follows: 


FEBRUARY 11, 1931. 
Hon. CHARLES P. SISSON, 
Assistant Attorney General, Department of Justice, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sm: I note in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of February 10, 
in a letter from Senator SCHALL, of Minnesota, to President Hoover, 
at page 4441, a reference to the estate of Mrs. James J. Hill. 

I am wondering whether there is a full record of this matter 
in your possession, and if you could favor me with it. I would 
also like to know if you would have any objection to its being set 
out in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Yours very truly, 
FELIX HEBERT. 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, February 12, 1931. 
Hon. FELIX HEBERT, 
United States Senate. 

Dear SENATOR: I have your letter of February 11 making inquiry 
concerning the records of the Department of Justice as they may 
relate to litigation involving an inheritance tax upon the estate 
of Mrs. James J. Hill, a former client of Attorney General William 
D. Mitchell, reference to this matter appearing on page 4441 of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of February 10, 1931, being included in 
a letter from Senator ScHALL to the President dated February 10, 
1931. Senator Scratu’s statement alleges that Mr. Mitchell, when 
holding the office of Solicitor General, used such office to prevent 
an appeal to the Supreme Court of this tax case. 

r ANATOA OC A Sane nor hr Ce a enone bax bee DENSE Bho Om 
ollows: 

The case is entitled George P. Flannery, Administrator of the 
Estate of Mary T. Hill, Deceased, v. Levi M. Willcuts, Collector of 
Internal Revenue.” The District Court of Minnesota found in 
favor of the United States, but-on April 23, 1928, the Circuit Court 
of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit reversed this judgment. 

Thereupon the United States attorney for the district of Minne- 
sota, under date of May 9, 1928, recommended to the Attorney 
General that a petition for writ of certiorari be filed in the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. The. matter was assigned to 
the tax division of the department, in charge of Hon. Mabel Walker 
Willebrandt, and, by letter dated May 22, 1928, she advised the 
United States attorney of the receipt of his letter and that the 
matter of applying for certiorari was receiving careful consideration 
by her office. She directed the United States attorney, pending a 
conclusion in the matter, to take the necessary steps to procure 
a stay of the mandate during the time allowed for certiorari and 
also to take such further steps as might be ni to protect 
fully the interests of the Government until a decision as to 
whether or not application for certiorari should be made. 

By letter dated May 21 (addressed to Mrs, Willebrandt) the Gen- 
eral Counsel of the Bureau of Internal Revenue recommended that 
a petition for certiorari be filed. In closing he said: 

“Will you please give the matter your consideration, and when 
you have reached a conclusion instruct the United States attorney 
at St. Paul of the action to be taken by him, and advise this office 
of your conclusions in the premises? 

On June 5 the tax division of the Department of Justice pre- 
pared a memorandum recommending that petition for certiorari 
be not filed. Thereupon the following memorandum by the tax 
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division transmitting the case file was addressed to Attorney 
General Sargent: 

“The Solicitor General suggests that inasmuch as he was of 
counsel and a witness in this case, it be referred to you for con- 
sideration as to whether an application should be made to the 
Supreme Court for a writ of certiorari.” 

The recommendation against applying for certiorarl has the 
following indorsement in Mr. Sargent’s handwriting: 

“Approved. 6-6-28. Jno. G. Sargent, Attorney General.” 

Under date of June 8, 1928, Assistant Attorney General Wille- 
brandt advised the United States attorney for the district of 
Minnesota and the General Counsel of the Bureau of Internal 
Revenue as follows: 

“In re George P. Flannery v. Willcuts (estate of Mary T. Hill). 

“You are advised that the Attorney General has decided not to 
petition the Supreme Court of the United States for a writ of cer- 
tiorari to review the decision of the Circuit Court of Appeals for 
the Eighth Circuit reversing the Judgment of the District Court 
for the District of Minnesota in the above-entitled case.” 

Under date of June 13, 1928, the General Counsel of the Bureau 
of Internal Revenue replied to Assistant Attorney General Wille- 
brandt as follows: : 

“ Receipt is acknowledged with thanks of your letter of June 8, 
1928, advising that the Attorney General has decided not to peti- 
tion for a writ of certiorari in the above-entitled case.” 

Other than to suggest the impropriety of his having anything 
to do with the consideration of the matter of applying for cer- 
tiorari, as above indicated, Solicitor General Mitchell had nothing 
to do with the determination of the question as to whether or not 
the Supreme Court should be asked to review the judgment 
entered by the Circuit Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit. 

Yours very truly, 
CHARLES P. SISSON, 
Assistant Attorney General. 


APPOINTMENT OF FEDERAL JUDGE IN MINNESOTA 


Mr. SCHALL. I ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the Recor a letter written by me to the President, in- 
closing a protest signed by the lieutenant governor and by 
a majority of the members of the State Senate of Minnesota 
in reference to the judgeship for Minnesota; also a letter 
signed by Mr. Henry Spindler, State senator, and a telegram 
inclosed in my letter to the President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. j 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


FEBRUARY 12, 1931. 
The Hon. HERBERT HOOVER, 
The President of the United States, White House. 

My Dear Mr. PRESIDENT: Your recent letter of February 10 was 
undoubtedly written before you received my letter of February 10. 

I agree with you that “it would be a misfortune if Minnesota 
should not have the advantage of the establishment of this court 
during the present session of Congress,” but I also feel that it is 
a greater misfortune that you have not been given a true picture 
of the Minnesota situation, and I hope that you may have it before 
you act in the matter. 

Supplementing my letter of February 10, I am fo: to you 
a protest signed by a majority of the State senators of the Minne- 
sota Senate and signed by the lieutenant governor against the 
unjust attack made upon Mr. Michel by your “right-minded ” 
Attorney General. 

I am also inclosing you a wire just received from District Judge 
Roeser, of St. Cloud, whose name was suggested to me by the 
lawyers’ association of his district after your letter to me pub- 
lished February 6. 

Respectfully yours, 
THomas D. SCHALL. 
Hon. HERBERT HOOVER, 
President of the United States, Washington, D. C.: 

We, the undersigned, members of the Minnesota State Senate, 
desire to register our protest against the recent unjust and un- 
dignified attacks made . by Attorney General William D. Mitchell 
against the appointment for the position of Federal judge in 
Minnesota of a lawyer who has been indorsed by both of our 
United States Senators, by every Member of Congress, by the 
governor of our State, and by the chief justice of our supreme 
court. 

Deep in the hearts of the people of this State and Nation is 
the hope and belief that a lawyer who has been honest and faith- 
ful to his profession should not be barred from appointment to 
such a position because he has not served an apprenticeship in 
the employment of the privileged interests of this country. 

We ‘have felt and still hope that the humblest citizen of our 
land should be free from unjust attacks and that men tem- 
porarily holding high positions of authority ought not to abuse 
such a privilege and fail to give a man a chance to answer such 
charges. 

Mr Michel is a native of Minnesota, a young man who has the 
respect and confidence of the courts of this State, and whose 
honesty, integrity, and ability can not be honestly questioned. 

We feel, Mr. President, that you have been grossly and deliber- 
ately misled in regard to the character and qualifications of the 
man who is so widely supported for this high position, and that 
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if the facts were fairly laid before you or before the Judiciary- 
Committee of the Senate and Mr. Michel could be given what 
every citizen is entitled to—a fair hearing—that the people of 
this State and Nation would no longer feel that employment by 
railroads and the privileged interests of this country are the sole 
and necessary requisites for service on-the Federal bench. 

It is furthermore our opinion that both of our United States 
Senators, every Member of Congress, the governor of our State, 
and the chief justice of our supreme court can not all be wrong 
and the Attorney General of the United States, whose corporate 
connections are well known in Minnesota, is alone right-minded 
and right-thinking. 

Henry Arens, Scott County, Meutenant governor; Frank J. 
Sell, Nobles and Rock Counties; Wm. Roepke, Rice 
County; Edw. D. Smith, Pope and Douglas Counties; R. T. 
Buckler, Polk County; Emil L. Regnier, Lyon and Yel- 
low Medicine Counties; H. E. Sprung, Norman and 
Mahnomen; H. J. Peck, Itasca and Cass; Henry L. 
Morin, St. Louis County; Frank F. Romberg, Brown and 
Redwood Counties; Herman Schmechel, Renville 
County; H. A. Bridgeman, Beltrami, Koochiching, and 
Lake of the Woods; A. O. Starks, Mower and Dodge 
Counties; C. J. Putzier, Meeker County; N. A. Pederson, 
Chippewa and Lac qui Parle; A. O. Devold, Hennepin 
County; Albert A. Lodin, Isanti and Anoka; Geo. H. 
Lommen, St. Louis County; P. W. Morrison, Carver and 
Scott; A. L. Lennon, Hennepin County; Gerald T. Mul- 
lin, Hennepin County; Charles A. Hausler, Ramsey 
County; Walter P. Wolfe, Hennepin County; E. R. Ribe- 
nack, St. Louis County; John Lewer, Waseca and 
Steele; A. H. Miller, Hennepin County; J. B. Pattison, 
Stearns and Benton; B. C. Fisk, Wabasha; F. H. Rol- 
lins, Winona County; George L. Siegel, Ramsey County; 
John E. Fearing, Dakota County; John Jacobs, Stearns 
County; Thos. H. Smullen, Le Sueur County; J. S. Me- 
Cormack, Freeborn County. 


— 


Without knowing the details of the controversy I feel, like every 
fair-minded person, that a full hearing should be allowed on all 
charges made against the fitness of Mr. Michel or any other per- 
son whose fitness is questioned. 

S. W. Chu, Hennepin County. 


STATE OF MINNESOTA, 
SENATE CHAMBER, 
February 10, 1931. 
In re the appointment of additional Federal judge for Minnesota: 


Iam for Judge Arthur E. Giddings, being that I live and prac- 
tice in his district. 

However, I feel Attorney General Mitchell has not been fair to 
Ernest Michel, one of the candidates. He went out of his way to 
publicly attack Michel and has not given him a fair show. 

Michel has a right to seek the office. 

It is quite undignified for the Attorney General of the United 
States to enter into a long-range controversy in the newspapers, 
with Senator Schall over the qualifications and fitness of Michel. 
This performance is unusual, to say the least. 

Opinions may differ as to Michel's qualifications and fitness. 

Michel may represent one extreme in the profession—the per- 
sonal-injury lawyer. But Attorney General Mitchell represeents the 
other extreme, the corporation lawyer—the spokesman and advo- 
cate, the defender of the big interests. Both have their place. 
Mitchell has nothing on Michel. 

Mitchell speaks, standing behind the authority and protection 
of his high official position. Michel is a mere private citizen, and 
does not have a chance to strike back. That is why Mitchell has 
not given Michel a fair show. The action of Mitchell is most 
unusual, and there does not seem to be any occasion for it. 

If Michel did not find favor, with Mitchell, a mere refusal to 
recommend him for the position, would have answered the pur- 
pose, and is all Mitchell ought properly, and fairly, to have said. 
No excuse or occasion for jumping on Michel. 

HENRY SPINDLER, 
State Senator, Wright County, Minn., 
Twenty-seventh District. 


[Telegram] 
Sr. CLOUD, MINN., February 12, 1931. 
Hon. THomas D. SCHALL, 
United States Senator for Minnesota, Senate Chamber: 


Gratefully acknowledging the compliment extended me by 
friends in suggesting my appointment as United States district 
judge. Must earnestly request that you do not propose my name 
for the reason that I have indorsed the appointment of Ernest A. 
Michel, and do now favor his appointment to the exclusion of any 
other aspirant. I can not believe the President will decline to 
recognize the wishes of the entire congressional delegation of the 
State—the governor, lieutenant governor; and, as I am informed, 
a majority of the legislature, a large number of the district 
judges, headed by the chief justice of the supreme court; about 
500 lawyers, and a large majority of the citizens of the State— 
since the ability, character, and moral qualifications of Mr. Ernest 
A. Michel are conceded. 

JOHN A. ROESER. 


1931 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

Mr. NYE, from the Committee on Public Lands and Sur- 
veys, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 12094) to pro- 
vide for conveyance of certain lands in the State of Alabama 
to yocational or other educational uses, or to dispose of the 
lands upon condition that they shall be used for such pur- 
poses, reported it without amendment and submitted a re- 
port (No. 1601) thereon. 

Mr. FESS, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred 
the resolution (S. Res. 416) further continuing Senate Reso- 
lution No. 79, Seventieth Congress, authorizing a general 
survey of Indian conditions (submitted by Mr. FRAZIER), 
reported it without further amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred 
tke following resolutions, reported them severally without 
amendment: 

S. Res. 413. Resolution continuing in force until the end 
of the Seventy-second Congress Senate Resolution 316, 
agreed to February 26, 1929 (submitted by Mr. NYE) ; 

S. Res. 428. Resolution continuing the authorization for 
the employment of two telephone operators (submitted by 
Mr. Watson) ; and 

S. Res. 429. Resolution authorizing the employment of a 
personal messenger by Senator-elect THOMAS P. Gonk (sub- 
mitted by Mr. WATSON). 


REPORTS OF NOMINATIONS 


As in executive session, 

Mr. WAGNER, from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, reported favorably the nomination of Eugene Meyer, 
of New York, as a member of the Federal Reserve Board, to 
which office he was appointed during the last recess of the 
Senate, for the unexpired term of 10 years from August 10, 
1928, vice Edmund Platt, which was placed on the Executive 
Calendar. 

Mr. REED, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 
ported favorably the nomination of Brig. Gen. John Henry 
Sherburne, Reserve, for reappointment in the Officers’ Re- 
serve Corps of the Army under the provisions of law, from 
February 11, 1931, and also the nominations of sundry 
officers in the Regular Army, which were placed on the 
Executive Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unani- 
mous consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 6145) authorizing appropriations for purchase of 
additional water supply for Yakima Indian Reservation, 
Wash.; and 

A bill (S. 6146) to provide for distribution of tribal funds 
of the Puyallup Indians of the State of Washington; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HATFIELD: 

A bill (S. 6147) to authorize the erection of a United 
States Veterans’ Bureau hospital in northern West Virginia: 
to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. GOFF: 

A bill (S. 6148) authorizing A. A. Lilly, his heirs, legal 
representatives, and assigns, to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the Big Sandy River at or near 
where it enters into the Ohio River, and between the cities 
of Kenova, W. Va., and Catlettsburg, Ky.; to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. SHIPSTEAD: 

A bill (S. 6149) to amend sections 2 and 9 of the radio 
act of 1927; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. MOSES: 

A bill (S. 6150) granting an increase of pension to Marinda 
E. Anthoine (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma: 

A bill (S. 6151) repealing certain provisions of the act af 
June 21, 1906, as amended, relating to the sale and incum- 
brance of lands of Kickapoo and affiliated Indians of Okla- 
homa; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


4781 


By Mr. NORBECK: 

A bill (S. 6152) to establish a public recreation and hunt- 
ing ground in Brown County, S. Dak.; to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. REED: 

A bill (S. 6153) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Mahoning River near New Castle, Lawrence 
County, Pa.; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BROCK: 

A bill (S. 6154) to authorize the acquisition of the John 
Ross House, together with certain surrounding lands situate 
in the town of Rossville, Ga., and to preserve same as a 
national monument, and for other purposes (with accom- 
panying papers); to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRISON: 

A bill (S. 6155) authorizing the acceptance by the Admin- 
istrator of Veterans’ Affairs of certain lands in Biloxi, Miss., 
as a site for a branch home of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers; to the Committee on Finance. 


COMPETITIVE CONDITIONS IN THE CEMENT INDUSTRY 


Mr. KEAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the resolution (S. Res. 448) directing the 
Federal Trade Commission to investigate competitive condi- 
tions in the cement industry, which was ordered to lie on the 
table and to be printed, as follows: 


On page 2, line 1, after the word “cement,” insert “ whether of 
foreign or domestic manufacture.” 


UNEMPLOYMENT 


Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in the Recorp a letter from Mr. J. G. Luhr- 
sen, president of the American Train Dispatchers Associa- 
tion, on the subject of unemployment and how it affects the 
association of which he is the head. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


AMERICAN TRAIN DISPATCHERS ASSOCIATION, 
Chicago, Ill., February 7, 1931. 
Hon. ROBERT F, WAGNER, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Sm: I appreciate that you personally have taken an outstanding 
position with respect to the unemployment situation and have 
introduced several bills, all of which are sound and praiseworthy; 
it is for this reason that I am approaching you, giving such infor- 
mation as will further fortify you in the thought that something 
should and must be done, even though dissimilar plans are given 
consideration. 

Perhaps you are already familiar with the class of employees 
represented by the American Train Dispatchers Association, a class 
composed entirely of train dispatchers, termed under regulations 
by the commission as “ subordinate officials.” 

Our association has existed since 1917 and has and is constantly 
cooperating with the other 21 national railroad-labor organiza- 
tions, but by reason of the smallness in our number—there being 
less than 5,000 now employed on all railroads in the United 
States—we are in a very restricted position as to the exercise of 
economic power. 

The railway labor act, while adopted on the basis of a good 
faith” program, has never functioned so far as the smaller and 
weaker organizations are concerned, because that good faith, so 
often promised by railroad managements, has been thrown to the 
winds, and it is only those who have economic power that reap 
any of the benefits and even they, I know, have been many times 
disappointed. 

We have been confronted with every conceivable angle of viola- 
tion of the spirit and intent of the law by railroad managements, 
and the breaking point has been reached by reason of the exces- 
sive reductions and consolidations that have taken place in the 
past year or 18 months. 

Our class appreciates that it must bear its proportionate bur- 
den so far as justified reductions and consolidations bear their 
relation to unemployment, but with our class—and it is the only 
one of its kind in railroad employment—the suffering extends 
extraordinarily in another direction. With our class those remain- 
ing in the service absorb the duties of the man that has been 
cut off, so that he is performing double service. The engineer, 
fireman, conductor, and brakeman carry their responsibilities as 
they attach themselves to the one train operated by them whether 
business is flourishing or dull. 

The train dispatcher, however, who issues orders to the train 
and engine crews, has an assignment of a division and is in com- 
plete control and authority of all of the movements of all of the 
trains on the division or dispatching district. The train dis- 
patcher carries the load when business is heavy just the same 
as when it is light and it is usually only when the breaking point 
of health and absolute impossibility to successfully cope with 
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the situation that any assistance is given to him by adding more 
men. 

Now we come to the crux of the present condition on railroads 
as it affects the train dispatcher. The railroads reduce forces or 
consolidate two or more offices into one, and instead of the dis- 
patcher handling 150 or 175 miles of territory as a single division 
as formerly, he now handles as high as 800 or 900 miles of ter- 
ritory. Practically every reduction of one man imposes upon the 
remaining man the work formerly performed by both, and in 
many instances even the work formerly assigned and performed 
by three men is done by the one remaining in service. 

I receive hundreds of complaints from our men stating the con- 
ditions under which they must serve, some handling as high as 
8, 10, or even 12 train sheets, one on top of the other so that 
the work of all but one division is covered up and is not clearly 
before them; they handle three and four train order books in 
which every train order must be copied as repeated, checked and 
counterchecked for accuracy to obviate error with resultant acci- 
dent. They are compelled, because of reductions, to have a tele- 
phone circuit leading from one direction on one ear and fre- 
quently another circuit on the other ear, and are, in addition, 
listening to the click of three or four telegraph instruments 
through which medium train orders are issued in other direc- 
tions. Some of these dispatchers, in addition to such conditions, 
are compelled to copy and deliver their own train orders to the 
conductor and engineer, which service justly belongs to the 
telegrapher through whom such orders can be properly checked 
to avoid error. Distances of communication have been separated 
by reduction of telegraphers so that it is not unusual to have no 
open offices for a distance of 70 or more miles, forcing the con- 
ductor or engineer to come in at some closed station and ask 
for aid to advance against other trains that have met with un- 
expected contingencies. This operation does not permit of the 
issuance of orders simultaneously, and a check and counter- 
check as to their accuracy is eliminated, thus adding to the 
hazards which even under the greatest care present themselves. 

But we go from one extreme climax to another. Our men who 
have complained and pointed out delays, unsafe practices, in- 
efficiency and uneconomic operation, have been forced to retract 
from their honest convictions by withdrawing such suggestions 
or recommendations as they made and in which they alluded to 
the sacrifice of safety, or others would be put in their places. 

I have reports from many offices wherein the men with 20 or 
more years of experience as train dispatchers bitterly complain of 
the strain imposed—the breaking down of their health is freely 
admitted—and when they seek to set forth their views as to what 
the results will be if and when such excessive reductions or con- 
solidations are made, they jeopardize their positions, and only 
fear of losing their positions keeps them from an open revolt 
against such practices as are now imposed. 

Our association has made an extensive research (employing ex- 
perts with respect to health preservation) by delving into the 
actual conditions which are imposed on our class. They are 
afflicted with nystagmus—a disease practically unknown in this 
country in any other occupation—they find our men afflicted with 
diabetic trouble from constant close confinement, often not being 
able to respond to the calls of nature because of stressing and 
urgent problems immediately before them. Heart trouble is 
tripled in our class in comparison with other classes, as indi- 
cated by statistical researches made by both governmental agen- 
cies and private concerns. Their life is shortened so that thelr 
average age at death is 50 years. 

Humanitarian consideration on the part of management for 
these men is beyond the pale of even the most conservative 
deliberation to devise an improvement. I am not directing or 
confining my remarks to the limited time of the present depres- 
sion, although never before in history has the service exacted 
the lifeblood of these men as it has in recent months. 

When during Federal control the train dispatchers had an op- 
portunity for the first time to throw down the gauntlet and were 
permitted to organize and through their chosen representatives 
seek improved working conditions, there were employed, in round 
figures, 5,800 in the United States. They worked seven days per 
week, eight hours per day, for the grand sum of $150 per month. 
Through the efforts of our association we were successful in the 
establishment of one day's rest in seven,” and although out of 
line with society of enjoying Sundays, our men take their rest 
day according to turn on all of the week days. This improved 
working condition would have been of inestimable value for their 
health and enjoyment had railroads acted in good faith. 

However, the railroads figured otherwise. They immediately set 
about scheming how the work of the additional men required 
could be entirely absorbed by the same force. The result was 
that they immediately increased the assignments, even during the 
most prosperous years of their history, so that at no time since 
then have there ever been 5,800 dispatchers employed. To the 
contrary, they were reduced to approximately 5,200 even before 
this depression took place, so the train dispatchers paid dearly for 
the one day's rest. To-day, according to the latest Interstate 
Commerce Commission reports, we have only 4,800 employed 
dispatchers. 

These men are rarely permitted to eat during their 8-hour 
period, and when you consider that it takes from 30 minutes to 
an hour going to and returning from work, 9 or 10 hours have 
elapsed without nourishment. 

There are many instances where reductions or consolidations 
have been made over the vigorous protest of the dispatchers, they 
pointing out before the consummation of such programs the pos- 
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sible failures of success, etc., but their views go unheeded and ina 
short while another experiment is resorted to. If these changes are 
for the interest of the public, then they should be a public charge 
and these experiments charged to operating expense and paid for 
by the carriers, and not take all of it out on the employees. 

The best remedy I can conceive, and which I am sure is prac- 
tical so far as the important services of the train dispatcher 
maintain, is to grant the Interstate Commerce Commission author- 
ity to investigate these conditions before accidents occur rather 
than restricting them as it now is under the law until after acci- 
dents have happened. The train dispatcher has the lives of 
humanity in his hands in the issuance of train orders for all 
train movements; he knows how much he can perform with safety 
and he knows the conditions which surround the probabilities and 
possibilities of oversight when he has assignments which are simply 
impossible of human effort to properly supervise. 

We have at different times called to the attention of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission instances where conditions imposed 
on dispatchers were such that they were bound to err, but the 
commission is powerless and is limited with respect to investiga- 
tions they are authorized to make. The carriers must report to 
the commission only certain accidents, and then the commission 
is authorized to investigate; but we assume and plead, based on 
experience, that it would be the greater part of wisdom to impose 
upon the commission a duty to investigate such cases as upon 
request are brought to their attention on the grounds of ineffi- 
ciency, umeconomical and unsafe operation, thus holding in 
abeyance consolidations and reductions until approved by the 
commission, or to return to status quo if the commission subse- 
quently so orders. 

A few years ago we had an arbitration award on one of the 
wealthiest railroads operating in this country, The increase for 
each dispatcher was $15 per month. Within 60 days this railroad 
reduced the dispatching force by 29 men, so that 115 had to per- 
form what was previously performed by 144. In one of the offices 
where this reduction took place the overburdened dispatcher 
made an error in his orders and the result was a head-on collision 
with 30 or more passengers injured. The temporary and decep- 
tive saving—or perhaps reprisal—was overshadowed a hundred to 
one by the losses in claims for a le accident. 

I am giving you but a brief skeleton of the abundance of infor- 
mation on hand to indicate how far-reaching the reductions go to 
still further increase unemployment at the present time, much of 
which can no longer be summed up on the proper side of the 
ledger for increased efficiency. 

Deplorable as it may seem, and inconsistent with the promises 
made to the President of the United States, I am not remiss in 
also stating that we have hundreds of instances where men ate 
forced to double up and absorb the work of two men on Sundays 
because it at times happens to be a day of lighter business. Many 
other cases can be cited where the railroads are inclined to indicate 
a desire to not only allow but prefer that a dispatcher work his 
rest day because of his greater experience or aptitude to cope with 
a complex condition, thereby denying work to the dispatcher 
entitled to it and thus increases the number of unemployed. 

There can be no longer a trust in “good faith” when such de- 
plorable conditions are permitted to prevail, and I close by stating 
that I share whole-heartedly the view of one of our greatest states- 
men, Theodore Roosevelt, when he said: 

“Promises are not fundamental; they are merely words utterly 
useless unless translated into deeds. One ounce of promise which 
is accompanied by a similar ounce of effective performance is 
worth more than a ton of promise as to which no effective method 
of performance is provided.” 

I hope and pray for the day when real effective performance may 
be established for that which we so abundantly have placed before 
us—ti, e., good faith "—and which is so utterly disregarded. 

I am requesting Vice President Braese, of New York, to call on 
you, and I hope that I may some time in the future have the 
opportunity of meeting you personally and thank you for the great 
work you are doing. 

Very truly yours, J. G. LUBRSEN, President. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES AND APPROVALS 

Messages in writing from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the Senate by Mr. Latta, one 
of his secretaries, who also announced that the President 
had approved and signed the following acts: 

On February 10, 1931: 

S. 5776. An act to provide for the advance planning and 
regulated construction of public works, for the stabilization 
of industry, and for aiding in the prevention of unemploy- 
ment during periods of business depression. 

On February 12, 1931: 

S. 4211. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the elimination of the Michigan Avenue grade 
crossing in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 3, 1927; 

S. 4307. An act to authorize the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to compromise and settle a certain suit 
at law resulting from the forfeiting of the contract of the 
Commercial Coal Co. with the District of Columbia in 1916; 
and 
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S. 4551. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to estab- 
lish a Code of Law for the District of Columbia,” approved 
March 3, 1901, and the acts amendatory thereof and sup- 
plemental thereto. 

On February 13, 1931: 

S. 615. An act authorizing an appropriation for payment 
to the Uintah, White River, and Uncompahgre Bands of 
Ute Indians in the State of Utah for certain lands, and for 
other purposes; and 

S. 1533. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to adjust payment of charges due on the Blackfeet Indian 
irrigation project, and for other purposes. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


Messages from the President of the United States making 
nominations were referred to the appropriate committees. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Haltigan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
agreed to the concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 38) to 
provide for the printing of additional copies of the report 
of the special committee to investigate communist activities 
in the United States, with amendments, in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16626) 
granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain sol- 
diers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, etc., and 
certain soldiers and saliors of wars other than the Civil 
War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors. 

The message further announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
12571) to provide for the transportation of school children 
in the District of Columbia at a reduced fare, requested a 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and that Mr. ZIHLMAN, Mr. McLeop, 
and Mrs. Norton were appointed managers on the part of 
the House at the conference. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 16297) to amend the act entitled “An 
act to provide for the construction of certain public build- 
ings, and for other purposes,” approved May 25, 1926 (44 
Stat. 630), and acts amendatory thereof. 

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED 

The message further announced that the Speaker had 
affixed his signature to the following enrolled bill and joint 
resolution, and they were signed by the President pro 
tempore: 

H. R. 13518. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and 
certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sail- 
ors of said war; and 

H. J. Res. 462. Joint resolution to further provide for de- 
fraying the expenses of the International Water Commission, 
United States and Mexico. 

SOUTH CAROLINA HISTORICAL PAINTINGS IN NATIONAL CAPITOL 


Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I ask to have printed in the 
Record an editorial from the State, of Columbia, S. C., in 
its issue of yesterday; also a letter I have written to the 
editor of the State, of this date, and a brief preamble and 
resolution, which I submitted in the Senate January 25, 
1928, and which was considered and agreed to by the Sen- 
ate February 1, 1928. 

There being no objection, the matter referred to was or- 
dered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

[From the State, ee wrt morning, February 
BY A GENTLEMAN AMATEUR 


South Carolinians visiting the Capitol in Washington should 
give more attention than most of them do to four South Caro- 
lina historical paintings by a South. Carolina artist, which adorn 
the corridors of the gallery floor in the Senate wing. These are, 
by titles: 

Y. Miss Mott Directing Marion and Lee to Burn Her Mansion to 
Dislodge the British.” 
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“ General Marion Inviting a British Officer to Share His Meal.” 

“Sergeants Jasper and Newton Rescuing American Officers 
From the British.” 

The Battle of Fort Moultrie.” 

These pieces, all by the painter (likewise a dramatist) John 
Blake White, were done around 1815—certainly it was in that 
year The Battle of Fort Moultrie” was completed—and were pre- 
sented to the Government through Senator Tillman in 1899 and 
1901 by Dr. Octavius A. White, of New York. Charles E. Fair- 
man, art curator of the Capitol, deplores the inadequate lighting 
as the pictures are at present emplaced: 

“The background in all instances is that of a wood interior, and 
the paintings are therefore so dark that in the light in which they 
are seen it is difficult to understand properly the really fine tech- 
nical skill exhibited in the execution of these works.” 

“The Battle of Fort Moultrie,” as reproduced in full-page illus- 
tration in Mr. Fairman's really monumental work, Art and Artists 
of the Capitol, published in 1927, is manifestly a spirited though 
highly conventional portrayal of the engagement, done in the 
best manner of its period. 

White, born in Charleston in 1781, and educated in England, 
where he was four years a pupil in art under Benjamin West, was 
never a professional painter, only a “gentleman amateur,” his 
vocation being that of a lawyer at the bar of Charleston. While 
still a young man he was awarded a medal for a historical paint- 
ing by the South Carolina Institute. “The most of his works,” 
Mr. Fairman remarks, “ are owned in his native State.” 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 13, 1931. 
The EDITOR THE STATE, 
Columbia, S. C. : 

Dear Sm: I notice in your issue of Thursday, February 12, 1931, 
an editorial headed “Dy a Gentleman Amateur,” in which is said: 
“Charles E. Fairman,art curator of the Capitol, deplores the 
inadequate lighting as the pictures are at present emplaced.” 

That statement is very unfair to Mr. David Lynn, Architect of 
the Capitol. 

On the 25th of January, 1928, noticing the condition of these 
South Carolina pictures, I introduced a resolution in reference to 
better lighting for them. On February 1, 1928, the resolution was 
agreed to. This was especially in reference to the picture, “ The 
Battle of Fort Moultrie,” mentioned in your editorial. Mr. Lynn 
at once had the picture removed from where it was then hanging 
and placed in a more advantageous position and had lights placed 
above it, which has given it a conspicuous place and a well-lighted 
position. As to the other pictures mentioned, Mr. Lynn has been 
for some time endeavoring to remove them and have them rehung 
and have lights placed over them, and he assured me to-day that 
he is now nearing the point where he can have these replacements 
made. 

So your Mr. Fairman has evidently criticized without going and 
looking at the pictures or knowing what he is talking about and 
has certainly done Mr. Lynn an injustice. 

Pardon me for making a suggestion, but I think that before you 
make criticisms, such as in your editorial, you should have some 
one verify the facts and not write editorials on reports which are 
not founded in fact. 

I have shown these pictures to many, many people of our State, 
and they have been very favorably commented upon. I am sure, 
however, without speaking with any spirit of egotism, that up to 
January 25, 1928, they were in the dark and very much neglected. 

I hope that in justice to Mr. Lynn you will publish this letter. 

Very respectfully, 
Coxe. L. BLEASE. 


Senate Resolution 119 


Whereas there is hanging in the south corridor of the gallery 
floor of the United States Senate in the Capitol at Washington, 
D. C., a painting of the Battle of Fort Moultrie, which was painted 
in 1815 by John Blake White; and 

Whereas from the position that it now occupies on the wall it is 
shown to great disadvantage on account of the reflection of the 
light as it is cast upon it from its place and position, making it 
almost impossible to obtain a clear view of it: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the authorities in charge of the placing and loca- 
tion of paintings around the Capitol and within the Senate gal- 
lery be instructed to remove the said painting of the Battle of 
Fort Moultrie from its present location and to put it in such 
position that it can be clearly seen and will be distinguishable, or 
piaco ee light or lights about it which will give it proper 

umination. 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT ` 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 14675) making appropriations for the Department of 
the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for 
other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree- 
ing to the motion proposed by the Senator from Montana 
(Mr, WHEELER]. The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr, 
Tuomas] has the floor. 
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Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I will withdraw the mo- 
tion because it was made merely for the purpose of consum- 
ing time until the Secretary of Agriculture would send in 
his reply to the resolution of the Senate. The Senate hav- 
ing received the reply, I have no desire to hold the motion 
before the Senate any longer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair admires the 
frankness of the Senator from Montana, and the question 
now recurs on agreeing to the conference report. 


PROPOSED EVENING SESSION 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I here want to give notice 
now to Senators that I shall ask the Senate to continue its 
session right along to-night. I will not ask for a recess at 
5 o'clock, but will ask the Senate to run on during the 
evening. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, just a moment. Was 
unanimous consent asked by the Senator from Utah? I did 
not catch what he said. 

Mr. SMOOT. I merely gave notice that I would ask the 
Senate to continue in session to-night. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, just let me say in that 
regard that I am perfectly willing to sit here any night, 
under any circumstances, for the consideration of any bill, 
but I do not, by any means, approve the idea of sitting here 
until half past 5 or 6 o’clock and then adjourning, neglecting 
to hold night sessions on account of dinner engagements for 
some gentlemen, and then holding night sessions when 
others may have dinner engagements. 

Mr. SMOOT. I wanted to give notice at this time, so that 
any Senator who has a dinner engagement may cancel that 
engagement, because I shall ask the Senate to remain in 
session. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That only applies to some. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, in answer to 
the distinguished Senator from Utah, I serve notice that 
when he vacates his seat I shall call the fact to the attention 
of the Senate. 
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The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 


two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill | ¢ 


(H. R. 14675) making appropriations for the Department 
of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, as I said on 
yesterday, I do not desire to occupy a single minute of the 
time of the Senate that I do not feel is absolutely necessary. 
As to a number of the objections I have to this report on 
issues affecting matters of policy, I am not prepared to use 
one minute’s time in insisting that my viewpoint should 
prevail; but, Mr. President, there is one issue in this report 
that does not turn on a matter of policy; it involves a 
question of justice; and upon that issue there is no place to 
compromise. 

For something like 60 days some of us have been trying 
to provide relief for some of the poor people of this country. 
The issue I now raise is raised in an effort to prevent 
some of the poor people of the country from being robbed 
by the Congress of the United States. The item to which I 
object is an item of only $51,000; but, Mr. President, it is 
not the money to which I object so much as the source 
whence the money comes. 

Three tribes of Indians in my State have the remnants 
of a trust fund; the trust fund now amounts to less than 
$300,000; there are 4,000 Indians in these three tribes; and 
in this bill it is proposed to take $51,000 of the remnants 
of that fund, without their consent and over their protest, to 
support an agency supervising other tribes of Indians than 
the tribes thus being taxed to maintain the agency. 

Mr. President, at a later hour I propose to make a point 
of order to item 64 in this conference committee report. In 
order that the point of order may be pending for the con- 
sideration of the Senate and the Presiding Officer, I now 
-ask that my notes relative to the point of order may be read 
at the desk. ' 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will Tread, as 
requested. ; 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


I make a point of order against the item in the conference 
committee report covered by No. 64, as found on page 66, in lines 
11 and 12, as follows: 

“ Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache, $51,000.” 

The House of Representatives included this item as stated in 
H. R. 14675, and, upon consideration by the Senate, the item was 
eliminated from the bill, The conference committee has rein- 
stated the item in its original form and I make a point of order 
against the action of the conference committee in reinstating the 
item, and, in support of said point of order, submit the following: 

First, it is proposed in this item to take the sum of $51,000 
from the tribal trust funds of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache 
Indians and use said funds for the support and maintenance of 
the Kiowa Indian agency located at Anadarko, Okla., such agency 
having supervision over numerous tribes of Indians other than the 
members of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Tribes. 

In support of this statement, I submit at this point a communi- 
cation from the Indian Bureau of date February 12, and send said 
communication to the desk to be read. 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. At this point I offer the 
communication and ask that it may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will read, as 
requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Hon. ELMER THOMAS, 
United States Senate. 

My Dear Senator: In compliance with your telegraphic request 
of this morning there is inclosed a statement giving information 
as to the Indian population on the Kiowa Reservation, Okla., and 
the amount of funds to the credit of the several tribes. 

We regret that we do not have accurate figures in the office as 
to the number of Indians on the reservation who are under our 
administration (restricted Indians) apart from the total number. 

If further information is desired we will endeavor to furnish 
same upon request. 

Sincerely yours, 


FEBRUARY 12, 1931. 


J. HENRY ScaTTERGOOD, 
Assistant Commissioner, 


Population and junds to credit of Indians under the Kiowa juris: 
diction, Oklahoma 


Name of tribe 


1 Number under restriction: Data not available. Census rolls show 4,261 full bloods; 
1,184 mixed bloods. Approximately 450 fee patents issued for or heirship 
allotments. Total allotments on reservation, 3,500; allotted area 496,336 acres, 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I ask that the 
remainder of the point of order may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Clerk will read, as 
requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


In further support of such point of order I introduce a copy of 
the law authorizing the creation of this particular trust fund. I 
ask that the law be read. 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. At this point I submit a copy 
of the law and ask that it may be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will read, as 
requested. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
[Public Resolution No. 36, Sixty-ninth Congress! 

Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to estab- 
lish a trust fund for the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Indians 
in Oklahoma and making provisions for the same 
Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized 

and directed to set aside and administer as a trust fund for the 

benefit of the enrolled members of the Kiowa, Comanche, and 

Apache Tribes of Indians and their unallotted children in Okla- 

homa that part of any moneys received or to be received under 

the act approved March 4, 1923 (42 Stat. L. 1448), and any act 
thereby adopted or made applicable, derived from the south half 
of Red River in Oklahoma which inures to the Federal Govern- 
ment by virtue of the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 

States in the suit of the State of Oklahoma against the State of 

Texas, which decision was rendered May 1, 1922, being the entire 

amount received from this source, except such part as may have 

been awarded to successful claimants under said act approved 

March 4, 1923 (42 Stat. L. 1448), and except 3744 per cent of the 
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royalties derived from such source, which shall be paid to the State 
of Oklahoma in lieu of all State and local taxes upon said tribal 
funds and shall be expended by the State in the same manner as 
if received under section 35 of the act approved February 25, 1920 
(41 Stat. L. 437). 

Sec. 2. The Secretary of the Interior is authorized to administer 
and disburse the moneys which are hereby appropriated, subject to 
the requirements of existing law, and to prescribe needful rules 
and regulations for carrying into effect the provisions of this act. 

Approved, June 12, 1926. 

The communication from the Bureau of Indian Affairs shows 
beyond question that the Kiowa Agency supervises not only the 
Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Tribes of Indians but, in addition 
thereto, the Fort Sill Apaches, the Caddos, the Wichitas and 
affliated bands, which include the Keches, Talswoudes, and other 
tribes of Indians. 

The report further shows that approximately one-third of the 
Indians supervised under the jurisdiction of the agency belong 
to tribes other than the Kiowas, Comanches, and Apaches. 

The amount of money proposed to be taken from the trust 
fund is $51,000. If Indians other than members of the three 
tribes owning such trust funds are to have the benefits of same, 
then it is a reasonable deduction to say that some $12,000 of the 
private trust funds of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Indians 
are proposed by this item to be taken from them and used for 
the benefit of the Fort Sill Apaches, the Caddoes, the Wichitas, 
and affiliated bands, which action, I assert, is not only unauthor- 
ized by law but contrary to the provisions of the law creating 
such trust fund. 

I maintain that the appropriation herein proposed to be made is 
not authorized by law. Congress can, however, appropriate Fed- 
eral funds to support an Indian agency. 

In the absence of restrictions the Congress can appropriate the 
trust funds of any tribe to support an Indian agency serving such 
tribe; however, under the law creating this trust fund there is 
no authority for the Congress to appropriate any portion of these 
funds to support the members of another tribe, as in this case is 
proposed to be done. 

I maintain that this proposed appropriation is not only not 
authorized by law but is positively forbidden by the expressed 
terms of the statute creating the fund. The statute provides: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed 
to set aside and administer as a trust fund for the benefit of the 
enrolled members of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Tribes of 
Indians, and their unallotted children in Oklahoma.” 

This is a restricted Indian trust fund. This fund was created as 
a sacred covenant with the Government. 

Webster defines a trust as “assured reliance on the integrity, 
veracity, justice, friendship, or other sound principle of another.” 

I maintain that this fund, being a sacred and restricted trust, 
can be appropriated only for the purposes mentioned in the act, 
and that is for “ the benefit of the enrolled members of the Kiowa, 
Comanche, and Apache Tribes of Indians and their unallotted 
children in Oklahoma.” 

Upon this interpretation I make the point of order that the 
proposed appropriation is not only not authorized by law but is 
contrary to and in violation of the act creating the trust. 


i PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is ready to 
e. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I desire to 
say one or two words of explanation before submitting this 
matter to the Chair. 

I ask the distinguished chairman of the subcommittee if 
he is not willing to have this conference report go back to 
conference for the correction of this one item, that item 
being the striking from the record of $51,000 to be taken 
from the trust fund and placing the said $51,000 against 
the Federal Treasury. 

I directed that question, Mr. President, to the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the subcommittee sponsoring this 
report. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator repeat the 
question? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I ask the distinguished 
chairman of the subcommittee if he will not consent to 
have this report go back to conference with the distinct 
understanding that this one item alone, so far as I am con- 
cerned, is to be considered, and that is that this $51,000 
not be taken from the tribal fund of these Indians but that 
said sum be placed as a charge against the Federal 
Treasury. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, this action has been taken 
for years and years. It is true that the Senate struck out 
that provision, as the Senator said, and the $51,000 was 
to be taken out of the Treasury of the United States instead 
of the trust fund. This is not the only item in this bill 
that provides the same thing. As long as the Indians have 
a trust fund it has been the policy of the Government in 
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dealing with the Indians that certain expenses should be 
taken out of that trust fund. 

Mr. President, I could not do any more, and the con- 
ferees could not do any more than they have already done. 
It is a question now of defeating the conference report or 
agreeing to_this amendment. The conference report is: 
before the Senate, and the only way it could be taken back 
is for the Senate to disagree to it. That, of course, I can 
not consent to, and I do not know what action the House 
would take if we did. I want the legislation passed. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, the House 
of Representatives has not passed upon this conference 
report. So far as time is concerned, it will take only a 
few minutes, perhaps, to get the committee back together 
and adjust this particular item. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the conferees on the part of 
the Senate did not yield upon this item until, I think, the 
last thing. The House would not yield; and it is carrying 
out just exactly the policy that has been carried out for 
years and years. It would be perfectly useless to send back 
the conference report, because the House would not yield. 
I am quite sure that that statement is well within the facts. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Oklahoma yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I do. 

Mr. FRAZIER. I think the Senator from Utah is correct 
in the statement that the conferees have carried out the 
policy they have adopted for years. In the case of this par- 
ticular conference report the Senate recedes on 119 amend- 
ments, the House recedes on 16, and the conferees compro- 
mised on 10. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I will come to that later. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, most of the amendments 
upon which the Senate receded were those relating to sal- 
aries. In every section of the bill the great majority of the 
items receded upon were the salary items. I can tell the 
Senator just how many there are, so far as that is con- 
cerned; but I will say to the Senator that outside of the 
salary amendments the Senate did not recede on nearly as 
many as it has receded on in the past. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma, Mr. President, it is a fact 
that the Congress has been taking these Indians’ money for 
years contrary to law and contrary to public policy. 

Mr. SMOOT. No; not contrary to law. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Absolutely contrary to law; 
and I will read the law. This trust fund was created for this 
purpose, and this purpose alone—and I read: 

For the benefit of the enrolled members of the Kiowa, Comanche, 
and Apache Tribes of Indians and their unallotted children in 
Oklahoma, and for no other purpose. 

Mr. SMOOT. This is for the benefit of the Kiowa, Co- 
manche, and Apache Indians. It is a question as to a 
policy that has been adopted in the past. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, the Congress 
for years past has been by force taking this money, contrary 
to law, and using it to support an Indian agency supervising 
the Fort Sill Apaches, supervising the Caddos, supervising 
the Wichitas, supervising the Talawandas, supervising the 
Keechis, and other tribes of Indians, contrary to law. This 
is a restricted trust fund for a particular purpose; and yet 
we are told here year after year that it is all right to take 
this money from these defenseless people and use it for a 
purpose contrary to law. 

This is not simply a usual law. This is a trust fund, the 
most sacred obligation that can be conceived of; not a trust 
fund between white people but a trust fund between the 
Government of the United States as a guardian and simple, 
defenseless people—Indians. 

Mr. President, at a later hour I shall call for a ruling upon 
my point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opin- 
ion that the conferees in this instance did not exceed their 
authority. The Chair is of the opinion, further, that this 
is not the forum in which to test the legality of the statute 
cited by the Senator from Oklahoma. The Chair is of the 
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opinion that the Senator has a further remedy under the 
rules of the Senate; and the Chair holds that the point of 
order is not well taken. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I did not ask 

for the ruling, but I accept it. 
I now have two procedures open to me. I can first appeal 
from the decision of the Chair and get the voice of the 
Senate upon the ruling. Second, I can make a motion that 
this report be rereferred to the conference committee with 
instructions to eliminate this item. But, Mr. President, be- 
fore I decide I choose to make some remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree- 
ing to the conference report. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Okla- 
homa has the floor. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. We now have before us, and 
have had for some time, the conference committee report on 
the Interior Department appropriation bill. This bill was 
initiated in the House of Representatives. It was passed by 
that body, and in due time came to the Senate. In the 
Senate there were added 145 amendments. The bill was 
passed with those amendments and sent back to the House 
of Representatives. There, the honorable House of Repre- 
sentatives refused to accept the amendments, and requested 
a conference upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 
The conference was granted. The conference committee 
prepared a report, and that report was submitted to this 
body first. It is here now for our consideration. 

Mr. President, of the 145 Senate amendments the con- 
ferees accepted 16 and rejected 129. The Senate added an 
amendment providing for food, clothes, and medicine for 
the unemployed and for those in distress. The bill now 
comes back to this body with this item diverted to loans 
to corporations and to those having collateral. Now we 
are called upon to forget about the unemployed and the needy 
and think only about the corporations, the stock owners, 
and the holders of securities. 

Mr. President, I am receiving numerous telegrams and 
letters from citizens of my State complaining that they 
are now unable to get the funds heretofore appropriated 
by the Congress for those in distress. They tell me through 
correspondence that the red tape—bundles of it, bales of 
it—is so onerous and so numerous that it can scarcely be 
unwound. The funds are available in theory. They are 
scarcely available in practice. 

Mr. President, the Senate presumes to be a coordinate 
branch of the lawmaking power of this Government. As a 
Member of this body, I submit the inquiry: Are we a mem- 
ber, a coequal member, of the lawmaking body of this 
Government? We go through here the form of legislation. 
We have our committees appointed. Occasionally those 
committees meet; committees propose legislation; commit- 
tees consider legislation. Then in this body we presume to 
act upon amendments, presume to pass bills, and send them 
to the other House of the Congress. Then if the bill be a 
House bill it goes to conference; and what happens? The 
conference committee brings back a report showing that 
the Senate has yielded in some instances on every amend- 
ment, in others on 99 per cent of the amendments, in others 
on 75 per cent of the amendments, and in practically every 
case the Senate yields on a vast majority of the amendments. 

Mr. President, is the Senate never right? If that record 
is a justified one, what is the occasion for the Senate to 
meet? What is the occasion for the committees to delib- 
erate? What is the occasion for the Senate to adopt amend- 
ments only to have them yielded in conference? 

Mr. President, if this practice is to continue I respectfully 
suggest that our clerks provide themselves with a liberal 
quota of rubber stamps, and when a bill comes from the 
other branch of Congress let one clerk stamp the hour of its 
receipt, let another clerk stamp the letters O. K.“ on the 
bill, and quickly dispatch it on its way back to the other 
branch of Congress. 

What is the trouble, Mr. President? I wonder why our 
conference committees see fit to surrender upon practically 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


FEBRUARY 13 


every question. I have been told two stories about this par- 
ticular bill. I have been advised in one instance that the 
committee, when it left this body and marched proudly 
across to the other end of the Capitol, was bearing aloft the 
1 flag of surrender from the moment it left this historic 

On the other hand, I am advised that in the conference 
committee the distinguished Senator from Utah made emo- 
tional speeches for hours and for days supporting the con- 
tention of the Senate, and after he had spoken and used 
every argument at his command, had used every threat of 
which he is cognizant, when he became exhausted, he 
yielded and let the conferees on the part of the House have 
their way. 

Mr. President, I do not know which of these two reports 
to believe, and in order that the Senate may be advised, I 
now respectfully request the distinguished Senator from 
Utah to give us a sample of the arguments he used before 
the conference committee in behalf of a single Senate 
amendment accepted in this report. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to say that I would 
not like to take up the time of the Senator, and therefore I 
decline to state what took place in the conference committee. 
It would not be fair to the Senator to take any part of his 
time. Not only that, but there is a rule against just such a 
thing as that requested by the Senator. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, if I have to 
violate rules in order to secure simple justice for a simple 
people, I gladly violate them. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Oklahoma yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield if it does not take me 
from the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will protect 
the rights of the Senator from Oklahoma. . 

Mr. COPELAND. I am going to ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Calendar 
1500, House bill 14049, which is the matter relating to the 
pavements in the District of Columbia. There was opposi- 
tion on the part of several Senators, recently by the senior 
Senator from California [Mr. Jounson], who is now satisfied. 
If there is the slightest debate or delay, I shall withdraw the 
request at once. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I shall have to object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. COPELAND. May I ask the Senator from Utah—— 

Mr. SMOOT. After the conference report is out of the 
way, I will assist the Senator in bringing his legislation be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. COPELAND. The District people are very anxious to 
make these assessments. 

Mr. SMOOT. We are very anxious to get this conference 
report through. 

Mr. COPELAND. It would take but a moment. 

Mr. SMOOT. I must object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. COPELAND. I thank the Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, what is the 
matter with the Senate? What is the matter without the 
country? 

At this point I send to the desk and ask that same be read 
an Associated Press dispatch of date February 11, giving a 
statement of a high official of the Government as to the 
conditions in the drought-stricken area. The statement is 
very short, and I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
clerk will read, as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


SURGEON GENERAL SAYS SITUATION WILL BE WORSE 


Mempuis, February 11 (A. P.) —Surgeon General H. R. 
of the United States Public Health Service, went into one of Ar- 
kansas’s drought-stricken counties to-day and said he found rea- 
son to believe conditions would become worse instead of improv- 
ing in the near future. 

Returning here to-night before leaving for Washington, he said 
his trip to St. Francis County impressed him with the magnitude 
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of the relief problem. 
in that county,” he said. 
will become worse.” 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, following 
that statement I call the attention of the Senate to another 
Associated Press dispatch presuming to quote in part from a 
radio address of Col. Arthur Woods. I send this Associated 
Press dispatch to the desk and ask that the same be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
clerk will read, as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

ECONOMIC CONDITIONS CALLED “ STUPID” BY WOODS 

American economic conditions were described as a “grave but 
also a stupid situation” last night by Col. Arthur Woods, chair- 
man of the President’s emergency committee for employment. 

Speaking over a national broadcasting company network he 
said: 

“On one hand we have millions of idle workers, many of them 
now desperately in need of the very commodities they might pro- 
duce if they had work. 

“On the other hand, we have idle plants the owners of which 
are eager to put these idle workers to work, and are steadily losing 
money because of their inability to do so. 

“While these two groups stay separated employers, employees, 
and consumers alike are the victims of depression. No one profits 
by the situation. Everyone loses. And no one seems to know how 
to bring the two groups together.” 

to change from its 
sea—acts 


“They are feeding 23,000 people over there 
From what they told me, conditions 


Colonel Woods said the country is beginning 
old belief that business depressions are like storms at 
God.” 


ot We are beginning to understand they are not of this nature 
at all and should be attacked as being preventable and an intol- 
erable curse on our social and economic system,” he said. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, that is the 
most severe indictment that has been made against the 
present situation. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Oklahoma yield to the Senator from 
Utah? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. I want to call the Senator’s attention to 
the fact that in the Interior Department appropriation bill 
there are appropriated $34,000,000, to be immediately avail- 
able, for the building of roads through the forests and 
through the Western States. The Government is anxious 
and willing to begin that work to put the unemployed to 
work. Not only that, but there are other millions and mil- 
lions of dollars for relief in the bill. That is one reason 
why I want to get the legislation through. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, in reply to 
the suggestion made by the distinguished Senator from 
Utah, I would say that I am just as anxious as he to get this 
legislation through; but in getting it through I do not desire 
to do substantial injustice to any of the citizens of the 
United States, and if this bill goes through in its present 
form it will do substantial injustice to 4,000 citizens of our 
country. 

Mr. President, I was about to ask this question: What 
recommendation has been made to correct the things to 
which Colonel Woods refers? What effort has been made 
by the Congress to correct these economic wrongs? What 
suggestion even has been made? 

The senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN] has à bill 
pending to regulate the stock exchange. The junior Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. Sretwer] yesterday proposed, in an ad- 
dress, an embargo against the Russian Government. Save 
one or two items like those, which have no chance of con- 
sideration, perhaps, at this session of Congress, what recom- 
mendation is pending, what bill is pending, save a few 
meager appropriations to give a few of our people tempo- 
rary employment? 

Something is wrong. What are the conditions existing 
to-day? Even those have not been surveyed, so far as I 
know, by the Congress of the United States. 

Some few of our people to-day are rolling in unparalleled 
luxury. Some few, I said; but the rule, I will say, is that the 
penne of the United States to-day are in distress, and in 
want. 

In support of my statement that some of the people of 
the country are doing fairly well, I want to call the atten- 
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tion of the Senate to the condition of two banks in New 
York City. 

On January 6, 1930, the National City Bank, of New York 
City, had total assets of $2,206,241,170. On the same date 
the Chase National Bank, of New York City, had total assets 
in the sum of $2,648,958,000. Two banks in one city had 
combined assets in the sum of $4,855,199,170, and on that 
date the money in circulation in the United States 
amounted to $4,492,603,809. In other words, these two banks 
alone had assets in the sum of $362,000,000 more than the 
entire amount of money in circulation 8 the entire 
United States. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. Of course, the Senator knows that the 
greater part of the assets of those two banks is composed of 
deposits; that they do not belong to the bank; that they 
belong to the people of the United States. It is true that 
they have an immense amount of money, as the Senator 
has said, on deposit, but if demands were made upon them 
for the deposits by the owners of the money the banks could 
not pay them. The Senator knows that is not the bank’s 
money. It is the people’s money. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I have sub- 
mitted that information in support of my statement that 
while hard times prevail in some sections, that in some 
States to-day a majority of the people are in want and in 
need, that some cities can not take care properly of their 
unemployed, that the great mass of the people are not pros- 
perous to-day, that these are the worst days in history, yet 
a few institutions in this country have enjoyed unparalleled 
prosperity. 

Mr. President, let me call attention to another fact; and 
I want the distinguished Senator from Utah to understand 
what I am saying, because he is a financier, and I am sure 
he is able to appreciate, and perhaps can explain, the sug- 
gestion I am now about to make. During the month of 
January of this year the Federal reserve system took out 
of circulation the sum of $280,000,000. As evidence in sup- 
port of that statement, I shall read from the statement of 
the Treasury of December 31, 1930. On that date there was 
in circulation the sum of $4,890,123,348. Thirty days later, 
January 31, 1931, scarcely two weeks ago, there was in cir- 
culation the sum of only $4,609,881,106. In these depressed 
times, during the month of January, when the soup houses 
were open everywhere, when pathetic appeals were coming to 
us for relief by the thousands, the Federal reserve system 
actually took out of circulation more than $280,000,000 and 
canceled the money. 

Mr. President, let me call attention to some items in the 
report of the Comptroller of the Currency for 1930 submitted 
to this body recently. On page 119 of that report the total 
number of banks is given, the number being 24,079. The 
total resources of all the banks in the United States, as stated 
in this report, were $74,020,124,000. The total deposits were 
given as $59,847,195,000. The total cash in the vaults of all 
of those banks was given in the sum of $865,970,000. The 
total loans of the several banks amounted to $40,460,670,000. 

What does that report show? It shows that the banks of 
America have on deposit the gigantic sum of approximately 
$60,000,000,000. At the same time that the banks have on 
deposit this gigantic sum, the report shows that the same 
banks have in their vaults only $865,000,000, a sum much 
less than $1,000,000,000. I wonder what would happen if 
quite a number of depositors of those many banks should 
suddenly desire their money? We have seen a sample of 
what happens. Look at Arkansas. The banks there had 
little money in their vaults. What little they had the people 
in Arkansas needed. When a depositor comes to the bank 
and presents his check, the bank must deliver to the de- 
positor cash—either gold, silver, or paper—and when the 
bank vaults are depleted of gold and silver and paper but 
one thing remains to be done, and that is for the bank to 
close its doors. One hundred and thirty-five to 150 banks 
in Arkansas, having had their cash on hand depleted, closed 
their doors. What happened in Arkansas happened through- 
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out the South. It happened in my State. It happened in 
other States. It has happened here in Washington. Only 
recently, had it not been for the close proximity of the 
Federal Treasury, one of the great financial institutions of 
this city would have had to suspend operations. 

Mr. President, not so long ago I appeared before one of 
the great committees of the Congress. I will say it was not 
a committee of this body. I made the statement there that 
the banks of the country had on deposit $55,000,000,000. I 
made the further statement that the banks of the country 
had in their vaults less than $1,000,000,000. Immediately I 
was taken to task. A Member of that honorable body of 
the Congress asked this question: “ How can it be that the 
banks have on deposit $55,000,000,000 and yet have in their 
vaults less than $1,000,000,000 in money?” He did not 
understand. I tried to explain. I am not sure that he ever 
understood. 

The $60,000,000,000 in the banks is not money. It is only 
credit. I can suggest a means here for any Member of the 
Senate who has collateral to convert that collateral into 
money. Let him go to his bank in Washington and give his 
bank a note for $1,000. The bank accepts the $1,000 note 
and immediately the cashier will give him credit on his bank 
pass book for $1,000. He will not have placed a penny in 
that bank and if he does not draw out the money to-night, 
then when the books of the bank are balanced the deposits 
of that bank will show that $1,000 was deposited this day. 
We call that “money.” We use it for money. It is nothing 
more than credit. It is true that we have ample credit. It 
is likewise true that we have a dearth at this moment of 
actual cash or money. The record shows that the amount 
of money actually in circulation to-day is the least since 
1914. 

So much for the money question, Mr. President. What is 
the condition of the people to-day with regard to their 
indebtedness? No one can answer that question. The debts 
of the people are stupendous. If we could know the massed 
combined debt of all the people of the country, we would be 
shocked, we would be astounded. Does anyone here have 
any idea how much those total debts would amount to? We 
know that we have bank resources of $70,000,000,000 and we 
know that we have deposits of $60,000,000,000, but who knows 
about the debts? 

Mr. President, at this time and for the want of more 
recent data I submit to the Senate a letter of date Novem- 
ber 5, 1927, which gives information relative to the indebted- 
ness of the people. I send the letter to the desk and ask 
that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the clerk 
will read, as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE, 
BUREAU OF FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC COMMERCE, 
Washington, November’ 5, 1927. 
Hon. ELMER THOMAS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Senator: Receipt is acknowledged of your letter of 
November 1 requesting information upon the amount of bonds 
outstanding of several classes of public and private organizations, 
You also request estimates of probable current value of stocks of 
going concerns, present volume of installment contracts, and 
amount of private borrowing, as well as the value of our trade 
with foreign nations. 

You realize, of course, that some of the desired information is 
impossible for us to secure. Again, some of the figures are merely 
estimates. We have exhausted practically every available source. 

The statement of the public debt of the United States as of 


August 31, 1927, taken from the daily statement issued by the 
Treasury Department gives the following: 


$767, 271, 910 
- 11, 582, 204, 700 
= 2,790,788, 650 
2,019, 194, 550 
FTT 677, 842, 500 
288, 894, 972 


Total interest-bearing debt outstanding 18, 126, 197, 282 

On page 212, Table No. 211, of the Statistical Abstract of the 

United States for 1926, the gross debt, less sinking-fund assets of 

all classes of Government organizations in the United States as of 
1922, appears as follows: 
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Incorporated places and all other civil divisions.. 6, 481, 406, 000 

No more recent total of the indebtedness of countries and minor 
civil divisions exists, but page 215 of the same publication reports 
1 pae indebtedness, less sinking fund assets, at $1,398,964,000 

The Agricultural Yearbook for 1925, page 197, estimates the 
total agricultural loans outstanding at the end of 1924 at 
$8,000,000,000. 

In a telephone conversation with the Federal Farm Loan Board 
the following totals were given as the farm-loan bonds outstand- 
ing as of September 30, 1927: 


$1, 110, 749, 620 
579, 730, 500 
The 1925 Interstate Commerce Commission report of Statistics 
of Railways in the United States, page 39, statement No. 21, 
gives the total amount of railway capital outstanding as of De- 
cember 31, 1925, as $23,644,224,072. The funded debt of our rail- 
ways on that date was $14,105,000,000. 

Table 198, on 199 of the Statistical Abstract of the United 
States, 1926, based on capital-stock tax returns, shows that 346,388 
corporations reported their “bonded debt and mortgages” at 
$30,386,203,000. The table itemizes this figure by some 50 in- 
dustrial groups. You will probably find that table of utmost 
value in your investigation. Please note that the figures were 
taken “from returns filed for year ended June 30, 1925, balance 
sheets being as of a date not earlier than December 31, 1923, nor 
later than June 30, 1924.” 

The annual report of E. H. H. Simmons, president of the New 
York Stock Exchange, shows that the market value of listings on 
the New York Stock Exchange as of January 1, 1927, was $75,543,- 
769,606, which was an increase of $5,545,331,023 over the previous 


year. 

The following excerpt is taken from page 87 of the Investment 
News of July 30, 1927: 

“It is estimated that the total installment sales in the United 
States in 1926 approached $6,500,000,000, of which about one-half 
was for automobiles, new and secondhand. No such sum is out- 
standing at any one time, however, for down payments are large 
and monthly payments on the balance serve to keep the outstand- 
ing total down to less than half the full amount involved. The 
average amount of installment indebtedness outstanding at any 
one time is estimated at about $2,640,000,000, or less than 3 per 
cent of the national income of $90,000,000,000.” 

The Standard Trade and Securities Service, published and copy- 
righted by the Standard Statistics Co. (Inc.), 47-49 West Street, 
New York City, on November 22, 1926, issued one of their service 
bulletins on the business prospect entitled “Installment Buying 
Has Come to Stay.” The following quotation from this bulletin 
may be of use to you: 

“The volume of installment sales annually is now estimated at 
from six to ten billion dollars, of an annual retail sales total in 
all lines approximating some forty billions. 

“We accept for our purposes the estimate of the American 
Bankers’ Association, which places a valuation of about six and 
one-half billion dollars on partial-payment business. But since 
there is an average cash-down payment of about 26.6 per cent, 
and since the remaining debt is being paid off monthly, the total 
outstanding at any one time is only about 42½ per cent of the 
year’s sales, or approximately two and three-fourths billion 
dollars.“ 

A copy of the Balance of International Payments of the United 
States in 1926 is inclosed. On page 5 of the study you will find an 
analysis of the United States merchandise trade, by continents 
and by principal countries, in 1926 as compared with 1925. This 
sufvey contains other information that will probably be of use 
to you. Your attention is called to the estimates of private Amer- 
ican investments abroad in recent years, on page 13, and to the 
female of foreign investments in the United States, on pages 

to 15. 

We are sorry to say that we have been unable to obtain any 

reliable information upon the amount of mortgages, either per- 
sonal or real, not covered in other parts of this letter. Nor have 
we been able to obtain any estimate of private unrecorded bor- 
rowing. 
A private source of information likely to be of value to you is 
the National Bureau of Economic Research (Inc.), 474 West 
Twenty-fourth Street, New York. In connection with its inves- 
tigations of the total wealth and total income of the United States, 
that institution may have compiled indebtedness data of present 
use to you. 

We hope that the above information will be of use to you and 
assure you that we will gladly do what we can to be of service to 
you in clarifying or elaborating it. 

Yours very truly, 
O. P. Horxtns, Acting Director. 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, the letter just 
read at the desk was of somewhat ancient vintage. I have 
a more recent tabulation, although perhaps it is only an 
estimate. According to the figures it sets forth, at this 
time we have outstanding approximately $16,000,000,000 in 
national bonds; the States, districts, cities, and counties 
have a total bond indebtedness of something like $7,000,000,- 
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000; the total farm loans against the farm lands of the 
country amount to approximately $8,000,000,000; the Fed- 
eral land bank has loans in existence in the sum of $1,250,- 
000,000; the joint land banks have loans in existence in the 
sum of $500,000,000; the total amount of the corporation 
bonds and mortgages is approximately $30,000,000,000; the 
installment accounts in existence are estimated to be $6,- 
500,000,000; building and loan mortgages are estimated to 
be $6,000,000,000; and bank loans total $40,000,000,000. Of 
city mortgages we have no estimate; of personal loans, in- 
cluding loans on insurance policies, we have no estimate; 
of personal accounts we have no estimate; but the esti- 
mates we do have, Mr. President, total the gigantic sum of 
$115,250,000,000 and with the city mortgages added, with 
personal loans added, with personal accounts added, with 
indebtedness to life-insurance companies added it is safe to 
say that at this moment the total indebtedness of the people 
of the United States is far in excess of $125,000,000,000. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr, President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I want to call the Senator’s attention 
to another factor in this indebtedness, namely, that with the 
prevailing low price level the producers of the country must 
produce a great deal more in order to pay the interest on 
the debt and the principal of the debt than at the time the 
debts were incurred under a high price level. For instance, 
a debt incurred when wheat was $1.50 a bushel is trebled 
when wheat is 50 cents a bushel. The farmer who incurred 
an indebtedness by mortgage when wheat was $1.50 à bushel 
must now raise three times more in order to pay the inter- 
est, and three times more in order to pay the principal of 
that mortgage than he had to raise at the time the debt was 
incurred. So for all practical purposes, in terms of pur- 
chasing power of the dollar, that debt is very much greater 
than it was at the time it was incurred. 

In fact, Mr. Darling, a famous English banker, said that 
indebtedness, due to the infiation of credit all over the 
world, has become so overwhelming that unless some way is 
found by the rulers of the world whereby the debtors can 
find some practical way of paying their indebtedness, there 
will be an industrial revolution all over the world, which 
will also affect the United States. Mr. Keynes, the great 
English economist, says that the attack that has been made 
upon the factors of production by the reduction in the price 
level, by inflation of credit, and by legislation of various 
kinds for the benefit of industry, is threatening the rugged 
individualistic and capitalistic system; and he further says 
that unless the rulers of the world change their point of 
view the present system will give way to a far-reaching 
socialism, 

I point to this, Mr. President, because we are now ap- 
proaching the end of the present session of Congress, ap- 
parently in the belief that the present world-wide depres- 
sion has come as “ an act of God,” and has no definite cause 
that could have been prevented, and the lowering of price 
levels and the increasing of debts that are already inflated 
have not received at the hands of the Congress and the 
President the attention which, in my opinion, they ought to 
have received. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I thank the 
distinguished Senator from Minnesota for his contribution 
to this debate. It may be contended by some that discus- 
sions of this kind are out of order upon this bill, but, Mr. 
President, we are dealing with a subject that is not only 
nation-wide but world-wide. I make the statement here 
that the power of the Federal Reserve Board is not matched 
by any power upon this earth; the power of the governor of 
that board is not matched by the power of any individual 
who now lives or has ever lived. That board has its hands 
in the pockets of every man that lives, not only here but 
throughout the world. The American financial system is 
not only a system for America but it dominates other lands 
as well. What that board does is reflected throughout the 
earth. They can make money plentiful and make it cheap; 
they can make money scarce and make it dear. When 
money is cheap, commodities are high; and when money is 
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high, commodities are low. That is the condition which we 
have to-day. We have the west circulation since 1914 and 
the lowest commodity prices since about that time. 

Let me reinforce the statement of the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Minnesota. I call the attention of the Senate to 
the market quotations. I use the figures of the New York 
Times, one of the most reliable journals of the country. I 
call attention first to commodity prices on June 30, 1914, 
when we had a low circulating medium comparable to what 
it is to-day, being something like $37 per capita; it was the 
lowest in years, and very low prices prevailed. Here they 
are: On that date wheat was selling on the exchange for 
875g cents a bushel; on that date corn was selling on the 
exchange for 68 cents a bushel; on that date cotton was 
selling on the exchange at 12.87 cents per pound; on that 
date oats were selling upon the exchange for 37% cents per 
bushel. 

Mr. President, on May 15, 1921, when we had the largest 
amount of money in circulation in our history, six and one- 
half billion dollars, what then were the prices? When 
money is scarce prices are low; when money is plentiful 
prices are high. I quote again from the figures of the New 
York Times. On May 15, 1920, wheat was selling for $3.22 
per bushel—there were $6,500,000,000 in circulation and 
wheat was selling for $3.22 cents per bushel—on that date, 
May 15, 1920, corn was selling on the exchanges for $1.96 
per bushel; on that date cotton was selling on the exchange 
for 40.25 cents per pound; on that date oats were selling for 
$1.06 per bushel. 

Mr. President, in 1914, with a circulation of $37 per cap- 
ita, prices were low; in 1920, with six and a half billion 
dollars in circulation, prices were high. How about to-day? 
On December 1, 1930, again we had about the same amount 
of money in circulation as in 1914, thirty-seven, thirty-eight, 
or thirty-nine dollars per capita. What about the prices on 
the exchange on December 1, 1930? Wheat was selling for 
7954 cents per bushel. Corn was selling on December 1, 
1930, for 7934 cents per bushel. Cotton was selling on the 
exchange for 10.55 cents per pound. Oats were selling on 
the exchange for 39 ½ cents per bushel. 

Mr. President, is there a relation between commodity 
prices and the amount of money in circulation? I submit 
these figures as positive proof that there is. 

In 1914 and 1930 the amounts of money in circulation 
were comparable. Prices on the commodity exchanges were 
comparable. In 1920, with the largest amount of money in 
circulation in history, commodity prices were the highest in 
recent history; and with this record, during the month of 
January, 1931, the Federal Reserve Board took out of 
circulation $280,000,000. 

What is that calculated to do, Mr. President? It can 
have but one effect—further to depress the level of com- 
modity prices—and we are here in the Congress of the 
United States appropriating during this session $250,000,000 
for the Farm Board to keep up prices, when that other 
Federal Agency—the Federal Reserve Board—has taken out 
of circulation $280,000,000, calculated to put prices down. 

Mr. President, on January 1, 1921, there was in circula- 
tion the sum of $6,363,498,999. That is the largest amount 
of circulation we have ever had outside the Federal Treas- 
ury. When that gigantic sum of money was in circulation 
we had the highest commodity prices in our history. Every- 
body had work during those times. It is true that bread 
was high. It is true that clothing was high. It is true that 
everything was high; but every man had a job. Every 
woman who wanted to work had a job. There was no 
hunger in those days. Here in 1930 we had the lowest cir- 
culation since 1914; millions of our fellow citizens were out 
of employment; the Federal Reserve Board had the lowest 
amount of circulation in 16 years; and only last month 
they made it worse, as I have twice stated, by further re- 
ducing the volume of circulation more than $280,000,000. 

Mr. President, on May 15, 1920, there was introduced in 
this body a resolution. At that time conditions were exactly 
the reverse of what they are now. At that time the country 
Was prosperous. At that time everybody was employed. At 
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that time there was money everywhere. Commodity prices 
were high. At that time the then Senator from Illinois, 
Mr. McCormick, introduced in this body a resolution which 
I will read. It was Senate Resolution 363, and is as fol- 
lows. Some Members upon this floor will remember that 
resolution. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. What year was that? ‘ 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Nineteen twenty. [Reading:] 


Resolved, That the Federal Reserve Board be directed to advise 
the Senate what steps it purposes to take or to recommend to 
the member banks of the Federal reserve system to meet the 
existing inflation of the currency and credits and consequent 
high prices, and what further steps it purposes to take or recom- 
mend to mobilize credits in order to move the 1920 crop. 


Mr. President, I ask that there be printed in the RECORD 
at this point a transcript of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 
the date when the resolution was discussed and finally acted 
upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ordered. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I also ask that following the 
resolution and the transcript there be printed in the Recorp 
a copy of the report submitted by the Federal Reserve Board 
in pursuance of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ordered. 

The matters referred to are as follows: 


[CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp, 66th Cong., 2d sess., vol. 59, pt. 7, p. 7085, 
May 15, 1920 


FINANCIAL POLICY 


Mr. McCormick. I offer a resolution and ask that it be read and 
lie on the table. 

The resolution (S. Res. 363) was read and ordered to lie on the 
table, as follows: 

“Resolved, That the Federal Reserve Board be directed to advise 
the Senate what steps it purposes to take or to recommend to the 
member banks of the Federal reserve system to meet the existing 
inflation of currency and credits and consequent high prices, and 
what further steps it purposes to take or recommend to mobilize 
credits in order to move the 1920 crop.” 


(Pages 7145-7146, May 17, 1920) 


Mr. McCormick. Mr. President, I move that the Senate take up 
Senate Resolution 363, on which I desire to say only a word. 

The Vice PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that it is a resolu- 
tion coming over from a preceding day. 

Mr. McCormick. It is. 

The Vice Presmpent. Under the rules the Senator has a right to 
call it up, if there is no objection. 

Mr. McCormick. I think there will not be any objection to the 
resolution, 

Mr. GERRY. I ask that the resolution may be read. 

The Vice Presmpent. It will be read. 

The Assistant Secretary read Senate Resolution 363, submitted 
by Mr. McCormick on the 15th instant, as follows: 

“Resolved, That the Federal Reserve Board be directed to advise 
the Senate what steps it purposes to take or to recommend to the 
member banks of the Federal reserve system to meet the existing 
inflation of currency and credits and consequent high prices, and 
what further steps it purposes to take or recommend to mobilize 
credits in order to move the 1920 crop.” 

Mr. KN. May I inquire of the Senator whether the resolution 
has been reported by the committee? 

Mr. McCormick. It has not been referred to a committee. It 
is a Senate resolution. I recognize that there may be some ques- 
tion in the mind of the Senator from Utah as to the purpose of 
the resolution, but I do not believe he will have any objection to 
it aftér a word of explanation. 

Mr. KINO. Let me say to the Senator, if he will pardon me, that 
I do not know that I have any objection to it, and yet there are 
some recitations in it that may not be agreed to by many students 
of political economy and many members of the committee to which 
the resolution would properly go. 

Mr. McCormick. What recitations, may I ask the Senator? 

Mr. Kinc. That high prices are the result of the so-called in- 
flatlon of credits and currency and the implication to be derived 

from the resolution that there is inflation as a result of the activ- 
ities or lack of activities of the Federal Reserve Board. 

Mr. McCormick. I do not think the last will be found in the 
resolution. It is indisputable that not only in this country but 
in every country there has been a vast increment in the total of 
currency and of credits. It is indisputable that there is a rela- 
tion between the increment of currency and of credit and 
prices. The Senator surely recognizes that all the classic symp- 
toms of impending financial crisis are manifest to-day. The prin- 
cipal hope of relief is in the Federal Reserve Board, and in the 
board advising the business world of steps proposed to meet the 
demand for credit when the period of crop moving comes. 7 

While the distinguished Senator from Virginia, Mr. Grass, was 
still Secretary of the Treasury, the Reserve Board, with his con- 


Without objection, it is so 


Without objection, it is so 
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currence and, if I am not mistaken, following his advice, raised 
the bank rate. Subsequently, Congress legislated to vest in the 
Reserve Board and the member banks discretion as to the estab- 
lishment of different rates. 

Mr. Gronna. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. McCormick. Certainly. 

Mr. Gronna. Will the Senator briefly outline what are the pro- 
visions of the resolution? 

Mr. McCormick. The resolution calls upon the Reserve Board 
to inform the Senate what steps it contemplates taking to relieve 
the existing inflation and to mobilize credits against the time 
when we must move the crops of the country. The Senator very 
well remembers that in 1907, at this period of the year, there 
were manifest exactly the symptoms of economic and credit dis- 
order which are present to-day, very much the same symptoms 
that were manifest in 1903. Unless, under the reserve system, 
the Reserve Board takes steps to forestall a credit stringency in the 
fall we shall have something approximating a panic, 

In my judgment, announcement at this time of the contem- 
plated steps will serve a most valuable purpose in relieving the 
apprehension of thousands of creditors in the country. Such an- 
nouncement will tend to meet the very stringency which is threat- 
ened in the fall. 

Mr. Gronna. May I ask the Senator if the resolution simply asks 
for information? 

Mr. McCormick. It asks for nothing more. 

Mr. Gronna. I certainly have no objection to that. I think it 
is very advisable that we should adopt such a resolution. 

Mr. McCormick. The resolution asks for nothing more than 
information; in fact, I may say to the Senator that to-day there 
are gathering in Washington representative bankers from all over 
the country to confer with the reserve board and the Secretary of 
the Treasury about the grave situation now impénding. 

Mr. Gronna. I rose only for the purpose of securing informa- 
tion. The Senator knows, of course, as well as I do, the dan- 
ger of changing the monetary laws by piecemeal. In reference 
to rates of interest and what they will do, I think any man who 
has studied political science from any angle at all knows that the 
men who will get the advantage of a high rate of interest, or the 
concerns which will get the benefit of a high rate of interest are 
those which are making large profits. There is nothing which will 
harm the farming interests any more than to compel them to pay 
a high rate of interest. They will be obliged, if that be done, to 
cease operations, because their business does not pay a sufficient 
profit to enable them to pay high rates of interest. 

Mr. McCormick. The Senator from North Dakota will learn, if 
he will examine the resolution, that there is no reference to rates 
of interest. Unless steps are taken to-day to mobilize the neces- 
sary credit resources, farmers will be hard put to it to find money 
this fall when it is necessary for their very lives. 

Mr. Gronna. We know that the men who are now getting 
money are the automobile manufacturers and others who can 
place the burden upon the other party. 

Mr. McCormick. Great amounts of credit are being utilized in 
the manufacture of silk stockings, phonographs, and all kinds of 
nonessentials. 

Mr. McCumser. Mr. President 

Mr. McCormick. I yield to the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. McCumser. I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois 
why he has such an apprehension of a stringency in connection 
with the securing of money to handle the crops when grain re- 
ceipts or warehouse receipts can be taken as security to the 
Federal reserve banks, deposited there, and any amount of money 
issued upon them, and no interest charged upon that money for 
six months. If a warehouse receipt is good for the cash—and it 
certainly is, if it covers wheat—why should there be the danger 
of inability to expand the currency when there is no interest 
charge for six months for such expansion? 

Mr. McCormick. Mr. President, we may continue to expand the 
currency, as we have expanded it, without checking the increase 
in interest rates, which has been manifest all this year. 

Mr. McCunmer. The increase of interest rates is due to the 
demand for money. 

Mr. McCormick. Precisely. 

Mr. McCumser. But the information I wanted to obtain from 
the Senator was the basis of his fear that we could not get suffi- 
cient money in the fall; in other words, that we could not suffi- 
ciently expand our currency to meet the requirements of moving 
the crops. 

Mr. McCormick. Doubtless we can expand the currency while 
prices and interest rates increase indefinitely. 

Mr. McCunrper. Does the Senator from Illinois assume that we 
will fail to utilize the power in the present banking laws to meet 
the requirements incident to handling the crops? 

Mr. McCormick. I assume nothing. I want to learn from the 
Federal Reserve Board what plan of relief, if any, it has in con- 
templation. 

Mr. McLean. Mr. President 

Mr. McCormick. I yield to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. McLean. Under the law there is, of course, a limit to the 
expansion of the currency. That limit is the gold reserve which is 
required. When the reserves of the Federal reserve banks are ex- 
hausted no more currency can be issued until the gold reserve is 
replenished. 

Mr. Kenyon, I desire to ask the Senator from Illinois, if I may, 
in connection with his resolution, to explain the rate of interest 
that is being charged by the reserve banks? What rate of interest 
are the Federal reserve banks charging? 
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Mr. McCormick. They are not charging a uniform rate of inter- 
est, as the Senator from Iowa knows. 

Mr. Kenyon. They are, I know, charging a very high rate of 
interest in some cases. 

Mr. McCormick. They are seeking, I am told, to moderate ac- 
tivities in the production of nonessentials, or they are supposedly 
doing so. 

Mr. Kenyon. They have forced some particular banks to pay all 
the way from 10 to 13 per cent for money. That is reflected as 
to the farmer, and it is becoming a very serious situation in the 
sections of the country which the Senator and I represent. 

Mr. McCormick. The resolution seeks for information as to the 
policy of the Reserve Board. That is what is most immediately 
necessary in the present situation. 

Mr. Kenyon. It never was intended, was it, that the Reserve 
Board should be engaged in building up banks or getting profits 
for banks? Its purpose was to serve a general public use. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator welcome information as to 
whether they expect to earn 102 per cent on their capital stock 
next year? 

Mr. Borax. Mr. President, what is before the Senate? 

The Vice PresmeENT. The resolution of the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. McCormick]. 

Mr. Boram. I do not desire to speak upon that if we can have 
it disposed of. 

Mr. McCormick. Mr. President, can we not have a vote on the 
resolution? 

The Vice PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


[Senate Document No. 280, 66th Cong., 2d sess.] 
INFLATION OF CURRENCY AND MOBILIZATION OF CREDITS 


LETTER FROM THE GOVERNOR OF THE FEDERAL RESERVE BOARD, TRANS- 
MITTING IN RESPONSE TO A SENATE RESOLUTION OF MAY 17, 1920, 
CERTAIN INFORMATION CONCERNING THE EXPANSION OF CURRENCY 
AND THE MOBILIZATION OF CREDITS TO MOVE CROPS OF THE YEAR 1920 


May 24 (calendar day, May 25), 1920.—Referred to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency and ordered to be printed 


FEDERAL RESERVE BOARD, 
Washington, May 25, 1920. 

Sm: On May 17, 1920, the Senate adopted the following reso- 
lution: 

“ Resolved, That the Federal Reserve Board be directed to ad- 
vise the Senate what steps it purposes to take or to recommend 
to the member banks of the Federal Reserve System to meet the 
existing inflation of currency and credits and consequent high 
prices, and what further steps it purposes to take or T 
to mobilize credits in order to move the 1920 crop.” 

In response the board desires to say that it has recognized for 
many months past that the expansion of bank credits in this 
country was proceeding at a rate not warranted by the produc- 
tion and consumption of goods. It has repeatedly admonished 
the Federal reserve banks that influence should be exerted upon 
the member banks to induce them to avoid undue expansion of 
loans and to keep their volume of outstanding credits within 
moderate bounds. 

Beg six months ago, the rates of discount on various 
classes of paper at the Federal reserve banks were advanced. Dur- 
ing the latter part of January the present rates were put into 
effect. These advances, while undoubtedly checking credit trans- 
actions which otherwise would have been made, have not been 
entirely effective in bringing about the reduction in loans desired 
and which might normally have been expected during the early 
months of the year. Liquidation during these months is entirely 
natural and healthy, and is necessary in order that the banks may 
be prepared to meet the demands made upon them during the 
crop making and harvesting seasons, but there has been no such 
liquidation and, on the contrary, commercial loans have steadily 
increased. Thus it appears that the public has anticipated de- 
mands for banking credit which are usually made later on in the 
year. The average reserves of the Federal reserve banks are now 
a little over 4214 per cent, as against 45 per cent at the beginning 
of the year and about 51 per cent 12 months ago. 

The Federal advisory council, which is composed of one mem- 
ber from each Federal reserve district, elected annually by the 
board of directors of the Federal reserve bank, is by sec- 
tion 12 of the Federal reserve act to meet in W: at least 
four times each year. The council is authorized “to confer 
directly with the Federal Reserve Board on general business con- 
ditions; to make oral or written representations concerning mat- 
ters within the jurisdiction of said board; to call for information 
and to make recommendations in regard to discount rates, redis- 
count business, note issues, reserve conditions in the various dis- 
tricts, the purchase and sale of gold or securities by reserve banks, 
open-market operations by said banks, and the general affairs of 
the reserve banking system,” 
` Upon receipt of a notice that the council would hold its regu- 
lar meeting on May 17, the board extended an invitation to the 
three class A directors of each Federal reserve bank, who are the 
representatives of the stockholding banks, to come to Washing- 
ton at the same time for conference with the Federal Reserve 
Board and the Federal advisory council. This conference was 
held on the 18th instant, and it was developed at the meeting 
that the present credit expansion is due in great part to the 
abnormally high prices of goods and commodities now prevail- 
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ing thro the country and to the congestion of foodstuffs 
and raw materials at or near points of production because 
of lack of transportation facilities. 

The board is convinced that if the unsold portions of last year’s 
crops can be brought to market before the new crop matures, the 
liquidation of credits which are now tied up in carrying the old 
crops will be sufficient to offset to a considerable degree the 
credit demands which will be made upon the banks in moving 
the crop of 1920. 

At the conference above roferred to the board's views were out- 
lined by its governor substantially, as follows: The member banks 
should lean less heavily upon the Federal reserve banks and rely 
more upon their own resources, unnecessary and habitual bor- 
rowing should be discouraged, and the liquidation of long-stand- 
ing, nonessential loans should proceed. Banks were cautioned, 
however, that drastic steps should be avoided and that the 
methods adopted should be orderly, for gradual liquidation will 
result in permanent improvement, while too rapid deflation would 
be injurious and should be avoided. The board pointed out the 
necessity for extending such credits as may be necessary to pro- 
mote essential production, especially of foodstuffs, and that if 
for any reason it should prove impracticable to increase essential 
production there should be greater economy in consumption and 
more moderation in the use of credit. The problem of the bank- 
ing system of the country is to check further expansion and to 
bring about a normal and healthy liquidation without curtailing 
essential production and without shock to industry, and, as far 
as possible, without disturbance of legitimate commerce and busi- 
ness. In order to effect this it seems necessary to distinguish be- 
tween essential and nonessential loans, but the Federal Reserve 
Board feels it would be a most difficult task, which it should not 
undertake, to attempt by general rule of country-wide applica- 
tion to make this distinction. During the war there was a broad 
underlying principle that essentials must be “ or con- 
tributory to the conduct of the war,” but notwithstanding the 
sharp outline of this principle, much difficulty was experienced by 
the various war boards in defining essentials and nonessentials. 
All the more difficult would it be for the Federal Reserve Board 
to make such a general definition in the present circumstances. 

Section 13 of the Federal reserve act defines the eligibility of 
paper for discount by the Federal reserve banks and lays down a 
general rule that any paper maturing within the time prescribed 
and “issued or drawn for agricultural, industrial, or commercial 
of which have been used, or are to be 
No expressed condition is 

character of the trans- 


the Federal Reserve Board is not required, and properly could not 
be expected, generally to adopt such a criterion of eligibility. It is 
too much a matter of local conditions and local knowledge to jus- 
tify at this time any general country-wide ruling by the board 
even if such a ruling were deemed helpful. 

On the other hand, there is nothing in the Federal reserve act 
which requires a Federal reserve bank to make any investment or 
to rediscount any particular paper or class of paper. The lan- 
guage of both sections 13 and 14 is permissive only. Section 4 of 
the Federal reserve act, however, requires the directors of a Fed- 
eral reserve bank to administer its affairs “fairly and impartially 
and without discrimination in favor of or against any member 
bank,” and subject to provisions of law and the orders of the Fed- 
eral Reserve Board to extend “to each member bank such dis- 
counts, advancements, and accommodations as may be safely and 
reasonably made with due regard for the claims and demands of 
other member banks.” Thus the directors of a Federal reserve 
bank have the power to limit the volume and character of loans 
which in their judgment may be safely and reasonably made to 
any member bank. 

The recent amendment to paragraph (d) of section 14 dis- 
tinctly authorizes each Federal reserve bank on its own account, 
without reference to action taken by any other Federal reserve 
bank, to establish a normal discount or credit line for each mem- 
ber bank, and permits the imposition of graduated rates on dis- 
count lines in excess of the normal line. This amendment, how- 
ever, does not repeal or modify sections 4 and 13, and a Federal 
reserve bank is still free to decline to discount any paper which 
in its judgment does not constitute a desirable investment for 
it or which in its opinion would not constitute a safe and reason- 
able investment within the meaning of section 4. 

It is the view of the board, however, that while Federal reserve 
banks may properly undertake in their transactions with member 
banks to discriminate between essential and nonessential loans, 
nevertheless that discrimination might much better be made at the 
source by the member banks themselves. The individual banker 
comes in direct contact with his customers; he is better qualified 
than anyone else to advise the customer because of his familiarity, 
not only with the customer’s business, but with the general busi- 
ness conditions and needs in his immediate locality. In 
loans he is bound by no general rule of law as to the character of 
the purpose for which a loan is being asked. He is entirely free to 
exercise discretion and can make one loan and decline another as 
his judgment may dictate. He can estimate with a fair degree 
of accuracy the legitimate demands for credit which are liable 
to be made upon him, as well as the fluctuations in the volume 
of his deposits. He knows what industries sustain his community, 
and is thus qualified to pass upon the essential or nonessential 
character of loans offered him. He knows, or should know, what 
rediscount line he may reasonably expect of his Federal reserv 
bank, and he ought not to regard this line as a permanent addi- 
tion to his capital. With knowledge of the limitations or penalties 
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put upon his borrowings from the Federal reserve bank the banker 
may be depended upon to use a more discriminating judgment in 
granting credit accommodations to his customers, and that judg- 
ment he must exercise if the present situation is to be remedied 
fundamentally. 

It is true that under existing conditions the volume of credit re- 
quired in any transaction is much greater than was the case in pre- 
war times; but it is also true that the resources of the member and 
nonmember banks would be ample to take care of the essential 
business of the country and to a large extent of nonessentials as 
well if there were a freer flow of goods and credit. If “frozen 
loans were liquefied, and if commodities which are held back 
either for speculative purposes or because of lack of transpor- 
tation facilities should go to the markets, and if large stocks of 
merchandise should be reduced, the resultant release of credit 
would have a most beneficial effect upon the general situation. 
In the meantime everything must be done to expedite the release 
of these credits and to restrict nonessential credits in future. 

While the problem of credit regulation and control is national 
and even international in its scope, yet in the last analysis it is 
merely an aggregation of individual problems, and the proper 
working out of the situation must depend upon the public and 
upon the banks which deal with the public. The public must be 
made to realize the necessity of economy in expenditures and in 
consequent demands for banking credit. The banks themselves 
are best able to impress the importance of this policy upon the 

ublic, 
E For the further information of the Senate the board quotes from 
the report of the Federal advisory council made to it on May 18, 
signed by James B. Forgan, president, 

“The council has given consideration to the matters included in 
your communication of April 17 and begs to reply thereto in the 
following manner, following the order set out by you. 

‘ Causes of continued expansion of credits and of Federal 
note issues.’ 

“There are many contributing causes, of which the following 
may be regarded as paramount: 

“1. We recognize, of course, that the first cause is the Great 
War. 

“2, Great extravagance—national, municipal, and individual. 

“3, Inefficiency and indifference of labor, resulting in lessening 
production. 

“4. A shortage of transportation facilities, thus preventing the 
normal movement of commodities. 

“5. The vicious circle of increasing wages and prices. 

“(b) ‘How can the reserve position of the Federal reserve banks 
be materially strengthened before the seasonal demand sets in 
next fall without undue disturbance of the processes of produc- 
tion and distribution?’ 

“By urging upon member banks through the Federal reserve 
banks the wisdom of showing borrowers the necessity of the cur- 
tailment of general credits, and especially for nonessential uses, 
as well as continuing to discourage loans for capital and specu- 
lative purposes, by checking excessive borrowings through the 
application of higher rates. 

“(c) ‘If steps can not be taken at this time leading to a more 
. normal proportion between the volume of credits and the volume 
of goods, when can they be taken?’ 

“In our opinion, steps should be taken now, as outlined in 
answer to the last question. 

d) ‘What is the effect upon the general situation of the 
increased Treasury borrowings and what should be the policy of 
the Federal reserve banks in establishing rates of discount on 
paper secured by certificates of indebtedness?’ 

“It is obvious that the borrowings of the Treasury have the 
same effect upon the general credit situation as those of other 
borrowers. The council would suggest the wisdom of congres- 
sional relief from the burden of Government financing by a policy 
of rigid economy; the revision of the tax laws for the sake of a 
more equitable distribution of the burden without reducing the 
revenue; the enactment of the Budget system, the Budget to 
include provision for the gradual payment of the short-time 
obligations of the Treasury. These would of necessity preclude 
unwise appropriations, such as the proposed soldiers’ bonus. 

“In view of the large volume of Treasury certificates of indebt- 
edness carried by member banks at the instance of the Treasury 
Department, we believe that rates established by the Federal 
reserve banks on paper secured by them should not be materially 
greater than the rates borne by the certificates.” 

The board feels assured that the banks of the country now 
realize the necessity of more conservatism in extending credits 
and of a reasonable reduction in the volume of credits now out- 
standing. The board will not hesitate, so far as it may be neces- 
sary, to bring to bear all its statutory powers in regulating the 
volume of credit, but wishes to point out that the more vital 
problems relating to the movement of the 1920 crop are physical 
rather than financial. 

This was the unanimous view of those present at the conference 
on the 18th instant, at which the following resolution was 
adopted: 

“The whole country is suffering from inflation of prices with 
the consequent inflation of credit. From reports made by the 
members of this conference, representing every section of the 
country, it is obvious that great sums are tied up in products 
which if marketed would relieve necessity, tend to reduce the price 
level, and relieve the strain on our credit system. 

+ “This congestion of freight is found in practically all of the 
large railroad centers and shipping ports. It arises chiefly from 
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inadequate transportation facilities available at this time and is 
seriously crippling business. We are informed that the per ton- 
mile of freight increased in three years—1916, 1917, and 1918—47 
per cent, while the freight cars in service during the same period 
increased 1.9 per cent. 

“A striking necessity exists which can only be relieved through 
the upbuilding of the credit of the railroads. This must come 
through adequate and prompt increase in freight rates. Any delay 
means the paying of greater cost directly and indirectly and 
places a burden on the credit system which in the approaching 
time for season expansion may cause abnormal strain. Even 
under the load of war inflation, high-price level, and extravagances 
the bank reserves would probably be sufficient if quick transporta- 
tion could be assured during the time of the greatest strain: 
Therefore be it 

“ Resolved, That this conference urge as the most important 
remedies that the Interstate Commerce Commission and the 
United States Shipping Board give increased rates and adequate 
facilities such immediate effect as may be warranted under their 
authority and that a committee of five, representing the various 
sections of the country, be appointed by the chairman to present 
this resolution to the Interstate Commerce Commission and the 
United States Shipping Board with such verbal presentation as 
may seem appropriate to the committee.” 

Much will depend upon the restoration of the normal efficiency 
of railroad and steamship lines, If adequate transportation facili- 
ties can be provided, the board sees no occasion for apprehension 
in connection with the movement of crops now being grown. 

Respectfully, 
W. P. G. Hanno, Governor. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, the resolution 
to which I have just referred was introduced by the then 
Senator from Illinois, Mr, McCormick. It was a resolution 
complaining about inflation, complaining about high prices. 
He asked the Federal Reserve Board to advise the Senate 
what steps that board proposed to take to bring about 
deflation, to bring about a falling of prices. 

The resolution came up a few days later. There was con- 
siderable discussion of the resolution. I shall not take the 
time to read it, as it has already been placed in the RECORD. 
At a later date Mr. McCormick called up his resolution and 
it was passed. The Federal Reserve Board were directed to 
advise the Senate what steps they had in mind, what steps 
they were taking, or what steps they proposed to take, to 
bring about deflation, to bring about a lower cost of living. 

(At this point a message was received from the House of 
Representatives and some routine business was transacted, 
which appears elsewhere under proper headlings.) 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I hold in my 
hand the report made by the Federal Reserve Board. Here 
is the substance of that report. Here are the plans that 
they proposed: 

First, they were going to have the Federal reserve banks 
located throughout the country restrict the loans to the 
member banks; in effect, refuse loans to member banks. 

Second, they were going to have the member banks 
throughout the country stop making loans to individuals. 

Third, they were going to have the member banks through- 
out the country commence calling upon their customers to 
come in and pay their notes. 

Those are the three steps taken at that time to bring 
about deflation. 

First, the 12 Federal reserve banks ceased to make further 
loans to their member banks. 

Second, the member banks ceased to make further loans 
to their customers. 

Third, not only did they cease to make further loans but 
they called in the loans that they had. 

What was the effect? Why, everybody got notices when 
their notes became due that their loans could not be further 
extended. They must in some way get the money to meet 
their loans at the banks. That caused quite a commotion 
in some sections of the country. Men who had loans, not 
expecting them to be called, were suddenly confronted with 
the demand, “ When your note becomes due you must come 
down and meet that note.” That was the beginning of the 
deflation of 1920. 

As these notes were paid to the member banks, the mem- 
ber banks in turn paid their notes to the Federal reserve 
banks, and the Federal reserve banks in turn paid off their 
indebtedness to the Federal reserve system; and as the result 
of that policy for the next 18 months there was collected, 
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taken out of circulation, and canceled on an average of ap- 
proximately $100,000,000 per month, until the circulation 
was brought down to around five billions of dollars. 

Mr. President, we have the same condition to-day, only 
reversed. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD, Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Oklahoma yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. If the Senator will permit me, let us 
carry that out just a little further. 

The country was told that agricultural prices broke at 
that time because, it was said, we did not have any foreign 
market; we could not export agricultural products. The 
Senator remembers that the agricultural market broke as 
the result of the process he has just outlined. 

The American people were told, and to a large extent be- 
lieved, that the agricultural market broke due to the fact 
that we had no export market, when the reports of the De- 
partment of Commerce on our export markets showed that 
out of that crop, when the price fell so sharply, we exported, 
of the 18 major agricultural products, more than we had 
ever exported out of any year’s crop in the history of the 
United States. 

For instance, the wheat market broke from over $2 a 
bushel to a little over $1, because they said we could not 
export anything. That was the news carried by the news- 
papers. That was the reason given even by the Federal 
reserve banking system themselves. The records show, how- 
ever, that we exported that year 366,000,000 bushels of 
wheat, including flour—the greatest export of agricultural 
products that we had at any time in the Nation’s history, 
far greater than in any year during the war. The world 
was empty for food. and we had it; but because of this 
manipulation of the credit system to which the Senator has 
referred the American agricultural industry did not get the 
benefit of the market created by the shortage of food all 
over the world, and it was not until the spring of 1925 that 
the world began to recover its normal production and sur- 
plus of food. We should have had the benefit of that mar- 
ket, and we would have had it if it had not been for this 
manipulation of the credit system in this country, and par- 
ticularly driving at agriculture. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I again thank 
the distinguished Senator for his statement. 

Mr. President, I am honored at this time by having the 
chairman of the subcommittee in charge of this bill listen 
to what I say. Not only is he the chairman of the subcom- 
mittee having charge of this all-important bill, but he is 
chairman of the great Finance Committee of the Senate. 
He is a man who has been here for many years. He was 
here during the war. He was here when we had the least 
amount of money in circulation; he was here when we had 
the largest amount of money in circulation; and I am glad 
that he is still here to-day, Mr. President. If I make a mis- 
statement, or draw a wrong conclusion, I will gladly yield 
for his correction. 

Let me translate the figures I have just given into some- 
thing that perhaps is more understandable. 

In 1920 the total war debt was approximately $25,000,000,000. 
At that time wheat was selling for $3.22 a bushel. In 1920 
we could have paid the entitre war debt of the Nation with 
8,000,000,000 bushels of wheat. Since 1920 we have paid on 
the war debt 10 years. We have reduced the war debt from 
$25,000,000,000 down to $16,000,000,000. It would appear, 
on paper, that we have made a great reduction in the war 
debt. Have we, Mr. President? If we should pay the war 
debt to-day in wheat, how many bushels of wheat would it 
cost the people of America? Make the computation. If 
we should pay the war debt to-day it would take 12,000,- 
600,000 bushels of wheat to pay what still remains. In other 
words, after paying $9,000,000,000 on our war debt, to-day 
it would cost us $4,000,000,000 more in wheat to retire the 
balance than it would have taken in 1920 to have retired 
the entitre debt as measured in wheat. 
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In 1920 cotton was selling for 40 cents a pound. At that 
time we could have paid the entire war debt for 125,000,000 
bales of cotton. To-day, after 10 years of payment on the 
war debt, it would cost us 320,000,000 bales of cotton to pay 
the balance of the war debt. Have the cotton farmers of 
the Nation had their taxes reduced on account of that war 
debt? After having paid for 10 years, after having reduced 
the war debt $9,000,000,000, it would cost them now ap- 
proximately three times the amount in cotton to pay the 
balance of the war debt that it would have cost them 10 
years ago to have paid it in its entirety. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Oklahoma yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. WHEELER. I was going to suggest the absence of a 
quorum. I think the Senator is making a very able presen- 
tation of some of the causes of the present economic depres- 
sion, and I think Members of the Senate ought to listen to 
his presentation. For that reason, if he will yield, I will 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under ordinary circum- 
stances that suggestion could not be entertained, but busi- 
ness having intervened, the clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. WHEELER. I appreciate what the President pro 
tempore says. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 


Ashurst Dill Kendrick Sheppard 
Barkley hipstead 
Bingham Fletcher La Follette Shortridge 
Black Prazier McGill Smith 
Blaine Geo; McKellar Smoot 
Blease Gillett McNary Steck 
Borah Glass Morrison Steiwer 
Bratton Glenn Morrow itephens 
Brock ff Moses Swanson 
Brookhart Goldsborough Norbeck Thomas, Idaho 
Broussard e Norris Thomas, Okla 
Bulkley Nye Townsend 
Capper Oddie Trammell 
Caraway Hatfield dge Tydings 
Carey Hawes Patterson Vandenberg 
Connally Hayden Phipps Wagner 
Copeland Herbert Pine Walcott 
Couzens Pittman Walsh, Mass 
Cutting Howell ell Waterman 
Dale Johnson Reed Watson 
Davis Jones Robinson, Ark. Wheeler 
Deneen Schall Williamson 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ejighty-eight Senators 
having answered to their names, there is a quorum present. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Oklahoma yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. PHIPPS. Just to submit a report on nominations. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Oklahoma yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. GILLETT. I ask unanimous consent that there be 
printed in the Recorp—— 

Mr. SMOOT. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, just before 
the quorum call I was making a statement to the effect that, 
although we had retired something like $9,000,000,000 of our 
national war debt in the past 10 years, the value of that war 
debt still remaining, estimated in wheat and corn and cot- 
ton and oats, is much more now than it was 10 years ago. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, may we have order in the 
Chamber? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can hear the 
Senator from Oklahoma very distinctly and is sorry the 
Senator from Montana can not. However, for the benefit of 
the Senator from Montana, the Senate will be in order. 

Mr. WHEELER. I thank the Chair very much. I am 
glad his hearing is so good, but it is very difficult for a per- 
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son to speak when there are conferences being held on the 
floor of the Senate, I do not think it is fair either to the 
speaker or to those who want to listen to have conferences 
going on. Those desiring to hold such conferences should 
retire from the Chamber. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I submit these figures for 
the consideration of the Senate and the country, to the end 
that they may throw some light upon our present economic 
condition, especially as to the amount of money in circulation. 

I said at a former time that the Federal Reserve Board 
was the most powerful board in the Republic. I said that 
board was the most powerful board in the world Some time 
. ago I introduced a resolution, and the same is now upon the 
desk of the Presiding Officer. I read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the Federal Reserve Board be directed to advise 
the Senate what steps it has taken or proposes to take to meet 
the existing depression and the consequent unemployment and 
low prices. 

Mr. President, I will not ask that the resolution be taken 
from the table at this time. I ask the distinguished Senator 
from Utah if at any appropriate time he will have any 
objection to the consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator that 
I have been so crowded that I have not even read it. I will 
read the resolution, and after the Senator shall have con- 
cluded his remarks I will talk with him about it. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, yesterday was 
Lincoln’s Birthday. He was our President not so many years 
ago. He was the President since the Indian problem devel- 
oped. One of the last things President Lincoln ever said 
was that the Indians of the United States had the protection 
of the Constitution, the protection of our treaties, and the 
protection of the laws of the United States. 

They do theoretically have the protection of the Constitu- 
tion. They do theoretically have the protection of the 
treaties. Likewise, theoretically, they have the protection of 
the laws of our country. But I ask you sincerely, sir, have 
the remnants of our Indian bands the real protection of the 
laws and the real sympathetic consideration of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs? I contend that the record demonstrates 
that while theoretically they have this protection, yet prac- 
tically they are far from being protected. 

I want to call the attention of the Senate to the three 
Indian tribes for whom I am speaking. I am not speaking 
for these tribes alone. They are only typical. We have 
hundreds of tribes of Indians in the United States. At one 
time we had a million Indian citizens in the country. To-day 
that number has dwindled until we have less than 300,000. 
The particular tribes embraced in the amendment are the 
Kiowas, Comanches, and Apaches. Those three tribes col- 
lectively embrace 4,045 Indians. Those Indians are citizens 
of the United States. At one time they roamed the western 
prairié. They were in undisputed control of that vast area 
extending west from the Mississippi to the Rockies. They 
are now not a rich people. One-half of them do not at this 
moment have either land or money. Where once they had 
vast estates and areas over which they could hunt and roam 
at will, under the supervision of the United States Govern- 
ment they have been forced onto smaller reservations and 
thence to still smaller reservations and thence to a still 
smaller reservation and at last to an allotment, and then 
under the policy of the United States Government that allot- 
ment has been dissipated until one-half of those three bands 
to-day have no land upon which they can camp and call 
their own. 

Mr. President, these particular Indians have not had the 
advantages which other Indians have had. They have been 
associated with the white man for only 30 years. Thirty 
years ago in that southwestern country these 4,000 Indians 
had a large reservation. The reservation contained prairie 
land. The reservation contained rivers. The reservation 
contained woodlands. The reservation contained mountains. 
Their natural habitations are around mountains and along 
the rivers and in the shade. But through the policy of the 
Federal Government in 30 years’ time these Indians have 
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been reduced to dire poverty and now, with no land, with 
less than $300,000 in money to their credit in a sacred trust 
fund, their guardian, the great Government of the United 
States, is proposing to take $12.50 of their remaining less 
than $75 per capita of wealth and use it to maintain an 
Indian agency which has supervision over other Indians 
than these particular tribes. 

Mr. President, I object to that policy. I objected earlier 
this session. The Senate heeded my objection. The Senate 
struck the item from the bill. It went to conference, 
and after the conference committee had presumably con- 
sidered the item a report is returned to this body and, like 
Banquo’s ghost, this item reappears to haunt 4,000 citizens 
of our country. 

Last year I had the same trouble. I suggested to the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones] that I intended to 
introduce an amendment proposing to change the source 
of this agency maintenance from the tribal fund to the 
Federal Treasury. I was advised that if I would not offer 
such an amendment at that time, then next year when the 
appropriation bill came before the Senate I would be offered 
assistance in trying to work out some satisfactory solution. 
I was not promised that the item would be eliminated, but 
when such a promise as that is made, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I have -been accustomed: to construe such implied 
promises to mean that the end which I sought would be 
granted. 

Three years ago this same question came before the Sen- 
ate. At that time I objected, and upon my objection the 
Senate took my viewpoint and struck the item from the bill. 
During the past three years approximately one-half million 
dollars of the sacred trust fund of these poor dependent 
people has been by force and over their protest taken from 
that fund and diverted. This trust fund is not the result of 
just an ordinary law, a law that applies to the white people, 
or a law that applies to competents. This law was created 
by sacred enactment of the guardian having in view its 
wards, and in that law it was written that this money 
should be used only for the particular benefit of the members 
of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Indians and their 
unallotted children in Oklahoma. That is a restricted fund; 
and yet, notwithstanding the nature of the law, notwith- 
standing that the law was enacted to apply between the 
guardian and the wards, between the great Government on 
the one hand and the Indians upon the other hand, year 
after year the Congress for some reason which I can not 
explain has proceeded blindly, as it seems to me, without 
consideration, without an ounce of human sympathy, to loot 
this private trust fund, and here to-day it is before us again. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Oklahoma yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. SWANSON. I want to ask the Senator from Okla- 

homa a question. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I am delighted, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that the distinguished Senator from Virginia is enough 
interested in the bill even to ask a question. I yield to him. 
Mr. SWANSON. For what is the $51,000 in the item to 
be expended? It is to be spent for the benefit of whom? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Partially for their benefit 
and partially for the benefit of other tribes upon the same 
reservation. Let me explain briefly. Three years ago these 
Indians discovered that they had a claim against the Gov- 
ernment. They initiated the claim and prosecuted it at their 
own expense, over the protest of the Department of the In- 
terior and over the protest of the Attorney General, and 
finally won a sum of approximately $1,500,000. 

Mr. SWANSON. I heard the Senator state the terms of 
the trust. It was to be spent for their benefit in Oklahoma? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Yes. It is now proposed to 
take $51,000 of that sacred trust fund and spend it to main- 
tain an Indian agency in Oklahoma, it is true, but an agency 
that supervises five or six other tribes of Indians—an illegal 
thing, an unjustifiable thing, an unconscionable thing. 

Mr. SWANSON. The contention of the Senator from 
Oklahoma is that the Government ought to divide up the 
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cost of the agency among the other Indians who are to be 
supervised, and let them pay their share out of their funds 
or let the Government pay their part of it direct? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The other Indians have no 
funds. 

Mr. SWANSON. This fund is to be used in the mainte- 
nance of an Indian agency? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Yes. 

Mr. SWANSON. It is not to buy food for these Indians? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. No; nothing of the kind. 

Mr. SWANSON. It is simply an agency to supervise them 
and other Indians? . 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma, The Senator is correct. 

Mr. SWANSON. And the contention of the Senator from 
Oklahoma is that these Indians would be willing to pay if 
they themselves were to be the beneficiaries of the expendi- 
ture, but not to pay for the other Indians? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. That has been my conten- 
tion. 

Mr. SWANSON. I want to get this thing straight. It 
has been before the Senate now for two days and I want to 
get it straight and see why the people in 23 drought-stricken 
States should be refused relief because of a contention over 
an item of this character. May I ask the Senator from 
Utah about it? What is the contention of the Senator from 
Utah as to why this request of the Senator from Oklahoma 
should not be granted? 

Mr. SMOOT. These tribes of Indians have a trust fund 
and have had it for years. 

Mr. SWANSON. I understand that, but how is the $51,000 
to be spent? 

Mr. SMOOT. In the past it has been taken and charged 
to that trust fund, and now the Senator from Oklahoma 
wants to transfer the item from the trust fund to be paid 
directly out of the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. SWANSON. I am now talking about that. Let us 
come right down to the point. The contention of the Sena- 
tor from Oklahoma is that it is proposed to take a trust 
fund that was dedicated to feed and clothe these Indians, 
and to spend it for an Indian agency that is to take care of 
a great many other Indians than the members of the three 
tribes mentioned. 

Mr. SMOOT. It applies only to these three bands of In- 
dians, and it is so specifically stated in the bill. 

Mr. SWANSON. Does it apply only to the Indians who 
are the beneficiaries of the trust fund? 

Mr. SMOOT. It mentions them specifically. It says 
“ Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Indians, $51,000.” 

Mr. SWANSON. Are they the three tribes that are the 
beneficiaries of the trust fund? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. At a former hour I sub- 
mitted a letter from the Bureau of Indian Affairs signed by 
Mr. Scattergood. It is a part of the record of my address 
to-day. There are no less than 10 Indian tribes supervised 
by the Kiowa Indian. Agency located at Anadarko, Okla. 
These three tribes are to have $51,000 taken from their pri- 
vate trust funds to maintain that agency, but the record 
shows that the agency supervises the Caddos, the Wichitas, 
the Fort Sill Apaches and affiliated bands, constituting one- 
third of the total Indian population under the jurisdiction of 
that office. 

Mr. SMOOT. Not under this fund. This fund goes to 
these Indians alone. 

Mr, SWANSON. Let me make a suggestion. If the United 
States Government perverts this trust fund from the terms 
fixed in the trust, the United States Government is amply 
able to reimburse it. The Senator from Oklahoma then 
would have a claim against the Government equal to this 
amount. It seems to me to be right for the Senator from 
Oklahoma simply to serve notice to this effect: “I do not 
believe that this fund has been properly handled under the 
trust agreement.” Most of us on this side of the Chamber 
yoted for the Senator. from Oklahoma because we like him 
and have esteem for him. We voted against the item and 
it was stricken out of the bill. I think everybody on this 
side of the Chamber stood with the Senator from Oklahoma. 
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I know I did, and that will be shown by the Recorp if there 
was a yea-and-nay vote. But does the Senator from Okla- 
homa think it is right to prevent the bill going through, 
so far as drought relief is concerned, merely because of 
this item? Why not let the bill go through and let this 
other matter come up at a later time, because I will guaran- 
tee the Federal Government is able to reimburse the fund. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Let me ask the Senator 
from Virginia a question. Let the Senator place himself in 
my position. If he represented 4,000 Indian wards of the 
Government, if over one-half of such wards had no land, 
no property save an undivided interest in a tribal trust fund 
of less than $300,000, making their total wealth in the sum 
of less than $75 per Indian, and if many of such Indian 
wards were aged, indigent, minors, sick, crippled, blind, in- 
sane, feeble-minded, would the Senator agree that Congress 
should take from the $75 per capita, their total wealth, 
the sum of $12.50 to be used for the maintenance of a 
general Indian agency having supervision over other tribes 
of Indians who contribute nothing to the support of such 
agency? . 

Mr. SWANSON. If the Senator wants to have my candid 
opinion, I would say I would fight it. I would be satisfied, 
however, that the Federal Government would correct any 
abuses, and I would not stand here and delay providing 
relief for 21 States, including my own State. There are 
some people in the State of the Senator from Oklahoma who 
are suffering, are there not? Are there not some people in 
Oklahoma who would secure relief on account of this emer- 
gency drought appropriation? It seems to me the Senate has 
stood by the Senator from Oklahoma; the amendment went 
to conference; the House insisted upon having its way about 
it, and I am satisfied that, in the long run, the injustice of 
which tne Senator complains will be corrected by the courts. 
It does not seem to me the Senator is helping the Indians 
by telling people in 21 States, We are not going to give 
you any relief until the injustice of which I complain shall 
be corrected.” That is the view I take of it. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. That is the view of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Virginia. It may be unfortunate, 
Mr. President, that so many Indians live in my State, but 
these Indians are not the wards of Oklahoma; they are not 
my wards; they are the wards of the Government of the 
United States. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, will the Senator permit 
me to interrupt him further? À 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Oklahoma yield further to the Sen- 
ator from Virginia? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. SWANSON. How much of the $51,000 does the Sen- 
ator think ought to be paid by these Indians—none? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Not a single dollar. 

Mr. SWANSON. Does the Senator think it all ought to 
be paid out of the Treasury and not out of the tribal funds? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The Five Civilized Tribes in 
my State, educated Indians, supervised from Muskogee, do 
not pay a dollar, all expenses being paid by the Federal 
Government. 

Mr. SWANSON. Do I understand, then, that these In- 
dians are discriminated against, and no other Indians pay 
out of their funds any such charges as are proposed in this 
case? 

Mr. SMOOT. Wherever there is a trust fund belonging to 
the Indians the money for maintaining the Indian agency is 
taken out of those funds. 

Mr. SWANSON. What does the agency do? Does it fur- 
nish food, clothing, and supplies? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. It does not. 

Mr. SWANSON. Then, what is the object of having an 
agency? 

Mr. SMOOT. They do furnish such things to the Indians. 
I can send for the report and show by it just exactly how 
the money is spent and what it is spent for. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I am a member of the sub- 
committee of the Committee on Indian Affairs, which made 
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a survey of the Indians throughout the country. We found 
in my State and in other States that there is no clothing 
supplied by the Indian agencies save from the tribal funds 
of the Indians. The Indian who has no land, the Indian 
who has no money, is unrestricted; he is a county charge, 
and only has the Salvation Army and the Red Cross between 
himself and freezing and starvation. We found in Okla- 
homa that at places they did not even furnish medicine for 
the Indians. They were only presumed to furnish pills and 
castor oil, but the Indians did not have even those. 

I am not fighting the $51,000 item alone; I am trying to 
get the attention, first, of the Senate; I am trying to get 
he attention of the Appropriations Committee of the Senate; 
I am trying to get the attention of the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, of the Secretary of the Interior, of the Budget Bu- 
reau, and of the Great White Father. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. A Member of the House from Oklahoma 
was a conferee on this very bill. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, let me say in 
reply to that suggestion that I realize that Mr. HASTINGS 
represents a district in my State, and Mr. Hastincs is him- 
self an Indian. He gets much for his district. I do not 
criticize Mr. Hastrincs; he works with me as much as he 
can. He is on the committee, and takes care of his district, 
and I commend him for it; but, Mr. President, there are 
seven other districts in my State not represented on the 
committee. 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not think that Mr. Hastincs had only 
the interest of the Indians in his district at heart; I do not 
think that for a minute; and he agreed with the other 
conferees of the House that this item should be carried just 
as it has been carried in the past, and that the money 
should be taken out of the trust fund just as money is taken 
out of the trust funds of other Indians who have credits in 
the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. KING. I think the Senator from Oklahoma, in the 
very able addresses delivered by him a few weeks ago when 
this bill was under consideration in the Senate, was per- 
forming a duty not only to the people of his State but to 
the Indians of his State and to the Indians generally 
throughout the United States. I think in criticizing the 
policy of the Indian Department he is performing a duty 
to the whole American people. I think that the Indian 
Bureau for many years has been tyrannous, oppressive, and 
inefficient; it has wasted the substance of the Indians; it has 
imposed upon them inefficient, tyrannous, and often cor- 

-rupt rule. The Indians have been robbed and plundered, and 
but few people have raised their voices in their defense. 

A few years ago they had forty-odd million dollars in cash 
in their fund, while to-day the amount has been reduced, as 
I am advised, to approximately $24,000,000; and under the 
policy now being pursued by the Government within 25 
years 90 per cent of the Indians will be landless and home- 
less and will be charges upon the Government that has 
robbed and despoiled them of their inheritance and of their 
property. Somebody must speak for the Indians. Valid 
amendments were adopted to this bill, but when it goes to 
conference substantially every one of those amendments 
dealing with the Indians is stricken out. I protest against 
the wrong that has been done to the Senate in this confer- 
ence report, and I protest against the course of the Govern- 
ment and the Indian Bureau in dealing with these helpless 
wards of the Government. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I did not de- 
sire to make this kind of a speech, but it is sometimes neces- 
sary to fight the devil with fire. Before this discussion closes 
I may draw upon my imagination. In imagination I am 
going to have the President sit down there in front of the 
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Vice President’s desk with his Budget Director at his side; 
I am going to have the Secretary of the Interior sit at an 
appropriate place with his assistant; I am going to have the 
conference committee of the House and Senate line the 
aisle; I am going to have a special chair built for the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Michigan, with a canopy over it; 
and then in imagination, Mr. President, I am going to have 
these Indians walk through this Chamber, in order that the 
Senate may see them. I know them; I can describe them. 
Does the Senate want to see that sight? If so, it may have 
the opportunity. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. WHEELER. I hope when the Senator from Okla- 
homa does that he will bring in before the distinguished 
group the poor unfortunate Indians whom he and I visited 
in Oklahoma, Indians who are sick and lying in bed, and 
who have been without the help of a dagtor, without food, 
without clothes, who are getting nothing from the Indian 
Bureau and nothing from charity and nothing from anybody 
else, while the Government of the United States is paying 
employees of the Indian Bureau out of Indian funds to look 
after them and to protect them and to see that they have 
medicine. I hope the Senator will not forget that. 

I hope also that when he does what he suggests he will 
do he may be able to bring in some of the Montana Indians 
from the Rocky Boy Reservation, for which we tried to get 
an appropriation of $40,000 with which to build a road in 
order that some employment might be given to those In- 
dians who are to-day hungry and cold, without food and 
without shelter, who, according to the testimony of their 
own superintendent, are using oil cans for stoves, who are 
suffering from tuberculosis, and whom the department has 
so neglected that they were unable to give them any proper 
attention. I hope the Senator will point out when he is 
doing that how this conference report turned down an 
appropriation in the sum of $40,000 to build that road, while 
at the same time or a short time previously the Congress of 
the United States appropriated a considerably larger sum 
than that with which to build a road to the President’s 
summer home, in order that he might go there one way and 
come back another way. [Manifestations of applause in the 
galleries.] 

The VICE PRESIDENT rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Montana knows, as well 
as does the Senator from Oklahoma, that the amendment 
under discussion at this moment would meet none of the 
conditions to which the Senator has referred. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will inform Senators 
that, under the rule, the Senator from Oklahoma can yield 
only for a question. The Chair hopes Senators will observe 
that rule. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, as I said 
a while ago, I am not speaking merely for three tribes of 
Indians or because of an item of $51,000. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is all that is involved in the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Yes, Mr. President; but I am 
trying to soften the heart, if I may, of some of the leaders 
responsible for the treatment these Indian wards are re- 
ceiving. I know these officials are not bad men, Mr. Presi- 
dent; they are among the best we have; but for some reason 
they have forgotten the responsibility that the Government 
of the United States owes to and should maintain toward 
these helpless wards. The Indians get scant consideration 
in the Indian Bureau; they are tolerated there, but they are 
hardly welcome. There are 250 employees assigned by the 
Interior Department to the Indian Bureau, and yet last fall 
when the subcommittee visited the Western States and an in- 
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vitation was extended to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
and his assistant to accompany us, they were so busy they 
could not make the trip. 

Oklahoma has one-half the Indians of the Nation. So 
far as I know, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and his 
assistant have never visited a single Indian in that State. 

A few years ago we appropriated in this bill money to 
provide the Indians with employment agencies. The In- 
dian Bureau so far forgot their responsibility to one-half 
of their Indians that they spent some of that money in 
Minneapolis and some of that money in California, where 
Indians are scarce; and then they came here this year and 
asked that the amount be increased from $50,000 to $70,000, 
and made the statement that if additional money were 
given they would consider placing one employee at Kansas 
City to take care of the Oklahoma situation, 200 miles away! 
That is what I complain of. 

Mr. President, I said a moment ago that less than 30 
years ago these particular tribes were in undisputed posses- 
sion of a large reservation. They roamed the prairies, and 
camped in the shade. The Wichita Mountains and Medi- 
cine Creek were their natural headquarters. Until the 
white man came, and the Indian Office began to manage 
their affairs, they were a prosperous, happy, and contented 
people. 

How different to-day! Their reservation is gone. Their 
prairies are cut up into farms and fields. Their woodlands 
have been destroyed. Hundreds of these Indians, prac- 
tically devoid of property, are wandering among their rela- 
tives and friends. Why? Because of the policies of their 
guardian, the Government of the United States. 

Once these Indians were kings over the land between the 
Mississippi and the Rockies. But the white man came; and 
the Indian, a weaker race, felt the heavy hand of the con- 
queror. They were forced to relinquish their hunting- 
grounds, and to accept an area comprising portions of a 
number of present existing States. The white man was 
not satisfied. The Indians still had too much land; and 
again, surrounded by soldiers, with mounted cannon pointed 
at their camps, they were forced into a much smaller reser- 
vation. But peace for them was not to be. Because of 
these policies, they were forced into a still smaller reserva- 
tion. The Government then induced them to sell to the 
white people all their reservations save individual allotments 
for the paltry sum of $4,000,000. Then, without the con- 
sent or even the knowledge of these Indians, the guardian 
began to spend their funds; and in this bill they have spent 
almost the last of their few remaining dollars. 

For years the Government has taken $50,000 annually 
from this sacred trust fund, without their knowledge or 
consent, to maintain this general agency. For years the 
Indians did not know this money was being taken. When 
they learned of it they protested. Their protest has been 
made upon this floor. Their protest now is being made. 

The distinguished Senator from Virginia states that per- 
haps these Indians have a claim against the Government. 
Is that the policy of the guardian toward his ward—to dis- 
sipate the ward’s estate and then force the ward to bring a 
suit against the guardian to recover the property taken? 

Mr. President, the remnants of trust funds now to the 
credit of these Indians are not the result of the sale of 
their lands. These funds are the result of a claim discov- 
ered, initiated, prosecuted, and financed by themselves 
against the guardian, over the protest of the Interior De- 
partment and even over the protest of the Attorney General. 
After they had discovered the claim and prosecuted it and 
won it, now the guardian steps in and appropriates it for 
other uses and for other purposes. ; 

Mr. President, if this bill shall pass—and I presume it 
will—these three tribes will have left less than $300,000. 
There are 4,045 of these Indians. Is there a Member upon 
this floor having Indians in his State, Indians having no 
land and only $68.34 per capita left, who would permit a 
bill to go through the Senate taking from that meager fund 
the sum of $12.50 per capita to maintain an agency super- 
vising Indians other than themselves? 
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Mr. President, if there is such a Senator here, he is not, 
in my opinion, worthy to be here. 

Perhaps someone might question the statement just made. 
Let me read from the hearings of the distinguished chair- 
man’s own committee, the subcommittee of the Committee 
on Appropriations having in charge this bill. On page 41 
Mr. Dodd, representing the Indian Bureau, testified as fol- 
lows, speaking about these particular Indians: 

They have at this time, or had on June 30, $737,000 in the 
Treasury, with the amounts appropriated for 1931 and 1932, total- 
ing $510,000. 

That is the rate at which their fund is being depleted— 
$510,000 in two years. Then he says that the amount avail- 
able for future use after 1932 is $237,000. 

If those figures are correct, these Indians have but $58 
between them and the Red Cross, between them and the 
Salvation Army, between them and the county in which they 
live. Does the Senator stand for that policy? 

Mr. SMOOT. No; I would not stand for it, Mr. President. 
Not only that, but I want to say to the Senator that the 
statement that they would have to go to the Red Cross or 
some other agency the Senator knows is not in conformity 
with the policy of the Congress. The Senator knows that as 
soon as those trust funds were exhausted Congress would 
make a direct appropriation. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, the moment 
their land is gone—and their land is now gone for 2,100 of 
them—the moment their trust fund is gone, in another year, 
they become unrestricted. Then they will have neither 
land nor money. Then there will be nothing to restrict. 
Then, unrestricted—charity. 

Reading further from this report, says Mr. Dodd: 

Their income is about gone. They have no definite tribal assets 
from which they have any set income, and within two or three 
years’ time the Congress will have to make an outright gratuity 
appropriation for the support of the activities at that point. 

Mr. SMOOT. And they will. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. But, Mr. President, we are 
taking the last few dollars of these poor, helpless Indians to 
support an Indian agency that supervises tribes other than 
the tribes being taxed. If there is a Senator upon this floor 
who approves of that policy, I yield now for him to make 
that fact known. 

Mr. President, I have described at some length the finan- 
cial condition of these Indians. What is their physical 
condition? 

I said a moment ago that these Indians have only been 
associating with white people for less than 30 years. The 
country has only been opened there 30 years. Prior to that 
time they saw few white people; practically none except the 
soldiers at Fort Sill and a trader at Fort Sill and occa- 
sionally a cowboy or cattleman. They have had the benefit 
of association with the white race for less than 30 years. 
Few of the older Indians can speak the English language. 
Many of those of middle age can not speak the English 
language.. Many of these Indians have never been in school. 
They have never even seen a school. Among the landless 
of these tribes poverty to-day reigns supreme. Having 
no land upon which to have a home, they are forced to 
camp along the streams or upon the lands of a relative 
or friend. Many of these Indians live in tepees and tents, 
in hovels, many without furniture, many without fire, 
to-day many without food; $12.50 is not much, Mr. Presi- 
dent. It is nothing, apparently, to the distinguished Sen- 
ator in charge of this bill; but to those poor people for 
whom I am speaking it is a fortune, and, based upon the 
Red Cross rating, it is no inconsiderable amount. At 2 or 3 
cents a day $12.50 would keep those people alive for quite 
a while. 

We are told here that if we will give the Indian Bureau 
time, they will correct these inequalities and injustices. 
They have had more than 100 years. They are spending 
now something in excess of $25,000,000 annually to super- 
vise these Indians. They have some 240 employees in the 
Indian Office here. Scattered throughout America, how 
many they have I do not know. I doubt if they them- 
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selves have any adequate comprehension of the number, 
at least they do not know the number, of Indians they have 
under their jurisdiction. 

Annual expenditure, $25,000,000; two hundred and forty 
and odd employees in Washington; agencies scattered 
throughout the Nation, each costing thousands; and yet, 
after 100 years, the Indian Bureau has no conception of 
the number of its wards. I will modify that; it has little 
conception of the number of its wards. 

Perhaps the best agency is the agency at Muskogee, super- 
vising the Five Civilized Tribes, the Creeks, the Seminoles, 
the Cherokees, the Chickasaws, and the Choctaws, embracing 
something like 100,000 Indians of the Five Civilized Tribes. 
That agency is not being supported by the tribes themselves. 
It is being supported by the Federal Treasury. Yet, when it 
comes to what the department calls the wild Indians, the 
blanket Indians, they make them pay their own expenses. 

I submit at this point a telegram of date, February 5, from 
the superintendent of the Muskogee Indian Agency. I sub- 
mit this in justification of the statement I have just made, 
that even the most extensive agency, the agency which 
superintends 100,000 of these wards, does not know the 
number of its wards, or even who they are. Here is the 
telegram, signed by Mr. Landman, the superintendent there: 

Answering telegram this agency does not have names and ad- 
dresses unrestricted members Five Tribes. 

They may be full bloods, but if they have no land, if they 
have not a dollar, under the policy now being sponsored upon 
this floor, they are not Indians. On the other hand, if they 
have a few drops of Indian blood coursing through their 
veins, and do have an acre of land or a dollar in money, they 
are Indians. Does anyone here agree to that policy? Yet 
when I want this bill to go back to conference to do simple 
justice to simple people, the distinguished Senator from 
Utah, sponsoring the policy of the Indian Bureau, objects. 
I read further from Mr. Landman’s telegram: 

School department making survey and it is estimated names 
and addresses children of school age in Five Tribes will be available 
within a month. 

After a hundred years of supervision, costing multiplied 
millions, they do not even now know of the school children 
under the supervision of that agency, and they would not be 
making this survey had not a committee of the Senate gone 
there last fall and developed these inattentions, there irre- 
sponsibilities: After we pointed out a few of their derelic- 
tions they presume to get busy, and they are now making a 
survey of the Indian children and a survey of the Indians 
under their jurisdiction, and, perhaps, as they say here, in a 
month we will have the information. 

That relates to the Five Civilized Tribes. Then I submit, 
in justification of my former statement, a telegram from the 
superintendent of the Quapaw Agency at Miami, Okla. That 
is a rather large agency. If I am not mistaken, the dis- 
tinguished Vice President, who now graces this Chamber, is 
supervised by that agency. I doubt if the Indian agency 
knows that he comes under its supervision. Evidently the 
superintendent does not know it. I now read the wire just 
received from Mr. Andrews, superintendent of the Miami 
Agency: 

Your wire even date. No accurate list of names and addresses of 
unrestricted members of tribes on file here, and no census of 
Peoria or Miami Tribes has been carried for 10 years. 

Mr. President, think of it, two tribes of Indians, the 
Peorias and the Miamis, full bloods though they may be, 
are not carried anywhere on the rolls of the Indian Office. 
They have been forgotten. They may be dead, so far as 
the guardian knows. They are lost. Listen to this: 


Names of school children residing on this reservation can be 
furnished. Am endeavoring to compile accurate census of all 
tribes except Peorias and Miamis. 


There is no intention to try to discover those two lost 
tribes. They are going west. Perhaps the rainbow has been 
reached. Says Mr. Andrews: 


But have scores of letters returned undelivered, and am having 
great many new names reported of whom we have had no previous 
record. 
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That is an appalling situation, an agency maintained 
there for years, under the supervision of the Indian Bureau 
here in Washington, maintained at the expense of thousands 
of dollars, with thousands of employees, and they do not 
even know whom they are supervising. They are sending 
out letters now trying to get an accurate census, and having 
new names suggested of which they never knew before. 

That is all the result of the committee of the Senate 
visiting that State not long ago. Had not that visit been 
made, these Indian agents, these Indian field clerks, these 
Indian employees, would have gone their usual way, exercis- 
ing the privileges of Government employees, and enjoying 
the pension of the Government, without rendering a proper 


accounting in time and service. Mr. Andrews suggests that. 


any list he now prepares will be incomplete. 

Mr. President, I am simply trying to reach those who are 
responsible for these conditions. 

I have just received at this moment two telegrams. I 
have not read them, but I will send them to the desk and 
ask that the same be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secre- 
tary will read. j 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

OKLAHOMA CITY, ORLA., February 13, 1931. 
Senator ELMER THOMAS, 
Senate Office Building: 

More power to you in your effort force Congress give some 
consideration to needs of Indian population of Oklahoma. In 
tour of State with Will Rogers last week I was more impressed 
with repeated reports of privations of Indians than any other one 
thing. At Lawton was reported many Comanches in hills too 
proud ask white man for help; slowly starving. Frank Rush re- 
ported pitiful conditions in and around Cache. Dr. F. B. Fite, at 
Tahlequah, reported scores of full-blood Cherokees squatting in 
their hovels in Sequoyah and Adair Counties. Houston B. Tehce 
made similar observations. Fact is field service is not reaching 
these desolate wards of Federal Government. It is crying shame 
of to-day we have done so little for Indian as we have in present 
emergency. Of vast importance to remember help must be given 
until May. No garden stuff will be available before that time. 
Grave danger in present emergency is our efforts to succor 
needy will be let down with coming of spring weather until new 
garden truck is in. Thousands are going to be on edge of starva- 
tion. Regards. 


WALTER M. Harrison. 


New York, N. T., February 13, 1931. 
Hon. ELMER THOMAS, 
United States Senate: 

Secretary Hyde's telegram stating Red Cross is supplying medi- 
cine as well as food is directly contradicted by letter written on 
4th instant by Doctor DeKleine, medical assistant, Washington 
headquarters American Red Cross, refusing donation $500 worth 
medicine for drought relief and stating, “ We are not engaged in 
providing medical care.” Am mailing you copy Red Cross letter, 
also copy recent press release by Hyde indicating he objects to 
loans for food and clothing to starving farmers because of the 
later burden of repayment. 

MANUEL D. CASTRO. 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I know it is 
the policy of some of the responsible agents of the Govern- 
ment to absolve the Government from further responsibility 
in regard to these people. I have heard it said by those 
high up that there is no use in trying to save these Indian 
citizens, that there is no use in educating them, that they 
are hardly worth the effort. 

Mr. President, Will Rogers is an Indian. Within the last 
two weeks he alone has raised a quarter of a million dollars 
to help people whom the Congress refuses to help. 

If these Indians had a chance, they could be developed. 
They have had little chance to date. Only occasionally 
does an Indian have an opportunity. I now exhibit to the 
Senate another piece of mail which came to me within the 
last few days. It is a picture of a full-blood Chickasaw 
girl. One of the most prominent ladies in the congressional 
circle in Washington is sponsoring a concert to be held in 
Continental Hall, featuring this Indian citizen of my State, 
an Indian who has had a chance. 

The prospectus, in addition to giving the picture of this 
Indian singer, contains numerous indorsements and testi- 
monials from some of the leading papers of the Nation. I 
have not the privilege of knowing this young lady, and I 
have never heard her sing, but I know of her reputation. 
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I note, in a letter accompanying the prospectus, that there 
is to be given in this city very soon a concert by this lone 
Indian girl, down at Continental Hall. The proceeds of 
the concert are to be used in maintaining an Indian school 
in my State. The Government will not do it. 

Mr. President, I think perhaps those who are doing me 
the honor of listening to what I am saying know that I am 
opposed to this conference committee report. I am center- 
ing my attention now upon one item and that one alone, 
and I am making of that item an example to set forth as 
best I may the condition of the Indian population of the 
United States. 

These Indians do not all reside in my State. There are 
300,000 of them. I have before me a list of the States in 
which we find Indians. These States are as follows: Ari- 
zona, California, Colorado, Florida, Idaho, Iowa, Kansas, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Montana, Nebraska; Ne- 
vada, New Mexico, New York, North Carolina, Oregon, Okla- 
homa, South Dakota, Utah—Utah, Mr. President—Wash- 
ington, Wisconsin, and Wyoming, a total of 23 States in 
which we find 300,000 of the Nation’s wards. 

Mr. President, we seem to have plenty of money for the 
peoples of other lands. We have money for the Philippines, 
we have money for Haiti, we have money for Hawaii and 
Alaska, for our possessions scattered around the globe; but 
here at home sometimes we have not money from the Fed- 
eral Treasury to support our own wards, but must tax 
them—I want to modify the word “tax”—we must rob 
them to support other agencies which this great Nation is 
apparently unable to support. I hold in my hand a clipping 
of date February 8, stating that in the Virgin Islands, Samoa, 
and Guam we have plenty of money to spend. I read from 
this clipping, as follows: 

Besides pointing to radio construction, sanitation system, hospi- 


tals, improved water supplies, and the like in this group, they 
point with pride to their management— 


Speaking about the Navy Department spending Federal 
money— 
to their management of the other two islands under Navy’s juris- 
diction, Samoa and Guam, which they have operated successfully 
for 30 years. 

Mr. President, that far-away country, an island of which 
95 per cent of the people are colored, is supplied with money 
by us—and I am not disparaging the colored race. I am 
delighted that they are having this attention. I have never 
voted against an appropriation for the benefit of the colored 
race. I will come to that again later. While we have 
plenty of money for foreign peoples of a different color, yet 
here at home our policy is niggardly toward our own 
dependent people. 

Mr. President, let me call attention again to what the 
conference committee have done. In the Senate we made 
145 amendments to the bill. Of the 145 amendments, 69 
related to Indians. Of the 69 but 10 were accepted in con- 
ference, and 7 were accepted with modifications, and 52 
were absolutely rejected. Of the 10 accepted, the amend- 
ments were mostly clerical in their nature. For example, 
in amendment No. 14, relating to Navajo funds, it was 
accepted providing the words “immediately available.” On 
amendment numbered 15 an amendment was accepted pro- 
viding that a per capita payment should be made in Octo- 
ber and March, only a clerical amendment. In amendment 
numbered 32, an amendment accepted, the words “and 
other educational purposes” were added, purely a clerical 
amendment. Amendment numbered 37 was of some conse- 
quence. It provides $15,000 for completing the Blackfeet 
boarding school. Speaking for those Indians I express my 


profound appreciation for the sympathy and consideration |. 


given them by the conference committee. 

Amendment numbered 38 is another substantial amend- 
ment. It provides $85,000 for the construction of some 
additional buildings at the Pawnee Indian School. But the 
department favored this amendment and favored the other 
amendments to which I have invited attention. So far as I 
know, no amendment was agreed to by the conference that 
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was not favored by the Bureau of Indian Affairs, a bureau 
manned and managed by gentlemen of the highest charac- 
ter, highest integrity, but gentlemen who have never visited 
any considerable percentage of their wards. 

Amendment numbered 39 provides the sum of $6,500 for 
building schoolhouses in Arizona. I am profoundly appre- 
ciative of that consideration. Amendment numbered 40 
simply reappropriates money from a former appropriation, 
and amendment numbered 42 likewise reappropriates some 
fund from a former appropriation. Then amendment num- 
bered 57 struck from the bill the sum of $10,000 for home- 
demonstration work among the Indian tribes of the Nation. 

Amendment numbered 69 increased the amount of money 
to be taken from the Chippewa trust funds of Minnesota. 
It is no trouble to get money from those trust funds where 
the Indians pay the bill, I presume, upon the theory that 
when the trust fund is gone they will be turned loose as 
unrestricted Indians. When they are turned loose they must 
shift for themselyes. No longer are they considered In- 
dians. No longer are they under the supervision of the 
Indian Bureau. Neither are they under the supervision of 
the local agencies. They can get no supplies whatever; 
they can not even get medicine, although the medicine con- 
sists only of pills and castor oil. 

Those are the 10 amendments which our conferees ac- 
cepted of the 69 presented to and approved by the Senate. 

Mr. President, I am trying to give the Senate, and if not 
the Senate at least the Recor, a clear view of the situation. 
The only purpose I have had in standing on the floor of 
the Senate all these hours is to make the Recorp. I am 
giving the reasons for my opposition to the conference 
report. I am trying as best I can to portray the conditions 
which face these helpless wards of the greatest and strong- 
est and richest government in the world. 

Mr. President, I am delighted that I still have the atten- 
tion of the distinguished Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoot], 
who is in charge of the bill. I am not criticizing him. I 
have the highest regard for him. I think there is no man 
in Congress who has more general information—I will make 
that stronger and say there is no man in Congress who 
has as much general information, valuable not only to the 
Senate but to the country—as has the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Utah who is in charge of this bill. But on Indian 
questions I am afraid I would have to apologize for his lack 
of knowledge. In order that my fears may be tested I 
respectfully request the attention of the distinguished chair- 
man of the subcommittee, who has the bill in charge, that 
I may ask him several questions. 

My first question is, Does the Senator haye any Indians 
in his State of Utah? Mr. President, I am asking the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Utah the question. He may not 
answer. I shall not insist, but I am asking whether or not 
he has any Indians in his State? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I have no desire to prolong 
this filibuster. I want the conference report either defeated 
or accepted. I do not want to take any of the time of the 
Senate that it might be charged that I in any way took part 
in preventing this matter being brought to a vote. I have 
not any personal reason for refusing to answer any question 
the Senator may submit, but the Senator must know that 
there is not a Senator here who does not know that the 
Senator from Oklahoma is talking against time. Why should 
he ask me now to take part in his plan? I do not want to be 
disrespectful to the Senator, and he knows it. I do not want 
to be disrespectful to any Senator. I think my record here 
will demonstrate that fact. But let us not get into a kind 
of school performance here, asking questions and answering 
them. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The Indian Bureau does not 
know. I am trying to get some information. If the Senator 
representing the sovereign State of Utah does not know, then 
who does know? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not want the Senator to take it as a 
personal matter. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I am not taking it as a per- 
sonal matter. 
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Mr. SMOOT. If I could do anything for the Senator I 
would do it. I tried to hold this item in the bill in confer- 
ence. I could not do it. The House conferees would not 
yield, and it was either defeat the measure or else yield. It 
was of such little comparative importance—I mean for one 
year—whether we paid the $51,000 out of the trust fund, the 
money which the Indians have in the Treasury of the United 
States, or whether it should be paid out of the general fund. 
I am sure the Senator is aware of the fact. If that fund is 
exhausted, every dollar of maintenance in the future for 
these Indians will come out of the Treasury of the United 
States. Perhaps the $51,000 is not enough, but that is all we 
can do in the situation as it now exists. I want the Indians 
to be taken care of just as much as the Senator from Okla- 
homa does, but this item has been carried year after year in 
this amount. I shall not take any more time to discuss it. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. That is the difficulty with 
the situation. The Indian Bureau are in a groove. They 
have been in that groove for many years. They are doing 
to-day what they did yesterday. Yesterday they did what 
they had done the day before. The Congress is emulating 
that habit. We are in a groove. The justification for rob- 
bing the Indians this year is that we robbed them last year, 
and the year before, and the year before that. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. FRAZIER. A few moments ago when the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Swanson] asked the Senator from Okla- 
homa some questions in regard to the expenditure of the 
$51,000 for the maintenance of the Kiowa, Comanche, and 
Apache Bands of Indians, the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Smoot] seemed to think that this money was being spent only 
for those three bands of Indians, and that that is what is 
called for in the bill. I sent over to my office to get a copy 
of the hearings held before the House committee on the 
Interior Department appropriation bill in which this item is 
referred to on page 1187, under the headline of “State of 
Oklahoma.” 

Mr CRAMTON says: 

The next amendment— 


And he names the Indians and among them are the 
reggie the Comanche, and Apache, the appropriation being 
51,000. 
Then on the following page, 1188, under the subtitle of 
“ Kiowas,” there is this statement, which I ask permission 
to read: 
The Kiowa Agency 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, if I do not 
lose the floor, I yield in order that the Senator may read the 
extract. 

Mr. SMOOT. I object to that, Mr. President. I have no 
objection to the Senator from North Dakota asking a ques- 
tion, but I do object to the Senator reading in the time of 
the Senator from Oklahoma. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah objects, 
and the Senator from Oklahoma may yield only for a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. SMOOT. I want the Senator from North Dakota to 
understand that I should have no objection under ordinary 
condition to consenting to the Senator reading what he 
desires to read, but can not the Senator see the situation 
in which we are placed? And we have got to get the bill 
through. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Oklahoma yield further? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. FRAZIER. I will read the extract in my own time 
when I get the floor later on. 

Mr. SMOOT. I shall have no objection to the Senator 
doing that. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I appreciate 
the interest the distinguished chairman of the subcommit- 
tee has in getting this bill through. I presume he thinks 
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I am filibustering. I advised the Senate on yesterday that 
I did not care to speak, and I so advised the Senate this 
morning. 

Mr.SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield to the Senator from Utah for a question? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. The question I desire to ask the Senator 
from Oklahoma is this: The Senator knows, does he not, 
that I could not do what he asked me to do without taking 
the conference report back to conference, and I know what 
the House conferees would do. So it would be simply a 
waste of time to take the report back to conference. I think 
the Senator from Oklahoma believes that to be a fact. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. No, Mr. President. 

Mr. SMOOT. I assure the Senator it is the fact. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I am not disputing what 
the Senator says. I will state, however, that the country 
believes—and when I say the country“ I mean those who 
are affected by this amendment—the folk in my State be- 
lieve that when it comes to Indian matters the Congress 
consists of one man, and that that man is the distin- 
guished gentleman from Michigan, who, by the grace of 
his constituency, severs his connection with the Govern- 
ment at 12 o’clock noon on the 4th day of March next. 
Mr. President, to my certain knowledge the Indians 
throughout the United States have prayed long and fer- 
vently for that most welcome day. Their prayers have 
been answered, and on the 4th of March at noon there 
will be thanksgiving in the hearts of tens of thousands of 
those simple people that some power has removed from 
over them what they conceive to be an evil influence. 

Mr. President, I asked the distinguished Senator from 
Utah a moment ago if he had any Indians in his State. 
He did not answer. He has, Mr. President. On the same 
page on which is found the amendment to which I object 
we find catalogued here—and that page is 66—reference 
to Indians in his own constituency: 

Utah: Uinta and Ouray, $15,000. 8 


That amount is taken from their private trust funds, 
and they have not much. If I were not afraid I should 
embarrass the Senator, I would ask him how much trust 
funds that tribe has? I will tell him. They themselves 
have only $217,564.87. That is only a per capita of $185 
for Indians in the Senator’s own State. 

If I were not afraid of embarrassing the distinguished 
chairman of the committee, I would ask him how many 
constituents of his happen to have red skins? Not de- 
siring to embarrass the Senator, I advise him. In the 
State of the Senator from Utah there are 1,165 Indians. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield to me? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. I want the Senator from Oklahoma to know 
that I should treat the Indians of the State of Utah in no 
wise differently from the way in which I would treat the 
Indians in any other State in the Union. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Yes, Mr. President, this 
policy of congressional robbery is not confined to my State, 
I will admit, though I am sorry to have to admit it. It is 
as extensive as the Nation, as extensive as the States in 
which we find these defenseless people. The Indians in the 
Senator’s own State—1,165 of them—have the remnants of 
a trust fund in the amount of $217,564.87, which makes 
a per capita amount of $185. I notice in this bill, which 
provides $15,000 for the Utah Indians, that it takes $500 of 
the money of those Indians to support a State experimental 
farm in Utah. I presume the distinguished Senator from 
Utah, the chairman of the subcommittee having to do with 
this bill, and which has in its hands the property and money 
and even the power of life and death over these helpless 
people, approves of that item. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can only yield for a 
question if there is objection. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. KING. I want to suggest 

Mr. SMOOT. Is the Senator going to ask a question? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, if I may only ask a question, 
I will pretermit what I intended to say. I do not want to 
take the Senator from the floor by any technical ruling. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, the Govern- 
ment, by the force of its strong right arm, is taking from 
the pockets of these helpless people in the State of Utah 
the sum of $500 with which to maintain a State experimental 
farm. I ask the distinguished Senator what law authorizes 
that appropriation. I get no reply. I will advise him. 
There is no such law. That statement is not contradicted, 
and yet I am blamed for standing up on this floor pleading 
for people thus treated. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield to the Senator from Utah? i 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield for a question. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. KING. If a Senator occupying the fioor directs a 
question with respect to conditions in Utah to a Senator from 
Utah, is it not proper for me to reply to that question with- 
out jeopardizing his right to the floor? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without making a speech; yes. 

Mr. KING. May I say to the Senator, then 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator is going to ask a question, 
then it is all right. 

Mr. KING. I am about to answer a question propounded. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is not in compliance with the rule. 

Mr. KING. If the Senator wants to be so technical I will 
not jeopardize the right of the Senator from Oklahoma to 
the floor. I know there are some Senators here who want 
to deprive the Senator of the opportunity of completing his 
speech, and so I will not interrupt him at this time. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma has 
the floor. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I do not want 
to be too hard on the distinguished chairman of the sub- 
committee. During eight years I have been unable to reach 
his heart and I have failed thus far this time; but when I 
get through he will know more about the Indian question 
than he has ever known, and I hope he will remember what 
he learns. He will know more about the Indians in his own 
State, Mr. President, than perhaps he has ever known. I 
should like to know whether or not the Indians of the Sen- 
ator’s own State realize that the remnants of their funds are 
being taken without color of law and diverted from their 
own use to the support of a State experimental farm? I 
do not know whether or not they know it. If they know it, 
I should like to know if they approve of that appropriation. 

Mr. President, we are making some progress. I exhibit a 
book which has been published since the debate on this ques- 
tion started in the present Congress. The book quotes from 
some of the speeches made upon this floor, and is a summary 
and criticism and résumé of the activities to date of the 
subcommittee of the Committee on Indian Affairs which 
has engaged in making a survey of Indian problems and 
conditions throughout the Nation. The book was prepared 
by Robert Gessner, and its title is “ Massacre.” Mr. Presi- 
dent, what an appropriate title! 

The Indians are not only wards, they are citizens. 
Legally they are entitled to do anything and everything that 
any other citizen can do. Here I have a book of some 418 
pages which gives a synopsis of the testimony taken to date 
relative to the Indian problem. Massacre! An appropriate 
title! The process under which our Indian population is 
being massacred is not a quick one. Many humanitarians 
have said that if the Government years ago should have de- 
stroyed every Indian citizen such Indians would have been 
better off. As it is they have been allowed to live. They 
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were started west 100 years ago and more; they are still 
“ going west,” Mr. President. For many of them “ the rain- 
bow has been reached,” and under the present policy of this 
Government those now alive will not live for long. Starva- 
tion and want stare them in the face. 

Oh, there may be some Indians who have money. If they 
have I am glad of it, but they are few. Some few Indians 
have lands upon which oil has been discovered and have 
fortunes as some people regard fortunes, but where one 
Indian has a little money we find thousands and tens of 
thousands of Indians who have nothing. 

The Indian race is not a rich race; it is a poor race; it is 
a race not qualified, not competent, to cope with the civiliza- 
tion of the strongest and the richest nation on the earth. 
If the policy now in vogue is continued when the Indians’ 
lands are gone and their money is spent and they become 
unrestricted and they are set adrift, they can get no help 
from the Government; they must then wander and drift 
and die. 

I have exhibited to you the book called “ Massacre.” I 
now exhibit to the Senate a 1-column news story printed in 
the New York World of Monday, February 9. This news 
story is in relation to the book that I hold in my hand. 
This book is the result of the activity of the Senate through 
its Indian Affairs Committee. This news story is a summary 
or criticism of the book. Even the book is of benefit. The 
news story is of benefit; and I now call attention to one or 
two paragraphs from this story. 

The headlines are as follows: 

Corruption seen in Indian funds. Sweeping charges made by 
Robert Gessner in new book. Attacks bureau chiefs. Exhaustion 
of tribal money in 20 years predicted. 

I will place the entire article in the Recorp, Mr. President; 
and I now read one or two extracts therefrom. I am read- 
ing from the New York World news story: 

The record of Charles J. Rhoads, appointed in 1929 as Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs after the forced resignation of Com- 
missioner Burke and Assistant Commissioner E. B. Meritt, “is 
actually below that of Burke,” he charges. 

The book charges that while “approximately $30,000,000 of 


reimbursable charges have been heaped on the back of Indians 
unconstitutionally "— 


Further: 
Indians in the Northwest— 


That is in the Senator’s country— 


Indians in the Northwest have been forced to subsist on horse 
meat gathered from city dumps. 


I do not charge that to Utah. I do not know just what 
States the Northwest means in this article. 
Reading further, Mr. President: 


At the Indian Bureau’s present speed of mismanagement, the 
Indians of America will be penniless by 1951. 


In 20 years the wards of this rich Government will be 
landless and penniless; and yet here it is insisted that this 
policy, making it inevitable that they shall become landless 
and penniless, shall be pursued. 

I send the article to the desk, Mr. President, to be inserted 
at the point indicated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
so ordered. 

The article is as follows: 

[From the New York World of Monday, February 9, 1931] 


CORRUPTION SEEN IN INDIAN FUNDS—SWEEPING CHARGES MADE BY 
ROBERT GESSNER IN NEW BooK—ATTACKS BUREAU CHIers—Ex- 
HAUSTION OF TRIBAL MONEY IN 20 YEARS PREDICTED 


Sweeping charges of corruption and inefficiency in the Indian 
Bureau under the reform appointees of President Hoover, with 
starvation and an ever-increasing death rate among the American 
Indians as a result, are made by Robert Gessner, young graduate 
of Michigan University, in his book Massacre, published to-day 
after three years’ investigation of conditions in the Indian reser- 
vations. 

The record of Charles J. Rhoads, appointed in 1929 as Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs after the forced resignation of Commis- 
sioner Burke and Assistant Commissioner E. B. Meritt, “ is actually 
below that of Burke.“ he charges. 

The book charges that while “approximately $30,000,000 of 
reimbursable charges have been heaped on the back of Indians 
unconstitutionally for bridge and road building for the benefit 


Without objection, it is 
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of tourists and irrigation schemes designed for white men, Indians 
in the Northwest have been forced to subsist on horse meat gath- 
ered from city dumps. The average Indian income, says the book, 
even among the wealthy oil-owning Osages, has decreased from 
$13,200 to $1,540 a year, and the Indian death rate triples the rate 
of the general population. 

INDIAN ESTATE SHRINKING 

“At the Indian Bureau’s present speed of mismanagement, the 
Indians of America will be penniless by 1951,“ Mr. Gessner writes, 
estimating that the Indian estate is shrinking at a rate of 4 per 
cent a year. 

Citing instances of brutality in Indian schools, illegal leases of 
Indian lands, peonage, and broken governmental pledges taken 
from the records of the Indian Bureau, unofficial and official 
investigating agencies and testimony before the Frazier committee 
of the Senate, due to report within the next few months, Mr. 
Gessner asserts: 

“The United States Government has done far more for negroes 
in 60 years, for Filipinos and Hawaiians in 30 years than has been 
done for Indians in a century and a half. 

“When President Hoover appointed Charles J. Rhoads and J. 
Henry Scattergood, Philadelphia Quakers and humanitarians, Com- 
missioners of Indian Affairs,” he writes, “it looked like the com- 
ing of day for the Indians. The past year and a half, however, 
has proven these appointments to be a false dawn. The ‘reform 
administrators’ have not reformed the Indian Bureau. Instead 


of attacking the deeper administrative problems, instead of at- 


tempting to relieve and emancipate the Indian, they became pup- 


pets under the control of the bureau chiefs who are holdovers 
from the infamous régime of Albert Fall.” 
WILBUR’S PLAN DISCARDED 

“Rhoads and Scattergood have completely discarded Secretary 
Wilbur’s plan for reorganizing the bureau’s irrigation and recla- 
mation service; in their contrariness to the reports of engineers 
and other experts they have plunged into a renewed extravagant 
and, to some extent, unproductive spending.” 

The Indian Bureau, Mr. Gessner charges, has maintained a 
propaganda service as a “smoke screen to cover its own in- 
competency” with the “ wealthy” Osage Indians, and the state- 
ment of former Commissioner E. B. Meritt that the per capita 
wealth of the Indian is $4,700 as its most effective arguments. 

Sixteen tribes, he points out, have per capita annual incomes of 
less than $100,-and of the 65 jurisdictions under the control of 
the Indian Bureau, only 2 are found by the scientific investigators 
of the institute (for Government research) to have per capita 
incomes of $500. 

“It must be remembered,” he goes on, “that not one dollar of 
a restricted Osage was or can be spent except under the super- 
vision of the bureau. An Osage could not buy a $7,500 limousine 
or build a $50,000 mansion unless the Indian Bureau super- 
intendent and his subordinates sanctioned the expenditure. A 
garage proprietor could not receive a $12,000 check for automobile 
repairs unless his bill was O. K.’d by an Indian Bureau official. 


EXTRAVAGANTLY INSURED 


“Nor is it credible that whole families of white professional 
guardians would be appointed to disburse moneys unless their 
commissions were satisfactorily split. Nor can the Indian Bureau 
be absolved of responsibility when Indians have been extrava- 
gantly insured, their insurance deeded to whites, and then found a 
few months later with bullets in their heads.” 

Commissioner Rhoads, he asserts, has authorized “ emergency 
measures ” by superintendents, thus reinstating corporal punish- 
ment forbidden by Commissioner Burke in 1929. 

“The Indian death rate,” he adds, “ acco: to the United 
States census, has increased 62 per cent from 1921 to 1925, the last 
year in which the Census Bureau computed mortality percentages. 
Since that year a comparative census has been verily stifled. 
Reservations are fast becoming cesspools of disease to infect neigh- 
boring communities and tourists. Indians are rapidly becoming 
germ carriers, wandering about freely like flies.” 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I now make 
the specific charge that under the present policy of this 
Government, as exercised through the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs and rubber-stamped by Congress, the Indian race is 
being destroyed physically. 

I make the deliberate charge that the death rate is in- 
creasing. 
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Those are the Osages in my State and the 

of on 5 Western States. e pennaa 
these tribes there are but nine that 

as cee annual income. Bete fe eat 

O these tribes there are but 43 that have as 
$200 annual income. creates 
. The Sioux Indians—a tribe embracing some 8,000 human 
beings, Ameriean citizens, wards of the Nation—have an an- 
nual income in the magnificent sum of $15.94 per Indian; 
and yet we were told that the Indian race is a rich race, a 
wealthy race! 

In the State of Arizona we have a tribe of Indians by the 
name of Havasupai. Their annual income is $18 per year. 

Then over in my neighbor’s State—almost my neighbor's 
State—of New Mexico we have the poorest tribe in America, 
at Carson, N. Mex. The annual income of the members of 
that tribe is the magnificent sum of $15 per year. I pre- 
sume these Indians can live on $15. -That is all they have. 
Yet in this bill it is proposed to take $12.50 per capita of the 
total wealth of 4,000 Indians who have $68 apiece to main- 
tain an Indian agency that supervises five or six other 
tribes besides themselves! In other words, if this bill passes, 
it will take from these poor people, to maintain this agency, 
enough money to support them for a year. That is a con- 
siderable sum, Mr. President. 

The record shows that the land and money of the wards 
of the Government is at this time being dissipated at the 
rate of 4 per cent per annum. What does that mean? Why, 
it means that in at least 25 years there will be no land left; 
there will be no money left; and Indians without land or 
money automatically become unrestricted. They get out 
from under the jurisdiction of the Indian Bureau. They 
can not even get information. They never get humane 
treatment—I will say, almost never. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. What is the use of having the Indian 
Bureau have charge of the Indians after they have not any 
more property? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. There would be no use; that 
is true. That may be the present method of getting rid of 
the Indian problem. If so, it could be denominated the 
sociological way of solving the Indian problem—dissipate 
their land, dissipate their money, turn them loose as 
paupers. 

That is what is happening. 

Mr. President, I send to the desk and ask to have read a 
short table, which shows the rate of decrease of the wealth 
of some of the Indian tribes of this Republic. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
clerk will read, as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

[From A Survey of To-day’s American Indian, by Robert Gessner] 
(Page 75) 

The following short table, the figures of which have been taken 
from the property values of the Indian Commissioner's report, 
proves that the increasing total wealth of the American Indian 
is a myth: 


I make the deliberate charge that the Indians’ property | Taking 


is being dissipated. 

I make the deliberate charge that the Indians’ constitu- 
tional rights are being ignored. 

I make the deliberate charge that the Indians are not 
properly educated. 

I make the further deliberate charge that our Indian 
citizens, the wards of this rich Government, are not treated 
humanely. 

On a former occasion it was asserted here that these 
Indians are rich. The facts do not so disclose. 

Of all of our Indian tribes there are but two whose mem- 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, it is not 
pleasant to have to make this kind of a speech. It is most 
unpleasant. I dislike to have to criticize a great bureau of 
the Government: but if it must be done, the sooner the 


better. 
I tried to work with the bureau. I tried to support them. 


I tried to defend them. I did the best I could; but when 
the time came that they would not extricate themselves 


bers have annual incomes of more than $500 per year. | from the groove they were in I could not follow any longer. 
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I am not following now, Mr. President. So long as I am 
here, unless the policy is changed, we will hear considerable 
about the Indian problem. 

We do not need to speak for the multimillionaires of this 
Republic. We do not need to speak for the giant corpora- 
tions. They are getting along all right. They will take 
care of themselves. I hold that government is not so much 
to take care of that class of our fortunate citizenship. 
Rather do I hold that government should be maintained to 
take care of those who can not take care of themselves. 

These few remnants of those who once owned America, 
who once owned the very land that you now own, have no 
one to speak for them any more. The Indian Committee 
is doing the best it can. It does not get much sympathy. 
It gets little support. We bring in our amendments. The 
Senate agrees with us. They are attached to our bills. 
They go to conference, and that is the end. 

Mr. President, let me call attention now to the Osage 
Tribe of Indians. A few years ago they were reputed to 
be the richest peoples in the world. They were wealthy then, 
Mr. President. 

Only a few years ago the Osage Indian Tribe in Okla- 
homa, living in one lone county, 3,000 of them, had to their 
credit a quarter of a billion dollars—$250,000,000 in the 
bank account of one tribe of Indians living on one reserva- 
tion. In the few years that are passed what do we find? 
How much of that money have they left? They have 
$20,000,000 left. In other words, the Indian Bureau has per- 
mitted its wards to spend $230,000,000 in these few years, 
because not a penny could have been spent without the 
approval of the Indian Bureau. 

Let me read from the report of the subcommittee of the 
Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, now making a survey 
of the Indian problems throughout the United States. This 
book is called “ Massacre.” The book is bound in red, em- 
blematic, I presume, of the red man. It would have to be 
emblematic of his skin; it could not be emblematic of his 
blood. His blood is not that red to-day in far too many 
cases. I read from page 69: 


Out of the 65 jurisdictions completely under the control of the 
Indan Bureau only two are found by the scientific investigators 
of the institute to have per capita annual incomes of more than 
$500. They are the Osages of Oklahoma and the Klamaths of 

on. 

Let us briefly look at the supposed wealth of the Oklahoma 
Indians. This stronghold of Indian Bureau propaganda is being 
definitely blasted in the current hearings of the Senate investigat- 
ing committee. There are approximately 150,000 Indians in Okla- 
homa, of which only 3,000 are Osages. The Senate committee 
has discovered thousands suffering in dire poverty; the. Chicka- 
saw, Choctaw, Cherokee, Creek, and Seminole Tribes have been 
found to be “broke.” Of the much-advertised Osages, they are 
rapidly approaching the state in which they lived before oil was 
miraculously discovered on their arid soil; they are once more 
facing want. The revenue-producing capital was once above a 
quarter of a billion; it has since dwindled two hundred and nine 
millions, leaving an estimated total of only thirty millions, 


The records I quoted a moment ago were from another 
authority. They differ to the extent of $10,000,000. 


Where annual incomes were once $13,200 they have now shrunk 
to a bare $1,540. The average monthly income of an Osage to-day 
is $125. “They are now riding in Fords,” Senator W. B. PINE of 
Oklahoma told me, and dilapidated ones at that.“ 

What happened to $209,000,000 of the principal, not to mention 
the interest? By what means was one of the wealthiest groups in 
America stripped of wealth? This sensational squandering was 
accomplished solely through the Indian Bureau. It must be re- 
membered that not $1 of a restricted Osage was or can be spent 
except under the supervision of the bureau. An Osage could not 
buy a $7,500 limousine or build a $50,000 mansion unless the 
Indian Bureau superintendent and his subordinates sanctioned 
the expenditure. A garage proprietor could not receive a $12,000 
check for automobile repairs unless his bill was O. K. d by an 
Indian Bureau official. Nor could an undertaker for an $1,800 
‘funeral, or for a $1,400 monument. A physician could not be 
made a health consultant of an Indian he has never seen nor has 
any intention of seeing, at a lordly salary, unless he was persona 
grata with the agency staff. Nor could numerous probate attor- 
neys, supervising probate attorneys, clerks, fee clerks, and hun- 
dreds of bloodsuckers be listed on the pay roll dispensed from the 
Osage tribal fund, unless the Indians’ protector saw fit to put 
them there. Nor is it credible that whole families of white pro- 
fessional guardians would be appointed to disburse moneys unless 
their commissions were satisfactorily split. Nor can the Indian 
Bureau be absolved of all knowledge and responsibility when 
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Indians have been extravagantly insured, their insurance deeded 
to whites, and then found a few months later with bullets in 
their heads. 

Mr. President, I made the statement a moment ago that 
the death rate among the Indians throughout the entire 
United States was increasing. If that is true, it is an alarm- 
ing statement; it is a distressing situation. If that is true, 
it is an indictment of the Indian Bureau. Is is more than 
that, it is an indictment of the Congress of the United 
States. Here we are in the Senate, a coordinate branch of 
the Congress, with the membership tied and helpless, if we 
are to believe the reports of the distinguished Senator hav- 
ing the conference report in charge. 

As I said a while ago, at one time there were a million 
Indian citizens in the Republic. To-day there are scarcely 
300,000. From 1920 to 1924 the death rate increased 48 per 
cent. In 1921 the rate of deaths per thousand was 17.5 
per cent. In 1922 the rate of deaths per thousand was 19.2 
per cent. In 1923 the rate of deaths per thousand was 22.5 
per cent. In 1924 it had mounted to the appalling figure of 
25.9 per cent. 

Mr. President, that death rate is twice the death rate 
among the white population. If those figures are accurate, 
they are a terrific indictment against the guardian of the 
Indians, the Government of the United States. 

Why has not the Government acted? The distinguished 
Senator in charge of the conference report tells us that we 
are tied, that we are shackled, that we are impotent, that 
we are sterile. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 
a question? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Does the Senator believe for a minute 
that it was ever the intention of these bureaucrats who have 
been guardians of the Indians that they should so conduct 
their affairs that they should get fat and live long? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I said a while 
ago that the gentlemen in charge of the Indian Bureau are 
elegant gentlemen so far as I know, they are men of schol- 
arly attainments, they are of the highest integrity; but they 
are on a pension. They have yet, in my opinion, failed to 
realize the responsibility of the great position they are ap- 
pointed to fill. There is no milk of human kindness running 
through the caves of the Interior Department where the 
Indian Bureau hibernates. It is as cold to an Indian there 
as if they had a refrigeration system made up of the briny 
tears of the thousands of Indians living and dead. 

I asked the question, Why has not the Government acted? 
Quoting again from the book to which I have just referred, 
I will answer the question in the language of the book: 

Seventy years ago that question was answered by Edwin M. 
Stanton, Secretary of War in Lincoln's Cabinet. In 1862 Bishop 
H. B. Whipple, of Minnesota, went to W n on behalf of the 
Sioux Indians, and upon hearing of his arrival Secretary Stanton 
said to General Halleck: “ What does the bishop want? If he came 
here to tell us our Indian system is a sink of iniquity, tell him we 
all know it. Tell him the United States never cures a wrong, 
never reforms an evil until the people demand it. Tell him that 
when the hearts of the American people are reached the Indian 
will be saved.” 

That was in 1862, almost a hundred years ago. The con- 
dition of these people is worse to-day than it was then. 

Mr. President, I am not speaking to the Senate; I am 
only asking that those who are here will do me the courtesy 
to maintain a respectful quietude. The hearts of the policy- 
making bureaucrats in the Indian Office have not been 
touched. I do not know of what tissue their hearts are 
made. They must be devoid of the milk of human kindness. 
For a hundred years the prayer of these simple people has 
been that they might go their way and have reasonable 
consideration at the hands of the Government, but their 
prayers have not been answered, and while I fear that my 
voice, humble as it is, will fall on deaf ears, I can not refrain 
from exercising it. 

Mr. President, there is one place to which we can appeal 
if the Congress fails to respond, and that is to the women 
of the country. Already they have been appealed to. The 
National Federation of Women’s Clubs is a nation-wide 
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organization. The National Federation of Women’s Clubs 
has a special committee which tries to look after the Indians 
of the country, to understand their problems and to make 
some report. This organization is soon to have a meeting in 
one of the far southwestern States. Already the chairman 
of the welfare division of that great national organization is 
in the West making a survey for herself, so that in April, 
when the National Federation of Women’s Clubs meets in 
that far southwestern country, a report may be made. In 
frankness let me say that I am making the record for that 
organization. I have failed here perhaps, but this problem 
will be reopened and we will hear much more about it. 

Let me quote again from the book to which I have just 
referred. On page 236, Maj. Gen. Hugh L. Scott, formerly 
Chief of Staff of the War Department, referring to the con- 
dition among the Indians, is quoted. General Scott for 
many years served among the Indians. Perhaps of all of 
our citizens now living, General Scott is the best posted and 
has the most information about all of the Indians living and 
dead. He understands the sign language. While he can 
not converse with them in words, he can talk with any 
Indian by means of the sign language. He is their friend. 
Here is what General Scott said: 


It is inconceivable to me that Congress would allow such condi- 
tions to continue if the facts were fully impressed upon it. 


Some may wonder why I have occupied so much time of 
the Senate. On three former days I occupied eight hours. 
I have occupied four hours to-day, not because I wanted to 
do so but because I see no other chance, save through pub- 
licity, for any substantial relief for these people for whom, 
in my feeble way, I now presume to speak. 

Further, General Scott is quoted as having said: 


The people who are on my mind are the superannuated, the 
lame. the blind, who are unable to learn anything. They have had 
a very insufficient ration given them at many agencies that keeps 
them undernourished and makes them prey of every passing 
disease. 

Listen, Mr. President, to the next statement from General 
Scott. His words can not be taken lightly: 

I believe that many have died prematurely in the past from 
these causes. 

If that is true, Indians, American citizens, the wards of 
the Government, have died through the criminal neglect 
of the agencies of this Government. Listen to his next 
statement: 

I note that this ration is being made adequate by the issue 
of horse meat at the Fort Belknap Agency. 

I do not like to have to bring these things before the 
public. I have not much more than started, but I realize 
I can not continue indefinitely. But when one’s constitu- 
ency is at stake, where should one surrender? I have not 
surrendered. As long as I can stand here I shall not sur- 
render. 

Mr. President, away back yonder Helen Hunt Jackson 
wrote a book upon the Indian problem entitled “Century 
of Dishonor.” In that book the author said: 

There is but one hope of righting this wrong. It lies in an 
appeal to the heart and conscience of the American people. 
What the people demand Congress will do. It has been—to our 
shame be it spoken—at the demand of part of the people that 
all these wrongs have been committed, these treaties broken, these 
robberies done by the Government. 

Mr, President, who is responsible for this condition? The 
people are paying for the service. Are the Indians getting 
it? It is costing the taxpayers of the United States a sum 
in excess of $25,000,000 a year to maintain an organization 
having for its purpose the supervision of our Indian wards. 
What are these wards getting for that money? Over in our 
neighboring country of Canada, just yonder to the north, 
they have almost one-half as many Indians as we. We have 
less than 300,000. Canada has slightly in excess of 100,000. 
In Canada the Indian problem is largely solved. In Canada 
101,000 Indians, or thereabouts, are getting along very satis- 
factorily on an expenditure of a little more than $3,000,000, 
while in the United States, with an expenditure of more than 
$25,000,000, our Indians are starving. 

Mr. President, I am not going to abuse the permission I 
received on yesterday. I hold it to be pertinent that the 
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annual report of the Bureau of Indian Affairs for the year 
ending March 31, 1928, of the Dominion of Canada be placed 
in the Recorp at this time. I am going to ask that the clerk 
read such parts of the report as are indicated. It is not 
long. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). 
Without objection, the clerk will read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


REPORT OF THE DEPUTY SUPERINTENDENT GENERAL 


OTTAWA, November 1, 1928. 
Hon. CHARLES STEWART, 
Superintendent General of Indian Afairs, Ottawa. 
Sm: I have the honor to submit the report of the Department of 
Indian Afairs for the year ending March 31, 1928. 


INDIAN HEALTH SUPERVISION 


All matters appertaining to the health of Indians are conducted 
by the Department of Indian Affairs. The department staff has 
recently been strengthened by the addition of a medical director 
and the creation of a definite medical branch, which is 
to prove of great value in supervising and coordinating the various 
health activities. 

The outstanding event of the past year was the epidemic of 
influenza which swept the basin of the MacKenzie River during 
the month of July. The disease, which was of a very severe type, 
broke out at Fort Smith and spread to the Great Slave Lake and 
down to Aklavik with great rapidity. This vast region is in- 
habited by scattered bands of Indians whose needs are ministered 
to by Indian agents and doctors at Fort Smith, Fort Resolution, 
and Fort Simpson, and by missionaries and church establishments 
at these and other points. At Hay River there is a mission school, 
and at Fort Smith, Fort Simpson, and Aklavik are small mission 
hospitals. The doctor at Fort Smith was out of the country on 
leave of absence, but was at once replaced by a doctor from 
Edmonton. The doctor at Fort Resolution and the mission per- 
sonnel at that point and at Hay River looked after the Indians 
about the Great Slave Lake. The doctor at Fort Simpson followed 
the epidemic down the river to Aklavik. All the workers were 
handicapped by lack of drugs and supplies, owing to the fact that 
the year’s supplies had been burned in a warehouse fire at Edmon- 
ton, where they were collected for shipment by the first boat of 
the season. Emergency supplies were sent in. Accounts of the 
epidemic which have reached the department tell of whole settle- 
ments stricken at once, so that there were not enough well persons 
to care for the sick or bury the dead; of mission workers carrying 
on though suffering from the disease themselves; and, in one or 
two cases, of isolated families or small settlements being com- 
pletely wiped out. The reports of the workers are modest in the 
extreme as to the services they rendered, but an officer of the 
department who was in the country at the time pays a glowing 
tribute to their devotion and self-sacrifice. The toll of death was 
heavy, and many widows and orphans are left. 

It is difficult for those who have no intimate acquaintance 
with the primitive Indians of the remote parts of the North to 
realize their attitude toward a widespread outbreak of a dangerous 
disease such as influenza. They become discouraged and hopeless, 
and their fear and fatalism prevent their cooperation with those 
whose advice and help would assist their recovery. 


Tuberculosis 


the summers of 1926 and 1927 a committee of experts 
under the auspices of the Canadian Tuberculosis Association car- 
ried out for the department a survey of tuberculosis among the 
Indians of British Columbia and presented a very valuable report. 
Their findings agree with those of investigators in other parts of 
the country and with the observations of departmental physicians. 
Tuberculosis is about five times more common among Indians 
than among the general population. Several factors contribute to 
its prevalence. In many tribes tuberculosis has been compara- 
tively recently introduced and the resistance possessed by the 
white race has not yet been acquired. The food supply which 
would produce in the individual the robust health to enable him 
to resist invasion by the disease and to cast it off after invasion is 
not available, nor have the Indians learned in many cases to 
make good use of the supplies to be had. Living conditions are 
far from ideal and ignorance prevails as to the method of spread 
of contagion. With the exception of a few tribes the Indians have 
not the background of education and experience which would 
enable them to take full advantage of the knowledge of public 
health available at the present day. 

The problem is a very serious one, but the outlook is not hope- 
less. Bands of Ontario Indians, who were expected to disappear 
from this cause some 50 years ago, are now rapidly increasing. 
The Blackfoot Tribes of Alberta, whose numbers were greatly 
reduced following their infection in the latter quarter of the last 
century, are now holding their own. The solution of the problem 
depends as much on the improvement of economic conditions as 
on medical attendance and public-health instruction. The depart- 
ment is using every recognized method of combatting the disease 
and the situation has shown a definite improvement in recent 
years. With somewhat increased funds at its disposal there is 
reason to hope for more rapid progress in the future. 


Diseases of the eye 


Trachoma is reported from time to time as existing among In- 
dians. The committee which investigated tuberculosis in British 
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Columbia also interested itself in eye conditions, and from this 
and other sources of information, it may be stated that this eye 
disease is very rare among Canadian Indians, if, indeed, it exists 
at all. There is, however, a condition which is prevalent in the 
mountains and foothills, and occasionally appears elsewhere, which 
is of importance. It consists of an acute inflammation of the eye, 
with a small ulcer on the eyeball, and often leads to impairment 
of vision. It occurs chiefly among undernourished children, and 
is probably to a large extent a deficiency disease. The department 
is devoting special attention to its treatment. 


Hospital services 


In the more remote districts and at certain large reserves the 
department maintains hospitals for the use of Indians alone. Dur- 
ing the past year new units have been opened at the Six Nations 
Reserve in Ontario, at the Peigan Reserve in southern Alberta, and 
at Ile-a-la-Crosse in northern Saskatchewan, where the hospital 
is a joint enterprise between the department and the government 
of Saskatchewan. 

The new hospital on the Six Nations Reserve at Ohsweken was 
opened on October 16, 1927, by their excellencies, the Governor 
General and the Viscountess Willingdon, who graciously gave per- 
mission that the institution should be known as the Lady Willing- 
don Hospital. This hospital has already proven its worth, and is 
used by the Indians to its fullest capacity. A new unit is under 
construction at the Blood Reserve in southern Alberta, where a 
very successful work has been carried on for many years under 
great difficulties. The department requires a high standard of 
service from its hospitals, and they are considered to be equal in 
quality to any other institutions of similar size. 8 

In many places hospitals are maintained by church organiza- 
tions, and the department cooperates by furnishing some equip- 
ment and supplies, and in some cases by providing grants of 
money for building and upkeep. In all parts of the country the 
services of local hospitals and sanatoria are available for Indians, 
and a very large use is made of these institutions. Indians are 
rapidly overcoming their old distrust of hospital treatment, and 
hospitals are more and more welcoming them as patients. It is 
becoming increasingly apparent that Indians are as hopeful sub- 
jects for modern treatment as white people. Rates paid for hos- 
pital care vary in accordance with local conditions and with any 
other assistance which the department gives to institutions. 


Doctors’ services 


In some remote places the department employs full-time physi- 
cians, and in several instances these doctors furnish the only 
medical service available for the white population as well as 
Indians. Seven such positions are maintained, and in four other 
cases the position of Indian agent is filled by a doctor. For the 
most part, however, the needs of the Indians are served by the 
employment of a physician, on part time or on call, who resides 
near the reserve. There are over 250 doctors so employed. The 
services of specialists in surgery and eye, ear, nose, and throat 
diseases are retained in large centers for the benefit of Indians in 
the surrounding country. 

There are certain districts, where the Indians are of such primi- 
tive and nomadic habits and live over such an extended area that 
it is impossible to do more than send a doctor once a year to visit 
them when they are collected to meet the department official who 
pays the annuity money. The doctor accompanies the paying 
Officer, treats cases of disease, vaccinates the Indians, and gives 
them simple talks on health and sanitation. In northern Quebec 
a doctor has been employed for several summer seasons to patrol 
the transcontinental railway, and his work has resulted in a con- 
siderable improvement in habits of living among the Indians of 
the region. Some of the journeys made by these doctors involve 
great hardship. 

Field nurses and matrons 


The department has maintained for some years a staff of four 
traveling nurses in the prairie Provinces and of one in Nova 
Scotia. These nurses make periodical visits to reserves and schools. 
Their duty is to instruct the Indian women in the care of chil- 
dren and home making in general, to examine school children for 
defects, and to report cases of defect or illness to the Indian agent 
and physician. In some instances these nurses have been able to 
hold very successful clinics to which the Indian mothers bring 
their babies for inspection and advice. In British Columbia two 
resident nurses are maintained, and in Alberta one. The work of 
these nurses is very satisfactory, and it is hoped that it will be 
possible to extend the service. On one reserve where infant mor- 
tality was unusually high, an enormous improvement followed 
the installation of a resident nurse. 

In places where the number of Indians is not large enough to 
justify the employment of a more highly. skilled worker, the serv- 
ices of a neighbor white woman are retained as a field matron. 
These women have usually the advantage of the advice of a physi- 
cian, and in some cases of visits from the traveling nurses. Some 
of them possess considerable nursing experience, but their main 
function is to give instruction and advice in housekeeping and 
the care of children. 

The department is also making a beginning in the way of co- 
operation with the various provincial and voluntary organizations 
which maintain district public-health nurses. In some cases the 
assistance of the department makes it possible for a district nurse 
to be employed in a municipality to the mutual advantage of 
both the Indians and the white people there, 


Medical care of school pupils 


Every residential school, except a very few where such service 
is not available, has the advantage of the regular oversight of a 
physician, and in many cases the pupil's health is cared for by a 
resident nurse, Pupils in day schools are examined by agency 


physicians and traveling nurses. This service is capable of further . 


development, and it is hoped that it may soon be possible to have 
a system of regular inspection of every Indian school pupil. All 
candidates for entrance to residential schools are examined before 
admission, particularly for the presence of active tubercular disease. 
Drugs and surgical supplies are furnished to principals of resi- 
dential schools, and a considerable expenditure is made for the 
remedy of physical defects such as eye conditions and diseased 
tonsils and teeth, which would tend to retard the studies of the 
pupils or make them subject to the invasion of tuberculosis. 
Communicable diseases 


Epidemics of communicable disease arise from time to time on 
Indian reserves. The department has, during the past year, de- 
vised a set of regulations for the control of these diseases which 
promises to be of great advantage. Constant effort is put forth 
to keep vaccination against smallpox up to date, and a beginning 
is being made toward immunization against diphtheria. 

Although the department is sometimes handicapped in the be- 
ginning of an epidemic by the reticence of the Indian in such mat- 
ters, it has an advantage over white communities in the matter 
of the possibility of enforcing regulations once the outbreak is 
discovered. In a recent outbreak of smallpox practically every 
Indian was vaccinated within one week after the diagnosis was 
established, a procedure which would be difficult to carry out in 
any white Canadian community. The services of traveling nurses 
are of value in epidemics, as they are at once available for duty in 
such emergencies anywhere in the district which they cover. 

The Department of Indian Affairs has no reason to feel ashamed 
of its medical service from a remedial standpoint. No appeal for 
medical treatment from a Canadian Indian goes unheeded, and 
no expense is spared to give the sick Indian the benefit of the 
best medical and hospital care available. There is, however, a 
vast field of preventive medicine which would yield a rich harvest 
in improved health and economic efficiency of Indians, It is the 
aim of the department to greatly extend the preventive side of its 
effort, but such action must await the provision of increased 
funds, and, to some extent, the awakening of interest in Indian 
health, on the part of both the Indians themselves and the gen- 
eral public, in the one case toward the support of the Government 
in making increased expenditure, and in the other toward the 
realization of the need for improvement. 

FARMING AND STOCK RAISING AMONG THE PRAIRIE INDIANS 
Farming 


The spring was somewhat late, and the seeding of wheat at 
many points was not completed until after the 15th of May. The 
area under crop has shown an increase of 1,867 acres over the 
previous year. The seed went into the ground in good shape, and 
up to the middle of August the indications were for the heaviest 
crop in our farming history. However, about that time we had 
a succession of frosts, which injured the crops throughout the 
whole farming area in Saskatchewan and northern Alberta. The 
grade of the grain has, of course, been reduced considerably by 
this, but at the time of writing it is not known just what the 
extent of the damage has been. There have been between 75 and 
85 threshing outfits at work at the present time, and notwith- 
standing the loss sustained by frost it is estimated that the In- 
dians will harvest considerably over a million and a quarter 
bushels of grain. The oat and barley crops are fair. 

The former, however, is not as heavy as was expected; but the 
Indians will have a good supply of feed for their animals during 
the coming winter. During the summer the Indians prepared a 
large amount of summer-fallow; this work has been well done, 
and is quite equal to that of the white farmers. As years go by 
there is a decided improvement in the manner in which the In- 
dians are a to this branch of the work.. The amount 
summer-fallowed in the three Provinces this year was 33,815 acres, 
an increase of 6,310 acres over last year. In addition to this they 
broke 5,848 acres, which was well done, and this has brought 
their total area under cultivation up to 105,312 acres. The In- 
dians during the past year have purchased a large number of 
horses and increased their farming equipment considerably, and 
un many of the reserves they now have good working outfits. The 
horses are of a better type and are receiving better care at the 
hands of the Indians than ever before. 

Cattle 

The cattle herds have increased considerably during the past 
year—between two and three thousand head. On some reserves 
the increase has been greater than on others, and this is due to 
the fact that the Indians at these points are giving closer super- 
vision to their cattle. The herds of the Indians are now among 
the finest in western Canada, and their cattle bring the highest 
prices on the Winnipeg and other markets. In one carload of 
cattle from an Indian reserve, the steers netted $205 each. This, 
of course, is an enormous price, and shows that the cattle must 
have been exceptionally fine. The increase in calves this year will 
amount to between five and six thousand head. It is, of course, 
impossible to give the exact number, as an actual count can not 
be made at this time, but it is known that the calf crop is most 
satisfactory. 

During the past season the department purchased between 50 
and 60 thoroughbred bulls at the various sales conducted under 
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the auspices of the provincial department of agriculture, and they 
are the finest that can be procured, Ninety per cent of the 
Indians’ cattle are of the Shorthorn breed, which seems best 
adapted to their requirements. The Indians haye sold in the 
neighborhood of 1,500 head of steers and cows during the summer 
and fall, and in addition to this they have provided beef for their 
own needs on all reserves throughout western Canada, and still 
their herds are increasing. There was a time not very long ago 
when it was necessary to let contracts for large quantities of beef 
to outsiders, but this is now a thing of the past, as in future the 
Indians will be able to provide their own beef. 


EDUCATION 


During the past few years there has been an encouraging in- 
crease in the attendance of Indian children at the schools main- 
tained by the department. For the fiscal year 1927-28 there was 
an enrollment of over 15,000, and the percentage of attendance 
was arecord one. The following table shows the increasing nature 
of Indian educational work. More pupils are attending and they 
are attending more regularly: 


Fiscal year 


8, 080 63. 13 
8, 285 68. 03 
7, 878 63. 46 
7, 601 63. 50 
7,640 62.71 
8, 074 64. 29 
8, 668 66. 56 
9, 106 66. 35 
9, 188 66. 23 
9, 879 69. 46 
10, 598 71. 69 
10, 541 71. 66 
10, 866 72,35 


A total of 340 Indian schools were in operation during the year— 
77 residential, 251 day, and 12 combined white and Indian day 
schools. In Part II of this report will be found a list of these 
schools, showing the names of principals or teachers, locality, 
enrollment, and attendance. Compared with the previous year 
there was an increase of one day school. 

Further efforts were made during the year to increase the 
efficiency at both residential and day schools. Closer supervision, 
better-qualified instructors, more intensive vocational training, 
and better buildings were the aims of the department. Parliament 
provided a record appropriation of over $2,000,000, and it was 
possible to make many improvements in connection with both 
personal services and physical equipment. At Caughnawaga a large 
brick building was erected for the important day-school activity 
there. This school is now on a par with a good city public school. 
A staff of 14 sisters and 4 lay teachers are engaged in Caughnawaga 
village. In addition there is a separate school for Protestant 
children. The old main building at the Onion Lake Roman 
Catholic and St. George's Indian residential schools, in Saskatche- 
wan and at Lytton, British Columbia, respectively, were replaced 
by modern schools fully equipped for the maintenance and train- 
ing of Indian children. At St. Philips, Saskatchewan, a small resi- 
dential school was erected near the site of the old Roman Catholic 
boarding school, which was closed in 1913. Arrangements were 
made for the establishment of a much-needed Indian residential 
school at Shubenacadie, Nova Scotia. A site with the necessary 
farm was secured and a suitable staff engaged. 
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More regular attendance and better teachers and equipment 
have had an interesting effect on the academic standing of the 
pupils. The following table shows the percentage of the total 
enrollment that was reported as in grade 5 and higher: 


Fiscal year 


1910-11. _. 


8288288889888288282 


CCC 
8288 8888828288 2888 


—— ht tt pa 
Trrrerr 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I have 
this report read to give the Senate the benefit, if they care 
to use it, of the method in which the Canadian Indians are 
being supervised by the Canadian Government. I have had 
only a very small portion read. The parts that I desire to 
go in the Recorp are marked, and I will submit them as a 
part of my remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

Of the 1,957 pupils who were in the higher grades during the 
year, 65 were studying high-school work. These students were 
enrolled in Indian schools. In addition, there are approximately 
140 Indian young men and women attending collegiates, business 
schools, colleges, and universities. Of these 110 are receiving 
2 ee from parliamentary appropriation for Indian 

lucation. 

The cooperation of the churches in the management of Indian 
residential schools was as follows for the year 1927-28: 


Roman Catholic, 42 residential schools, enrollment =- 3,822 
Church of England, 20 residential schools, enrollment______ 1, 508 
United Church, 13 residential schools, enrollment . 1,300 
Presbyterian, 2 residential schools, enrollment — 165 


6, 795 

The expenditure for Indian education from parliamentary ap- 
propriation for the fiscal year ended March 31, 1928, amounted 
to $2,033,375.10, as follows: 


B 
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Expenditure for year 1927-28—Indian educut on vote 


The expenditure shown above was augmented by the contribu- 
tions made by certain Indians whose tribal funds have for many 
years been used to meet the cost of schools upon their reserves. 
During the past year the total expenditure from this source has 


been $62,215.18. 
charges. 
The contributions from the interest account of the trust funds 
were for current expenses, salaries of teachers, minor repairs, and 
tuition grants. The expenditure from capital was for repairs to 


The table following gives the details of the 
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day-school buildings on the Six Nations reserve and for a new 
classroom and teacher’s residence at the Dokis Indian Day School. 

It is of interest to note that this statement will not be found in 
any future report. Parliament has provided appropriation for the 
fiscal year 1928-29 to meet the charges heretofore borne by Indians. 
Free education for the Indians was definitely imposed by treaty in 
some Provinces and by usage in others, and as the only exceptions 
to the general rule were made in the case of Indians of the Prov- 
inces of Ontario and Quebec who were fortunately in possession of 
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tribal funds it seems discrimination to refuse to extend to them 
the bounty of the government in this regard. It has therefore 
been decided that in future the education of these Indians shall 
be carried on without cost to them, thus completing a system of 
free education to all fhe Indian wards of the Crown in Canada. 


s * * * * * * 
BUILDINGS 
The following is a summary of the buildings erected in 1927-28. 
Indian residential schools 


Indian residential schools were erected at Lytton, British Co- 
lumbia; Onion Lake, Saskatchewan; Kamsack, Saskatchewan; and 
a site was purchased for the new Indian residential school at 
Shubenacadie, Nova Scotia. 

Day schools 


A large day school was erected at Caughnawaga, Province of 
Quebec. 

Water-supply system, etc. 

A water-supply system was installed at the Guy Indian resi- 
dential school, at Sturgeon Landing, Saskatchewan. 

Minor alterations were carried out to buildings and mechani- 
cal plants at several Indian residential schools. 

Hospitals 

A new hospital was erected for the Indians at the Six Nations 
reserve. 

Agents’ residences, barns, outbuildings 

An agent's residence was erected at The Pas, and teachers’ resi- 
dence at St. Regis. 

Outbuildings were built at Duck Lake, Saskatchewan; Fraser 
Lake, British Columbia; at the Coqualeetza Institute, Sardis, Brit- 
ish Columbia; and a barn. was erected at the Mohawk Institute, 
Brantford, Ontario. 

Additional houses were built for the Indfans on the new reserve 
at Sydney, Nova Scotia. * 

993 * * * * * * 

ONTARIO 


Occupations: The Indians in the western and central parts of 
Ontario engage largely in farming. The reserves generally are well 
suited to this purpose and the activity of the department's field 
agents has resulted in a steady improvement both in the methods 
of operation and the results achieved. The success achieved by the 
returned soldiers of this Province has been especially creditable 
and they are rapidly developing prosperous communities. 

During the summer months Indians find a profitable source of 
income as guides and canoe men. Many are employed at various 
industries and trades, while railway and navigation companies em- 
ploy a large number. As a rule they are excellent bushmen and 
many find employment in the various lumber camps. There is still 
an excellent market for snowshoes, canoes, and moccasins, and 
these are usually manufactured by the other members of the com- 
munity. 

The women also have many sources of income; some are em- 
ployed as domestics; others support themselves by making baskets 
and fancy work. In certain districts berry picking is an impor- 
tant item and furnishes considerable income. 7 

Dwellings: A great majority of the Ontario Indians haye com- 
fortable farmhouses which compare very favorably with those of 
their white neighbors. Many own houses of brick and stone, but 
in the outlying and more remote districts the old log houses are 
in the majority. In the more settled districts the Indians have 
followed the examples of the whites and both houses and farm 
buildings are comfortable and of excellent construction. 

New Ontario. In the remote parts of Ontario hunting and fish- 
ing are still the chief sources of livelihood. While fur has been 
very scare, the price has been correspondingly high. Fishing. 
however, has not been as successful this year, owing to the scar- 
city of the market and the low prices. Acting as guides and 
canoe men during the summer months adds considerably to their 
income. While agriculture is not carried on to any extent, most 
of the bands grow considerable crops of potatoes and vegetables. 
They are, of necessity, more or less nomadic and consequently 
live in tents most of the year. This condition will greatly change 
as civilization progresses. 

* 


+ * * * + * 
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND 


Occupation. But few of the Indians of Prince Edward Island 
are farmers. The principal industries are basket making and fish- 
ing. The oyster fisheries, which had been a complete failure for 
some years, are again profitable and have added somewhat to the 
income of the Indians. 

MANITOBA 


Agencies. The following agencies are included in the Province 
of Manitoba: Fisher River, Clandeboye, Norway House, Griswold, 
Portage la Prairie, and Manitowapah, Pas, and Birtle. 

Tribal origin. The majority of the Indians of Manitoba belong 
to the Ojibewa race, which is of Algonkin stock. Bands of 
Swampy Crees are found at the Norway House and Fisher River 
Agencies and in the York factory district; these are also of Algonkin 
stock, The Indians located at the Griswold Agency are Sioux; 
there are also Sioux at the Birtle and Portage la Prairie agencies. 
There is a band of Chipewyans at Fort Churchill; this tribe is of 
Athapascan stock. 

Occupations: The reserves in Manitoba suitable for extensive 
agriculture are mainly within the Birtle, Griswold, and Portage la 


Prairie Agencies. On some reserves during the last two years the 
crops have not been up to the standard, and the Indians have 
somewhat lost heart in their farming operations, but generaily 
Speaking progress has been satisfactory. 

In the northern agencies the occupations are mostly hunting 
and trapping, but fishing has been becoming a more and more 
important factor during the past four or five years, and consid- 
erable income has been derived therefrom. While fur has been 
scarce the price has been high and the market for fish has in- 
creased. All of the northern Indians are expert guides and canoe 
men, and many find employment in this way or with the transport 
or fur companies, 

In the southern and more settled districts many of the younger 
people seek employment as day laborers, and owing to the high 
wages have been fairly prosperous. The Indian women make 
needlework, baskets, etc., for which there is a ready market. 

Dwellings: In recent years the Indians have adopted more sani- 
tary methods of living. Their houses are more comfortably fur- 
nished and of better construction than formerly, In the north the 
nomadic life of the Indians does not permit of other than the 
old-fashioned log house, but even these are being greatly im- 
proved, and in some cases are being replaced by suitable frame 
dw : 

SASKATCHEWAN 


Agencies: The following agencies are included in the Province 
of Saskatchewan: Assiniboine, Battleford, Carlton, Crooked Lake, 
Duck Lake, Moose Mountain, Onion Lake, Pelly, Qu’Appelle, and 
Touchwood Hills, File Hills, and Isle à la Crosse, 

Tribal origin: The most. numerous tribes among the Saskatche- 
wan Indians are the Ojibewas, Swampy Crees, and Plain Crees, 
which all belong to the great Algonkin stock. In addition to these, 
Sioux Indians are found at the Assiniboine, Moose Mountain, 
Qu'Appelle, and Carlton Agencies, and on the Moose Woods reserve. 
In the Onion Lake Agency there is a band of Chipewyans, who 
are of Athapascan stock. There are also a few Chipewyan Indians 
in the Isle & la Crosse district. 

The principal occupation of the Indians of Saskatchewan is 
mixed farming and stock raising. The close supervision which the 
department has had over these Indians has tended to greatly im- 
prove their method of farming and consequently their crops and 
income derived from them have greatly increased. Most of the 
Indians are well provided with good quality of machinery. As a 
rule they have good stock and suitable houses. In the outlying 
districts, however, hunting and trapping are still the main sources 
of income and will so remain until civilization encroaches upon 
the hunting grounds. 

Dwellings: The dwellings of the Indians on the reserves where 
farming is carried on are now mostly of frame construction. The 
outbuildings, however, are generally of logs, but even there there 
has been some improvement. 

ALBERTA 

Agencies: The following agencies are included in the Province of 
Alberta: Blackfoot, Blood, Edmonton, Hobbema, Peigan, Saddle 
Lake, Sarcee, Stony, and Lesser Slave Lake. 

Tribal origin: The Alberta Indians are of Algonkin stock, with 
the exception of the Sarcees near Calgary and the Beavers and 
Slaves in the Lesser Slave Lake Agency, who are Athapascan, and 
the Paul's Band in the Edmonton Agency, who are Iroquoian, and 
the Stonies, who are of Siouan stock. The Algonkin Indians of 
Alberta are subdivided into Blackfeet Nation, comprising the In- 
dians of the Blackfeet, Blood, and Peigan Agencies, Plain Crees 
found in the Lesser Slave Lake, Saddle Lake, and Hobbema 
Agencies, and a band of Ojibewas at Moberly Lake, in the Lesser 
Slave Lake Agency. 

The principal occupations of the Indians of Alberta are farming 
and stock raising. Almost all the reserves in the settled districts 
of the Province have large herds of horses and cattle. 

In the northern parts of the Province hunting and trapping are 
still almost the sole sources of income; there is practically no 
farming carried on, and the construction of steamers on the Peace 
and Athabasca Rivers, and of the railways to Peace River Crossing 
and Fort McMurray, have greatly lessened the wages of the Indians 
with the trading companies and transports. However, the price 
of fur has been even higher than in past years. 

Dwellings: In the southern part of the Province the dwellings 
and farm buildings are of excellent construction and quality. 
Almost all the reserve where ‘extensive farming is carried on boast 
of up-to-date modern dwellings, comfortable and well constructed. 
In the northern parts of the Province the majority of the Indians 
continue to follow their primitive nomadic mode of life, and many 
of them still live in tents and tepees during the greater part of 
the year. 

BRITISH COLUMBIA 


Agencies: The following agencies are included in the Province of 
British Columbia: Babine and Upper Skeena, Bella Coola, Cow- 
ichan, Kamloops, Kootenay, Kwawkewlth, Lytton, New Westmin- 
ster, Okanagan, Queen Charlotte, Stikine, Stuart Lake, Vancouver, 
West Coast, Williams Lake, and Skeena River. 

Tribal origin: The Indians of the Bella Coola, Cowichan, Kam- 
loops, Lytton, New Westminster, Vancouver, and Okanagan Agen- 
cies belong to the Salish Tribe. The Kootenay Tribe is located in 
the agency of the same name. The Kwakiutl-Nootka Tribe is 
located at the Kwawkewlth and West Coast Agencies; the Haidas, 
in the Queen Charlotte Islands; the Tlingits, in the Stikine; and 
the Tsimshians, in the Skeena River Agency. The Indians of the 
Babine, Stuart Lake, and Williams Lake Agencies belong to the 
Athapascan race. 
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In addition to these there are about 3,000 nomadic Indians in 
the Province who can not be correctly classified according to 
lingutstic stock or tribal origin. 

Occupations: The occupations of the Indians of British Colum- 
bia vary with their habitat. The Indians situated along the coast 
earn their livelihood principally by fishing. In many 
they own their own motor launches, nets, and gear, while others 
are supplied by the various canneries. Many of the women are 
also employed in the canneries or in the hop fields, and make a 
very steady income. 

The Indians of the Queen Charlotte Islands own and operate 
their own small plant for rendering the oolachan or candle fish. 
In the inland parts of the Province some farming operations are 
carried on and particularly in the irrigated districts grain, fruits 
of all kinds, and vegetables have been raised with success. 

These Indians have teen making marked progress in this regard 
and are now well equipped with modern machinery. 

The Kootenay, Kamloops, Okanogan, and New Westminster 
Indians own large herds of horses and cattle. While the Indians 
in the northern and remote parts of the Province still depend upon 
hunting and trapping for their livelihood, the agents report a 
marked improvement in their manner of living. 

Dwi : Except for the more remote districts, the Indians 
have built comfortable and modern dwellings and outbuildings 
Their progress in this respect has been perhaps more rapid than 
that of any other Indians of the Dominion. 

NORTHWEST TERRITORIES 


Agencies: The department has now three agencies in the North- 
west Territories, namely, Fort Simpson, Fort Smith, and Fort 
Resolution. 

Tribal origin: The principal tribes found in the Far North are 
the Slave, Hares, Loucheux, Sicannies, Dogribs, Yellow-knives, 
Chipewyans, and Caribou Eaters. All these tribes are of Athapas- 
can stock. There are a few Crees in the neighborhood of Chipe- 
wyan. These are of Algonkin stock. The most northerly tribes 
are the Takudah, who extend to the Mackenzie Delta; and the 
Copper Mines, who are located along the Copper Mine River. The 
territory occupied by these two last-mentioned tribes is contiguous 
to that inhabited by the Eskimos. 

These Indians depend entirely upon hunting and trapping for 
a livelihood. The department in 1921 made a treaty with the 
Indians along the Mackenzie River, thus bringing under the 
supervision of the Dominion Government practically the only 
Indians in Canada with whom treaty had not been made. 

Occupations: A few have been induced to raise small plots of 
potatoes. They own no horses or cattle, transportation being 
almost entirely by canoe along the great waterways, or by dogs in 
winter. They catch and preserve large quantities of whitefish 
for their own use and for consumption by their dog trains in 
winter. 

YUKON 

Tribal origin: The Forty Mile, Blackstone, and Moosehide Bands 
belong to the Takudah Tribe. There is a band of Slavies at Lansing 
Creek who migrated from Fort Good Hope, on thé Mackenzie River; 
another band of Slavies, called Nahanies, is located at the head- 
waters of the Pelly River. All these Indians are of Athapascan 
stock. At Mayo, Selkirk, Little Salmon, and Carmacks there are 
bands belonging to the tribe known as Stick Indians. Bands 
belonging to the Tlingit Tribe are found at Whitehorse, Teslin 
Lake, Champagne Landing, and Carcross. 

Occupations: Hunting, trapping, and fishing are the chief occu- 
pations of the Yukon Indians, and they have been fairly successful 
during the past year. The women also derive some revenue from 
the sale of moccasins and curios of various kinds, while the men 
are expert at making toboggans and snowshoes. Practically no 
farming is carried on owing to climatic conditions, but some of 
the Indians cultivate patches of potatoes and other vegetables. 


FINANCIAL 


At the close of the 12 months ended March 31, 1928, capital of 
the Indian trust fund, which at the end of the preceding year 
amounted to $12,860,953.69, had increased to $13,203,366.84. 

The amounts expended from the consolidated revenue fund 
were as follows: Voted by Parliament for the purposes of the de- 
partment, $3,977,791.50, and annuities by statute, $220,209. 

On March 81, 1928, the balance to the credit of the Indian 
savings account for the funding of the annuities and earnings 
of pupils at industrial schools was $206,977.98. Deposits and in- 
terest during the 12 months aggregated $37,456.53, and with- 
drawals, $37,042.14. 

GENERAL 


In 1924 a complete census was made by the department of the 
Indians and Eskimos of Canada, which was published in the an- 
nual report. This was the first census that had been made since 
1916, and it shows slight increase in the Indian population as 
compared with previous records. A recapitulation of this census 
will be found in Part II of this report, which follows herewith, 
and therein also will be found statistics with regard to grain, 
vegetable, and root production; land, private and public build- 
ings, and property; livestock and poultry; general effects; value of 
real and personal property and progress during the year; sources 
and value of income; schools; Indian lands; civil government; 
appropriation accounts and Indian trust fund. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
Duncan C. Scort, 
Deputy Superintendent General of Indian Affairs. 
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Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I desire to call attention to 
just one or two points in this report. 

In Canada the Government is erecting buildings, boarding 
schools and day schools, and hospitals to take care of its 
Indian population. In America we are debating whether or 
not we shall do that. We are debating here whether or not 
we shall turn these Indians loose, force them into the public 
schools, or continue the policy of the boarding school, so 
that the orphaned Indians at least, and the poor Indians, 
can have the benefit of an education. 

On page 16 of this report I find the following: 

INDIAN RESIDENTIAL SCHOOLS 


Indian residential schools were erected at Lytton, British Co- 
lumbia; Onion Lake, Saskatchewan; and Kamsack, Saskatchewan; 
and a site was purchased for the new Indian residential school at 
Shubenacadie, Nova Scotia. 


DAY SCHOOLS 

A large day school was erected at Caughnawaga, Province of 
Quebec. à 

A large amount of money is spent for water-supply sys- 
tems and for hospitals by the Canadian Government. As I 
said a moment ago, the Canadian Government takes care of 
approximately 100,000 Indians, has numerous schools and 
hospitals, and maintains those Indians for a total expendi- 
ture of a little more than $3,000,000, while in America, with 
less than 300,000 Indians, we are spending this year 
$28,000,000, and we have to get a part of that from these 
poor, ‘defenseless Indians who are now impoverished. 

Mr. dent, I said a moment ago that we were treating 
some of our other people much better than these wards. 
This identical bill carries items for the colored race—and, 
as I said a moment ago, Iam not complaining about that. I 
approve of it. Take Howard University, for example, in the 
city of Washington: This bill carries, for salaries alone for 
Howard University, $450,000. It carries $225,000 for equip- 
ment for Howard University. It carries, for class rooms for 
Howard University, $260,000. For an underground system 
of transmission of heat, it carries $225,000. Then they are 
planning to build a library here that costs $800,000, and this 
bill carries $400,000 of that sum. So, for the colored race in 
Washington this bill carries the sum of $1,560,000; and yet, 
when we ask for $51,000 to take care of 4,000 Indians, we are 
met with an abrupt refusal. 

Here in the city of Washington we have a Freedmen’s 
Hospital—and I quite approve of it. This bill carries $392,- 
060 for that hospital. Fifty per cent of that, however, is 
charged against the District of Columbia, and only 50 per 
cent comes from the Federal Treasury. I make the state- 
ment now that the United States Government has done more 
for the colored population in 60 years, has done more for the 
Filipinos and the Hawaiians in 30 years, than it has done for 
its Indian wards in 150 years. Of that policy I most de- 
cidedly disapprove. 

Mr. President, I shall hold the floor but a few more 
moments. I realize the proprieties of this occasion. Let me 
call the attention of the Senate briefly to the condition of a 
few of the tribes of the Nation. 

The Cherokees of North Carolina, 3,000 of them, are 
herded together in one of the poorest sections of that State. 
On a mountain area embracing 50,000 acres, 3,000 human 
beings are forced to live and make enough money somehow 
to keep soul and body together. 

Take the Catawbas of South Carolina. There are 175 
remnants of one of the powerful races of the Republic. In 
South Carolina the Catawbas are herded together on less 
than a section of land. In fact it is not land, Mr. President; 
it is a rock pile, growing nothing but shrubbery. If what 
little land is there should be plowed, the first rain that would 
come would wash away the soil; and there on that rock pile 
in South Carolina 175 remnants of the Catawba Indian race 
are passing the last days of their existence. 

Take the Seminoles of Florida, Mr. President—500 of them 
living in Florida along with the alligators in the Everglades 
of that great State. 

I could go on indefinitely; but there will be another time. 
I am sorry that there are not more Members upon my side 
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here than I find now; but for those few faithful who are here 
I want to call the attention of my colleagues to the policy 
of the leader of the Democratic Party. 

During the political campaign of 1928 the Democratic 
nominee for the Presidency, Goy. Alfred E. Smith, enunci- 
ated and published his pledge to the Indians, as follows: 

1. The Indians shall have an accounting for all their moneys. 


They are not haying it now. They have not had it in the 
past. They were promised that by the Democratic candidate 
for President two years ago. 

2. Their money shall be used according to their wishes and not 
otherwise. 

How different that policy from the policy now in force. 
The policy now in force is to take the money of these Indians 
without their consent, without their knowledge, and use it 
for purposes from which they get no benefit. 

3. The control of the Indian Bureau over Indian funds and 
Indian life shall be curbed. 

4. The Indians shall be given schools at their homes. 

How different from the policy now in force, Mr. Presi- 
dent? When we ask for schools in which the Indian popu- 
lation can enter, we are given this answer: “If these Indians 
want to go to school, let them search the nearest white 
school in their neighborhood, and enter that school.” 

At this point let me say that my State is made up of 
former citizens of your States. The children in my State 
are the sons and daughters of your former constituents. 
We have schools for them; and yet the policy of this hu- 
manitarian Bureau of Indian Affairs seeks to force these 
Indian children into those schools, along with the children 
of your former friends and constituents. 

I am not complaining of the Indian child. He is not to 
blame. He can not get into these schools. He has not the 
clothing. Why, Mr. President, thousands and tens of thou- 
sands of Indian children in my State never saw a school- 
house. If they live close to a school, they can not enter. 
To-day they are barefooted. They have no hats, and they 
have only such clothing as they can provide for themselves. 
And what a spectacle. Indians living in tepees, Indians 
living in tents, Indians living in hovels without floors and 
without furniture. Can the children from those homes 
enter the white schools? 

I intended a while ago to have these poor little fellows 
march through here. I will not embarrass the Senate by 
doing that. It would be a pathetic spectacle, these little 
fellows of school age, without clothing, without food, their 
eyes affected by trachoma, with scabby faces, their hair 
filled with a class of menagerie. Yet the Indian Bureau 
wants those children forced into the white schools of Okla- 
homa, to spread and carry a disease for which they are not 
responsible. 

Further says Governor Smith: 

The Indians shall be given all their constitutional rights. 

Tney do not have them now. Says Governor Smith: 

No more putting Indians in jail by the superintendent. 


Says Governor Smith: 

No more interference with the Indians’ religious observances. 

Says Governor Smith: 

A day in court for all Indians in every matter of life and 
property. 

Says Governor Smith: 

No more confiscation of Indian property. 


I commend that program to the Senator in charge of this 
conference report. I commend that to those who have 
charge of the destiny of this unfortunate race. 

Mr. President, a few days ago I introduced a simple Senate 
resolution. I did not ask for its consideration by the Senate. 
I had it referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and I 
want that committee when it can to take up the resolution 
and consider it, and if the committee agrees with my in- 
terpretation of a humane policy for our wards, I want the 
committee to report out this resolution, with such amend- 
ments as the committee sees proper to suggest. If that can 
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be done before we adjourn, it will at least afford the Indian 
Bureau some suggestions for improvement in a most respon- 
sible service of the Government. 

I ask that the resolution may be printed in the Recorp at 
this point. 

There being no objection, the resolution was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Whereas the Supreme Court in the exercise of the judicial 
power conferred by the Constitution has held, uniformly, that— 

1. The Indians of the United States are the wards of the Nation; 

2. The power of the Federal Government over the Indians is 
necessary to their protection; 

3. It is the duty of the Federal Government to protect the 
Indians collectively and individually; 

4. The Federal Government, as the guardian, should be lenient 
toward its wards, the Indians; and 

5. The ians should be developed through teaching and treat- 
ment int® useful and productive members cf society; and 

Whereas the Congress in the exercise of the legislative power 
conferred by the Constitution has enacted legislation providing: 

1. For the supervision of the Indians under a Bureau of Indian 
Affairs in the Department of the Interior. 

2. For the appropriation of funds for the following purposes: 

(a) General support and civilization, including education. 

(b) Relief of distress and conservation of health, 

(c) Industrial assistance and advancement and general adminis- 
tration of Indian property. 

(d) Extension, improvement, operation, and maintenance of ex- 
eae Indian irrigation systems and for development of water sup- 
plies. 

(e) Enlargement, extension, improvement, and repair of the 
buildings and grounds of existing plants and projects. 

(t) Employment of inspectors, supervisors, superintendents, 
clerks, field matrons, farmers, physicians, Indian police, Indian 
judges, and other employees; and 

Whereas it is deemed appropriate that the Senate Committee on 
Indian Affairs outline a policy to be followed in dealing with our 
Indian wards: Therefore be it 

Resolved, 1. That the Bureau of Indian Affairs be requested to 
secure or prepare and furnish to the Senate Committee on Indian 
Affairs a complete and accurate census of all Indians, restricted 
and unrestricted, in the United States, such census to show the 
following: 

(a) Name. 

(b) Age. 

(c) If attending school, location of school. 

(d) Occupation. 

(e) Name of tribe. 

(f) Restricted or unrestricted. 

(g) Amount and description of property. 

2. That the Bureau of Indian Affairs be requested to see that 
every Indian child of school age, under reasonable rules and 
regulations, attends school. 

3. That the Bureau of Indian Affairs be requested to provide 
approved school facilities for every Indian child of school age, in 
either day public schools or Indian boarding schools; and shall 
provide high-school and college facilities for such Indians as may 
desire a higher education: Provided, That such schools and 
colleges shall provide approved courses in vocational training. 

4. That the Bureau of Indian Affairs be requested to see that 
every Indian is prepared and equipped to make a living in some 
gainful occupation, trade, or profession, and that one of the 
major activities of each local agency shall be to instruct and 
encourage Indians in farming, stock raising, and trades through 
and by which he or she can become self-supporting. 

5. That in the management of the business affairs of the several 
tribes the Bureau of Indian Affairs is requested to confer and work 
with the governors, chiefs, attorneys, accredited delegations, agents, 
= business committees representing the tribes whose business is 
affected. 

6. That the Bureau of Indian Affairs and the Department of 
Justice be requested to render the various tribes having suits 
pending in the Court of Claims every possible assistante to the 
end that such suits may be prepared and tried at the earliest 
practicable date. 

7. That the Bureau of Indian Affairs be requested to provide 
employment agencies in localities where the Indians may know, 
take advantage of, and be served by such agencies. 

8. That the Bureau of Indian Affairs be requested to provide 
hospital facilities within reasonable distances of the several Indian 
tribes: Provided, That in the hospitalization, education, and 
general assistance to the Indians no distinction shall be made 
because of the amount of property they may own. 

9. That the Bureau of Indian Affairs be requested to employ 
and retain in the Indian Service only such persons as are com- 
petent, efficient, and sympathetic toward the Indian race. 

10. That the Bureau of Indian Affairs be requested to prepare its 
budget request for sufficient funds to carry into effect this 


declared policy. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I have now 
occupied five hours, perhaps entirely too much time. I am 
not through, but I do enter a motion—and I will call it up 
later—that the conference report on the Interior Department 
appropriation bill be referred back to the Senate conferees, 


4810 


with instructions to insist upon amendment No. 64 in order 
that simple justice may be secured for an unfortunate 
people. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, on last Saturday when 
the conference committee of the two Houses, of which com- 
mittee I am a member, reported out the Interior bill con- 
taining the farm relief provision, I declined to sign the con- 
ference report. That action was based on the firm belief 
that the proposed compromise relief measure was wholly 
inadequate to meet the situation in the drought-stricken 
areas. I have not changed that belief. 

Like the farm bill, sponsored by President Hoover a year 
and a half ago, like the $45,000,000 appropriation bill now 
being administered by the Secretary of Agriculture and 
championed by the President, I believe this bill, championed 
by the President, will also be wholly insufficient to theet the 
needs of these people. I think it will do the poor people in 
the drought-stricken areas very little good. Only indirectly 
can the starving and suffering profit by it. If the proposed 
compromise were an original proposition, I would certainly 
vote against it. It does not meet my approval. It does not 
meet the situation that we have in the drought-stricken 
areas. It is wholly inadequate. Like all of Mr. Hoover’s 
dealings with the farmers, he gives them only the husks. 
Apparently the farmers are anathema to him. 

But, Mr. President, the first paragraph of the proposal 
does provide for extending the $45,000,000 act to cattle, and 
that may be-of some benefit to the dairying interests in my 
State and in other States. In parts of my State the dairy- 
ing interests have been very hard hit by the drought, and 
while I feel that this measure will not be of much advantage 
to them, still it might be of some advantage to them, and I 
have not the heart to vote against a measure that may be 
even of a very slight benefit to them in their unhappy and 
stricken condition. 

As to that part of the bill which provides a fund of 
$20,000,000 to be loaned on good security to farmers in the 
drought-stricken areas, I think it will be of very small bene- 


fit, if any, to the farmers who really need it. Whether it- 


will be of any benefit to them will depend upon the regula- 
tions issued by the Secretary of Agriculture. > 

The act itself is so worded that it would permit Secretary 
Hyde by regulation to make it a meaningless act, if he so 
desires. On the other hand, he might make it of some value 
if he sets up liberal regulations. I hope he will not hit us 
again as he did in his regulations under the $45,000,000 act. 

I want to read now a telegram I received from Memphis, 
Tenn., addressed to me: 

MEMPHIS, TENN., February 11, 1931. 

Hon. K. D. MCKELLAR, 


Senate Office Building: 

Have had experience with dozen farmers applying for Govern- 
ment loans to make crops, all badly in need, in starving condition. 
Have met in each instance with refusal to afford adequate relief 
from Government agency, Situation here is very serious, the pres- 
ent loan machinery entirely inadequate to such extent that the 
offers made are ridiculous. Immediate relief is imperative. In my 
opinion, the whole of the drought area is in similar condition. 

B. J. SEMMES. 


Mr. President, since I prepared the statement I have just 
made, the Borah resolution, calling upon Secretary Hyde to 
state how he would administer the act, has been passed, and 
the Secretary’s telegram in reply was receiyed. I ask at 
this point leave to insert as a part of my remarks the Borah 
resolution and the telegram of Secretary Hyde. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be 
printed in the Recor, as follows: 


Senate Resolution 446 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be requested to 
advise the Senate as soon as practicable: 

First. Whether he understands that the second paragraph or 
subdivision of the amendment to the Interior Department appro- 
priation conference report relating to drought relief included in 
its terms food, clothes, and medicines. 

Second. Whether he understands that a fair and sympathetic 
interpretation of said amendment would cover food, clothes, and 
medicines, 

Third. Is there any prohibition therein which precludes the use 
of money secured by loans thereunder being used for the purchase 
of food, clothes, and medicines? 
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[Telegram] 
LOUISVILLE, Ky., February 12, 1931, 
PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE, 


Capitol: 

My attention has been called to the resolution of inquiry di- 
rected to me regarding the proposed amendment to joint reso- 
lution No. 211, for relief of farmers in the drought-stricken areas 
approved December 20. As I have already indicated, it is not my 
understanding that the reason for this legislation is to provide 
loans for food but for purposes beyond those already made by 
the joint resolution referred to which may be necessary to secure 
a crop and where the emergency for such assistance exists. The 
provision of food, medicine, and clothes by gift is the major pur- 
pose of the Red Cross, who are now generously meeting this need 
and are able to do so. Their services are particularly n 
to the great numbers of tenants and others who have no security 
to offer for loans and to whom the creation of a debt for food 
would be a hopeless burden. On the other hand, it is my under- 
standing that the major purpose of the additional legislation is 
in effect to restore the weakened credit situation and that when 
loans under any part of the amendment are made to those who 
have the securities indicated for that purpose and for making the 
next crop and for rehabilitation from drought, there could be no 
prohibition against the proceeds of such loans being used for 
food or other supplies if they were n to effect the pur- 
pose. I am confident that the organization and relief by the com- 
bined agencies will adequately care for the drought sufferers. 
Fair and sympathetic interpretation of authority granted to the 
Department of Agriculture would be only natural in view of its 
close contacts and particular interest in those affected. The de- 
partment will certainly give such administration. 


ARTHUR M. HYDE, 
Secretary of Agriculture. 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, much of the Secretary’s 
telegram is wholly beside the point at issue, and necessarily 
puts the Secretary in the very awkward attitude of believ- 
ing one way and reluctantly agreeing to another way. How- 
ever, a statement is made that there can be no prohibition 
against the proceeds of such loans being used to purchase 
food or supplies. While his reply is not very encouraging, 
still I will stick to my determination to take a chance and 
vote for the conference report. 

Mr, President, from the first I have taken the position 
that if the Government intended to lend money for the pur- 
chase of food, we should use the word “food” in the act. 
I offered such an amendment in the conference committee, 
and I was informed that the proposal had to be taken ver- 
batim and without any change. I think it is indefensible 
legislation for the Congress not to say what it means when 
there is exact language to be employed. Think of a man 
in the President’s chair, the greatest office in all the world, 
insisting that a relief measure can contain a provision mak- 
ing it possible for money appropriated to be used for the 
purchase of feed for animals, but that none of the money 
can be used to purchase food for the relief of human beings. 
It is a position unworthy of the high office he holds. 

However, there is a possible hope that if the bill passes 
some good may be done to some persons in the drought- 
stricken areas, and their plight is so pitiful that I am loath 
to stand in the way of any measure even tending to help 
them, even promising to help them, and while I know my 
vote in favor of the conference report is an indefensible vote 
from any standpoint of proper legislation, yet because of my 
sympathy for those in the drought-stricken areas I am 
going to vote for it. 

The vote I am going to cast in favor of this measure is the 
most embarrassing vote I have ever cast in this body, and I 
only vote for it because I hope, though I agree that there 
is little ground for the hope, that some of the unfortunate 
ones in the drought-stricken areas in Tennessee and other 
States may be either directly or indirectly benefited by the 
hard-hearted, parsimonious grants contained in the pro- 
posal. 

I shall now take occasion to compare the President’s nig- 
gardliness, if I may so term it, his parsimony, his hardness 
of heart, against the suffering and the poor in the drought- 
stricken areas this very year, and his generosity and munifi- 
cence in his dealings with Government funds toward the 
great, powerful, rich interests of this country this very year. 

The President has approved thirty-five millions of dollars 
for a construction fund to the great rich shipping trusts 
to build more ships with at nominal rates of interest. 
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After sinking a portion of our fleet he recommends 
$51,600,000 for building new warships and thirty million 
for repairing three old warships. While he seems bent 
against the farmers, he recommends an increase of $14,- 
400,000 in the compensation of the civil-service employees 
of the Government. 

He recommends $92,000,000 for tax refunds, largely war 
taxes, by so-called accident paid 12 years ago, to those 
great concerns and individuals who made so much money 
out of the war. 

He recommended, first, $150,000,000 for the Farm Board, 
much of which is being used by the Farm Board to gamble 
on future markets in farm products, and later on another 
hundred million for the same purpose. 

He recommends $11,975,000 for the Interstate Commerce 
Commission ‘to aid the great railroad corporations of the 
land. 

He recommends $1,000,000 for the National Advisoy Com- 
mittee for Aeronautics, whatever that is. 

He recommends two million for the Porto Rico Hurricane 
Commission. 

He recommends $4,000,000 for an utterly useless Shipping 
Board. 

He recommends twenty-six millions for reclamation of 
arid lands, when he claims that our farmers are producing 
more now than they ought to be producing. 

He recommends two millions for erecting buildings in 
foreign countries for the Diplomatic Service. 

He recommends $36,600,000 for carrying foreign mails, a 
very large part of which is used in subsidies to ship con- 
cerns which need no help, and seven millions of which is 
used for carrying air mails, 

He recommends twenty millions to the great aircraft com- 
panies in this country for carrying air mail, most of it 
gratuities. 

I recapitulate these sums: 
Construction fund for the shipping trusts...-.------ 
For building and repairing warships. 


Compensation for civil-service 9 . 
Additional tax refunds———— 44444 


888828 


8883883888338 


National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics 
Porto Rico Hurricane 


ON. 5 — nee 


am se foreign countries — 


888888 


Foreign mail servi 
Aircraft companies 1 — mal ernie ecame nan 
eee so aS ea S 


20, 000, 000 


Mr. President, the above recapitulation shows these enor- 
mous sums which the President of the United -States this 
year has recommended to be paid to the great rich cor- 
porations and individuals of the country, who need no help— 
nearly $600,000,000 freely given to the powerful interests of 
the country, which need no help, with no limitation and 
no restriction—but when it comes to feeding the hungry and 
starving, the President of the United States refuses to rec- 
ommend a dollar. After throwing $600,000,000 of the 
people’s money into the laps of the rich, he is afraid to rec- 
ommend a dollar for the starving on the ground that it 
might mean a dole. 

Thus it seems to me that our President is willing to rec- 
ommend these gratuities, these enormous sums, to the great 
prosperous, rich interests of the country. I beg to say they 
can not be called “doles” out of the Treasury, whatever 
else they may be called. Instead of doles, it is enormous 
wealth, to be given to the favored few, but not a dollar for 
the starving. They are grants of great wealth out of the 
Federal Treasury to the favored few; but when it comes to 
helping the hungry and starving in the drought-stricken 
area, the cause of which distress is an act of God, the Presi- 
dent assumes an entirely different course. Under this ad- 
ministration ours is a government of special interests, by 
2 interests, and for special interests—and the people 
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Mr. President, I do not vote for this measure in compro- 
mise of the relief of the drought-stricken regions in com- 
promise of the question as to whether we have an extra 
session, in compromise to the clerks’ salary matter, or in 
compromise of any other matter. 

I want it distinctly understood when I vote for this con- 
ference report that I do not approve the President’s plan of 
not feeding hungry men, women, and children. I think he 


is wholly wrong in his position. I think it is the Govern- 


ment’s duty to prevent human hunger where it is due to an 
act of God and without their fault. I wholly disagree with 
the President’s position that it is all right for the Federal 
Government to furnish food to hungry stock and hungry 
cattle and all wrong to furnish food to hungry human beings. 
I wholly disagree with the President in his position that it 
is all right for the Federal Government to furnish food to 
starving people of foreign nations but all wrong for the 
Federal Government to furnish food to starving Americans. 

But the President now says, through his Secretary of 
Agriculture, that this $20,000,000 may be used for human 
food. Of course it is made only an indirect measure of 
relief. It has to be borrowed by the well-to-do farmers and 
they can advance it to their suffering tenants. Of course 
this is an indirect method and a method that will probably 
be costly to the tenants, and yet a great many of them will 
be thus enabled to get food while they make another crop, 
and I just have not the heart to vote against even such a 
plan of help. 

We must bear in mind, Mr. President, that this is the 
President’s plan. If he does not see that hungry people get 
relief in the indirect method he has chosen, then the burden 
is upon him and not us. We are not to blame. We have 
pointed out to him the right way. He has refused to take 
that way. If his way fails, as it failed in the farm-relief 
plan, and as it has failed up to date in the administration 
of the $45,000,000 stock-relief plan, then he, and not we, 
must take the consequences. I say again, the burden is on 
him. 

Mr. President, the truth is, in my judgment, that the 
President is not looking to the interest of these drought- 
stricken people, but he is looking at this matter solely and 
alone to what he conceives to be to the best interests of the 
big income taxpayers of the country. They are, no doubt, 
telling him, certainly some of the great newspapers are tell- 
ing him every day, that if we ever begin the system of the 
Government feeding the hungry, then the income taxpayers’ 
taxes may be constantly increased. The President takes 
their views; there seems to be no doubt but that he is look- 
ing solely to their interest. Apparently he has no concern 
for the hungry men and women. The rich income taxpayers 
are his only concern. He has shown that in his every posi- 
tion. Many years ago, when the packers got too large a 
stock of meats during the war, he went to their rescue. A 
year and a half ago, when the Wall Street gamblers got in 
trouble, he came to their rescue. Recently, when the rail- 
roads of the country felt the pinch of competition, he went 
to their rescue with a proposal of consolidation, and now 
when the great rich classes of our people who pay income 
taxes get frightened at a prospective increase of taxes, the 
President goes back on his record of charity dispensing of 
his early history, and comes to the rescue of the big income 
taxpayers. 

Mr. President, if we ever get back to normal in this coun- 
try, human rights must be put above property rights. The 
Federal Government’s first duty is to preserve the lives of 
its citizens. It has no more right, when it can prevent it, to 
let its citizens die from hunger in times of great national 
disasters, without fault of their own, than it has to let the 
lives of its citizens be taken by a foreign foe in war without 
national defense. A government that will not protect the 
lives of its citizens from war, pestilence, famine, or disaster 
is not worthy to live. Mr. President, Mr. Hoover has come 
over here from Great Britain and is undertaking to estab- 
lish an unrepublican, an undemocratic, and an un-Ameri- 
can doctrine, namely, that the American Government will 
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-protect its stock, its cattle, and its hogs from hunger and 
starvation; but that it owes no duty to its men or its women 
or its children to protect them from hunger and starvation. 

Mr. President, I vote for this conference report not because 
I can defend it, because I can not; not because I believe 
it will be really effective, because I do not; but I vote for it 
because I know the people in the drought-stricken regions 
are starving and because it may directly or indirectly help 
some poor, suffering citizen pull through the ordeal through 
which he or she is now passing. 

We in the Senate have done our best to make the relief 
better, over the desperate fight the President is making not 
to give any relief. I have not the heart to refuse those 
stricken people even this petty and ill-given crumb, which 
an ill-disposed and groveling-to-the-rich President is willing 
so grudgingly to bestow. 

Mr. President, the question of an extra session has been 
projected into the debate. Personally I would like to be at 
home during the next nine months. But I am not one of 
those Members of Congress who believe that Congress being 
in session is a menace to the best interests of the country, 
or that it is a menace to returning prosperity if prosperity is 
returning in this country. On the contrary, I believe that 
the fact that Congress is in session will do more toward 
putting the country back on a normal basis than anything 
else. 

Further than that, Mr. President, I fear for my country 
if Congress shall not be called in extra session after the 4th 
of March. Already the President of the United States has 
by public announcement sought the consolidation of some of 
the most important railroads in our country. If that con- 
solidation becomes effective during the next nine months, 
instead of helping the unemployment situation it will prob- 
ably put countless thousands of working men and women out 
of employment. I do not believe anything more hurtful to 
the business interest of this country could occur at this 
time than for the consolidation of these railroads into four 
great combinations of railroads. 

Again, the President has appointed a Power Commission 
of men who think as he does on the power question, and who 
knows, in this nine months while Congress is away, that every 
kilowatt of power in the great streams of America belonging 
to the people of America may not be given over to the great 
power interests in this country? 

Here we have the Comptroller of the Currency recom- 
mending that branch banking be adopted. Who knows 
what orders may be given on this subject during the interim 
of Congress that will be hurtful in the extreme to the great 
banking interests and consequently to all the people of this 
country? 

Again, here is the Muscle Shoals matter left up in the air 
to do nobody but the power companies any good. Who 
knows but in the nine months interim that the Power Trusts 
may not most successfully fasten its tenacles upon that great 
enterprise, already built and ready for use? 

Here are the Postmaster General and the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission undertaking to raise the rates on parcel 
post, contrary to the best interest of the plain people of this 
country who use parcel post; contrary to the interest of 
the Government itself, because it will drive business away 
from the Government and into the hands of the express com- 
panies; and who can say what damage will be created in this 
particular while Congress is away? 

Mr. President, it seems to me that if there ever was a time 
in the history of this Republic when the Congress ought to be 
in session, now is that time. 

Mr. President, I do not join in any criticism of my dis- 
tinguished associates from Arkansas, Senators ROBINSON and 
Caraway, as to their attitude in reference to this proposal. 
On the contrary, they have my sympathy. I live just across 
the river from Arkansas, and I know how hard hit that State 
is. Her people, without any fault of their own, from what 
is commonly called an act of God, are in a helpless plight. 
These Senators know that plight. I have no doubt these 
Senators feel that this proposal is the best they could get, 
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and while there may be, and I think is, ground for difference 
of opinion about it, yet there can be no difference of opinion 
about the sincerity and the singleness of purpose of these 
Senators to obtain from an unwilling President the best they 
could get for the stricken people in the drought-stricken 
regions. 

Mr. President, I shall vote for the conference report with 
many misgivings. If the bill is administered like the $45,- 
000,000 bill, it will be money spent to little or no purpose; 
but if Secretary Hyde means what he said and will make his 
regulations so that a real lending of the money beneficial to 
the people may be had, then it may do some good, and on 
that theory I shall vote “ yea” when the roll is called. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Haltigan, one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker had 
affixed his signature to the following enrolled bills, and they 
were signed by the Vice President: 

H. R. 10576. An act to authorize exchange of lands with 
owners of private-land holdings within the Chaco Canyon 
National Monument, N. Mex., and for other purposes; 

H. R. 13522. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy, 
in his discretion, to deliver to the Governor of the State of 
Florida, as custodian for such State, upon his request, the 
silver service set presented by the State of Florida for the 
U. S. S. Florida, now out of commission; 

H. R. 15930. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and 
certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sail- 
ors of said war; 

H. R. 16116. An act to adjust the boundaries and for the 
addition of certain lands to the Bryce Canyon National Park, 
Utah, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 16744. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and 
certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and 
sailors of said war. 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 14675) making appropriations for the Department of 
the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, while the Senator from 
Oklahoma [Mr. THomas] was speaking he made the state- 
ment that the $51,000 in the appropriation bill for the 
general support and administration of the Kiowa, Comanche, 
and Apache Indians of Oklahoma was to be taken from the 
funds of the three tribes of Indians named. The Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Smoot], who has charge of the bill, the 
chairman of the subcommittee, seemed to think that no 
other Indians were included in that item, and doubted the 
statement of the Senator from Oklahoma. I telephoned 
over to my office and obtained a copy of the hearings before 
the House committee on the Interior Department appro- 
priation bill, and under the heading “Appropriations for 
Oklahoma and the subhead “ Kiowa,” I find the following 
statement: 

The Kiowa Agency has jurisdiction over a number of reserva- 
tions in central Oklahoma and is inhabited by approximately 
5,400 Indians of the Apache, Kiowa, and Comanche Tribes, the 
Wichita, Caddo, and affiliated bands, and the remainder of the 
Fort Sill Apaches who were not removed to the Mescalero Reser- 
yation in New Mexico. The various reservations under this juris- 
diction comprise 496,336 acres of allotted land, and the Indians 
have attained a comparatively high degree of civilization. They 
have approximately $830,000 of tribal funds to their credit, with 
estimated receipts during 1931 of approximately $86,000. 

The amount requested for 1932 is $51,000 as compared to $60,000 
in the 1931 act. The $9,000 decrease is occasioned by the fact 
that we are requesting a specific gratuity appropriation for the 
operation of the Kiowa Hospital during 1932, this institution hav- 
ing heretofore been operated partly from tribal-support funds and 
partly from the general medical appropriation. The enlargement 
of the hospital to a capacity of about 100 will be completed within 
the year, and since it serves Indians belonging to other than the 
ions, arpe: its operation should not be made a charge upon 
their funds. 
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And therefore the Indian Bureau has asked for an ap- 
propriation of $9,000 in this bill this year out of a gratuity 
fund to take charge of this hospital. 

Mr. SMOOT.. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. I agree with the Senator as to that, and the 
very statement which the Senator has read confirms me in 
the position which I have taken. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Oh, no; Mr. President. 

Mr. SMOOT. Just a moment. All there is in this item 
of $51,000 for the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Indians 
is this: If the amount is taken out of the Treasury of the 
United States, it will be taken out of the Indian funds now 
in the hands of the Government of the United States, but 
it will affect, if taken out of those funds, only the Indians 
mentioned in the bill. That is what I said. 

Mr. FRAZIER. The Senator is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. SMOOT. What other funds are there in the Treas- 
ury of the United States belonging to these Indians other 
than those mentioned in the bill? 

Mr. FRAZIER. That is not the situation. 

Mr, SMOOT. But that is the situation. 

Mr. FRAZIER. If the Senator will allow me, I will try to 
explain to him, and I think he will understand it. 

Mr. SMOOT. All right, but that is what the bill provides. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, the item in the bill reads: 

Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache, $51,000. 

The so-called justification for this appropriation states 
in plain language that: 

The Kiowa Agency has jurisdiction over a number of reserva- 
tions in central Oklahoma and is inhabited by approximately 
5,400 Indians of the Apache, Kiowa, and Comanche Tribes; the 
Wichita, Caddo, and affiliated bands; and the remainder of the 
Fort Sill Apaches. 

Mr. SMOOT. Right there will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield further to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. The last-named Indians have no interest 
whatever in the fund in the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. FRAZIER, I know they have not, but still this money 
is being used for the agency that has charge of those 
Indians. 

Mr. SMOOT. What I said was that so far as the funds 
of the three tribes are concerned, and so far as the bill 
itself also is concerned, the amendment adopted by the 
Senate to which the House would not agree if it should be 
agreed to would affect only the funds of the three tribes of 
Indians named. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Of course, it would only affect the funds 
of those three. ; 

Mr. SMOOT. That is what I said. 

Mr. FRAZIER. As I understood the Senator from Utah 
in his former discussion, he was trying to persuade the 
Senator from Oklahoma and others of us that this appro- 
priation had nothing to do with any except the three bands 
of Indians, although the agency has control of three other 
bands of Indians. 

Mr. SMOOT. The amount of the fund has no relation 
whatever to any other Indians, It has to do with the tribal 
funds in the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Yes; tribal funds belonging to the three 
bands of Indians. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is what I said. The amount of 
$51,000, if the Senate amendment should be agreed to, would 
come out of the Treasury of the United States; and if it 
should not be agreed to, and the provision should remain 
as adopted by the House, it would come out of the funds 
of the three tribes of Indians. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Of course. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is all I said. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Well, Mr. President, the Senator is giving 
an entirely different explanation than the one I understood 
him to give at the time he made his previous statement, 
and that is what the Senator from Oklahoma has been con- 
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tending for; that it is unfair to take this money from these 
three bands of Indians for the support of an agency that 
has charge not only of these three bands but also of three 
other bands of Indians. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is what I said. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Yes; and that is what the Senator trom 
Oklahoma has been arguing here for some time. Therefore I 
wanted to read the so-called justification in the hearings 
for this item in order to confirm the statement made by the 
Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. President, when this bill was before the Senate on 
January. 21 I offered an amendment, being amendment num- 
bered 58, which provided “ that no part of the moneys appro- 
priated by this act” should be used for the expenses of 
Herbert J. Hagerman, of New Mexico. I made a very brief 
statement on the amendment at that time, in which I said: 

Mr. President, there is a duplication in many of the appropria- 
tions for the Indian Bureau. In this particular instance there is 
an appropriation out of the Northern Pueblo fund of $6,500 for 
salary for Mr. Hagerman and $2,500 for expenses as a sort of 
general superintendent for a tribe in New Mexico and Arizona. 

I made the statement that there was a duplication. I 
want to say, Mr. President, that that statement and other 
statements I made at that time, to which I will refer later 
on, caused a good deal of discussion and considerable news- 
paper comment, and a day or two afterwards the junior 
Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Currine] called me up at 
my office and said that Mr. Hagerman and Commissioner 
Rhoads would like to see me. I told him I would be glad 
to talk with them at any time. So the junior Senator from 
New Mexico came to my office with the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, Mr. Rhoads, and Mr. Hagerman, and we 
talked the matter over for some little time. Both the com- 
missioner and Mr. Hagerman wanted me to reconsider the 
remarks I had made and thought that I should make a 
public apology. I told them I wanted to go into the matter 
a little further before I would make any statement in re- 
gard to it. I thought that my statements were correct 
with the possible exception of one made in regard to Mr. 
Roosevelt asking for Mr. Hagerman’s resignation as Gov- 
ernor of New Mexico, which I will explain later on. 

After the interview with those gentlemen some newspaper 
reports came out, including one in the New York Times 
signed by Mr. La Farge, which referred to several statements 
I had made, or was supposed to have made, commented on 
them, and made some absolutely erroneous statements. So 
after talking with other members of the Subcommittee on 
Indian Affairs, who have been investigating Indian condi- 
tions, we decided to call a hearing on this particular matter 
and to give Mr. Hagerman, the Indian Bureau, and anyone 
else who desired to make any statement on the matter a 
chance to testify. A hearing was called, which began on 
January 30 last. 

It developed in that hearing that there was quite a lot of 
duplication in Mr. Hagerman’s work. Under the old ruling 
he merely had charge of the Navajo Tribe, but later on he 
had charge of some of the other Indians of New Mexico. 
However, his last appointment, and the work for which this 
year’s appropriation covers, is as a sort of district commis- 
sioner for the four States of Arizona, New Mexico, Utah, 
and Colorado. In those four States each Indian reservation 
has its own superintendent of agency. Besides that there 
are other men who cover those same districts from the In- 
dian Bureau. In addition to Mr. Hagerman as general sup- 
erintendent or district superintendent or commissioner, there 
are in the same district local superintendents, a district 
superintendent of health, a district superintendent of irri- 
gation, a district superintendent of education, and a district 
superintendent of agriculture. In addition to that, the In- 
dian Bureau sends out inspectors from Washington to the 
various sections of the country in which these reservations 
are located. They also send out auditors and other officials 
from the bureau. So I believe I am perfectly safe in saying 
that there is, without any doubt, a great deal of duplication. 

In this particular instance I want to say what I neglected 
to say when I started in in regard to the hearing, that the 
subcommittee has not had a meeting since the hearings were 
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held, and what I am saying is not the report of the subcom- 
mittee by any means but is my own personal interpretation 
of what took place at the hearing. I think there is no 
question that at the hearing it was established that there 
was a great deal of duplication. Of course, Mr. Hagerman 
has had charge of the sale of oil leases and gas and mineral 
leases on some of the reservations, but superintendents of 
the various reservations have also at times, as I understand, 
sold oil leases, and there is no reason that I can see why 
they should not be authorized to sell them. 

Mr. Hagerman was appointed a special commissioner to 
negotiate with the Navajo Indians in January, 1923. When 
Mr. John Collier, who is secretary of the Indian Defense 
Association, testified at the hearing under oath he stated 
that Mr. Hagerman was appointed by Secretary Fall. Mr. 
Hagerman, who had been informed that he might ask ques- 
tions at any time, immediately stated that that was an 
untrue statement, or something to that effect. 

Mr. Hagerman states: 

When Mr. Collier states in the first instance I was appointed by 


Secretary Fall, he states an untruth. I was appointed in the first 
instance by Commissioner Burke on the 6th day of January, 1923. 


. L . . . > . 
Senator WHEELER. Then you were appointed by the Secretary of 
the Interior, because, after all, the Secretary of the Interior is 


supposed to run the department., 
Mr. HacerMAN. He stated an untruth when he stated I was 


appointed by Secretary Fall, because I was appointed by Commis- 
sioner Burke. 

Of course, Mr. President, no official documents were intro- 
duced to show that he was appointed by Mr. Burke; but, 
according to other information that we have, of course it is a 
common custom, even though an appointment is made by 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, that it must be at least 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior, because the Indian 
Bureau is under the Secretary of the Interior; and the first 
paragraph of Department Regulations relating to the Navajo 
Tribe of Indians, under date of April 24, 1923, shortly after 
Mr. Hagerman’s appointment, states: 

There shall be designated by the Secretary of the Interior one 
commissioner of the Navajo Tribe, who shall be the agent in 
charge of the Navajo Reservation. 

This provision was made later by the Secretary, if it was 
not at the time of Mr. Hagerman’s appointment, a few 
months before that, I give this particular incident just to 
show that Mr. Hagerman was very particular about state- 
ments that some of the witnesses made, and frequently re- 
ferred to them as untruths, at least four or five times. I will 
refer to them later on. 


PRESIDENT ROOSEVELT AND HAGERMAN 


The next statement I made at the time the amendment 
was offered was: 

Mr. Hagerman is an ex-Governor of the Territory of New Mexico. 
He was removed from office by President Roosevelt as soon as 
Roosevelt came into office. 

I was under a wrong impression there; but upon looking 
up the situation it really looks worse than I had thought it 
was at the time I made the statement. 

Mr. Hagerman was appointed as Governor of the Territory 
of New Mexico when President Roosevelt came into office. 
About a year and a half later, or not quite that, I think— 
at least, a little over a year—a letter, which was introduced 
in the record, was written by President Roosevelt to Mr. 
Hagerman which made certain specific charges; and it 
seemed that before that he had written Mr. Hagerman ask- 
ing for his resignation as Governor of the Territory of New 
Mexico. There was also introduced in the record a reply to 
President Roosevelt's letter by Mr. Hagerman. He made no 
particular defense, further than saying, in substance, that, 
inasmuch as Mr. Roosevelt was President of the United 
States he acknowledged his authority, and therefore he had 
sent in his resignation. That may not be anything against 
Mr. Hagerman; but that is the fact of the situation, as borne 
out by the testimony received before our subcommittee. 

I also stated, according to information I have—and I 
believe it is authentic—that the first deal of ex-Governor 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


FEBRUARY 13 


Hagerman was with the Navajo Indian oil lease. That was 
a lease for what was known, I believe, as the Rattlesnake 
lands. It was the Rattlesnake structure. I have forgotten 
the exact title of it. I stated that the lease was made for 
$1,000, and that within a year’s time the identical lease was 
sold for a million dollars to the Continental Oil Co. 

The reason for Mr. Hagerman’s appointment at that time, 
as I understand, was because there were certain oil lands 
in the northwestern corner of the State of New Mexico on 
the Navajo Indian Reservation, and some oil companies 
had been investigating there, and there had been one lease, 
I think, known as the Hogback structure, which had been 
given to the Midwest Oil Co., and a test well had been put 
down. Other companies were doing some exploring there, 
and they wanted to get some more of the land, apparently, 
under those leases; and so Mr. Hagerman was appointed as 
a special commissioner to deal with the Navajo Indians. His 
appointment was in January of 1923, at the time Mr. Fall 
was Secretary. Whether Mr. Fall appointed him or Mr. 
Burke, as Commissioner of Indian Affairs, appointed him 
makes no particular difference as I see it, but the fact is 
that he was appointed. 

A set of regulations was drawn up, dated January 27, 
1923—“ Regulations Relating to the Navajo Tribe of In- 
dians, Department of Indian Affairs, Office of Indian Af- 
fairs.” It is signed by Charles H. Burke as commissioner, 
and approved January 27, 1923, by F. M. Goodwin, Assist- 
ant Secretary. This provides, among other things, for the 
organization of a Navajo tribal council, which I mentioned 
in my remarks on this amendment. 

It seems that Mr. Hagerman went out there shortly after 
his appointment on the 5th or 6th of January, I believe, 
and started this organization work. Afterward there was 
another set of regulations adopted, dated April 24, 1923; 
the same year, only from January to April later. These 
regulations were undoubtedly for the purpose of forming 
a Navajo tribal council and looking toward the leasing of 
this land. The second item in the regulations reads: 

The commissioner to the Navajo Tribe shall have supervision 
over each of the superintendencies located on said reservation 
and be charged with the general supervision and administration 
of affairs of the Navajo Tribe and do and perform such other 
duties as may be directed by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
or the Secretary of the Interior. 

3. There shall be created a continuing body to be known and 

as the Navajo tribal council, with which administra- 


tive officers of the Government may directly deal in all matters 
affecting the tribe. 


Then it goes on with the provisions under which this 
tribal council shall be selected, and so forth. 

Paragraph No. 7 reads: 

The Indians of the said six superintendencies, after not less 


than 10 days’ notice and at the time and place designated by 
the commissioner of the Navajo Tribe— 


That was Mr. Hagerman at this time— 


shall meet for the purpose of electing the principal delegates and 
alternates as herein specified. 


Paragraph No. 8 reads: 


In the event that the Indians of any superintendency shall fail 
or neglect, at the time specified, to elect any delegate or alternate 
delegate as herein provided, then the Secretary of the Interior 
shall appoint such delegate or alternate delegate for the Indians of 
such superintendency, and such delegate and alternate delegate 
so appointed by the Secretary of the Interior shall be admitted 
into all meetings of the tribal council and be a member of said 
tribal council until such time as the Indians of such superin- 
tendency shall regularly elect such delegate and alternate delegate. 


In other words, these regulations provided that if these 
various bands of Navajo Indians did not, within 10 days 
after the notice was given them, elect their delegates to their 
tribal council, then the Secretary of the Interior would ap- 
point delegates who would be members of the tribal council. 
Of course, that is nothing unusual in the management of 
Indian affairs; and yet the result is that that Navajo Coun- 
cil was to be absolutely under the control and domination of 
the Indian Bureau, with Mr. Hagerman out there as special 
commissioner in charge of it; and that was not contro- 
verted, either, in the hearings, because the regulations bear 
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it out, and also afterwards, as I shall refer to later, resolu- 
tions adopted by the tribal council. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 
question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
North Dakota yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. FRAZIER. Yes; I am glad to yield. 

Mr. KING. I ask the Senator whether or not the Navajos, 
like all other tribes, for many, many years, perhaps going 
back to the time when America was discovered, had their 
own councils, and whether or not the Navajos at the time 
of the promulgation of these regulations had councils of 
their own choosing? 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, it is my understanding 
that they did have tribal councils, and had had from time 
immemorial. 

Mr. KING. I ask the Senator another question: Was not 
this a scheme for the purpose of crushing or destroying or 
rendering moribund the council of their own choice, the 
one with which they had dealt for a century or more, so far 
as we know, and to supplant it by one that would be dic- 
tated, that would be named directly or indirectly by the 
Interior Department and be under the thumb of the Inte- 
rior Department and Mr. Hagerman? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I think that statement is correct. Of 
course, the record 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for 
a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
North Dakota yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. FRAZIER. Yes; I am glad to yield. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, let me ask the Senator 
whether, in the course of his hearings, which covered a 
week or 10 days’ time, and were given wide newspaper pub- 
licity throughout New Mexico, any of the Navajo Indians 
advised the Senator, the chairman of the committee, that 
they had been imposed upon or crushed through the estab- 
lishment of this tribal council. 

Mr. FRAZIER. I do not recall any direct communications 
with the Navajo group. There were several telegrams from 
what were known as the Pueblos in the Senator’s State, but 
I do not recall any directly from the Navajos. In fact, 
there were one or two from the Navajos stating that they 
were satisfied with Mr. Hagerman’s administration. 

Mr. BRATTON. The Senator keeps in mind, of course, 
that the Pueblo and the Navajo Indians are separate tribes, 
and have no connection. 

Mr. FRAZIER. I understand that. 

Mr. BRATTON. And that the Navajo tribal council does 
not relate to the Pueblo Indians in any wise. 

Mr. FRAZIER. I understand that. 

Mr, BRATTON. And bearing that in mind, I ask the 
Senator whether, in the course of his hearings, covering 
more than a week, and attended with wide newspaper pub- 
licity throughout the State, the Navajo Indians, those af- 
fected by the council, conveyed any protest or any state- 
ment to the Senator that Governor Hagerman had imposed 
upon them through the establishment of this council? 

Mr. FRAZIER. No; I think there was no statement from 
the Navajos along that line at all. From my knowledge of 
the situation out there, I do not suppose it had ever come 
to their attention, because I made a trip through there two 
or three years ago, and we had to drive across the desert 
for miles before we could find any Navajos. I do not think 
they had any daily newspapers reaching them. 

I was going to say that testimony was introduced to show 
that these various tribes of the Navajos elected their own 
delegates. Of course, I suppose they understood that unless 
they did elect their delegates within the 10 days’ time they 
would be appointed anyway, so that they might as well elect 
some one, and they elected their delegates and alternates. 

Other paragraphs of the same regulations read as follows: 

17. The tribal council shall meet at such time and place as may 
be designated by the commissioner of the Navajo Tribe after the 


notice in writing for the consideration of such matters as may be 
brought before it, 


18. At the request of five members of the tribal council, such 
commissioner for the Navajo Tribe may, in his discretion, convene 
the council for the consideration of such matters as may be 
brought before it. 

19. No meeting of the tribal council shall be had without the 
presence of the commissioner for the Navajo Tribe, and such officer 
shall see to it that the action of the tribal council as finally voiced 
on matters brought before it are properly made of record. 

20. The Secretary of the Interior reserves the right to remove 
any member of the tribal council upon proper cause shown and to 
require the election or appointment of some other delegate to take 
the place of the member so removed. 

21. There shall be appointed by the commissioner of the Navajo 
Tribe a secretary, whose duty it shall be to keep a record of the 
proceedings of such meetings. A certified copy of the record of 
the proceedings of all council meetings shall be forwarded to the 
Commissioner of Indlan Affairs at Washington, D. C. 

22. The commissioner of the Navajo Tribe shall keep the original 
pipet of the proceedings of the tribal council meetings in his 
office. 

Mr. President, these regulations not only provided that the 
Indians must elect the members of their tribal council 
within 10 days or they would be appointed by the Secretary 
of the Interior, but they provided that their meetings should 
be called by the commissioner in charge out there. They 
provided that no tribal council should meet unless the com- 
missioner was present. Of course, Mr. Hagerman is not to 
blame. He was only carrying out the orders from head- 
quarters. I do not know that he had anything to do with 
the drawing of these regulations. If he did, at least he did 
not admit it. These regulations are signed by E. B. Meritt, 
acting commissioner, and were approved April 24, 1923, by 
Hubert Work, as Secretary. 

I mention these things to show that this Navajo tribal 
council which was organized there, started by Secretary 
Fall, was a bureau organization. There is no denying that; 
no one can deny it, as I see it, because of the way the regu- 
lation which provided for that council was promulgated. 

On July 7, 1923, the tribal council had been elected and 
they had a meeting. They adopted resolutions, some of 
which are rather interesting. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
North Dakota yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield. 

Mr. KING. Was Mr. Hagerman, or some other repre- 
sentative of the bureau, there, and if so, what part did 
he take in the proceedings? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I do not know what part they took, but 
as I read the regulations the Indians are forbidden to have 
a council meeting unless the commissioner is there, and the 
commissioner was Mr. Hagerman at that time. 

The resolutions of the Navajo tribal council are as 
follows: 

RESOLUTION OF THE NAVAJO TRIBAL COUNCIL 

Whereas oil has been discovered on the eastern part of the 
Navajo Treaty Reservation in the State of New Mexico, many 
applications have been filed for leases on tracts adjacent thereto 
and on other parts of the reservation, and it is necessary that 
some plan of letting mining privileges be adopted that will protect 
the interests of the Navajo Indians; 

Whereas under the proviso of section 3 of the act of February 
28, 1891 (26 Stat. 795), lands within the Navajo Treaty Reservation 
may be leased for mining purposes by authority of the council 
speaking for the Indians; 

They had a council at that time. They were not func- 
tioning as the Secretary of the Interior and the department 
wanted them to function, and so they organized a new coun- 
cil, a bureau council, I continue reading: 

Now therefore be it resolved by the duly elected members of the 
Navajo Tribal Council, for the Navajo Indians, this 


Tth day of July, 1923, that the Department of the Interior be 
authorized to lease tracts of tribal land for oil and gas mining 


purposes as follows: 

Of course, no one thinks that the tribal council drew 
up these resolutions. Oh, no; even Commissioner Hagerman 
did not claim that, but he did say that the matter had been 
discussed with the Indians through the interpreters, and 
they understood what these resolutions were; and that is 
undoubtedly the case. The first proviso was: 
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1. That the commissioner to the Navajo Tribe be authorized to 
sign on behalf of the Navajo Indians all oil and gas mining leases 
which may be granted covering tracts on the treaty part of the 
reservation. 

The commissioner was to do everything for the Navajo 
Indians. He organized their tribal council, and would not 
let them meet unless he was present. That is, the depart- 
ment would not. And now they give him power of attorney 
to sign all their contracts for them. 

Again I say that this was not Mr. Hagerman’s fault, in 
all probability. I do not know whether he had anything 
to do with the drawing of these resolutions or not, but he 
was carrying out the orders of the department. I want to 
say right here that in all the investigations we have made 
we have not found one employee of the Indian Bureau who 
had enough honest interest in the Indians to stand up and 
fight against any order of the department he felt was wrong, 
or any action by any of the Government employees which 
he thought was unjust to the Indians; we did not find a 
single employee, whether he was Indian or white man, who 
had the courage of his convictions to fight for the welfare of 
the Indians who was not dismissed from the service. Of 
course, Mr. Hagerman stated that he was simply carrying 
out the instructions of the department, and he undoubtedly 
was. 

Paragraph 2 of these resolutions reads: 

2. That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized and re- 
quested under such terms and conditions as he may prescribe in 
each case to grant one lease of not exceeding 4,800 acres on each 
oil dome or structure where there is no approved lease, this lease 
to be an exploration lease and the lessee to be required to proceed 
at once to drill in order to determine whether there is paying pro- 
duction thereon, all applications for such leases to be filed with 
the commissioner to the Navajo Tribe and transmitted by him to 
the Secretary of the Interior with his report and recommendation. 

Senators will observe that these leases were for large 
tracts, 4,800 acres in a tract, and the lessee was required to 
begin to drill at once. Under those regulations any small, 
independent oil man was barred from bidding on a propo- 
sition of that kind. The wells were quite deep, as I under- 
stand it, and it therefore cost a good deal of money to put 
down a well. Since the lessee was required to drill at once, 
the lessee must of necessity be some one who was in the oil 
business, and had a lot of money. 

Mr. President, some oil leases were sold on the 15th of 
October, 1923. I stated that a lease had been sold for 
$1,000, and afterward resold for a million. On October 23 
that sale was made, after being duly advertised. An oil 
auctioneer was imported from Oklahoma, as I remember it— 
anyway, they said he was a very efficient oil salesman—to 
sell these various leases which were offered for sale under 
the terms promulgated by the Secretary of the Interior. 

It developed that Mr. Hagerman was there, as well as 
Mr. Burke, who was Commissioner of Indian Affairs at that 
time. The sale was made at Santa Fe, N. Mex. The prop- 
erty was out in a corner of the State, some little distance 
from there. 

A statement was made by Mr. Collier, and made by others 
also, to the effect that some of the people who bid at those 
sales were friends of Mr. Hagerman. 

It seems that on the Hogback structure, which was about 
9 miles from the so-called Rattlesnake structure, there 
had been some preliminary work done by the Mid-West Oil 
Co. They had succeeded in getting an agreement with the 
old Navajo council for the sale of this particular structure, 
had gotten the approval of the local agents, and had also 
gotten the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. They 
had done some work there and had struck oil on the struc- 
ture known as the Hogback, about 9 miles away from 
the Rattlesnake structure. 

Mr. President, reference was made during the hearings 
by Mr. Hagerman that the geologist’s report was adverse 
to this particular structure known as the Rattlesnake struc- 
ture, that the general impression was that it was no good 
or likely to be no good. I have an Associated Press dis- 
patch which appeared in the Evening Star of January 29, 
1931, from Santa Fe, N. Mex., reading as follows: 
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“ WORTHLESS " OIL LAND BRINGS MAN MILLION FOR HALF INTEREST— 
NEW YORKER WHO TRIED TO VOID BID FOR LEASE ON NEW MEXICO 
PROPERTY NETS FORTUNE 


Santa FR, N. MEX., January 29—A New Yorker, who tried to 
void his bid for the lease on the Rattlesnake oil lands in New 
Mexico with the assertion the land was worthless, has realized 
more than a million dollars from the sale of half his holdings. 

The story of the auction sale, in which E. S. Munoz bought 
the lease for $1,000, has been revived with attack on former Gov. 
H. J. Hagerman of New Mexico by Senator Lynn J. FRAZIER of 
North Dakota. 


The latter charged in the Senate Hagerman “ pulled off a deal "— 


Those were not exactly my words, but they can take it 
that way if they want to do so— 
whereby the oil lease, situated on Indian lands, was sold on one 
bid and brought its purchaser “millions of dollars.” Frazier 


moved that the salary of Mr. Hagerman, special Indian commis- 
sioner, be stopped. 

Witnesses to the sale, conducted in Santa Fe, recalled to-day 
Munoz offered $1,000 “just to get the bidding started.” The 
auctioneer pleaded in vain for a higher bid and then knocked the 
tract down to Munoz. Munoz endeavored to sell the land to a 
Denver company at the price he had paid and was refused. New 
Mexico business men likewise were adamant. 

Munoz was said to have offered to give the losers in a poker 
game at Santa Fe a share each in the division of his Rattlesnake 
Dome oil property. 

A few months later it was reported he divided $250,000 with 
those friends when an oil company, working on a contract, brought 
in the first well. 

The Rattlesnake has turned out to be the most valuable in the 
Navajo Indian country, It eventually will net a large sum to the 
Indian tribe through royalties. 


This story emanating from Santa Fe is in Mr. Hagerman’s 
favor. The facts remain, however, that the lease was sold 
for $1,000 and then later on resold for at least $1,000,000 or 
more. It seems that Mr. Munoz was president of a railroad 
company and not an oil man, but after buying the lease 
he immediately organized an oil company. 

I have in my hand a photostatic copy of the report from 
the Bureau of Mines under date of October 13, 1923. The 
reply of Mr. Meritt acknowledging receipt of the report was 
dated October 20, and the report is stamped received 
October 15, 1923.“ The letter or memorandum accompany- 
ing the report reads: 

Memorandum to Commissioner Burke, Office of Indian Affairs. 

Attached is a report on the development of the Hogback field by 
Kenneth B. Knowles, the Bureau of Mines’ engineer, who is now 
stationed at Shiprock, N. Mex. I thought you would be inter- 
ested in this report, particularly that portion of it relating to well 
No. 2, as your office recently asked the Bureau of Mines for 
information on this well. 

The report tells something about the general situation 
there. It tells where they could get water when a well was 
drilled on the Rattlesnake structure and gives some general 
information about the geological situation; states that oil 
was found in what is known as the Dakota sandstone. Then 
they tell about well No. 2 that had been drilled on the Hog- 
back. The Midwest Oil Co. had had one well there and then 
put in a second well. The report then proceeds: 

The well was put under a 48-hour test, For the first 24-hour 
period it produced 1,250 barrels of oil; the second 24 hours, 1,179 
barrels. Mr. J. W. Stuart and Mr. Weber personally gave me these 
figures. This information, of course, was given to me as confiden- 
tial, and I would like to have it kept as such, 

Then he states that well No. 2 was closed up, which was 
just a few days or perhaps three weeks before the leasing of 
what was known as the Rattlesnake structure and some 
other structures by the Indian Bureau. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
North Dakota yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield. 

Mr. WHEELER. I just came into the Chamber, but I 
understand the Senator is talking about the Rattlesnake 
structure in New Mexico? 

Mr. FRAZIER. Yes. 

Mr. WHEELER. The Senator will recall when the testi- 
mony was given before the committee by the assistant com- 
missioner, as they called him, Mr. Hagerman, he said there 
was a very pessimistic geological report on the structure. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Yes; I recall that. 
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Mr. WHEELER. Subsequent to the time of the giving 
of his testimony the Senator has been furnished with a 
copy of the report which was furnished to the Bureau of 
Indian Affairs, showing that instead of being a pessimistic 
report on the Rattlesnake structure, in fact it is a very 
optimistic report. Is not that correct? 

Mr. FRAZIER. That is substantially correct. 

Mr. WHEELER. Does the Senator know whether or not, 
when leases were advertised for bids, the report was called 
to the attention of the people of the United States, and 
particularly in the advertisement in the Oil Journal, and 
whether or not it was called to their attention that oil 
had been struck 9 miles away on an almost identical struc- 
ture? 

Mr. FRAZIER. According to the testimony of Mr. Hager- 
man it would not seem that it was called to the attention 
of the bidders or that it was known. However, there was 
placed in the record a statement from some oil journal out 
there giving practically the same story that was told here 
about well No. 2 on the Hogback, and that it had developed 
this enormous amount of oil in the 2-day test, and that it 
produced some of the best oil ever struck in that part of 
the country. 

Mr. KING and Mr. BRATTON addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
North Dakota yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield first to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. KING. I did not quite understand the Senator when 
he said it was not known. I am not sure that the Senator 
meant to convey the idea that it was not known to the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs as early as September, so they did 
not disclose it to the public when they advertised the sale 
of the oil, and Mr. Hagerman said that the reports were 
pessimistic whereas the fact is they were optimistic. Did 
the Senator mean to state that Hagerman did not know or 
that the Indian Bureau did not know or that the public 
did not know of the fact that oil had been discovered a few 
miles away in a geological structure of exactly the same 
character? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I stated that Mr. Hagerman did not give 
any information in his testimony that I recall, but that in 
some oil journal, published, I believe, at Denver, there was 
a statement about well No. 2 on the Hogback structure. Mr. 
Collier also introduced a statement in the record taken from 
a hearing on some bill before the House Committee on 
Indian Affairs giving a statement from a geological report 
that the Hogback structure and the Rattlesnake structure 
were practically the same; that is, the Rattlesnake struc- 
ture was practically a part of the same structure. 

Mr. CUTTING. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
North Dakota yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield. 

Mr. CUTTING. Is not the question of the date the real 
essential point? The information I have shows the lease 
made on October 15. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Yes; that is the correct date. 

Mr. CUTTING. If the lease was made on October 15, is 
it the Senator’s theory that Commissioner Hagerman had 
before him a report which was dated October 20? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I do not think he had this report by any 
means, although in the report the writer refers to a letter of 
date September 28. 

Mr. CUTTING. But, Mr. President, if the Senator will 
yield to me further, I think the September report was about 
the Hogback structure and not about the Rattlesnake struc- 
ture. Everyone knew at the time that the Hogback struc- 
ture was producing oil in great quantities. 

Mr. FRAZIER. The report is on the Hogback structure, 
and the report is dated October 13; Mr. Meritt’s acknowl- 
edgment of it was October 20. The date when this report 
was stamped “Received by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs” was October 15. I want to read the conclusion of 
this same report by Kenneth B. Knowles 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I am glad to yield. 
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Mr. BRATTON. Do I understand the Senator to say that 
the report relating to the Hogback structure was sent to the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs on October 15? 

Mr. FRAZIER. On October 13; that is the date it was 
sent, but it was stamped, “ Received October 15.” 

Mr. BRATTON. Is that the only report which was trans- 
mitted to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs shortly before 
these leases were made? 

Mr. FRAZIER. It is the only one I have been able to get 
hold of. 

Mr. BRATTON. Let me call the Senator’s attention to the 
unjust implication in the observations just made by the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER]. He implied that 
Governor Hagerman should be subjected to criticism be- 
cause he failed to give publicity to that report prior to the 
sale. The sale was made in Santa Fe, N. Mex., on Octo- 
ber 15. 

The Senator says that the report was mailed by the 
Bureau of Mines on October 13 and acknowledged by the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs on October 20, so that it was ut- 
terly impossible for Governor Hagerman to give publicity 
to that report and any implication or insinuation that he 
should be criticized for not doing so, it seems to me, is with- 
out foundation and is palpably unjust to Governor Hager- 
man. If the report had been received 30 days or so prior 
to the sale, giving ample opportunity to accord it publicity, 
and it was not given publicity, to the detriment of the In- 
dians, such conduct would be reprehensible and should be 
condemned; but, Mr. President, it seems to me that when 
the conceded facts are borne in mind, namely, that the re- 
port was mailed by the Bureau of Mines October 13 and 
was acknowledged by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
October 15—— 

Mr. FRAZIER. It was stamped “Received October 15” 
and was acknowledged on October 20. 

Mr. BRATTON. Very well; it was received on the very 
day on which the leases were auctioned at Santa Fe, pur- 
suant to a notice already given. It seems to me that that 
fact absolves Governor Hagerman of any implication of 
improper conduct. 

Mr. WHEELER. Let me sa 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
North Dakota yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. WHEELER. Let me say to the Senator from New 
Mexico that I understood the Senator from North Dakota to 
say that the report was received prior to the sale. However, 
I now understand that that is incorrect, and, if the facts 
are as the Senator from New Mexico has stated them, of 
course we can not hold Governor Hagerman responsible for 
not giving publicity to the report that was sent to the In- 
dian Bureau, and I would not want to have it understood 
that I was criticizing him on that account. 

Let me ask the Senator from North Dakota this question: 
Does hè know at what time oil was struck on the Hogback 
structure, which was similar to the Rattlesnake structure? 

Mr. FRAZIER. As I have said, Mr. Collier read into the 
hearings a statement from a geological report that was in- 
serted in a hearing before a committee of the House on 
some bill that was pending two or three years later, which 
statement was to the effect that the Rattlesnake structure 
was practically a part of the Hogback structure. 

Mr. CUTTING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
North Dakota yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield. 

Mr. CUTTING. I think I can answer the question asked 
by the Senator from Montana. An oil well on the Hogback 
structure was brought in on September 25. Wide publicity 
had, of course, been given to that, and the bidders at the 
sale knew about it. The question is whether or not the 
Rattlesnake structure was sufficiently similar to the Hogback 
structure to cause the implication that it would be an equally 
valuable one. That is the question involved in these geo- 
logical reports. 
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Mr. WHEELER. Let me say to the Senator from New 
Mexico that my recollection of the report that was sub- 
mitted by the geologists of the Bureau of Mines is that it 
is stated in the report that the Rattlesnake structure was 
almost identical with the other structure, and my under- 
standing is that all these structures are a part of a larger 
structure known as the Hogback structure. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, if the Senator from North 
Dakota will yield 

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield. 

Mr. BRATTON. I know that the Senator from Montana 
wants to be entirely accurate in his recitation of the facts. 
It is my understanding that although the Hogback structure 
and the Rattlesnake structure resemble each other in char- 
acter, they are in fact about 9 miles apart. In that respect 
it is hardly accurate to say that they are virtually the same 
structure. ` 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
North Dakota yield to me in order that I may suggest the 
absence of a quorum? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield. : 

Mr. COUZENS. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McNary in the chair). 
The absence of a quorum being suggested, the clerk will call 
the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 


Ashurst Fess Kin Sheppard 
Barkley Fletcher La Follette Shipstead 
Bingham Frazier McGill Shortridge 
Black Geo: McKellar Smith 
Blaine Gillett McMaster Smoot 
Blease Glass McNary Steck 

Borah Goff Morrison Steiwer 
Bratton Goldsborough Morrow Stephens 
Brock uld Moses Swanson 
Brookhart Hale Norbeck Thomas, Idaho 
Broussard Harris Norris Thomas, Okla 
Bulkley Harrison Nye Townsend 
Capper Hatfield Oddie Trammell 
Caraway Hawes Partri Tydings 
Carey Hayden Patterson Vandenberg 
Connally Hebert Phipps Wagner 
Copeland Heflin Pine Walcott 
Couzens Howell Pittman Walsh, Mass. 
Cutting Johnson Ransdell Waterman 
Dale Jones Reed Watson 
Davis Kean Robinson, Ark. Wheeler 

Dill Kendrick Schall Williamson 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-eight Senators hav- 
ing answered to their names, there is a quorum present. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I want to give the further 
conclusions of this geological report. 

On the last page of the report, Mr. Knowles states: 

In a letter report of September 28 I arbitrarily- assumed that 


everything above the contour on which No. 3 is located was in 
productive territory. 


And so forth. He calls attention to the fact that he had 
given a letter report to the commissioner on the 28th of 
September. 

The conclusion of this geologist’s report read as follows: 

The Hogback Dome in my estimation is certainly worthy of 
further exploitation and development, and I see no reason for 

in connection with further development there. 

The other structures which will be for sale, although they are 
in the exploratory class, are equally as good as Hogback from the 
standpoint of geology, with possibly the exception of the beautiful 
mountain anticline. Development will be slow at first on account 
of their isolated position, but I believe that within the next three 
or four months all of them will have test wells under way, which 
will determine the value of northwestern New Mexico as an oil- 
producing territory. 

Mr. President, it is true that this report is dated just two 
days before the sale up there in New Mexico; but Mr. Hag- 
german stated in his testimony that he had been out through 
that territory, as naturally he would have been, on numerous 
occasions. If he did not know what the geologists thought 
about the situation, it seems to me he was derelict in his 
duty; and he must have known of this well No. 2 on the 
Hogback structure that on the 28th of September had pro- 
duced, in a test there, over 1,200 barrels per day. 

When something was said in the testimony about Mr. 
Hagerman’s selling these leases to some of his close friends, 
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he denied that they were close friends of his, although from 
some of the evidence we had it would seem that some of 
them at least were quite friendly. He stated to the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. WHEELER], upon inquiry as to where 
these men lived, that they lived in Albuquerque. I asked 
him how far Albuquerque was from these oil structures, and 
he said, “About 500 miles.” I thought at the time that that 
sounded like a long distance, although I know there are a lot 
of wide-open spaces in the State of New Mexico; but upon 
consulting the map later on I found that the State from one 
corner to the other is approximately 500 miles. The city of 
Albuquerque, however, is in the northwest quarter of the 
State and the oil structure is in the northwest corner, a dis- 
tance straight across of probably 150 or 160 miles. 

Mr. CUTTING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
North Dakota yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I do. 

Mr. CUTTING. I am sure the Senator realizes that in 
our western territory you can not cover country as the crow 
flies. The actual distance by road from Albuquerque to the 
Rattlesnake structure, I suppose, would be something like 
300 miles, although it is much less than that in a straight 
line. It is necessary to go to Galiup, at the extreme western 
end of the State, and get around the mountains, and go from 
there up to the structure. 

Of course, 500 miles is an exaggerated figure, but I do not 
think it is so exaggerated that a man might not offhand 
believe that that would be an approximation of the distance. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Of course, I appreciate the explanation of 
the Senator from New Mexico, but Commissioner Hagerman 
had undoubtedly traveled this road a good many times and 
knew the distances out there. I mention this simply because 
Mr. Hagerman was so particular that everyone else who 
testified should stick so closely to the truth. As I said, he 
contradicted as untrue, several times, some of the statements 
made by Mr. Collier. 

Mr. President, when this oil lease was made for $1,000 
this Rattlesnake structure contained, according to their re- 
port, 4,080 acres of land. It was leased for $1,000. Accord- 
ing to the reports of oil journals that were introduced as 
evidence at the hearings, dated at the same time or within 
a few weeks of that time, there was an overproduction of 
crude oil at that time; the prices were very low; and on the 
back of one of these magazines was a graph showing what 
the situation was, and stating that it was impossible to get 
a fair price for crude oil and advocating that drilling should 
be slacked up. 

This lease of the Indian oil lands was sold at a time when 
there was, without any doubt, an overproduction of crude 
oil. The lease of a little over 4,000 acres was sold at less 
than 25 cents per acre, which was exceptionally low at any 
time; and one of the oil journals commenting on it after- 
ward said that it was sold for an extremely low price. The 
Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Prine], who was a member 
of the committee and knows a good deal about the oil in- 
dustry, made the statement in the committee at the hearings 
that if he had been in charge of a sale of that kind for the 
Indians he would not have sold at that particular time, when 
there was a depression in oil prices, over 4,000 acres of what 
might be termed a semiproven ” field for less than 25 cents 
an acre. Of course it was brought out by Mr. Hagerman and 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs that the Indians re- 
ceived quite large amounts in royalties, They received 12% 
per cent royalty; and it was brought out that the Indians 
received quite a large royalty from the wells on these leases 
at that time. It was also shown that some of the other 
leases sold at that time as high as, I think, $46,000, and that 
no oil was struck on some of the other leases in the same 
section of the State. 

At any rate, however, this particular lease was sold for 
$1,000. It afterwards was resold for something like a mil- 
lion dollars or more, and sold at a time when there was an 
overproduction of crude oil. It seems to me that Mr. 
Hagerman, acting for the Indian Bureau and the Indians, 
should be held accountable for a sale of that kind under 
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those conditions, and that, whether it was his fault or not, 
the fact remains that the Indians’ property was sold for a 
great deal below what it should have been sold for, as mat- 
ters turned out. 

I made another statement, at the time I offered this 
amendment to cut out Mr. Hagerman’s salary, that it was 
my belief that Mr. Hagerman was a political “fixer” down 
there between the Indian Bureau and the State. Exception 
was taken to that by some of the newspapers and some of 
the people who appeared before our committee; and the 
State Senate of New Mexico adopted very strong resolutions 
condemning me for the statement I had made, and also 
lauding Mr. Hagerman. That convinced me that Mr. 
Hagerman was more of a politician than I thought he was. 
When a State legislature will go to the trouble of passing a 
resolution for one of their citizens, it means, of course, that 
that citizen is very strong in politics. 

The Senate of New Mexico passed a resolution or a me- 
morial back in March, 1929, saying, referring to some pend- 
ing legislation here, I think: 

Whereas heretofore several million acres of the most valuable 
portions of our public domain have been donated to the Indians 
of New Mexico; and 

Whereas such lands so donated are exempt from taxation, 
thereby eliminating sources of possible revenue in support of our 
State government, thus creating additional hardships and burdens 
for our taxpayers: Be it 

Resolved, etc., That the Senate and Congress of the United 
States be, and are hereby, requested to make no further grants 
or donations from the public domain to the Indians within the 
State of New Mexico— 


And so forth, showing that the State legislature down 
there, or the State senate, at least, is opposed to the public 
lands of that State being allotted to the Indians. Under the 
existing laws the department has authority to allot public 
lands to the Indians down there, and the State senate is 
opposing it. 

It developed in the course of our hearings that Mr. Hager- 
man had been appointed to what was known as the Pueblo 
Lands Board back in 1925, I believe. The Pueblo Lands 
Board was a board, the appointment of which was author- 
ized by an act of Congress to determine upon the amount 
of compensation due to the Pueblo Indians of New Mexico 
for land that was on their reservation, and had been squat- 
ted upon by white settlers, or by people some of whom were 
Mexican settlers—Mexicans who had lived there for years, 
as I understand, and might be called Spanish-Americans, I 
presume. 

It seems that some of these Mexicans, or residents there 
who were formerly from Mexico, would go out on the Indian 
reservation and build a little shack and start farming. 
Some of those places were on irrigated districts, and the 
land was quite valuable. Sometimes white people went out 
there, sometimes getting the consent of the Indians and 
sometimes not getting the consent of the Indians. The 
Pueblo Indian Reservation is owned as tribal property and 
not by individual Indians, and of course they did not get the 
permission of the Pueblo Council by any means when they 
squatted on this land. The members of this board were 
appointed, one by the President, one by the Attorney Gen- 
eral, and one by the Secretary of the Interior. Mr. Hager- 
man was appointed by the Secretary of the Interior to rep- 
resent him on this land board. They were to determine 
upon the amount of compensation due to the Indians from 
these settlers, and also to determine whether or not the set- 
tlers had a right there. The act, as I recall its provisions, 
provided that if the taxes had been paid all these years, the 
individual squatter might retain his land, and pay a just 
price to the Indians; and this was to be determined by the 
board. 

At the same time he was on this board, of course he was 
representing some of these other Indians. He also tried to 
form what might be termed “a bureau council of the Pueblo 
Indians.” The Pueblos have what is known as an All-Pueblo 
Council, and have had it for a number of years. Mr. Hager- 
man tried to form what was known-as the United States 
Pueblo Council, but it seems that he was unable to do so; at 
least they have apparently not functioned, although this bill 
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carries $300 for the expenses of this United States Pueblo . 
Council. 

The junior Senator from Utah offered an amendment to 
strike out $300 for the expenses of that tribal council. It 
was adopted by the Senate, but it was one of the 119 amend- 
ments which the Senate put on from which the Senate 
conferees receded to the House conferees. Although it was 
admitted at the hearing that there had been no meeting of 
this United States Pueblo Council, or “ bureau council,” as I 
call it, since 1928, apparently they had no success in get- 
ting the Indians together under a council of that kind. 
They had their own tribal council, and they object to being 
put into a council which is to be run by the bureau. 

It developed that some of these compensations awarded 
to the Indians were very fair, and some of them apparently 
were rather low. They had a board of appraisers go out 
and appraise these lands, and Mr. Hagerman testified that 
they had held councils and put the proposition up to the 
Indians, although it seemed generally admitted that they 
did not discuss the appraisements with the Indians—that is, 
the amount the appraisers had suggested or recommended— 
but that they had gone into secret session and passed upon 
the value of the lands or the compensation that was due the 
Indians, and that was final, although there were some of 
the cases taken into court, and sometimes the local courts 
there in the State had referred them to this land board. 
Appeals are now pending in the Federal courts in some of 
the cases, as I understand it. 

After about a year and a half Mr. Hagerman resigned, or, 
at least, was not commissioner of the Navajos, but acted 
upon this board. Then, as I remember, about a year ago 
he was appointed again as a commissioner for the whole 
southwest territory, comprising four States, acting both on 
the board and as a special commissioner. The Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs and Mr. Hagerman also stated that he 
drew only one salary during all this time, however, although 
he was a commissioner of the Indians out there and was 
sitting on the lands board as a judge of the value of their 
property and the amount of compensation they should 
have for the land that was taken away from the Indians. 

It also developed that Mr. Hagerman was president of 
what is known as the New Mexico Taxpayers’ Association. 
That was organized, I think, before he became connected 
with the Indian Bureau. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
North Dakota yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield. 

Mr. KING. I would like to ask for information who rep- 
resented the Indians in this appraisement. As I understood 
the Senator, Mr. Hagerman was appointed by the Secretary 
of the Interior; an appointment was made by the President, 
and the appointment of another person by the Attorney 
General. Those three were to ascertain the value of the 
lands which white people claimed and determine what com- 
pensation should be paid to the Indians for the lands of 
which they had been dispossessed. 

I would like to know whether Mr. Hagerman and his asso- 
ciates were representing the Indians, or whether they were 
representing the purchaser, to wit, the Government. Who 
protected the Indians in that controversy? It was a con- 
troversy between the Government on the one hand, the white 
settlers on the other, and Indians, if it is a triangular con- 
troversy, as it probably is. It seems to me that the Indians 
were left without any protection. If Mr. Hagerman was 
supposed to represent the Indians, then I ask the Senator 
upon what theory did he ignore the appraisements which 
were made by the subordinates of the board who were ap- 
pointed to ascertain the value of the lands? Why, when the 
board recommended $80 as the value of the land, was it cut 
down to $35 or less? Who protected the Indians? 

I will ask the Senator, while I am on the floor, if it is not 
a fact that Mr. Hanna, one of the ablest lawyers and one of 
the finest citizens in the State of New Mexico, as well as 
another gentleman—I think Mr. Cornell—have not recently 
reported to the Senator’s committee that the method of arriv- 
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ing at the appraisement was secret and that they, represent- 
ing the Indians, had no opportunity, or at least did not have 
full opportunity, to present to this commission the claims 
of the Indians and to oppose methods which were being 
adopted by Mr. Hagerman and his associates in arriving at 
the value? 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, Mr. Hagerman stated that 
he represented the Indians, and of course, having been ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of the Interior, naturally he would 
represent the Indian Bureau. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
North Dakota yield? : 

Mr. FRAZIER. Yes; I am glad to yield. 

Mr. BRATTON. I know the Senator from North Dakota 
wants to be entirely accurate, and to do no injury to anyone. 
In the proceedings before the Pueblo Lands Board, involving 
the value of lands taken from Indians, Governor Hagerman 
sat as a member of the board. If the Senator from Utah 
will give me his attention 

Mr. KING. I am listening. 

Mr. BRATTON. The Indians were represented by an 
attorney named Mr. Fraser, whose home is in Denver. 

Mr. FRAZIER. And who was appointed by : 

Mr. BRATTON. Who was appointed by the Attorney 
General, as I recall. At any rate, he was appointed to repre- 
sent the Indians. I think his salary is $9,000 a year. He 
goes from Denver to New Mexico and represents the Indians 
in proceedings before the Pueblo Lands Board, involving the 
value of lands taken from the Indians. He has appealed 
from some of the decisions. He is an able lawyer, com- 
petent to handle any business intrusted to his care. 

Let me say in this connection that I think I speak ac- 
curately when I say that four appeals have been taken from 
awards of the Pueblo Lands Board fixing the valus fixed upon 
Indian lands. Those appeals went to the United States 
district court. The United States district court affirmed the 
values fixed by the Pueblo Lands Board in three cases, and 
increased the value by $7,000 in the fourth case. 

I think that answers the question of the Senator from 
Utah so far as representation of the Indians is concerned, 
and likewise so far as the review by the courts of the value 
fixed upon Indian lands is concerned. 

Mr. FRAZIER. There is an appeal still pending, is there 
not? 

Mr. BRATTON. I think one or two of the cases, probably 
two, are now pending in the circuit court of appeals. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Was there not also another attorney rep- 
resenting the Indian Bureau in those cases? 

Mr. BRATTON. Yes; my recollection is that Mr. Cochran 
represented the Indian Bureau. Judge Hanna, to whom the 
Senator from Utah has already referred, participated in the 
proceedings on behalf of the Indians, my understanding 
being that his employment came from the Indian Defense 
Society, of which society Mr. Collier is secretary. 

Mr. CUTTING. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
North Dakota yield to me? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield. 

Mr. CUTTING. I would like to ask my colleague whether 
it is not his understanding that this board was acting in 
a judicial capacity? 

Mr. BRATTON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. CUTTING. Rather than as advocates of anyone. 

Mr. BRATTON. As far as the board was concerned, Gov- 
ernor Hagerman did not act as a partisan of the Indians. 
The board was composed of a representative of the Presi- 
dent, a representative of the Attorney General, and a rep- 
resentative of the Secretary of the Interior. Governor 
Hagerman was named by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
he, with the: other two members thus appointed, sat in a 
judicial capacity to determine, first, title to the lands; that 
is to say, whether the Indians had lost the title by long oc- 
cupancy and payment of taxes by settlers, and if so to fix 
the value of the lands thus lost. In consequence of such 
determination Congress then appropriates money with which 
to reimburse the Indians. So that the board sat in a judi- 
cial capacity affecting two aspects of the property—first, 
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the title to the land; and, secondly, the value of the land. 
Throughout that inquiry, let me say to the Senator from 
Utah, Mr. Fraser was there, having been designated by 
either the Department of Justice or the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs—I think the Department of Justice. 

Mr. Cochran was there representing the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs. The firm of Hanna & Wilson, one of the ablest 
firms in New Mexico, represented the Indians pursuant to 
employment by the Indian Defense Society. The Indians 
were ably represented by legal talent in all those cases— 
Governor Hagerman sat in a judicial capacity. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to me? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield. : 

Mr. KING. My understanding is that those numerous 
lawyers to whom the Senator has just referred, except Judge 
Hanna, were not protecting the Indians at all, but they 
were there either in behalf of the whites or in behalf of the 
Government. 

Mr. BRATTON. Does the Senator say that it is his under- 
standing that Judge Hanna was there representing white 
settlers? 

Mr. KING. No; I said “except Judge Hanna.” I was 
about to say that I have a copy of a telegram from Judge 
Hanna dated February 4, just a few days ago, in which 
he says: 

ALBUQUERQUE, N. MEX., February 4, 1931. 
JOHN COLLIER, 
37 Bliss Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Have no knowledge or slightest recollection of our office ever 
being notified of any hearing upon compensation question or 
awards, and we were never notified of any desire for briefs upon 
subject to be filed with board, nor do I know of any time when 
Indians were given any opportunity to present any evidence except 
possibly at hearings when some question might be asked casually 
about value of particular property. No special effort was ever 
made to go into question of compensation or awards in any formal 
judicial manner. On the contrary, it has always been difficult and 
practically impossible to find out anything about awards until 
report of board was handed down. We have always felt board was 
not pursuing correct course in the secrecy preserved in connection 
with such investigations. We have even found it difficult to gain 
any information any time and have never been furnished, but in 
fact have been refused information concerning appraisals until 
after board had reached its conclusions. You have authority to 
use this statement from me, which I believe entirely correct and 
consistent with facts, 

R. H. HANNA, 

I have another telegram from Mr. Dudley Cornell. I am 
not sure what his relations were. 

Mr. BRATTON. He was associated with the firm of 
Hanna & Wilson for a long while. 

Mr. KING. His telegram reads: 

From my experience with Pueblo Islands Board, compensation 
awards fixed as follows: Board appointed three qualified ap- 
praisers for each Pueblo to report upon market value all claims. 
During hearings upon adverse possession occasional questions 
asked regarding value. At time of preparing report board would 
go into secret session to fix compensation, and my information 
is this feature of report was left to Hagerman. In no instance 
did I receive notice of special hearing upon compensation. In 
no instance was I invited to attend meeting of board at which 
compensation award was established. In no instance did I have 
any intimation of what compensation figure would be until fixed 
by board report. 

That is signed by Dudley Cornell. 

The Indians were led to believe, according to my informa- 
tion, that Mr. Hagerman was to represent them. It seems 
no one was representing them on the question of awards. 
From the report as it was made, as I read it, they have not 
been justly dealt with in this proceeding. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
further? 

Mr. FRAZIER. Certainly. 

Mr. BRATTON. I do not know what the policy of the 
board was with reference to fixing values in secret confer- 
ence. If they did so, it would not suggest to me any 
improper conduct. It would rather accord with judicial 
procedure. 

Mr. KING. It would suggest to my learned friend im- 
proper conduct if they had denied any opportunity to Judge 
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value. 

Mr. BRATTON. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. KING. He states in his telegram that he had no 
opportunity to present any evidence of value. 

Mr. BRATTON. That would be improper conduct. Let 
me say this, in reply to the observation just submitted by 
the Senator from Utah: Judge Hanna is one of my closest 
friends in New Mexico. No abler nor more reputable man 
ever lived anywhere than Judge Hanna. I associate with 
him frequently when in the State. This is the first intima- 
tion I have had that he was dissatisfied with the procedure 
followed in reference to the values fixed on Indian lands. 

But let me suggest to the Senator from Utah that the 
act creating the Pueblo Lands Board places every safeguard 
around the Indians so far as correcting grievances is 
concerned. -It authorizes an appeal to the United States 
district court. In this connection the Senator from North 
Dakota observed a while ago that some cases had been 
lodged in the courts of the State and that one or two are 
now pending in the United States court. The Senator is 
slightly in error about that. All of these cases went to 
the United States district court; none of them went to a 
State court. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Yes; it was the local United States court. 

Mr. BRATTON. Yes. The act creating the board ex- 
pressly authorizes an appeal to the United States district 
court and thence to the circuit court of appeals, and so on, 
thus giving the same safeguards that are ordinarily ac- 
corded white litigants. Four of these cases have been 
appealed on the question of values. In three instances the 
values fixed by the board were upheld. In the fourth in- 
stance the value was increased about $7,000. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator from North 
Dakota yield further to me? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield. 

Mr. KING. I would like to ask the Senator from North 
Dakota, as well as the Senator from New Mexico, if my 
information is right or wrong to the effect that the district 
court held—I think in contravention of the law—that after 
the suit was brought or after an award was made the per- 
sons who were occupying the land in hostility to the title of 
the Indians, if they went and paid the back taxes for a 
number of years, had met the requirements of the law as if 
they had paid the taxes as they annually accrued, and 
were awarded judgment against the Indians? Is it not a 
fact that the Attorneys General have refused to prosecute 
the appeals, the Indians believing that the ruling is erro- 
neous; that the Indians are now losing the right of appeal; 
that suits are being rushed through the courts by the At- 
torney General or representatives of the Department of 
Justice under this ruling; that no appeals are being prose- 
cuted by the Attorney General and no stipulation being 
entered into that no rights be waived or no advantages be 
claimed in behalf of any other prospective litigant while 
this matter goes to the Supreme Court of the United States; 
and that the Indians now have been compelled to go out 
and hire counsel themselves to prosecute appeals to the 
Supreme Court of the United States against this ruling? 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
North Dakota indulge me to answer the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield. 

Mr. BRATTON. The board, of which Governor Hagerman 
is a member, held that the settler, in order to acquire title, 
must pay the taxes currently as they become due from year 
to year, thus giving the Indians every advantage. Some of 
the settlers appealed from that decision of the board. The 
United States district court held that the settler might make 
payment or payments of taxes at any time before the suit 
was filed; that he might pay the accumulated taxes running 
over 5 or 10 or 15 years, but in order to acquire a title which 
could be maintained in a suit the settler must have paid the 
taxes before the suit was filed. That determination was 
made by the United States District Court of New Mexico, 
and in doing so that court reversed the ruling of the Pueblo 
Lands Board. The Government appealed from that decision 
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Mr. Fraser, as I recall the facts, taking the appeal. 

The Circuit Court of Appeals at Denver unanimously af- 
firmed the judgment of the United States District Court of 
New Mexico, thus likewise holding that if the settler had 
paid all of the taxes against the land at any time before the 
suit was filed, he had a title which he could assert and upon 
which he could prevail so far as that issue was material. 

Mr. Fraser was in the act of applying to the Supreme 
Court of the United States for a writ of certiorari to review 
that determination by the circuit court of appeals when the 
Solicitor General directed that the application be not pre- 
sented because, in his opinion, the local court in New Mexico 
and the circuit court of appeals were correct. 

Judge Hanna, as well as his partner, Mr. Wilson, being 
anxious to have the question reviewed, and believing that 
the courts were wrong, talked with me about the matter 
when I was in New Mexico during the Christmas holidays. 
Upon returning to Washington thereafter I myself inter- 
viewed the Solicitor General, and we discussed the matter 
at some length. He adhered to his position, saying that he 
thought the decision of the circuit court of appeals was 
obviously correct, and that, accordingly, to present a peti- 
tion for a writ of certiorari to the Supreme Court would 
require that he take a position before that court and urge 
a proposition of law which he did not believe was correct, 
and that he would not do that. So the application was not 
made. 

The decision of the circuit court of appeals was not re- 
viewed, and the Indians, through the firm of Hanna & 
Wilson, are taking steps to get a test case to the Supreme 
Court of the United States and have it reviewed. 

Let me say in frankness to those interested in the matter 
that, based upon a cursory examination of the legal propo- 
sition involved, I think the court was right. I think that, 
under the act creating the Pueblo Lands Board, if a settler 
pays the total tax due at any time before the suit is filed, he 
complies with the law in that respect. 

I stated that to the Solicitor General. He asked me the 
direct question whether I thought the decision was correct. 
I told him that I thought it was, but that the Indians, being 
a semihelpless people, believed otherwise, that their counsel 
believed otherwise, and that they desired to have the Su- 
preme Court of the United States review the question, and, 
in view of that fact, I thought the Department of Justice 
should submit the petition for the writ of certiorari, and 
that if the court denied it, such action would settle the whole 
question. But the Solicitor General took the view which I 
have already outlined, and there is much soundness in that 
position. It would require him to assert a legal proposition 
in which he had no faith. I think the Senator from Utah 
will agree with me that there was much force in that po- 
sition, although I thought the Solicitor General took a rather 
large responsibility in view of the fact that these Indians 
were partly helpless. 

Mr. KING. May I make this suggestion to the Senator 
from New Mexico? The Government of the United States 
occupies a position of guardian for the Indians. There is no 
question, as I understand the fact, that the Indians own 
these lands which are being claimed by the whites—— 

Mr. FRAZIER. I think there is no doubt about that at all. 

Mr. KING. And that the whites have squatted upon the 
lands and occupied some of them for a number of years, 
claiming title by adverse possession. I have never been able 
to believe that the statute of limitations should run against 
the Indians or against the Government, or that the white 
settlers there should acquire title by proscriptive right or by 
usage. I think that doctrine is unjust and unfair, just as 
much as it would be if applied to the Government itself. 
Certainly if the Government permitted white people to settle 
upon Indian lands, lands which they had inherited, lands 
which they had occupied for, perhaps, centuries, and did not 
protect the Indians but allowed white people to go there and 
then set up claim and suit for title, it seems to me it would 
be the duty of the Government to resist to the very extreme 
the claims of the white people in protection of the Indians. 
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If it were felt that equities had arisen in behalf of the whites, 
then it was the duty of the Government to protect the 
Indians and to pay them for all of the property which they 
had lost by reason of the hostile possession of the property 
by the whites. 

Now, the whites having claimed this property and gotten 
a bill through Congress to enable them to secure title to 
that which they claim, I think it was the duty of the Gov- 
ernment and the duty of the Department of Justice to avail 
itself of every legal technicality and every legal remedy to 
see that the rights of the Indians are preserved. I do not 
think because of the decisions of the two courts to which my 
dear friend from New Mexico has referred, because those 
decisions have been adverse to the contention of the Indians, 
that the Indians should be debarred from the right of seek- 
ing a writ of certiorari and having the judgment of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
further? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I really should like to proceed and finish. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from North 
Dakota has the floor. 

` Mr. FRAZIER. There is no question but what the Indians 

were well represented. They had as one of the judges on 
this judicial board, and of course that is what it was, Gov- 
ernor Hagerman, who was not only commissioner for the 
Indians most of the time that he acted on the board but 
also a judge on the board and appointed by the Secretary 
of the Interior to both positions. They were also repre- 
sented by an attorney from the Attorney General’s office, 
and the Attorney General also had appointed one of the 
members of the judicial board. Of course they were well 
represented. They were also represented by another attor- 
ney appointed by the Bureau of Indian Affairs. In fact, 
they were so well represented by attorneys from the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs and representatives of the Interior De- 
partment and the Department of Justice on the judicial 
board that they apparently were not satisfied with all the 
findings. 

The act passed by Congress gives them the privilege of 
appealing cases to the courts, but they do not have any 
money with which to take the cases to court. As the result 
of an investigation which was conducted by a semiofficial 
Government board a few years ago it was estimated that 
the total income of the Pueblo Indians was only $30 a year. 
They do not have any tribal funds or any other money with 
which to hire attorneys, but through an organization 
friendly to the Indians attorneys were hired and paid for. 

I mentioned the fact that Mr. Hagerman was president 
of the New Mexico Taxpayers’ Association. He testified 
that he was getting no salary for that position, but that he 
did receive $50 a month for expenses. He also admitted 
that the largest contribution came from the Santa Fe Rail- 
road Co., which is very much interested, apparently, in the 
New Mexico Taxpayers’ Association. He has been the presi- 
dent of that association while he held these other positions. 

Of course, the Taxpayers’ Association of New Mexico is 
interested in seeing that as much taxable property is put 
on the tax rolls of the State of New Mexico as possible in 
order to help operate the government of that State. I do 
not know whether or not that had anything to do with his 
attitude on this judicial board—probably not—but, never- 
theless, he was president of the Taxpayers’ Association all 
these years and receiving $50 a month for expenses from 
that association. 

During the time Mr. Hagerman was in charge of those 
Indians there had been several what I think might be 
termed scandals on some of the reservations. On the Leupp 
Reservation of the Navajos a number of discrepancies were 
disclosed and there was quite a “mix up.” The superin- 


tendent, as I recall, was charged with the misuse of Govern- 
ment funds, and some of the other officials there complained 
about him. The result was that the superintendent was re- 
moved without any prosecution, and those who complained 
about him were also dismissed from the service. 
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There was also some trouble stirred up in regard to the 
school at Phoenix, Ariz. We held some hearings as to the 
situation there before the subcommittee here at the Capitol. 
Some of those teachers in that school were let out of the 
service because they had complained about conditions there. 
I do not know whether Mr. Hagerman had anything to do 
with that or not, but he was at the time commissioner for 
those Indians. 

I have here the copy of an affidavit by quite a noted 
writer—Mr. Dane Coolidge—in regard to conditions down 
there. Mr. Dane Coolidge is a Stanford University grad- 
uate, the author of more than 30 novels of western history 
and adventure. He was formerly the field collector of the 
British Museum and United States Geological Survey, and 
a collaborator with Mrs. Coolidge in her noteworthy book, 
The Navajo Indians, recently published. He tells about 
what he terms the “kid catching ” among the Navajos. 

Little children from the age of 6 to 7 up are taken to the 
Government boarding schools, which are sometimes on the 
reservation and sometimes away from the reservation. It 
seems that the method there has been to send out one of the 
Government officials—a policeman, a farmer, or a clerk, or 
some one else—to get these little children and bring them to 
the schools by force, if their parents would not send them 
in without that method being used. Oftentimes the children 
were mistreated and so homesick that they would run away 
and would go home. The policeman would go out after 
them. In one of the hearings had at Riverside, Calif., I 
think it was, it was testified by the Indians that it was cus- 
tomary for a policeman to be sent out from the school at 
Riverside to gather the children. He had a sort of Ford 
truck, at least, a truck body on a Ford chassis, and when an 
Indian boy or girl ran away, as they did frequently, he 
would be sent out, and would catch those children, if he 
could, out on the desert, and would tie them up, hand and 
foot, and throw them, as a hog might be thrown, into the 
back of that Ford truck, and take them back over the desert 
to the school. Mr. Coolidge has much to say along that line. 
I want to read just one or two paragraphs from his affidavit. 

In the fall the Government stockmen, farmers, and other em- 
ployees go out into the back country with trucks and bring in 
the children to school. Many apparently come willingly and 
gladly; but the wild Navajos, far back in the mountains, hide their 


children at the sound of a truck. So that the stockmen, Indian 
police, and other mounted men are sent ahead to round them up. 


These are all Government employees. 

The children are caught, often roped like cattle, and taken away 
from their parents, many times never to return. They are trans- 
ferred from school to school, given white people’s names, forbidden 
to speak their own tongue; and when sent to distant schools are 
not taken home for three years. 


And sometimes it is longer than that, Mr. President. I 
am not going to read very much of this affidavit, but it says 
further: 


The heartbreak and misery of this compulsory taking of chil- 
dren was never more fully exemplified than in my recent visit to 
Lees Ferry, Ariz., where old Jodie, or Joe Paiute, lives. He is the 
last of his people in that part of the country, and he and his 
wife had 10 children. But as they came of school age they were 
taken from him, and of the first eight all but one died in school. 
One daughter survived and was sent to Riverside. But, like all 
of them, she was given a white person’s name, her Indian name 
was not adequately recorded, and though he had tried to find 
where she is, the school has lost all track of her. 


Mr. President, that is the way a department of the Gov- 
ernment is treating these wards of the Nation, the Ameri- 
can Indians. 

The affidavit further states: 


While working for me, Jodie informed me that the truck was 
soon coming to take his little boy and girl, the last two children 
of 10. His wife, he said, sat and cried all the time, and he asked 
me what he should do. I told Jodie, and I will tell the world, that 
a mother has a right to her children. They are hers; and since the 
others had all died or been lost, he could take these and his 
little band of sheep and hide far back in the mountains. 

Poor old Jodie said nothing, and I suppose by this time his 
children are shut up in school; and every year in that school, 
as in most others, there are epidemics of influenza and other dis- 
eases. Very likely his last two will die. In special cases like 
that I think the Government should relent and allow them to 
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grow up wild. And in all cases where the parents object or the 
children are afraid to go I think the child catchers should be 
called off. 

Mr. President, I think Coolidge’s conclusions are sub- 
stantially correct; I think the child catchers should be 
called off. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hesert in the chair). 
Does the Senator from North Dakota yield to the Senator 
from Ohio? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I am glad to yield. 

Mr. FESS. I know very little about this problem, but I 
have been impressed with what the Senator has read and I 
have a great deal of sympathy with what he says. I am won- 
dering what should be the Government’s policy with refer- 
ence to the education of the Indians. If we appropriate 
money with which to build school houses and make educa- 
tion a part of our system, where should we draw the line 
as to the attendance at school of the Indian children? 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, we have a great many In- 
dian schools that are doing excellent work. The subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on Indian Affairs visited a number 
of these schools and where we found the superintendent of 
the reservation and the teachers in the school were honestly 
interested in the Indians and kindly disposed toward them, 
there was no trouble with the Indian children at all. 

Mr. FESS. Then, the attitude of the teachers toward the 
children and the administration of the school have much to 
do with conditions? ys 

Mr. FRAZIER. They have a great deal to do with it, I 
think. 

Mr. FESS. Wherever there is an apparent unfriendly at- 
titude it ought to be remedied. 

Mr. FRAZIER. I think it should be. 

Mr. FESS. I was wondering whether the criticism is hot 
directed against the policy of undertaking to educate the 
Indians as we have been doing. I am asking the questions 
in order to obtain information; I do not know about the con- 
ditions. 

Mr. FRAZIER. As I stated on the floor on a previous 
occasion, I visited one of the day schools in Arizona. The 
school happened to be located in a little Indian village. It 
had three rooms, as I recall, and the children there seemed 
to be well satisfied. They were clean and neat, they had 
their own luncheon, which was cooked by the older children; 
they semed to like their teachers and the superintendent 
and were getting along very nicely. The children were not 
afraid; they were just as pert and as bright as any white 
children in the same grade that one could find. However, 
in other schools we visited the children looked as if they 
were afraid to say their souls were their own, and I could 
not help but pity them—little children taken away from 
their parents at the age of 6 or 7 years to a boarding school 
and not allowed to go back home for three or four years 
unless their parents were able to pay their railroad fare or 
go for them with a car and bring them back during the 
vacation period in the summer. 

The same method of compelling these children to go to 
school is still in force. Only a few weeks ago, during the 
present school year, I had telegrams from the State of 
Arizona, where some Indian boys had run away from the 
school, and one of them was attending a high school. The 
superintendent of the Indian school sent an official over 
there and took that boy out of high school and took him 
back to the Indian school without saying a word to anyone. 
Some of the older boys were working in a railroad shop, 
and the school officials took them out of the shop and took 
them back. 

I took up the matter at once with the department and 
was informed that they had corrected the situation and 
told the superintendent to let the boys stay in this neigh- 
boring high school, and let these older boys who had gone 
out and were working in the shop stay there, too. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 
question? 

Mr. FRAZIER. Yes. 
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Mr. KING. I will ask the Senator if it is not a fact that 
the Indians themselves, and those who are greatly interested 
in the Indians and evince an intelligent interest in the 
Indians and in their welfare, believe that the boarding school 
has proven an injury rather than a benefit; and that, while 
they believe in education, they think that it should be had 
through the day school rather than this method of kidnap- 
ing little children, taking them three and four and five 
hundred miles away, as has been done in many instances, 
and keeping them almost prisoners, separating them from 
their families, so that in many instances they are never 
reunited? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I think it is commonly believed now, and 
in the department, too, that the day schools, where they are 
at all possible, are the best thing for the Indians, at least 
for small children, and that perhaps in cases where the 
older children can be sent away to school it is best to send 
them to boarding schools; but there is a great deal still to 
be done in cleaning up the situation in the school system. 

During our hearing there came to the subcommittee a 
franked envelope from the “ United States Department of 
the Interior, Office of Indian Affairs, Washington, D. C., 
official business,” postmarked at Washington. It contained 
a page of the New York Times with the article I have 
previously referred to by Mr. La Farge, and was supposed to 
have been sent from some one in the Indian Bureau. The 
Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER] called this to the 
attention of the commissioner and Mr. Hagerman in this 
language: 

Senator WHEELER. It has been called to my attention, Mr. 
Hagerman, or Mr. Commissioner, that you have sent out some 
copies of this story that appeared in the New York Times. Did 
you send out many of them? 

Mr. HAGERMAN. Which story do you refer to? 

Senator WHEELER. The story by La Farge. 

Mr. HAGERMAN. Not a single one; no, sir. 

Senator WHEELER. Not a single one? 

Mr. Rx#oaps. Nor did I. 

Senator WHEELER. Well, one was received under Government 

Mr. RRoaps. Can you tell where it was sent from? 

Senator WHEELER. It was sent from Washington. [Exhibiting 
envelope and newspaper clipping.] 

Mr. RRoans. Was it sent from the Interior Department? 

Senator WHEELER. Yes. 

Mr. RHoaps. Was there any indication who it was sent by? 

Senator WHEELER. I think so, but I will not press it if there was 
only one sent. 

Senator Prazrer. The envelope is marked “ Washington—Janu- 
ary 28—9 p. m.— 1931.“ 

Mr. HAGERMAN. I repeat, I did not send out a single one. 

Mr. Rudaps. Nor did I, and I certainly never sent one out under 
Government frank. 


Mr. La Farge also denied sending any out. 

Later on, a telegram was received from the man who 
received this letter at Albuquerque, N. Mex., stating that the 
Senator from Montana was privileged to use the envelope 
and the letter, and so forth, if he desired to do so. It 
developed that this franked envelope, in addition to the 
statement from the New York Times, contained a letter in 
longhand, with the words printed at the top of the letter: 

Department of the Interior, Office of Indian Affairs, Washington. 
Office of the Assistant Commissioner. 

The letter was under date of January 28, 1931. The 
letter is written to the editor of a paper out there at Albu- 
querque, and reads: 

I thank your paper very much for the nice editorial that you 
had when Frazier went after me in the Senate. It was very kind 
of you, and so many people in New Mexico and elsewhere, to 
come to my defense. I inclose to-day's editorial page of the New 
York Times with a letter from Oliver La Farge which you may not 
have seen. 

Will be back next week and see you. 

Sincerely yours, 
H. J. HAGERMAN, 


The address, I may say, is written in longhand, too, and 
looks very similar to the writing of the letter. According to 
this telegram, the letter was sent out by Mr. Hagerman to 
this editor; but he denies sending it out. This is a trifling 
thing, Mr. President, and does not amount to anything. A 
representative of the Government, of course, is privileged to 
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use a franked envelope, and I suppose is privileged to put 
in a clipping from a newspaper, too. I have stated here 
several times, however, how Mr. Hagerman was so par- 
ticular that everyone make exact statements of the facts, 
and how he denied some things that he afterwards had to 
admit he was wrong in denying; yet he makes the statement 
that he did not send out a single one of these statements 
in a franked envelope or in any other way, although we have 
the evidence that he did in the form of the franked 
envelope with the name of this editor in longhand, and the 
letter in longhand signed by Mr. Hagerman. I do not know 
why he perjured himself. 

I think the statements I made when this amendment was 
offered here and adopted by the Senate to strike out Mr. 
Hagerman’s salary were substantially correct, with the single 
exception of the statement in regard to Mr. Roosevelt firing 
him from office as soon as Roosevelt went into office. That 
was incorrect, as I stated before, because he was appointed 
by Roosevelt and fired a little over a year after his appoint- 
ment, or forced to resign, at least, which amounts to the 
same thing. 

The Rattlesnake oil lease was sold for $1,000, and resold 
again. Whether or not Mr. Hagerman was to blame for 
that I am not in position to say. Whether or not there was 
any crooked work about it I am not in position to say, and 
I never have charged that there was crooked work; but I 
do say, and I repeat, that it seems to me Mr. Hagerman 
was derelict in his duty in the interest of those Indians in 
selling 4,080 acres of what might be termed a semiproven oil 
field for less than 25 cents an acre, when, according to all 
the evidence, the price of crude oil was very, very low on 
account of overproduction. I think, too, that Mr. Hagerman 
was derelict in his duty in looking after the welfare of the 
Indians down there because of the scandals that have gone 
on from time to time during the time he has been com- 
missioner to those Indians. 

I think, also, that my statement that Mr. Hagerman was a 
political fixer ” is correct. As I stated, he is also presi- 
dent of the New Mexico Taxpayers’ Association, which, of 
course, is a political organization. He also admitted that 
he was president of some cattle company. I do not sup- 
pose that amounts to anything, but it developed that he 
was president of a cattle company also. 

It seems to me that whether Mr. Hagerman was to blame 
for conditions down there, or whether he simply carried out 
the instructions of the Indian Office, makes but little dif- 
ference, The bad conditions have existed all the time he 
has been commissioner to those Indians, and still exist in 
many instances, at least. He was very particular to call 
attention to any misstatement that Mr. Collier might make, 
or anyone else, and yet he denied sending out this franked 
envelope containing the letter and also the clipping. 

I do not know whether there is any need for me to say 
any more. I realize the fact that this conference report 
will undoubtedly be adopted. I believe it should go back 
to the conferees for further consideration. As I stated be- 
fore, it does not seem like a fair representation on the part 
of the conferees of the Senate on this measure when they 
receded from 119 amendments, the House receded from only 
16 amendments, and they compromised on 10. 

Some of these amendments are of great importance to the 
Indians at least. The amendment that the Senator from 
Oklahoma [Mr. THomas] spoke about is of great importance. 
The amendment that I offered and that was adopted on this 
particular matter of cutting out the salary of a man who, 
in my estimation, is duplicating the work of others in the 
Interior Department, is a very important amendment. As 
I pointed out, there is a superintendent on each one of those 
agencies; there is a health officer, and an overseer of the 
farmers, and an educational overseer, and also men sent out 
from the department. 

The money by which Mr. Hagerman is paid comes out 
of a fund known as the Northern Pueblo fund. It is true 
that it is a gratuity appropriation; and yet, as was pointed 
out in our hearings, if there ever comes a time when the 
Indians go into the Court of Claims to establish any claim 
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against the Government, as it is quite likely they will, the 
money that the Government has expended in the running 
of their agency will be deducted from any judgment they 
might get against the Government as a set-off against the 
Indians. So it seems to me that this amendment should 
stay in the bill; and when the pending motion of the Sen- 
ator from Oklahoma comes up for a vote I am frank to say 
that I shall vote to send the conference report back to the 
conferees. 

Mr. President, I have taken a good deal more time than I 
expected or intended to take. I think, however, I must say 
just a few words more about some statements in the House 
a few days ago on this subject. 

On February 4, in the legislative body at the other end 
of the Capitol, a bill having to do with the Indians of Wis- 
consin was under discussion. The Congressman from Mich- 
igan who is chairman of the subcommittee having charge 
of these Indian appropriations, and chairman of the con- 
ferees of the House on this measure, made some statements 
that seemed to me rather unwarranted; and I want to call 
attention to one or two of his statements. 

Among other things, he said: 

I will make this statement—there are men on the floor who, 
if they care to, can confirm the statement—that in the political 
campaign of 1928, in certain Western States where there were 
many voting Indians, the field representatives of a certain legis- 
lative body that sits in Washington, not the House of Represent- 
atives, while on Government pay were engaged in political work 
in that campaign among those Indians with reference to the 
election of Senator and President. 

* 

Mr. President, the Representative from Michigan un- 
doubtedly refers to R. T. Bonnin and W. W. Liggett, who 
were hired by the subcommittee of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and commenced work on May 16, 1928, each of them, 
and their work with the committee terminated on Septem- 
ber 30, 1928. I questioned both of those employees very 
carefully, and each of them stated that he did not campaign 
for anyone or mix in politics While he was out on the com- 
mittee work. After September 30, however, Mr. Bonnin, I 
think, did some campaigning in the State of South Dakota, 
and Mr. Liggett, I believe, did some campaigning in the 
State of Montana; but that was after they were off the 
committee pay roll. I am frank to say that I think the 
Congressman from Michigan knew that when he made the 
statement. 

The Congressman from Michigan made another state- 
ment in regard to this Mr. Hagerman matter. He said: 

Let me illustrate what this group does and how they work and 
how far they can go sometimes. 

Two or three weeks ago, when the Interior Department appro- 
priation bill was pending in another branch of this Congress, an 
amendment was offered providing that none of the money in that 
bill could be used to pay the salary of Herbert J. Hagerman, and 
a statement was made in behalf of that bill which caused grief 
to the thousands of friends of Herbert Hagerman all over this 
country, because the charge was made and put in the permanent 
Recorp of this Congress that he had not honestly administered 
his trust. 

Then he went on to state about the hearings.that were 
being held. He said: 

I do not know what the committee that held the hearings will 
do about it, whether they will do what the State Senate of New 
Mexico asked them to do, what the Eastern Indian Association 
asked them to do, what various associations of high purpose have 
asked them to do, and exonerate Herbert Hagerman; but whatever 
that committee does, the facts developed have exonerated Herbert 
J. Hagerman. 

He continued along that line. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. FRAZIER. Iam glad to yield. 

Mr. GLASS. Will the Senator yield to permit me to make 
a unanimous-consent request? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I would rather the Senator would wait 
until I get through. I am almost through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator declines to 
yield. 

Mr. FRAZIER. In this statement I have read 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
North Dakota yield to the Senator from Montana? 
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Mr. WHEELER. I wish the Senator would yield to the 
Senator from Virginia just for a moment, until he makes a 
request for unanimous consent. It will take only a moment, 
and it will not interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. FRAZIER. It would probably have to result in a roll 
call, and Z am almost through. 

I want to repeat that the statement this Congressman 
made about representatives of the subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs campaigning in a Western State 
while on the pay roll is absolutely false. The statement is 
made by the same Congressman who a few days ago referred 
to a Member of this body in pretty strong terms, to say the 
least; and that was not the first time. 

I wanted to call this to the attention of the Senate, because 
it seems to me rather unfair that statements of that kind 
should go unchallenged. There are other statements here 
along the same line which I do not care to take the time to 
read. 

Mr. President, I want to say again that I shall vote, when 
the time comes, to send this conference report back to the 
conferees. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to have printed in 
the Recorp at the conclusion of my remarks a statement 
prepared by Judson King, director of the National Popular 
Government League, on this particular subject. 

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

PRESIDENT LINCOLN’S 19 SILVER-HEADED CANES 

It is one of the picturesque instances of the Civil War that 
the Pueblo Indians of New Mexico were adherents of the Union 
cause and rendered important service in the vast arid area of 
the Southwest by furnishing shelter, protection, food, fodder, and 
horses to the Union scouts, messengers, and troops, for which 
they took no money. 

It is not romancing to say that this was their contribution to 
the cause of human liberty. The Pueblos are peaceful agricul- 
tural Indians, who had evolved far beyond predatory savagery. 
They were against slavery and stood by their principles at con- 
siderable risk to themselves. 

The significance of all this was not lost upon President Lincoln. 
In gracious recognition he presented in 1863 to the governor-chief 
of each pueblo—19 in all—a silver-headed cane, and accompanied 
it with a pledge that the land rights, liberties, religions, and cus- 
toms of the Pueblo Tribes would forever be respected by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and that the treaties made with 
them would remain inviolate. In selecting canes as a symbol of 
good will, President Lincoln showed singular tact. Since 1680 
these pueblos, as a part of New Mexico, had been under the domi- 
nance of Spain, and it was the custom of the Spanish sovereigns 
to send canes as tokens of good will. 

To this day these Lincoln canes have remained well-nigh sacred 
mementos among Pueblos. They are carefully guarded and 
handed down from one elected governor to another, and each as 
he presides over tribal councils holds the cane as his insignia of 
authority, exactly as our Supreme Court Justices don black robes 
as they go on the bench. Lincoln’s name is revered among them, 
and it is touching frequently to find his portrait hung on the 
walls of their humble homes. 

SECRETARY FALL’S “ LEGISLATIVE VILLAINY ” 

Sixty years after, in 1923, national attention was directed to 
the fact that Lincoln's pledge had not been kept; that the Pueblos’ 
lands—-especially the irrigated lands—had been overrun by white 
settlers to such an extent that all tribes were suffering and some 
facing starvation because they had not enough acreage left to 
sustain them, and that Albert B. Fall, then of the 
Interior, with the aid of Harry M. Daugherty, Attorney General, 
was attempting to railroad a bill through Congress—the Bursum 
bill—which would confiscate the lands occupied by the whites. 

The American Indian Defense Association, through the leader- 
ship of its efficient executive, Mr. John Collier, led the fight 
against this iniquity. The National Federation of Women’s Clubs, 
stirred to action by Mrs. Stella Atwood, took a hand. Several 
scientific associations joined in, pointing out that the Pueblo 
civilization antedated the Egyptian pyramids and that the cul- 
tural status of these Indians was unique and of priceless value 
from the viewpoint of ethnology alone. 

At a forum dinner of the Popular Government League in Wash- 
ington, the toastmaster, the late Herbert Quick, famous novelist 
and economist, declared Fall's bill “a piece of legislative iniquity.” 
The chief speaker, the distinguished author, Mrs. Mary Austin, 
who lives in New Mexico, made an eloquent plea for the protection 
of these Indians and startled her audience with such information 
as “Four or five thousand years before we thought of it, the 
Pueblo Indians had achieved a competent form of representative 
republican government in which there were no rich and no poor, 
no unprotected widows, no institutionalized orphans, no prisons, 
and no prostitutes.” 

The Bursum bill went down in d blot upon Fall's 
escutcheon well-nigh equal to that of Teapot Dome. 
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Instead, on June 7, 1924, Congress passed the Pueblo land act, 
to be administered by a land board charged with the duty under 
specific directions of into each of these disputed land 
claims in order that justice might be done Indians and whites 
alike. 

Spanish Americans who had acquired title to lands purchased 
from the Indians and which had been honestly acquired and 
cultivated since 1902 were to remain in on. Indians whose 
lands had wrongfully been taken from them were to have the 
lands returned. The Government, as recompense for its negli- 
gence, agreed that each dispossessed Indian or white man should 
be given the value of the land he was forced to relinquish. The 
Government was to institute a friendly suit to establish the legal 
status of the board’s findings. 

Note here a remarkable thing. The Pueblos knew that accord- 
ing to the decisions of the United States Supreme Court no State 
title to a single acre of Pueblo land was valid and that they 
could have ousted every settler and reclaimed every acre of their 
land granted in the days of Abraham Lincoln. 

But they did not do this. They held it would be an act of 
injustice to their neighbors, especially to the natives who had been 
living side by side with them for generations. They had traded 
back and forth, sold land back and forth, and many Spanish 
Americans had a moral right to the lands they had honestly ac- 
quired in friendly fashion from the Indians. Moreover, these 
natives were as needy as the Indians themselves, and there was no 
Federal Government even theoretically looking out for them. 

Hence this case was not the familiar one so common in other 
States of white men robbing Indians in the good old way. This 
view of the case was taken by Congress, by disinterested, intel- 
ligent students of the situation, and was heartily espoused by the 
Indians themselves and their friends. 

I am unaware of a single instance in American history where 
our white Christians have equaled the generosity of these Pueblo 
Indians and failed to cash in on legal titles once In their posses- 
sion. If there is one, I should like to be informed. This act is a 
demonstration of the innate sense of justice possessed by these 
Indians as significant in its ethical import as was their rejection of 
slavery in Lincoln’s time. 


WORK OF ANOTHER EXPERT COMMISSION JUNKED 


For six years the Pueblo Land Board has been at work. During 
that time Mr. Collier's organization has furnished attorneys and 
legal fees for the Pueblos at a cost of over $50,000, contributed 
by progressive people of the Nation. In respect to the division 
of land, the work of the board has been fairly satisfactory. Not 
so as to compensation to the Indians for lands awarded to the 
whites, as we shall see later. 

But now, incredible as it may seem, the Hoover administra- 
tion, through the action of Attorney General Mitchell and So- 
licitor General Thacher, is attempting to ditch all this good work. 
If their efforts succeed the Pueblos will be reduced to as deplor- 
able a status as they would have occupied under the iniquitous 
Bursum bill. 

I shall not go into the technical details of this betrayal. They 
are set out in the inclosed leaflet, issued by the American Indian 
Defense Association, and are again stated in a remarkable article 
in the Nation of February 4, entitled The Plight of the Pueb- 
los,” by Nathan R. Margold, an able attorney of New York City 
and who is legal adviser on Indian affairs to the Institute for 
Government Research. 

I quote a few sentences from Mr. Margold’s keen analysis which 
discloses the administration's part in this matter. 

“In obedience to the provisions of the Pueblo land act, the 
Attorney General, on behalf of the Pueblo of Taos, brought suit 
in the United States District Court in New Mexico to oust the 
settlers whose claims to titles the board had found invalid. The 
district court differed with the board and adopted a construction 
of the act under which most of the invalid claims became or 
could easily be made valid. * * * The Government attorneys 
in 3 of the case recommended that an application be made 
to the Supreme Court of the United States to review the case by 
certiorari, The papers were prepared, but five days before the 
expiration of the period allowed for such an application the 
Attorney General (Mitchell) and the Solicitor General (Thacher) 
summarily directed their subordinates not to file the papers. This 
was a bitter blow to the Indians, who are accustomed to defeat 
in the lower courts and final victory in the Supreme Court of 
the United States.” 

Under Mitchell’s orders the cases are being rushed through 
the lower courts where they will all be lost or, as Mr. Margold 
puts it, the Indians of the different Pueblos “are being led to 
judicial slaughter.” If the holdings of only a few persons were 
at stake, the situation would not probably be serious enough to 
challenge national attention. 

This is not the case. Tens of thousands of acres are at stake 
which have been awarded by the land board to the Indians, and 
whose livelihood and well-being are imperiled if lost to them. 


INDIAN DEFENSE ASSOCIATION NEEDS HELP 


Notwithstanding the defection of the Department of Justice 
the Indians are not without means of legal redress, as described 
by Mr. Collier on page 4 of his pamphlet. The American Indian 
Defense Association, whose funds are depleted from its many other 
activities in several States, will be unable to meet the emergency 
thus thrust upon it and is in need of $10,000 for immediate legal 
purposes. I trust those interested in justice to the Indians will 
help in this crisis. 


4826 


SUPERSPECIAL INDIAN COMMISSIONER HAGERMAN 


After 10 years of corruption a man grows so weary in writing 
accounts of the irregularities—to use a modest term—of high 
Officials in handling the property of American people or of the 
Indians that he is moved to apologize for calling attention to one 
more. It was noted above that one of the conditions on which 
the Pueblo Indians accepted the land act of 1924 was the pledge 
of Congress to reimburse them for the value of lands awarded 
to the natives; further, that this portion of the land board's 
work was unsatisfactory. 

To put much in a nutshell, it appears that the amount of 
money, roughly, due the Indians is around $1,500,000, but the 
board has recommended approximately only $500,000, thus beating 
the Indians out of $1,000,000. 

Some of Mr. Hoover's thrift items compare favorably with those 
of Coolidge in entirely ignoring the Nation’s honor. 

Bull Moosers will recall as the governor who was 
summarily fired after a year in office by President Roosevelt back 
in 1907 for alleged irregularities, among other things, in handling 
a land grant. It has always been maintained, even by some fair- 
minded political opponents of Hagerman, that he was framed for 
political reasons and that Roosevelt made a gross blunder. But 
Hagerman’s official activities in the past several years, partially 
brought to light in hearings before Senator Frazer's committee 
last week, seem to indicate that Roosevelt’s hunting instincts were 
‘not far wrong. 

It is to be noted that the man who rescued Hagerman from 
the political oblivion into which Roosevelt had thrust him was 
none other than Albert B. Fall, Harding’s Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, who, through his subordinate. Burke, appointed him special 
agent over the Navajo Reservation back in 1923, where he was 
empowered to make oil leases. In 1926, under the Coolidge admin- 
istration, he was given an extra job on the Pueblo land board, and 
a year ago, under the Hoover administration, a new job was cre- 
ated and he was made commissioner general over Indian reserva- 
tions in New Mexico, Arizona, Colorado, and Utah, where he 
wields tremendous power with respect to the property and welfare 
of one-third of the Indians of the entire United States. 


STAR-CHAMBER JUSTICE 


It appears from the sworn testimony before the Senate’s Indian 
Committee hearings, with Hagerman present, last week, that 
although the Indians and their attorneys were present at open 
hearings when the land board was looking into the various claims 
their appearances ended there and the decisions were made in 
secret. 

The chief counsel for the Indians was Judge R. H. Hanna, of 
Albuquerque, former chief justice of the New Mexico Supreme 
Court—a man whose ability and integrity are unquestioned. 
Hagerman’s methods were thus described in a telegram from Judge 
Hanna, placed in the records: 

“Have no knowledge or slightest recollection of our office ever 
being notified of any hearing upon compensation question or 
awards, and we were never notified of any desire for briefs upon 
subject to be filed with the board. * * * It has always been 
practically impossible to find out anything about awards until 
report of board was handed down. We have always felt that board 
was not pursuing correct course in the secrecy preserved. * * * 
We have been refused information concerning appraisals until 
after board had reached its conclusions.” 

Add to this the facts established at the hearings that in fixing 
compensation to the Pueblos for lands awarded to the whites, the 
land board disregarded the reports of its own appraisers and fre- 
quently cut the awards to half the amounts recommended, and 
that thousands of acres were decreed out of Pueblo ownership 
without any compensation whatever. 

A summary of the hearings reveals 10 major charges made 
against Mr. Hagerman under oath, which were either admitted by 
the gentleman and his witnesses or not controverted. There is 
space for but one or two more. 


NAVAJO OIL LEASES 


As before stated, Mr. Hagerman, by appointment of Secretary 
Fall, was head agent of the Navajo Tribe from 1923 to 1928. Pass- 
ing over numerous abuses and scandals which occurred in this 
reservation during this period, which Mr. Hagerman did nothing 
to correct, testimony of a startling nature was introduced con- 
cerning his handling of Navajo oil lands, about which we are quite 
likely to hear more in the not distant future. Under regulations 
promulgated by Fall, a new tribal council was created, easily con- 
trollable, and this new council shortly voted Hagerman power of 
attorney to sign all the oil leases in the name of the Navajo Tribe. 

Now there was an exceedingly valuable oil field on the reserva- 
tion, known as the “ Hogback,” which was producing oil. But 
near by was another field, the Rattlesnake. It belonged to the 
same geologic formation, but there was a systematized rumor 
among oil men that it was of little value and Mr. Hagerman 
stated in his sworn testimony that the geological evidences had 
not been persuasive as to oil. 

It appears that at what is charged to be an unfavorable time 
Hagerman put this Rattlesnake lease up for auction and sold 
it for $1,000. The lease shortly after resold to the Continental 
Oil Co., a subsidiary of Standard Oil, for over $1,000,000. In due 
time several enormously valuable gushers were struck on this field. 

It appears further that the gentlemen who bid for the lease for 
$1,000 were personal friends of Mr. Hagerman, and that truth is 
established notwithstanding his denial that friendship had any- 
thing to do with the transaction. 
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DID FALL, BURKE, AND HAGERMAN KNOW? 


To friends of the Indians and others there has always been a 
mystery surrounding this lease, Oil-field grabbers were powerful 
enough to be a determining factor in the nomination and election 
of Harding. Followed the appointment of Fall, also interested 
in oil, as Secretary of the Interior. Fall pulls Hagerman out of 
retirement and gives him dictatorial powers over the property of 
the Navajo Indians, on whose reservations exist valuable oil fields. 
Fall smashes the old tribal council, whose consent is necessary to 
make oil leases legal; sets up a new one dominated by Hagerman. 
The Rattlesnake episode follows. 

Hagerman disclaims knowledge that the Rattlesnake would be 
productive, but presents no report of the geological survey which 
would substantiate his belief. The sudden discovery of oil on the 
Rattlesnake, which made the $1,000 lease worth $1,000,000 over- 
night, has always been attributed to good luck. 

But within the last few days the Senate Indian Committee has 
unearthed from the files of the Indian Bureau, hidden there since 
the days of Commissioner Burke, a report by Geologist Nowels, of 
the Bureau of Mines, which contains unreserved statements as to 
bright prospects of oil to be found in the Rattlesnake field. 

The document was delivered to Commissioner Burke on October 
13, 1923, but the text shows that it was written somewhat earlier. 
It was early well known that the geological formation of the 
Hogback and Rattlesnake structures were identical. He recites 
these facts and noted the discovery of high-grade oil in large 
5 on the Hogback, then under lease, and then goes on 

say: 

“The other structures which will be for sale, although they 
are in the exploratory class, are equally as good as Hogback from 
the standpoint of geology, with the possible exception of the beau- 
tiful mountain anticline.” 

The Rattlesnake field, of course, was among these “ other struc- 
tures.” An oil well which Nowels described as “the best grade of 
crude oil I have ever seen,” was brought in by the Midwest com- 
pany on September 25, 1923, on the Hogback and started flowing 
at 1,250 barrels a day, but the Midwest closed the well and kept 
the fact a secret. On October 13 the report was delivered to Burke, 
and on October 15 the Rattlesnake lease was made, which quickly 
passed to the Continental Co. 


QUESTIONS 

Undoubtedly Senator Frazrer’s Indian Committee in its inves- 
tigation of Indian affairs will take steps to determine what use 
was made of the Bureau of Mines report completed prior to the 
date when the Rattlesnake structure was auctioned, and also an 
earlier report by the same geologist of the same tenor, but less 
definite. The question arises whether these reports or the sub- 
stance thereof were made available to all parties, or only a favored 
few, and why they have been kept secret? 

In probing other oil activities of Mr. Hagerman the committee 
will doubtless inquire how it happens that he testified before the 
Senate Indian Committee on March 10, 1926, that the Navajo 
Indian tribe were satisfied with a pending bill providing that 37% 
per cent of Navajo oil royalties should be diverted to the States, 
when, as a matter of fact, the bill had never been presented to 
the Navajo council for its information or action. 

They may also want to know the reasons why Mr. Hagerman 
established an espionage over the Navajo Indians at that time 
(which still exists), especially in respect to their property. 

The most interesting and significant organization working for 
the welfare of the Indians is one established by the Indians them- 
selves, the National Council of American Indians, with head- 
quarters in the Bliss Building, Washington, D. C., whose president 
is Mrs. Gertrude Bonnin. She is a full-blood Sioux, a woman of 
broad culture and a wonderful orator. Mrs. Bonnin in the pres- 
ence of Mr. Hagerman testified before the Senate committee last 
week that in 1923 she and her husband, Capt. R. T. Bonnin, sec- 
retary of the council, tried their best to communicate with the 
officials of the Navajo Tribe concerning this 37% per cent robbery. 
No answers were received, but later she was called to the office of 
Indian Commissioner Burke here in Washington, who exhibited 
her letters and rebuked her for endeavoring to find directly from 
the Navajo Indians themselves what they actually wanted done 
about this oil lease. The letters had been intercepted and sent 
to Mr. Burke, all of which is in violent conflict of the freedom 
the American people suppose the Indians possess. 

WHAT WILL PRESIDENT HOOVER DO WITH PRESIDENT LINCOLN'S CANES? 


It is incidental that this bulletin is issued during Lincoln week 
but none the less appropriate. The Pueblo Indians, to whom he 
presented those canes as a token of good faith, are in dire dis- 
tress. Their confidence has been abused, their faith shattered. 
Not only the Pueblos but most of the tribes over the Nation have 
received similar treatment in one way or another. 

It is still possible for President Hoover to do justice to the 
Pueblos and other tribes. During his campaign he pledged a 
new day for Indians. It would be well for him to ponder over 
the symbolism of those Lincoln canes after he has made his 
radio address to-day, February 12. 


Mr. CUTTING obtained the floor. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. CUTTING. For what purpose? 

Mr. WHEELER. To suggest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. CUTTING. I prefer not to yield for that purpose at 
the present time. I am going to be very brief. 
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Mr. WHEELER. Let me say to the Senator that the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass] wanted to make a re- 
quest for unanimous consent, so that we could perhaps all 
agree upon a certain time to vote upon this report. I think 
it would save time, and I hope the Senator will yield for that 
purpose. 

Mr. CUTTING. I yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Ashurst Dale King Schall 
Barkley Fess La Follette Sheppard 
Bingham Frazier McGill Shortridge 
Black George McKellar Smith 

Blaine Glass McMaster Smoot 

Blease Goldsborough Morrow Steiwer 
Borah Hale Moses Stephens 
Bratton Harris Norbeck Swanson 
Brock Hatfleld Norris Thomas, Idaho 
Broussard Hawes Oddie Thomas, Okla. 
Capper Hayden Partridge Townsend 
Caraway bert Patterson Vandenberg 
Carey Johnson Phipps Walsh, Mass, 
Connally Jones Ransdell Watson 
Copeland Kean Reed Wheeler 
Cutting Kendrick Robinson, Ark. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-three Senators hav- 
ing answered to their names, there is a quorum present. 

Mr. GLASS and Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas addressed 
the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New 
Mexico has the floor. Does he yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. CUTTING. I yield first to the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, it would seem more appro- 
priate, perhaps, for the Senator from Arkansas to make 
the unanimous-consent request I had in mind, which was to 
appoint a definite hour to-morrow for a vote on the pend- 
ing conference report, if that was the purpose of the Senator 
from Arkansas in asking the attention of the Senator. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I ask unan- 
imous consent that when the Senate completes its business 
to-day a recess be taken until 11 o’clock to-morrow; and 
that at not later than 2 o’clock to-morrow the Senate pro- 
ceed to vote on the motion to recommit the conference re- 
port on the Interior Department appropriation bill; and 
if that is not carried, on the motion to agree to the con- 
ference report, without further debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
unanimous-consent agreement proposed by the Senator 
from Arkansas? 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I suggest that the Sena- 
tor include in the agreement that debate be limited on the 
part of any Senator to 30 minutes. Otherwise some one 
Senator might get the floor and talk from 11 o’clock 
until 2. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I think that is a fair sug- 
gestion, and I add to the request that no Senator on to- 
morrow shall speak more than once or longer than 30 min- 
utes on the pending motion or on the motion to agree to 
the conference report. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I just came into the 
Chamber. What is the time fixed for the vote? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To meet at 11 o'clock 
to-morrow, to vote at 2, and that no Senator shall speak 
more than once or longer than 30 minutes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. As I stated the request, the 
vote was to be taken at not later than 2 o’clock. I thought 
debate might be exhausted before 2 o’clock and we would 
want to vote, and I think there is no objection to that 
provision. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposal is to meet 
at 11, no Senator to speak more than once or longer than 
30 minutes on either the question to recommit or the ques- 
tion to agree to the conference report, and that at not later 
than 2 o’clock the vote shall be taken on the final disposition 
of the conference report. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. That is it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 
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Mr. CUTTING. Mr. President, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, do I lose the floor? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; the Senator would not 
lose the floor. Is there objection to the unanimous-consent 
request proposed by the Senator from Arkansas? The Chair 
hears none, and the unanimous-consent request is entered 
into. 

The agreement was reduced to writing, as follows: 

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREEMENT 

Ordered (by unanimous consent), that when the Senate com- 
pletes its business to-day it take a recess until 11 o'clock a. m. 
to-morrow; that no Senator shall speak more than once or longer 
than 30 minutes upon the pending motion to recommit or the 
question of agreeing to the conference report upon the bill 
(H. R. 14675) making appropriations for the Department of the 
Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other 
Pp „ and that at not later than 2 o'clock p. m. on that day 
the Senate proceed to vote without further debate on the pending 
motion to recommit and, if that be not carried, on the motion to 
agree to the conference report. 


BIRTH CONTROL—ADDITIONAL MEMORIALS 


Mr. CAPPER. I am in receipt of a letter from St. Agnes 
Branch, No. 978, Ladies Catholic Benevolent Association, of 
Leavenworth, Kans., protesting against the enactment of the 
so-called birth control bill, being Senate bill 4582, to amend 
section 305 (a) of the tariff act of 1922, as amended, and 
sections 211, 245, and 312 of the Criminal Code, as amended. 
The letter is short. I ask that it be printed in the RECORD 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

There being no objection, the letter was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 


LEAVENWORTH, KANS. February 7, 1931. 
Senator A. CAPPER, * 
Washington, D. C. 

HONORABLE Senator: The members of St. Agnes Branch protest 
the passage of the bill amending the tariff act and the Criminal 
Code, introduced by Senator GILLETT, of Massachusetts, as we 
believe this amendment will be a great danger to public health 
end morals, especially of our young people. We ask that this 
protest be printed in the CoNnGressiIonaL Recorp, and trust you 
will use every effort to defeat this amendment. 

Thanking you for your consideration and attention to this 
matter, we remain, 

Yours truly, 
Sr. AGNES BRANCH, No. 978, 
By Ciara M. BERGMAN, Recorder. 


Mr. BLACK presented a letter in the nature of a memorial, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary and 
ordered to be printed in the Recor», as follows: 


BIRMINGHAM, ALA., February 6, 1931. 
Hon. Huco Brack, Senator. 
Hon. GEORGE HUDDLESTON, Representative. 
Hon. Lister HILL, Representative. 
Hon. W. B. OLIVER, Representative. 

GENTLEMEN: St. Paul's Altar Society of Birmingham, Ala., an 
organization of more than 200 women, wish to hereby protest the 
passage of bill to amend tarif act (1930) and Criminal Code, 
known as Senate bill 4582, which is to be given public hearing 
before subcommittee of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate on 
February 13. 

We feel that the passage of such amendments would mean great 
danger to public health and morals, especially of our young people, 
and an increase in obscenity should present Federal restrictions be 
removed. Also there would be an added burden on State au- 
thorities in seeking to meet the increased traffic of contraceptics, 
the sale of which is now forbidden, and the spread of immoral 
literature and advertisements, which certainly must follow. 

We request that this protest be printed in CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 

Sincerely, Mrs. ANGELA M. Lucas, President. 


Mr. BARKLEY presented a telegram in the nature of a 
memorial, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

BarpsTown, Ky., February 11, 1931. 
Hon. ALBEN W. BARKLEY, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Four hundred men and women of Bardstown, Ky., strongly pro- 
test passage of the bill S. 4582. 

Tuomas STOCKER, Jr., 


Grand Knight, Knights of Columbus. 
GERTRUDE BOONE, 
Regent, Daughters of Isabella. 
Norma G. CONWAY, 
Secretary. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is 


Mr. REED, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to | 80 ordered. 


which were referred the following bills, reported them each 
with an amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

S. 229. An act for the relief of August R. Lundstrom 
(Rept. No. 1602); and 

H. R. 2694. An act conferring the rank, pay, and allow- 
ances of a major of Infantry, to date from March 24, 1928, 
upon Robert Graham Moss, late captain, Infantry, United 
States Army, deceased (Rept. No. 1603). 

Mr, PATTERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 11268) for the relief 
of Mary C. Bolling, reported it without amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 1604) thereon. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 566) for the relief of 
Charles Smith, reported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 1605) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill (H. R. 504) for the relief of James Earl Briggman, 
reported it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 
1606) thereon. 

Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 4269) for the relief of 
William L. Wiles, reported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 1607) thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which were referred the following bills, reported them sev- 
erally without amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

H.R.318. An act for the relief of William S. McWilliams 
(Rept. No. 1608) ; 

H. R. 783. An act for the relief of Mary Neaf (Rept. No. 
1610); 

H. R. 1526. An act for the relief of Thomas J. Hayden 
(Rept. No. 1612); 

H. R. 2505. An act for the relief of William Parish (Rept. 
No. 1609); and 7 

H. R. 2729. An act for the relief of Anna E. Stratton 
(Rept. No. 1611). 

Mr. BROCK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which were referred the following bills, reported. them each 
without amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

S. 3867. An act for the relief of William J. Clark (Rept. 
No. 1614); and 

H. R. 2584. An act for the relief of Thomas F. Sutton 
(Rept. No. 1613). 

Mr. PARTRIDGE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to which were referred the following bills reported them 
each without amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

H. R. 780. An act for the relief of George Selby (Rept. No. 
1615); and 

H. R. 4876. An act for the relief of Joseph Bratten (Rept. 
No. 1616). 

REPORT OF POSTAL NOMINATIONS 

As in executive session, 

Mr. PHIPPS, from the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, reported favorably sundry post-office nomina- 
tions, which were placed on the Executive Calendar. 

ASSESSMENT WORK ON MINING CLAIMS 


Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I rise to inquire of the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Oppre], chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining, what progress, if any, his 
committee is making with respect to the bill relating to the 
suspension of annual assessment work on mining claims? 

Mr, ODDIE. Mr. President, last year I asked the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, for a report. This year I asked them to 
submit another report. Last year they submitted an adverse 
report, and I have recently received a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior inclosing another adverse report. I think 
it might be just as well to have the report printed in the 
Recorp, because it will be notice to the mining industry 
generally. 

Mr. ASHURST. Yes; let it be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. ODDIE. I ask unanimous consent that the report 
may be printed in the RECORD. 


The report is as follows: 


THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 7, 1931. 
Hon. TASKER L. ODDIE, 


Chairman Committee on Mines and Mining, 
United States Senate. 

My Dran Mr. CHAIRMAN: In response to your request of Feb- 
ruary 3 for a report on S. 5211, which is a bill proposing to sus- 
pend requirements of annual assessment work on mining claims 
during the assessment years 1931 and 1932, I transmit herewith 
a memorandum on the subject that has been submitted by Acting 
Commissioner Havell of the General Land Office. 

After a review of the proposed measure, I agree with Mr. Havell. 

Very truly yours, 
Ray LYMAN WILBUR, Secretary. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, February 6, 1931. 


MEMORANDUM FOR THE SECRETARY 


I have by reference from the department a letter from Hon. 
TASKER H. Opp, chairman of the Committee on Mines and 
Mining, United States Senate, requesting report on S. 5211, a bill 
which proposes to suspend the requirement of annual assessment 
15 on mining claims during the assessment years of 1931 and 

Measures of similar character have been enacted from time to 
time, the last ones during the World War and immediately there- 
after, when the moving reason was the shortage in labor. This 
is not the condition now, and while the prices of some minerals 
are below normal I am not convinced that this fact, nor do I 
know of any other condition which warrants the enactment of 
the bill. The requirement of annual assessment work in order to 
hold a mining claim is structurally a part of our mining system. 
The expenditure of $100 per annum in the improvement of the 
mine or development of the claim is visible notice on the ground 
that the claim has not been abandoned. It tends to discourage 
speculative locations and to encourage development of claims into 
mines. It is an assurance against nonresident owners holding 
indefinitely, valuable mineral deposits without contributing to the 
support of the local communities where the claims are located. 
To relieve such claimants from annual assessment work is to 
take from the residents of the locality the revenue they would 
gain from employment to perform the assessment work on the 
claims in the locality. 

Furthermore, attention should be given to the fact that the 
bill applies to all unpatented mining locations, which includes 
the oil-shale placer-mining locations held under the provisions 
of section 37 of the mineral leasing act of February 25, 1920 (41 
Stat. 437). There are now pending before Congress certain bills 
which relate more or less immediately to assessment work on 
these claims. 

In view of these conditions I do not favor the bill, and recom- 
mend that it be not enacted. 

A similar bill, H. R. 15549, was the subject of office memorandum 
to you, dated January 5, 1931. 

Tuos, C. HAvELL, Acting Commissioner. 


RECESS 


Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator from New 
Mexico [Mr. Curtinc] yield to me at this time to enable me 
to move a recess until to-morrow? 

Mr. CUTTING. I yield to the Senator from Utah for that 
purpose. i 

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate take a recess until 
11 o'clock to-morrow morning. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 7 o'clock 
and 5 minutes p. m.) took a recess until to-morrow, Satur- 
day, February 14, 1931, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS i 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 13 
(legislative day of January 26), 1931 
JUDGE OF THE POLICE COURT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Isaac R. Hitt, of the District of Columbia, to be a judge 
of the police court, District of Columbia. (He is now serving 
in this position under an appointment which expires March 
18, 1931.) : 
APPOINTMENT IN THE OFFICERS’ RESERVE CORPS OF THE ARMY 
GENERAL OFFICER 


To be brigadier general, reserve 


Brig. Gen. Thomas Edward Rilea, Oregon National Guard, 
from February 13, 1931. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 13, 1931 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., 
offered the following prayer: 


Let our hearts, singing the song of gratitude, be our grace 
to Thee, our Heavenly Father. Bless us this day with that 
satisfaction that comes to one who has been faithful to his 
task. Crown our lives, O God, with the fruits of the Spirit— 
with happiness that radiates in the eye, that blushes in the 
face, and that ripples with innocent laughter; with peace 
which belongs to the tranquil stars; with long-suffering that 
lends fortitude to patriots and endurance to heroes. Bless 
us with these treasures and let them break into voice and 
action, making our characters an inspiration. Let devotion 
to duty with knowledge of our country’s needs become a 
contagion among us, emancipating our fellow citizens until 
their faith in our Government may always see the best 
glimmering through the worst. Hear us, blessed Lord 
God, and Thine shall be the praise. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read 
and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its principal 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed a joint reso- 
lution of the following title, in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested: 

S. J. Res. 226. Joint resolution authorizing the distribution 
of the judgment rendered by the Court of Claims to the In- 
dians of the Fort Berthold Indian Reservation, N. Dak. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS—THE PRIVATE CALENDAR 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, it was expected that the Navy 
Department appropriation bill would be finished yesterday. 
Consideration of that bill has been drawn out somewhat 
longer than was expected, and it is apparent that at least 
the greater part of to-day will be consumed in concluding 
consideration of this bill. 

I therefore ask unanimous consent that on to-morrow, 
Saturday, it may be in order to consider the Private Cal- 
endar, beginning where the last call left off, the bills to be 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole, and 
only those bills that are not objected to to be considered. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Reserving the right to object, Mr. 
Speaker, and I shall not object, I would like to ask the 
majority leader if he is in a position now to give us any 
information as to when it is likely the so-called bonus bill 
will be up for the consideration of the House and under 
what guise it will come up. 

Mr. TILSON. I am not able to inform the gentleman. 
The bill has not been reported to the House, and until 
it is reported it seems to me that it would be a little 
premature to attempt to inform the House as to when it 
will be considered. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It may be a little premature, but I 
thought perhaps the gentleman might give us an inkling of 
what is running through his mind about it. 

Mr. TILSON. I make it an invariable rule to wait until 
bills are at least reported and on the calendar—— 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is a pretty sound rule, but there 
are some exceptions to it. 

Mr. GARNER, Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TILSON. Yes. 

Mr. GARNER. In case the House should dispose of the 
Navy bill to-day in time for us to give some consideration 
to the Private Calendar, does not the gentleman think he 
had better ask unanimous consent that we may go on with 
the Private Calendar to-day? 

Mr. TILSON. I shall be very glad to do that. I hope to 
use all the time possible on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GARNER. I wish the gentleman would include that 
in his request, so that we may take the balance of to-day, 
after finishing the Navy bill, to consider bills on the Private 
Calendar. 
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Mr. TILSON. If there is no objection, I am willing to 
include that in my request. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that it shall be in order at the conclu- 
sion of the Navy appropriation bill to-day to consider bills 
on the Private Calendar, beginning at No. 599, bills unob- 
jected to, in the House as in Committee of the Whole, and 
that it shall be in order also to continue with the Private 
Calendar to-morrow. Is there objection? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Reserving the right to object, Mr. 
Speaker, if the gentleman will yield, the conference report 
on the Interior bill is awaiting action in another body. 
The conditions are not such as to be very encouraging as 
to our having any early opportunity to act upon the bill in 
the House. Personally, I should very much like to see the 
House have such an opportunity to-day, or certainly to- 
morrow, because there is not only the drought-relief legis- 
lation, but there is $19,000,000 of money immediately avail- 
able for construction throughout the country which would, 
of itself, be an important relief measure. If we should 
have an opportunity to bring up that conference report for 
action in the House to-day or to-morrow, the granting of 
the request of the gentleman has made would not interfere 
with that? 

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman understands that that bill 
has reached the privileged stage in its consideration, so 
that it would be in order at any time. 

Mr. CRAMTON. And this request would not displace 
privileged matters? 

Mr. TILSON. It would not and could not. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, in view of the fact that the Private Calendar is 
lengthy and everyone should be given an opportunity to 
have his bill at least called, why can we not meet at 11 
o’clock to-morrow, if that is the unanimous desire of the 
House? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, that puts too much of a 
burden on Members who consider these respective bills. 
We have been very considerate. The request of the gentle- 
man from Connecticut [Mr. Trson] has been broadened so 
as to include whatever part of to-day may be available for 
that purpose, and certainly to-morrow we will make good 
headway by beginning at 12 o'clock. 

Mr. MICHENER. Will the gentleman promise us that we 
will make good headway and that if he is going to object to 
a bill that he will object to it and not talk about it? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I have no control over the attitude of 
those Members of the House who wish to expatiate upon the 
position of the Members who are doing what they believe 
is their duty. 

Mr. MICHENER. Will the gentleman control himself? 

Mr. STAFFORD. So far as controlling myself, if the 
gentleman has ever been here at an evening session he 
knows that I have not taken any more time than necessary 
in the consideration of these bills. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, and I shall not object, I want to ask the gentleman 
whether or not by reason of our arranging to use to-morrow 
on the Private Calendar the gentleman expects to run 
longer than the usual adjournment hour this evening? 

Mr. TILSON. We must not lose any time at all. 

Mr. BLANTON. But the gentleman is not contemplating 
running beyond the usual adjournment hour this evening? 

Mr. TILSON. Not at all. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

MAKE THE PROTECTIVE TARIFF POLICY OF THIS COUNTRY EFFECTIVE 

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend my remarks in the Recorp in connection 
with H. R. 16739 pending legislation, on making the protec- 
tive-tariff policy of the country effective. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, during the last session 
of Congress a tariff law was enacted having for its purpose 
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the protection of the American farmer, the American 
laborer, and the American industries. 

If the benefits of that tariff act are to be made effective, 
some changes should be made at this session of Congress. 

We should not be misled by the viewpoint of the inter- 
national bankers, who would have free trade with Europe 
in order that European countries might meet their obliga- 
tions to the international bankers. 

We should not be misled by American manufacturers who 
have established factories in Europe and who now hope to 
have those products thrown upon the American market to 
compete with the products of American labor. 

The dairy industry of the United States has a real griev- 
ance. It is now suffering both because of the existing provi- 
sions of the tariff law, admitting foreign oils free of duty to 
the United States, and because of a ruling of the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, who held that palm oil can be 
used as an ingredient in the manufacture of oleomargarine, 
so as to give it a yellow color to make it look like butter and 
avoid payment of the 10-cent per pound tax. 

There is now pending before Congress a bill by Congress- 
man BricHam to partially remedy this situation. That bill 
ought to pass. 

There is also pending a bill, H. R. 16739, introduced by 
Congressman ANDRESEN, of Minnesota, which seeks to amend 
the tariff act of 1930 by placing, under proper conditions, a 
tariff on imported vegetable oils, fats, and other substitutes. 
Palm oil, coconut oil, and other vegetable oils and fats 
should not be permitted to enter the United States free of 
duty. If we are to give adequate protection to the dairy 
industry of the United States, both bills should be enacted 
into law at this session of Congress. 

Rulings of various departments should not be permitted to 
change the law and destroy its purpose and effect. If the 
only way that such rulings can be avoided is by new legisla- 
tion, then certainly every friend of agriculture should sup- 
port these measures. 

I quote the following resolutions sent to me in a letter to 
show the seriousness of the situation in connection with the 
dairy industry: 

MINNESOTA STATE FAIR, 
STATE AGRICULTURAL SOCIETY, 
St. Paul, Minn. February 6, 1931. 
Hon. WILLIAM A. 


Representative Pon Minnesota in Congress, 
Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Mr. PITTENGER: At a recent annual meeting of the Minne- 
sota State Agricultural Society the following resolution was 
which I am pleased to hand you herewith for your consideration: 

“ Whereas the Federal Internal Revenue Department has ruled 
that the admixture of refined palm oil with oleomargarine is not a 
coloring of such oleomargarine within the meaning of revenue 
Achar by imposing a tax upon colored oleomargarine, so called; 
an 


“Whereas the admixture of such palm oil actually does so color 
oleomargarine that it may be sold in perfect imitation of butter 
without payment of a tax; and 

“ Whereas the dairy industry is depressed and it is expert opin- 
ion that the sale of oleomargarine colored with palm oil has 
directly contributed to a loss of several cents a pound in the sale 
price of butter; and 

“Whereas the price of butter automatically tends to establish 
prices on all other dairy products: Therefore be it 

“ Resolved, That the Minnesota State Agricultural Society, in 
annual convention assembled, hereby urges and petitions the 
United States Internal Revenue Department to speedily rescind 
the ruling to which reference has heretofore been made and that 
the Congress of the United States enact such legislation as may be 
necessary to effectually prohibit the sale of oleomargarine colored 
in any manner whatsoever without the imposition of the cus- 
tomary tax of 10 cents a pound; and be it further 

“ Resolved, That the Secretary be instructed to transmit a copy 
of this resolution to the United States Internal Revenue Depart- 
ment and to all Members of Congress from the State of Minne- 
sota.” 

Yours truly, 
RAYMOND A. LEE, Secretary. 


Before this Congress adjourns pending legislation having 
to do with this subject should be passed, or every effort 
should be made to have the ruling of the Internal Revenue 
Department rescinded. 

It is our duty to see that the bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, making effective the tax on palm oil, 
becomes a law, as well as the bill of Congressman ANDRESEN 
providing for tariff on vegetable oils, 
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IMPORTATION OF RUSSIAN TIMBER PRODUCTS AND ORES 


Mr. Speaker, there are other measures pending which 
have to do with the tariff problem. Section 307 of the tariff 
act of 1930 prohibits the importation of convict-made goods. 

Section 337 of this tariff act is intended to prevent unfair 
methods of competition in the importation of goods to the 
United States from foreign countries. 

Here again, Treasury regulations or lack of them has 
proved to be of serious consequence. Immediately upon the 
passage of the tariff act of 1930, Soviet Russia started in on 
a program of “dumping” lumber and timber products and 
manganese ores on the American market. 

I am not interested in the desire of our international 
bankers and other internationalists who would like to see 
this practice continued. 

I am, however, interested in seeing that the purpose of 
the tariff act of 1930 is not defeated by regulations of our 
own Government or by unfair practice in foreign countries. 

Our own people, locally interested in lumber and timber 
products, should have the protection against unfair methods 
of foreign countries. Our people in the United States, in- 
terested in the production of manganese ores, are entitled 
to the same consideration. 

There is now pending in the House bills introduced by 
Congressman Kyutson of Minnesota and Congressman 
KENDALL of Pennsylvania, which have for their purpose an 
embargo against entry into the United States of goods and 
articles of merchandise from foreign countries, produced 
by convict labor or forced labor. If the American wage 
earner is to be protected, and if our industries are to go 
ahead along right lines, the principle embodied in these 
bills should be enacted into law. 

I will not here enter into a long discussion of Soviet Rus- 
sia and their methods of mass production or their labor 
problems. It is sufficient to say that, in that country, there 
are thousands of political prisoners and other victims of the 
governmental régimé who are virtual slaves and who are 
compelled to labor long hours in the production of lumber, 
timber products and manganese ores for shipment to 
America, where they are thrown on the American market 
to the disadvantage of American labor and American in- 
dustry. 

When they can not compete fairly, they engage in the 
practice of “dumping” their products on our shores at 
prices which do not take into account the cost of produc- 
tion. The effect of this practice is to paralyze our indus- 
tries, throw men out of work, and drive down and force 
down the American standards of living. 

I do not believe that Russian convict-made goods should 
compete with American labor and American industry. 

Our first duty is not to the soviet 5-year program which 
contemplates the use of convicts in the production of lumber 
and other articles of export for shipment to the United 
States. Our first duty is to our own people and, before this 
Congress adjourns, legislation embodied in the Knutson and 
Kendall bills should be enacted. 

OTHER TARIFF MATTERS 

In this brief discussion I am not overlooking the problem 
faced by the producers of crude oil in the United States. 
I refer to Oklahoma, Montana, Texas, and other sections 
where the people interested in crude oil are unable to pro- 
duce the same and sell it in competition with oil imported 
from foreign countries. Let us be consistent, those who 
believe in a protective tariff, and give these people relief. 

The copper mining industry is similarly situated and the 
American producers of copper are not able, I am told, at the 
present time, in view of the large importations from foreign 
countries, to continue in business. There ought to be a tariff 
on this product that will protect the American workmen and 
producer of this metal. 

My attention has also been called to the fact that the 
fishing industry of this country is face to face with a similar 
situation. Canadian fish are now being shipped to the 
United States to the detriment of our local fishermen and, 
if the principle of a protective tariff is sound, action ought 
to be taken along these lines for the protection of our own 
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CONSTRUCTION OF CERTAIN PUBLIC BUILDINGS 


Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference re- 
port on the bill H. R. 16297, an act to amend the act 
entitled “An act to provide for the construction of certain 
public buildings, and for other purposes,” and ask unanimous 
consent that the statement may be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the statement may be read in lieu of the 
report. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement, 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 16297) entitled “An act to amend the act entitled 
‘An act to provide for the construction of certain public 
buildings, and for other purposes,’ approved May 25, 1926 
(44 Stat. 630), and acts amendatory thereof,” having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 6. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, and 4, and agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and concur therein 
with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro- 
posed by said amendment insert: 

“Sec. 2. That the provisions contained in the act of May 
25, 1926, as amended by the act of February 24, 1928, limit- 
ing the amount that may be expended annually in any one 
of the States, Territories, or possessions of the United States 
to $10,000,000 be and the same are hereby further amended 
so as to increase the amount that may be expended in any 
one of the States, Territories, or possessions of the United 
States to an amount not to exceed $20,000,000 annually from 
the date of the passage of this act until December 31, 1933, 
after which time the amount which shall be expended in any 
one of the States, Territories, or possessions of the United 
States shall not exceed the sum of $15,000,000 annually.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and concur therein 
with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro- 
posed by said amendment insert, on page 3, line 6, after the 
word “cost,” Provided, That this provision shall not apply 
to any contract entered into prior to the approval of this act, 
nor to any contract entered into after December 31, 1933.” 


Managers on the part of the House. 
CLAUDE A. SWANSON, 
W. H. McMaster, 
SIMEON D. Fess, 
A. R. GOULD, 
HENRY F. ASHURST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16297) entitled “An 
act to amend the act entitled ‘An act to provide for the con- 
struction of certain public buildings, and for other purposes,’ 
approved May 25, 1926 (44 Stat. 630), and acts amendatory 
thereof,” submit the following written statement explaining 
the effect of the action agreed on by the conference com- 
mittee and submitted in the accompanying conference 
report: 

Amendments 1 and 2 are merely clarifying amend- 
ments to which the House managers agreed. 

On amendment No. 3: Instead of repealing the clause in 
the public buildings act approved May 26, 1926, as amended, 
providing not more than $10,000,000 annually could be ex- 
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pended in any of the States, Terirtories, or possessions of 
the United States was amended to provide that not more 
than $15,000,000 could be expended in any such Territory 
during any one year. The House managers disagreed to 
this and agreed to the same with an amendment making 
the limit that could be expended annually in any of the 
States, Territories, and so forth, $20,000,000. 

The fourth amendment provides that when the lowest 
responsible bid pursuant to advertising, exceeds the esti- 
mated limit of cost fixed by Congress, that the Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized in his discretion, to enter into 
contracts for the construction of such buildings in an 
amount not exceeding 5 per cent in excess of such estimated 
limit of cost, while the House bill authorized him to enter 
into such contracts in an amount not exceeding 10 per cent 
in excess of such estimated limit of cost. 

Amendment No. 6 was disagreed to because the matter 
contained in said amendment was taken care of otherwise. 

RICHARD N. ELLIOTT, 
FRITZ G. LANHAM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA]. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, the entire House and the 
country is very much interested in this program. The 
Treasury Department has a big job to perform. I want to 
state in this matter of public buildings the Treasury Depart- 
ment should consult the wishes of the people concerned, 
should consult the locality in which these buildings are to be 
located. It would be most unwise if the Treasury Depart- 
ment ignored the local wishes and local conditions. 

I want to say a word of warning to the Secretary of the 
Treasury and his department that I hope there will not be 
an undue display of nepotism and favoritism. I think the 
Secretary will understand exactly what I refer to and to 
whom I am alluding. 

It is a big undertaking, and they should be very careful 
not to display too much favoritism. 

Mr. BOYLAN. Why not tell the House and let us know 
something about it? 

Mr. SABATH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield. 

Mr. SABATH. I notice that the limit has been increased 
from $15,000,000 to $20,000,000 for any one locality. Is that 
for the purpose of starting the post office at Chicago, for 
which we secured an appropriation 22 years ago and the 
office has not been started yet? What I want to know is 
whether the limit of $20,000,000 will be high enough so that 
we will not again delay the construction of the Chicago post 
office? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Our information is that it is. That is the 
reason why the conferees agreed to an amendment raising 
it from $15,000,000 to $20,000,000, so that it would take care 
of these large post offices. 

Mr. SABATH. The authorization for the Chicago post 
office was $21,500,000. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. But they would not build it all in one 


year. 

Mr. SABATH. I do not know when they will build it. 
This is the third site they have agreed upon, and the Lord 
knows how many more they will select. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. The limitation is high enough so that they 
can build the Chicago post office without any interference. 
That is my information from the Treasury Department. 

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield. 

Mr. LANHAM. I would like to say further in reply to 
the gentleman from Illinois that this provision authorizes 
an expenditure of $20,000,000 per annum in any one State 
or Territory, and the limitation on such amount of expendi- 
ture_is two years or a little more. We have increased the 
amount from $15,000,000 to $20,000,000 per annum for these 
two years, designed especially to take care of the necessary 
projects in three of the largest of the States Illinois. New 
York, and Pennsylvania—in which the work already con- 
templated and the work in course of construction will requira 
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a little more than $15,000,000 a year. We have the assur- 
ance of the Treasury officials in charge of construction that 
this provision will give them ample funds to take care of the 
post office at Chicago and also those in New York and 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SABATH. I appreciate the action of the House con- 
ferees, as Iam greatly interested, that this new Chicago post- 
office building, so badly needed, be started. Not only because 
of the great need for it but also because it will give employ- 
ment to a few hundred of those thousands of unemployed. 
I observe that the gentleman from Texas is well posted, and 
I am mighty glad to receive the information. I have been 
laboring to obtain a new post office in my city for 22 years. 
I was informed three years ago that we were going ahead. 
We authorized the purchase of a site, which I opposed not 
only because I believed that the purchase price was too high 
but also that the site was not suitable. Two years later the 
Government, nevertheless, purchased it; and we were made 
to believe that plans were being prepared and that the work 
on the building would shortly be started. When after a 
month of waiting the Ilinois delegation called on the Post- 
master General, demanding a reason for the long delay, they 
were informed that the site acquired and handsomely paid 
for was not suitable and that a new site—over the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad tracks—was being considered. This was last 
year. Since that time we have been informed that an agree- 
ment has been entered into to build the post office over the 
railroad tracks but have been unable to determine what the 
deal is. Rumors have it, however, at a price far above its 
value. In view of this, can the gentleman inform the House 
what has been agreed upon between the Treasury Depart- 
ment and the Post Office Department as to the price fixed 
or agreed upon for the so-called air rights in Chicago? 

Mr. LANHAM. I can not tell the gentleman that, of 
course, That is a detail of construction and not of legisla- 
tion, with which I am not familiar, I can say to the 
gentleman that we have the assurance of the departmental 
authorities that this provision increasing this amount to 
$20,000,000 for the time specified in the conference report 
will enable them to carry on the contemplated work. 

Mr.SABATH. In view of the position that the Postmaster 
General has taken before the Senate Blaine committee the 
other day, wherein he refuses to give any information to 
that committee in regards any of the leases or purchases, 
how can a humble Member of the House or the member- 
ship of the House secure any information relative to any 
unreasonable contracts or purchases which the department 
makes for public-building sites? 

Mr. LANHAM. This is an entirely different matter. We 
are dealing here with funds for construction that are pri- 
marily in the hands of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Mr. Speaker, I demand the 
regular order. 

Mr. SABATH. This is the regular order. We want some 
information. We do not believe in voting millions and mil- 
lions of dollars away and not being able to ascertain at any 
time to whom it goes and whether these contracts are ex- 
cessive, and in many instances criminal. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SABATH. Yes. 

Mr. LANHAM, As to the very complaint that the gentle- 
man is making, the conference report, as the bill will be 
affected by it, is very much more restrictive than the bill 
as it passed the House originally. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SABATH. Yes, if I have the floor. 

Mr. BLANTON. I imagine that when that committee in 
another body gets through with this pugnacious Postmaster 
General he will probably be in a more lenient mood to give 
out information to Congress and its Members. 

Mr. SABATH. Let us hope so; and if not I—yes, we 
will find a way to obtain it. In fact, Iam slowly but grad- 
ually obtaining a great deal of information as to some of 
those leases to which I called attention two years ago and 
again last year on the floor of the House, and also as to the 
purchase at a fabulous price, against the protest of the west- 
side Chicago Members, of the now abandoned site. The 
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underlying reasons for originally purchasing it at a fabulous 
price and those for abandoning it and agreeing to build it 
over the railroad tracks, I am satisfied, will be interesting 
not only to the committee and the House but also to the 
country. 

I advise the Postmaster General not to be too hasty and 
overpositive as to some of the charges against his prede- 
cessors and against some of the high and influential officials 
in the Republican Party, as in the near future he will be 
obliged to do a great deal of retracting and explaining not 
only as to those out of service but even as to some activities 
during his administration. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the con- 
ference report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. ELLIOTT, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by SEN, the conference report was agreed to was laid on 
the table, 


MARINE CORPS RESERVE AVIATION 


Mr, MAAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks on the pending appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAAS. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be some mis- 
understanding by the Appropriations Committee in regard 
to the Marine Corps Reserve. In the report on the naval 
appropriations bill, the following reference was made: 

Marine Corps Reserve aviation: Owing to lack of funds or pos- 
sibly to a leaning toward other reserve activities, or possibly 
both, Marine Corps Reserve aviation, apart from training units 
on active duty, practically is at a standstill. The committee 
feels that some encouragement should be given to this branch 
within the funds carried in the bill, which show no change over 
the current year. Until some disposition to do this is mani- 
fested, the committee would be disposed to oppose any increase 
in Marine Corps Reserve funds. Assigned men afford a reservoir 
of the best sort for an emergency, and as their number expands 
less need would seem to exist for a reserve force other than 
officers except in aviation. 


This statement could only have been made under a mis- 
apprehension of the facts. The Marine Corps Reserve avia- 
tion has been given increases in funds annually since 1929. 
In 1928 no provision was made for reserve aviation. Again 
in the fiscal year 1929 no money was appropriated exclu- 
sively for aviation, but in that year $64,000 of the money 
appropriated for Marine Corps Reserve was for aviation. 
In the fiscal year 1930 the Marine Corps Reserve aviation 
was given $133,000 and $18,000 quartermaster funds. In 
1931 it is planned that the same amount will be available 
for reserve aviation. 

On the other hand, in the fiscal year 1929, after deduct- 
ing the aviation funds, the line Marine Corps Reserve had 
available for training men $118,000 and $60,000, quarter- 
master funds. With this money they trained in summer 
encampments 1,103 officers and men. In the fiscal year 
1930, after increasing the fund available for reserve avia- 
tion, the line reserve again had available for training 
$118,000, with increase to $90,000, quartermaster funds. In 
this year, however, the reserves, as a result of economies 
within the organizations, such as training closer to each 
organization’s headquarters and each enlisted reservist fur- 
nishing his own shoes, were able to train 2,046 officers and 
men, or nearly twice as many as in 1929. 

It is planned to train for the fiscal year 1931 2,800 officers 
and men, still with the same appropriation as that available 
in 1929 and 1930. 

Aviation reserve has been encouraged, and properly so. 
It seems, however, that the line reserve has not only been 
developing and growing, but that the growth has been fos- 
tered by patriotism and love of the service rather than by 
increased appropriations. It would appear that encourage- 
ment through recognition of these facts is due the Marine 
Corps Reserve. 

The statement of the committee report that assigned men 
afford a reservoir of the best sort and that as their number 
expands less need would seem to exist for an enlisted reserve 
force is clearly in error, in that the number of assigned men 
is not expanding. In this class fall those who are dis- 
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charged from the regular service after serving their enlist- 
ment period. No training is given after their discharge, but 
assigned men draw $25 per year. Inasmuch as discharges 
from the service are, as a whole, constant, and when it is 
appreciated that assigned men are subject to call in an 
emergency for only four years after their discharge, it is 
plain that no expansion can be expected in the number of 
assigned men. 

Washington, D. C., is headquarters for a Marine Reserve 
Regiment which has earned for itself a splendid reputation. 
I have heard that it is possible that this regiment may be 
expanded to a brigade. Having a profound regard for the 
citizen army which spends its summer encampments in the 
field under canvas, I sincerely trust that the Marine Reserves 
will expand as much and train as many officers and men as 
possible under existing appropriations. 

It is obviously impossible to increase the activities of the 
aviation branch of the reserve year by year out of the same 
sized appropriation unless the line activities are curtailed 
in proportion. I most ardently join in urging an expan- 
sion of the aviation reserve of the Marine Corps, but I think 
there should be increased appropriations for the purpose 
and that it should not be done at the expense of other most 
necessary reserve activities. 

To do so means that line units will be built up, just to 
be disbanded. This is destructive of morale and wastes a 
most valuable reserve force. 

I wonder if the committee and Congress realize the full 
significance of the work being done in the Marine Corps 
Reserve. It is not just the usual type of haphazard two 
weeks’ training. 

Something entirely new has been created that I believe 
to be the most valuable contribution to national defense 
since the national-defense program was adopted, right after 
the war. 

It is the organization of volunteer regiments, complete in 
every detail, ready on 24 hours’ notice to take the field as 
a self-sustaining, efficient, and trained force. Every man 
and officer in the regiments is a reservist. The enlisted men 
not only buy their own shoes but voluntarily pay $3 a year 
dues to belong. The officers assess themselves $10. This all 
goes for the regiment. The first regiment was formed here 
in Washington. 

The enlisted men are students, young lawyers, business 
men, and, for the most part, officer material. In time of 
emergency a large part of the regiment could be sent to 
officers’ training camps and many immediately commissioned 
as officers. These reserve officers and men receive no re- 
tainer pay but drill voluntarily and are paid only for their 
two weeks’ active duty. ‘What is most important is that 
when they do train, it be under field conditions and as a 
complete unit. Should a national emergency arise, some of 
these regiments, if we provide for the expansion of the pro- 
gram, could at once take over the guarding of navy yards 
and thereby release for immediate front-line duty the 
marines at these stations. Other regiments could fill in as 
the reserves in the field for replacements in the line. It 
will provide the finest possible source of material for the 
officers’ training camps. 

Incidentally it is the cheapest efficient and effective mili- 
tary defense plan ever devised in this country. 

The efficiency and proficiency of the two regiments now 
in existence—and they are less than a year old—is astound- 
ing. At the end of their two weeks’ training period the 
marine reseryes compared favorably to a surprising degree 
with regular marines. 

The Washington regiment should be expanded into a 
brigade, and if that is satisfactory there should be other 
brigades. We are getting what we most want and need in 
this country in defense—a well-trained, effective, civilian 
force, immediately available for duty at an absolutely rock- 
bottom minimum of cost. There is no militarism about this. 
It is pure patriotic defense. I think this regimental and 
brigade Marine Corps Reserve plan offers the real solution to 
our national-defense problem. It should be encouraged and 
stimulated. 
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I think Congress and the public owes a debt of gratitude 
to the men who conceived and worked out this plan. - Par- 
ticularly is credit due to Lieutenant Colonel Staley, a re- 
servist, who has worked untiringly and with unbelievable 
energy to make this regimental plan a success, and do it on 
almost nothing. I believe he should be made a brigadier 
general and permitted to demonstrate the possibilities of 
this type of reserve organization on a brigade basis. Colonel 
Turrill, the regular officer in charge of reserves in the Marine 
Corps, I believe has done more for national defense in 
fostering and supporting this plan than anyone now real- 
izes. He ought to receive the distinguished-service medal 
for his work and contribution to the cause. 

These two splendid officers have been whole-heartedly sup- 
ported and encouraged by General Fuller, the Commandant 
of the Marine Corps, whose quiet, keen vision has foreseen 
what this will mean to the general cause of national defense. 

Gentlemen, by all means—and I can not urge it too 
strongly—encourage and expand Marine reserve aviation, 
but do it hand in hand with the line reserve, and do not 
expand one at the sacrifice of the other. They are both 
too important to our present security and possible future 
protection. 


REDUCED STREET-CAR FARE FOR SCHOOL CHILDREN 

Mr. McLEOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 12571) to pro- 
vide for the transportation of school children in the District 
of Columbia at a reduced fare, with Senate amendments 
thereto, disagree to the Senate amendments, and ask for a 
conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill 
H. R. 12571, with Senate amendments thereto, disagree to 
the Senate amendments, and ask for a conference. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. 
ZILHMAN, Mr. McLeop, and Mrs. Norton. 


ADDRESS OF PRESIDENT HOOVER 


Mr. CLARK of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the Appendix by inserting 
therein the President’s Lincoln Day address delivered over 
the radio yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? ` 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARK of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, under leave 
granted me this day to extend my remarks in the RECORD, 
I am including the Lincoln Day speech of President Hoover, 
delivered over the radio last evening, in which he called 
to the attention of the country the importance of observing 
constitutional processes in the further development of our 
Nation. 

What makes this subject so important at this time is that 
a certain group of intelligent, prominent, and highly financed 
citizens, who have been organized and operating for some 
time, are carrying their organization and money from State 
to State disseminating the dangerous doctrine that no State 
is under any legal or moral obligation to support the Con- 
stitution of the Union, and therefore any State might ignore 
the eighteenth amendment and withdraw its support. And 
they actually finance elections for this purpose. 

I am going to ask you to hear some of the reasoning back 
of this false, highly perilous, and rebellious doctrine. 

This group seeks to give the impression to the public that 
there is in Washington a great supergovernment controlled 
by Congress and that this supergovernment wrote the eight- 
eenth amendment into the Constitution and is trying to 
force the States to support it and enforce it. 

The truth is, as we all know, that all Congress did was to 
adopt a resolution submitting this amendment to the States 
of the Union for consideration. It was for the States to 
say whether it shouid or should not be written into and be- 
come a part of the Constitution—not the constitution of 
Congress, as there is no such thing, but the Constitution of 
the Union of the States. The States made the Constitution 
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and only the States can unmake, amend, or modify any part 
of it. The eighteenth amendment was sent by the States 
to Congress as their mandates and Congress has no legal 
or moral authority to change or depart from the directions 
or requirements of such mandates. Under our coordinate 
departmental system of government there is no superior 
power lodged in the States or elsewhere to compel Congress 
to enforce the Constitution, just as there is no power lodged 
in Congress to compel the States to enforce it, but it is 
nevertheless a duty the violation or nullification of which 
strikes at the very root, foundation, and existence of our 
Government. 

Then this group says to the people, “Congress enforces 
the Harrison narcotic law, the Mann white-slave law, the 
Dyer autotheft law, and other statutes; why, therefore, 
should Congress expect the States to enforce the eighteenth 
amendment? ” 

The least we can say of this argument is that it is a 
deliberate attempt to exploit the uninformed, who have not 
had occasion to distinguish between a Federal statute and 
a constitutional amendment. Federal statutes are made by 
Congress and enforceable only through Federal agencies, 
while constitutional amendments, being made by the States, 
are necessarily binding on the States, and when not self- 
executory, the States provide for the method of execution 
as done in the eighteenth amendment. Every State knew 
when it ratified this amendment and sent its mandate to 
Congress that concurrent enforcement by the State was 
necessary to make it effective, and the amendment so pro- 
vided. For any State to back away from its own action and 
its own self-imposed responsibility is a violation of obligation 
to the Union of which it is a part. And any State executive 
who teaches such violation of such obligation stultifies him- 
self and fails to cover his oath. 

When this group says to the people, “ There is no way for 
Congress or any other agency in Washington to compel a 
State to support or enforce the Constitution or the eight- 
eenth amendment and, therefore, there is no legal or moral 
obligation upon the State to do so,” it is teaching a most 
dangerous doctrine. What they say is true, that a State 
can not be compelled to act, but I dispute the statement 
that there is no obligation on the part of a State to observe 
or be bound by the Constitution of the Union. It is also 
true that Congress can not be forced to pass the appro- 
priation bills that it is now passing, or for the Congress to 
compel the President to perform any of his constitutional or 
executive duties, but what would happen to our country if 
these officials were to refuse to perform such duties merely 
because they can not be compelled to perform them? 

Then this group puts its lawyers in the front trenches 
and they say to the people, “ Police powers do not belong in 
the Constitution, and if they are put there they can not be 
self-executory; so all you have to do is to refuse to support 
or enforce it, and then when Congress withdraws enforce- 
ment this part of the Constitution will sleep by nullification.” 

Can not a school child see what is going to eventually 
happen to orderly constitutional government if this group 
of nullificationists continues to sell our blood-bought insti- 
tutions down the river of constitutional defiance so much 
sought by communist planners? 

When these nullification arguments are given to the 
States this group knows that this constitutional amendment 
was made by the States, and that the States went one step 
farther than in the thirteenth amendment by imposing upon 
themselves—that is, upon each State—the obligation of con- 
current enforcement. The reason is clear to them, but they 
deliberately keep the truth from the people. They knew 
that unless the States concur that enforcement is largely 
impossible, by necessity, and nullification is largely un- 
avoidable unless the Federal forces invade every State and 
set up complete enforcement machinery therein that would 
cost at least $300,000,000 annually. No such duplication of 
enforcement within the States was intended in the man- 
dates sent to Congress. 

When this group brings its nullification organization and 
its ill-gotten and ill-used wealth into a State for the avowed 
purpose of urging it to break faith with or repudiate the 
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Union of which it is a part and possibly bring on such a 
condition as confronted us in 1860 with respect to the 
slavery question, every such State should arise in resent- 
ment and drive it out, with a polite invitation to stay out. 

Back of all this false and rebellious propaganda is, of 
course, a cleverly conceived plan, for political and other 
reasons, to destroy the confidence of the public in both the 
law and those managing or in charge of its enforcement. 

I have no objection to a change in any law, constitutional 
or statutory, to conform to changed sentiment, but let the 
sentiment be real and not artificially developed by false 
propaganda and criminal wealth. 

This has always been a country in which genuine prog- 
ress has relied upon constitutional processes, and I com- 
mend to the Nation a careful reading of President Hoover’s 
Lincoln day address yesterday emphasizing this fact. 

The President’s speech follows: 


By the magic of the radio I am able to address several hundred 
public gatherings called this evening throughout our country in 
celebration of the birth of Abraham Lincoln. 

It is appropriate that I should speak from this room in the 
White House where Lincoln strived and accomplished his great 
service to our country. 

His invisible presence dominates these halls, ever recalling that 
infinite patience and that indomitable will which fought and 
won the fight for those firmer foundations and greater strength 
to government by the people. From these windows he looked 
out upon that great granite shaft which was then in construc- 
tion to mark the country’s eternal tribute to the courage and 
uncompromising strength of the founder of this Union of States. 

Here are the very, chairs in which he meditated upon his 
problems. Above the mantelpiece hangs his portrait with his 
Cabinet, and upon this fireplace is written: 

“In this room Abraham Lincoln signed the Emancipation 
Proclamation of January 1, 1863, whereby 4,000,000 slaves were 
given their freedom and slavery forever prohibited in these 
United States.” 

It was here that he toiled by day and by night that the Union 
created by the fathers might be preserved and that slavery might 
be ended. 

Most of the business of this room in Lincoln’s time was con- 
cerned with the conduct of war against destructive forces. From 
here he could oft hear the sound of approaching cannon, and yet 
the thought that he should desert his place, this city and this 
house, never entered into his considerations. Lincoln was a 
builder in an epoch of destruction. It was his assignment by 
Providence to restore the national edifice, so badly shattered in its 
social and economic structure that it had well-nigh failed, His 
un idealism and inflexible resolve builded a new temple of 
the national soul in which our succeeding generation have since 
dwelt secure and free and of a richer life, 

And if Lincoln could to-day resurvey the scene of his country 
he would find a Union more solidly knit and more resolute in its 
common purpose than ever in its history. He would find the 
States of the South recovered from the wounds of war, inspired by 
the splendid leadership of a new generation to a brilliant renais- 
sance of industry and culture. 

He would indeed find the consummation of that great moving 
appeal of his inaugural in which he said: “ The mystic chords of 
memory stretching from every battlefield and patriot grave to 
every living heart and hearthstone all over this broad land will 
yet swell the chorus of the Union when again touched, as surely 
they will be, by the better angels of our nature.” It was indeed 
a great prophecy. 

If Lincoln were living he would find that this race of liberated 
slaves, starting a new life without a shred but the clothes in which 
they stood, without education, without organization, has to-day 
by its own endeavors p to an amazingly high level of 
self-reliance and well-being. To Lincoln it would have been in- 
credible that within a lifetime the millions of children of these 
slaves would be graduating from the public schools and colleges, 
that the race could have builded itself homes and accumulated 
itself a wealth in lands and savings; that it should have carried 
on with success every calling and profession in our country. 

While the dramatic period of Lincoln's life was engrossed with 
these tremendous problems, yet he was a man of many interests. 
He was a believer in party government. He realized, as we also 
must realize. that fundamentally our whole self-government is 
conceived and born of majority rule, and to enable the majority 
to express itself we must have party organization. Lincoln led in 
founding the Republican Party and he gloried in his party. His 
tradition has dominated it to this day. It was and is a party of 
responsibility; it was and is a party of the Constitution. 

While many of the issues of that time are dead and gone, some 
of our present problems were equally vivid in his day. You will 
find Lincoln addressing the country in strong and urgent support 
of the protective tariff with vivid declamation against the party 
opposing that policy. You will find him advocating Federal Gov- 
ernment aid in internal development of waterways, rivers and 
harbors, and transportation. You will find him pounding at the 
public mind against nullification and for adherence to constitu- 
tional processes of government. No stronger statement has ever 
been made than that of Lincoln upon obedience to law as the very 
foundation of our Republic. 
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In Lincoln's day the dominant problem in our form of govern- 
ment turned upon the issue of States rights. Though less preg- 
nant with disaster, the dominant problem to-day in our form of 
government turns in large degree upon the issue of the relation- 
ship of Federal, State, and local government responsibilities. We 
are faced with unceasing agitation that the Federal Government 
shall assume new financial burdens, that it shall undertake in- 
praana burdens in regulation of abuses and in the prosecution of 

e. 

It is true that since Lincoln's time many forces have swept 
across State borders and have become more potent than the 
State or local community can deal with alone either financially 
or by jurisdiction. Our concept of Federal, State, and local 
responsibilities is possible of no unchangeable definitions and it 
must shift with the moving forces in the Nation, but the time 
has come when we must have more national consideration and 
geoon of the part which each shall assume in these responsi- 

ilities. 

The Federal Government has assumed many new responsibili- 
ties since Lincoln's time, and will probably assume more in the 
future when the States and local communities can not alone 
cure abuse or bear the entire cost of national programs, but there 
is an essential principle that should be maintained in these mat- 
ters. I am convinced that where Federal action is essential then 
in most cases it should limit its responsibilities to supplement 
the States and local communities, and that it should not assume 
the major réle or the entire responsibility, in replacement of the 
States or local government. To do otherwise threatens the whole 
foundation of local government, which is the very basis of self- 
government. 

The moment responsibilities of any community, particularly in 
economic and social questions, are shifted from any part of the 
Nation to Washington, then that community has subjected itself 
to a remote bureaucracy with its minimum of understanding and 
of sympathy. It has lost a large part of its voice and its control 
of its own destiny. Under Federal control the varied conditions 
of life in our country are forced into standard molds, with all 
their limitations upon life, either of the individual or the com- 
munity. Where people divest themselves of local government 
responsibilities they at once lay the foundation for the destruc- 
tion of their liberties. 

And buried in this problem lies something even deeper. The 
whole of our governmental machinery was devised for the pur- 
pose that through ordered liberty we give incentive and equality 
of opportunity to every individual to rise to that highest achieve- 
ment of which he is capable. At once when government is 
centralized there arises a limitation upon the liberty of the indi- 
vidual and a restriction of individual opportunity. The true 
growth of the Nation is the growth of character in its citizens. 
The spread of government destroys initiative and thus destroys 
character. Character is made in the community as well as in 
the individual by assuming responsibilities, not by escape from 
them. Carried to its logical extreme, all this shouldering of indi- 
vidual and community responsibility upon the Government can 
lead but to the superstate where every man becomes the servant 
of the State and real liberty is lost. Such was not the govern- 
ment that Lincoln sought to build. 

There is an entirely different avenue by which we may both 
resist this drift to centralized government and at the same time 
meet a multitude of problems. That is to strengthen in the Na- 
tion a sense and an organization of self-help and cooperation to 
solve as many problems as possible outside of government. We 
are to-day passing through a critical test in such a problem 
arising from the economic depression. 

Due to lack of caution in business and to the impact of forces 
from an outside world, one-half of which is involved in social 
and political revolution, the march of our prosperity has been 
retarded. We are projected into temporary unemployment, losses, 
and hardships. In a Nation rich in resources, many people were 
faced with hunger and cold through no fault of their own. Our 
national resources are not only material supplies and material 
wealth, but a spiritual and moral wealth in kindliness, in com- 
passion, in a sense of obligation of neighbor to neighbor, and a 
realization of responsibility by industry, by business, and the 
community for its social security and its social welfare. 

The evidence of our ability to solve great problems outside of 
government action and the degree of moral strength with which 
we emerge from this period will be determined by whether the 
individuals and the local communities continue to meet their 
responsibilities. 

Throughout this depression I have insisted upon organization 
of these forces through industry, through local government, and 
through charity, that they should meet this crisis by their own 
initiative, by the assumption of their own responsibilities. The 
Federal Government has sought to do its part by example in the 
expansion of employment, by affording credit to drought sufferers 
for rehabilitation, and by cooperation with the community, and 
thus to avoid the opiates of government charity and the stifling 
of our national spirit of mutual self-help. 

We can take courage and pride in the effective work of thou- 
sands of voluntary organizations for provision of employment, 
for relief of distress that have sprung up over the entire Nation. 
Industry and business haye a social obligation to their 
employees as never before. The State and local governments are 
being helpful. The people are themselves succeeding in this 
task. Never before in a great depression has there been so sys- 
tematic a protection against distress; never before has there 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


4835 


been so little social disorder; never before has there been such 
an outpouring of the spirit of self-sacrifice and of service. 

The ever-growing complexity of modern life, with its train of 
evermore perplexing and difficult problems, is a challenge to our 
individual characters and to our devotion to our ideals, The re- 
sourcefulness of America when challenged has never failed. Suc- 
cess is not gained by leaning upon Government to solve all the 
problems before us. That way leads to enervation of will and 
destruction of character. Victory over this depression and over 
our other difficulties will be won by the resolution of our people to 
fight their own battles in their own communities, by stimulating 
their ingenuity to solve their own problems, by taking new courage 
to be masters of their own destiny in the struggle of life. This is 
not the easy way, but it is the American way. And it was Lincoln’s 
way. 

The ultimate goal of the American social ideal is equality of 
opportunity and individual initiative. These are not born of 
bureaucracy. This ideal is the expression of the spirit of our 
people. This ideal obtained at the birth of the Republic. It was 
the ideal of Lincoln. It is the ideal upon which the Nation has 
risen to unparalleled greatness. 

We are going through a period when character and are 
on trial, and where the very faith that is within us is under test. 
Our people are meeting this test. And they are doing more than 
the immediate task of the day. They are maintaining the ideals 
of our American system. By their devotion to these ideals we 
shall come out of these times stronger in character, in courage, and 
in faith. 


PENSIONS 


Mr. KOPP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 16626) granting pen- 
sions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 
of the Regular Army and Navy, and so forth, and certain 
soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to 
widows of such soldiers and sailors, with Senate amend- 
ments thereto, and concur in the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill and the 
Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill and the Senate amend- 
ments, as follows: 


Page 1, line 8, strike out “$30" and insert 820.“ 

Page 2, line 15, after “ month,” insert “in lieu of that he is now 
receiving.” 

Page 3, strike out lines 5 to 8, inclusive. 

Page 6, line 24, strike out “ $24" and insert “$20.” 

Page 10, line 8, strike out 812 and insert $24." 

Page 10, line 8, after month,“ insert “in lieu of that he is now 
receiving.” 

Page 21, strike out lines 22 to 25, inclusive. 

Page 22, line 3, strike out “$30” and insert $20.” 

Page 23, line 5, strike out $20" and insert 812.“ 

Page 24, line 14, strike out “$2” and insert “$6.” 

Page 25, line 3, strike out “ $20" and insert “ $12.” ö 

Page 26, line 15, after respectively.“ insert , in lieu of that 
she is now receiving.” 

Page 26, line 22, strike out $20" and insert 812.“ 

Page 28, line 8, strike out “ $12" and insert 820.“ 

Page 29, line 7, strike out 820 and insert “ $12.” 

Page 34, strike out lines 1 to 3, inclusive. 

Page 34, line 18, strike out 824 and insert 817.“ 

Page 36, line 14, strike out “$30" and insert 820.“ 

Page 38, line 2, strike out “ $12" and insert $20.” 

Page 39, line 7, after “respectively,” insert “, in lieu of that 
she is now receiving.” 

Page 39, after line 7, insert: 

“The name of Emilio DuBois, late of Ninety-first Observation 
Squadron, United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

“The name of John L. Tenney, late of Geronimo Campaign of 
1886, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Frank C. Goings, late of Company I, Second 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Guy McLean, late of Company C, First ent 
United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 

“The name of John J. Powers, late of Fortieth Company, United 
States Coast Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

“The name of Robert C. Hambrick, late of Company F, Twenty- 
seventh Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $17 per month. 

“The name of Maude Corn, widow of Lee B. Corn, late of Com- 
pany F, Texas Frontier Battalion, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month. 

“The name of Lynn G. Pierce, late of Company F, Second Regi- 
ment Nebraska National Guard, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Bramble B. Ownby, late of Captain Black’s com- 
pany, New Mexico Territorial Militia, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 
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“The name of Frank A. Benedict, late of W. A. Clark’s company, 
Montana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 

“The name of Mary Riggen, widow of W. Riggen, late 
of Company F, Fortieth Regiment United States Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

“The name of Robert S. Cox, dependent father of Robert B. 8. 
Cox, late of Company L, Tenth Regiment United States Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

“The name of William H. Wheeler, late of Company F, Eighth 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $10 per month. 

“The name of Truman H. Wilkinson, late of Company A, in- 
struction, General Service, United States Army, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Sophie Alexander, widow of Lee Alexander, late 
of Troop L, Fifth Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

“The name of Henrietta E. J. Hammer, widow of Paul E. B. 
Hammer, late of Capt. Peter Isaacson’s company, Utah Militia 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

“The name of Jacob E. Peterman, late of Company A, Eleventh 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

„The name of Milan Swearinger, late of One hundred and twen- 
tleth United States Coast Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Little Hawk, late United States Indian scout, 
United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month, ~ 

“The name of Antoine De Rockbrain, late United States Indian 
scout, United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 

“The name of Arnold Iron Shell, late of Company I, Sixteenth 
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 

“The name of Lyman J. Collings, late of John B. Boyd's com- 
pany, Arizona Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 

“The name of Mace Wise, late of United States Navy, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

“The name of William F. Glispin, late of Company K, Ninth 
Regiment Massachusetts Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of 820 per month. 

“The name of Clyde C. Forman, late of Company G, Twenty- 
ninth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Mary L. Ickes, widow of Waldo S. Ickes, late of 
One hundred and ninth Company, United States Coast Artillery 
Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Espy G. Goodpasture, late of Company K, Seven- 
teenth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Harrison Brainard, late of Troop A, Fourth Regi- 
ment United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 

“The name of Timothy Joseph Long, late of the United States 
Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Edward W. Alfred, late of Company D, Eleventh 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $17 per month. 

“The name of James Ormond, late of Troop H, Sixth nt 
United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 

“The name of Joseph Gorman, late of One hundred and twen- 
tieth Company United States Coast Artillery, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Pauline Levy, dependent mother of George Levy, 
late of Company E, Third Regiment Mississippi Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

“The name of Berma Yearkey, late of One hundred and nine- 
teenth Company United States Coast Artillery, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Nancy C. Gray, widow of Thomas C. Gray, late of 
the United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 

“The name of William T. Conley, late of Company A, Sixth Reg- 
iment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 

“The name of John J. Lewis, late of Company I, Eighteenth 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $10 per month. 

“The name of George C. Salyers, minor child of George Salyers, 
late of Seventy-first Company United States Coast Guard Artil- 
lery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month, and $2 
per month additional as a minor child under 16 years of age. 

“The name of Margaret McWilliams, widow of Joe McWilliams, 
late of Company L, Twenty-eighth Regiment United States In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Owen B. Ragland, late of Company C, Battalion 
of Engineers, United States Army, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Jennie C. Hughes, dependent mother of Charles 
Wesley Hughes, late of the United States Navy, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month. 
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“The name of William R. Holt, late of Company H, Thirteenth 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

“The name of Simon R. Ditzler, alias Harry William Lewis, late 
of the United States Marine Corps, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of William S. Peach, late of Company F, Twenty- 
first Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The name of Neal Whaley, late of Company E, Thirteenth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

“The name of Vernon C. Young, late of Company G, Twelfth 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Albert E. Akins, late of Ninth Regiment United 
States Coast Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 

“The name of Aubrey L. Collins, late of the United States Navy, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Luchen N. Patterson, late of Combat Train, First 
Battalion, Seventeenth Regiment United States Field Artillery, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Daisy Ballard, dependent mother of Caldwell O. 
Ballard, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment Tennessee National 
Suara Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
mon 

“The name of Ronald S. Niven, late of the United States Navy, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of John Joseph Barry, late of the United States 
Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Hattie Bolton, dependent mother of Thomas L. 
Bolton, jr., late of Company K, Twelfth Regiment United States 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

“The name of Fred Faulkner, late of Sixty-ninth Company 
United States Coast Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $10 per month. 

“The name of James Blankenship, late of Company A, First 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $17 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

“The name of William G. Hill, late of the United States Navy, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

“The name of Charles B. Goddard, late of Battery B, Fifth Regi- 
ment United States Coast Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of George A. Worrall, late of Company K, Tenth 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $17 per month. 

“The name of Catherine M. Allen, widow of William Allen, late 
of Battery H, Second Regiment United States Artillery, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Truman B. Gosnell, late of Company K, Second 
Regiment Nebraska National Guard Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Simmins G. Blount, late of Company B, Second 
Regiment Georgia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of George W. Lewis, late of Captain Burdges com- 
pany, Idaho Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per month. 

“The name of Benjamin H. Thayer, late of the United States 
Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month. 

“The name of Thomas H. Lynch, late of the United States Navy, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $10 per month. 

“The name of Mary J. Pearce, widow of James Pearce, late of 
Capt. Willis Coplan’s company, Iron Military District, Militia of 
TATEA] Utah, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month, 

“The name of Samuel Hollenbeck, late recruit, Fourteenth 
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
per month, 

“The name of David H. Black, late of Troop I, Sixth Regiment 
United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $10 
per month, 

“The name of Bert Partridge, late of band, Sixth Regiment 
United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 
per month. 

“The name of John F. Martin, late of Medical Department, 
United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

“The name of Nellie Trapp, widow of James McF. Trapp, late of 
Company G, Fourteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

“The name of Catherine Murray, widow of Arthur Murray, late 
of General Service, United States Army, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of John Shuler, late of One hundred and first Com- 
pany, United States Coast Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

“The name of Ernest M. Brazil, late of Battery M, Third Bat- 
talion, United States Engineers, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month. 

“The name of Polk W. Nunnally, late of Company F, Second 
Regiment Georgia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Emory Leonard Downey, late of the United States 
Marine Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 
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“The name of Wesley S. Walden, late of Company I, Tenth 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $17 per month. 

“The name of Sarah Lancaster, dependent mother of Gilbert 
Lancaster, late of Company M, Twenty-sixth Regiment United 
States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

“The name of George W. McElroy, late of Company B, Fourth 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Frederick G. Craco, late of Troop E, Fifth Regi- 
ment United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$10 per month. 

“The name of Albert I. Merrill, late of Company I, Eighth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$10 per month. 

“The name of Elmer E. Hall, late of Nez Perce Indian War in 
1877, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Frank Fog, late of Company B, Indian scout, 
United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of 86 per 
month. 

“The name of John Parent, late of Troop C, Mounted Service, 
United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 

“The name of Elizabeth D. Wise, widow of Commander Frederick 
M. Wise, late of the United States Navy, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $75 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

“The name of Albert E. Sullivan, late of the United States Navy, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Edward E. Bailey, late of the United States Navy, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

“The name of Amanda Kurtz, widow of Louis Kurtz, late of 
Company L, Third Regiment Missouri Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

“The name of Elizabeth Bridgman, widow of Samuel N. Bridg- 
man, late captain in commissary of subsistence, United States 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

“The name of John Adams, late of Battery E, Sixth Regiment 
United States Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 
per month. 

“The name of Bear Dog, late of uprising of Indian Wounded 
Knee, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Eagleman, late of uprising of Indian Wounded 
Knee, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Ralph J. Gipson, late of Service Company, Seven- 
teenth Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Edith Young Knight, widow of John T. Knight, 
late assistant quartermaster general United States Army, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

“The name of Ann Monaghan, dependent mother of Charles P. 
Monaghan, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment United States In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

“The name of William O. Thompson, late of Capt. James B. 
Blaine’s company, New Mexico Militia Volunteers, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Lee Jordon, late of Company E, First Regiment 
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 

“The name of Victoria Kessel, widow of Leon J. Kessel, late of 
Company L, Twenty-first Regiment United States Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

“The name of Vivian N. Garrett, late of Company D, Eighth 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month. : 

“The name of Golden S. Briggs, widow of Raymond Briggs, late 
of Company M, Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of William H. Ferguson, late of Company A, Seventh 
Regiment United States Engineers, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $17 per month. 

“The name of Frank P. Card, late of the United States Navy, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Celia Kneller, widow of Albert Kneller, late of 
Company F, Twenty-second Regiment United States Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

“The name of Frank E. Crane, late of Company I, First Regi- 
ment New Mexico Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month. 

“The name of Margarito Barela, late of Company A, First Regi- 
ment New Mexico Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 

The name of Archibald H. Dixon, alias Richard A. Stacey, late 
of Troop E, Sixth Regiment United States Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

“The name of Christ O. Severeide, late of Company B, Sixth 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Anderson M. Cox, late of Capt. H. J. Maxom’s 
Company F, Third Regiment Green Meadow Home Guards, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of William Hibbard, late of Company H, Twenty- 
third Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 
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“The name of John Mohrherr, late of Troop D, Sixth Regiment 
United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 

“The name of Brings Three White Horses, late of uprising of 
Indian Wounded Knee, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 

“The name of Lorenzo D. Sheets, late of Battery F, Second 
Regiment United States Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $8 per month. 

“The name of Charles E. Walters, helpless child of William 
Walters, late of Troop D, Nineteenth Regiment Kansas Cavalry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

“The name of Nellie L. Walters, helpless child of William 
Walters, late of Troop D, Nineteenth Regiment Kansas Cavalry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

“The name of James Alfred Johnson, late of the United States 
Marine Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per 
month, 

“The name of Kate Merritt Ramsay, widow of Martin McMahon 
Ramsay, late paymaster, United States Navy, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

“The name of Richard S. Blackwell, late of Capt. James 
Clark's company, Oregon Volunteers, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Louis E. Janis, late of Forty-fourth Motor Trans- 
port Company, Quartermaster Corps, United States Army, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Emma F. Meyer, widow of Frederick Walter 
Meyer, late of Fourth Battery, New York Light Artillery, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Thomas Turner, late of Company F, Eleventh 
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $10 per month. 

“The name of Emma L. Marheine, widow of Toney Marheine, 
late of Company L, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Amanda B. Whitfield, former widow of Lewis 
Bartholomew, late of Company F, First Regiment United States 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of B. Cummings, late of Battery A, Second 
Regiment United States Artillery, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Ruth L. Retan, helpless child of Lee H. Retan, 
late of Company G, Thirty-third Michigan Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

“The name of Mary E. Kendall, helpless child of James F, 
Kendall, late of the United States Marine Corps, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

“The name of John M. Lovelace, late of Quartermaster Corps 
Department, and Company M, Forty-fourth United States Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

“The name of Lucille E. Hanigan, widow of Col. Henry A. 
Hanigan, late of First Regiment United States Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving and $6 per month additional for each child under 
16 years of age.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, this is the first bill reported by the Committee on 
Pensions where the committee is asking to agree to all of 
the Senate amendments without a conference. It has been 
the practice, or was the practice some years back, when the 
Senate added a number of amendments to an omnibus pen- 
sion bill, for the House to ask for a conference and thresh 
out the differences in conference. What examination, if 
any, by the House committee, has been made as to these 
various Senate amendments, which I believe run to 127? 

Mr. KOPP. Before this bill was acted upon by the Senate 
we had a conference. That is, our law examiner went over 
all of these bills and eliminated many of them that did not 
follow the House rules. 

Mr. STAFFORD. That is, so far as the paragraphs rela- 
tive to the House bills are concerned. 

Mr. KOPP. Also as to the Senate bills. 

Mr. STAFFORD. My inquiry is as to what investigation 
the House committee has made as to the Senate amend- 
ments. 

Mr. KOPP. I am speaking of the Senate amendments. 
Of course, we acted on our own bills, and the law examiner 
considered all of them, but he also made a report on the 
Senate bills and objected to all those that did not comply 
with our rules. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Then the committee has taken action 
on the Senate amendments? 

Mr. KOPP. It has. : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 
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ADJUSTED-SERVICE CERTIFICATES 


Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp on a new bill to permit 
additional loans on adjusted-service certificates, and to 
embody in my remarks a statement prepared by the Vet- 
erans’ Bureau as to the amount of money that the veterans 
of each State will be permitted to borrow in the event the 
bill is enacted into law. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp and to 
include therein a statement prepared by the Veterans’ 
Bureau. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Ways and 
Means, after hearings lasting several days on H. R. 3493, 
a bill providing for the payment in cash now of the face 
value of the adjusted-service certificates, which was intro- 
duced by me on May 28, 1929, and many other bills of a 
similar nature introduced by other Members of the House, 
has agreed upon and submitted with a favorable report a 
bill introduced by Mr. Hawtey, chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, by direction of his committee, Febru- 
ary 12, 1931, H. R. 17054, which provides: 

That section 502 of the World War adjusted compensation act, 
as amended, is amended by adding at the end thereof two new 
subdivisions, to read as follows: 

“(1) For the purpose of this section the loan basis provided in 
subdivision (g) shall at no time be less than 50 per cent of the 
face value of the certificate, and in no event shall the rate of 
interest on any loan made after this subdivision takes effect exceed 
4% per cent per annum, compounded annually. If at the time 
of application to the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs for a 
loan the principal and interest on or in respect of any prior ioan 
under this section have not been paid in full by the veteran 
(whether or not the loan has matured), then, on request of the 
veteran, the administrator shall (1) pay or otherwise 
such unpaid principal and so much of such unpaid interest 
(accrued or to accrue) as is to make the certificate 
available for use as security for the new loan, and (2) deduct the 
same from the then existing loan basis of the certificate. 

“(m) Loans made by the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs 
under this section may at his option be made out of the adjusted- 
service certificate fund created under section 505.” 

Sec. 2. Section 507 of such act, as amended, is amended to read 
as follows: 

“Sec. 507. All amounts in the fund shall be available for pay- 
ment by the administrator of adjusted-service certificates upon 
their maturity or the prior death of the veteran for payments 
under section 502 to banks on account of notes of veterans and for 

loans authorized by section 502, as amended.” 

Sec. 3. There is authorized to be appropriated such amounts as 
may be necessary to provide for the making of loans to veterans 
by the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs under the World War 
adjusted compensation act, as amended. 

Sec. 4. This act may be cited as the “ emergency adjusted com- 
pensation act, 1931.” 

NO LOAN UNTIL CERTIFICATE 2 YEARS OLD 


There is no doubt about this act allowing a veteran to 
borrow 50 per cent of the face value of his certificate pro- 
vided it has been issued more than two years. However, 
this section construed in connection with section 502 (d) of 
the old law which provides that two years must expire from 
the date of the issuance of the certificate before application 
can be made for a loan by using the certificate as security, 
it is probable that the new act will be construed in a way 
that will deny loans on those certificates that have been 


issued within the last two years. This section of the law | Deew. 
should be made plain. It should provide that the 50 per | Florida. 


cent of the face value may be borrowed regardless of the 
date of issuance of the certificate. It is hoped that this 
amendment will be agreed to in the Senate if not in the 
House. 
LOANS WILL BE EXPEDITED j 

Gen. Frank T. Hines, Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs, 
has informed me that he will ask Congress, immediately 
after the passage of this act, to provide additional help for 
the Veterans’ Bureau in order that loans may be made by 
the bureau at the very earliest possible moment. General 


Hines has assured me that every effort will be made to expe- | Nebraska. 


dite the granting of these loans if the new act becomes a 
law. Under the new act a veteran who has borrowed on his 
certificate through the Veterans’ Bureau may pay the 
amount due thereon and secure the return of his certificate 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


FEBRUARY 13 


and obtain a loan through his local bank. If there is much 
delay experienced by veterans in obtaining loans through 
the Veterans’ Bureau, this course may be pursued without 
much, if any, delay. If a loan is obtained through a bank, 
the interest charged shall not exceed 4% per cent per 
annum. 

AMOUNT THAT MAY BE BORROWED 

Under the present law veterans who obtained their certifi- 
cates at the earliest possible date, January 1, 1925, have 
been permitted to borrow up to 22% per cent of the face 
value to date. Under the new act, if enacted, the veteran 
who has borrowed $225 on a $1,000 certificate will be per- 
mitted to borrow at once on an average of $275 additional 
at 4% per cent interest. : 

Many veterans have certificates for $1,575. To date these 
veterans, where their certificates were obtained January 1, 
1925, have been permitted to borrow an average of $354. 
Under the new act they will be permitted to borrow $787.50 
if no loan has been extended, or $433.50 additional if the 
limit has been borrowed to date. 

CASH PAYMENT IN FULL PREFERRED 

Of course, I am not agreeing to the passage of this meas- 
ure in its present form. I much prefer full cash payment 
and there is no reason why the certificates should not be 
paid in cash now. However, I shall not oppose the passage 
of this bill in the House even under the “gag rule” which 
will not permit amendments; but I shall hope that the 
Senate will amend the bill so as to provide for full cash 
payment or strike out the interest, and I have reasons to 
believe that there is much sentiment in the Senate for such 
an amendment and a strong probability of its passage. We 
must admit that the proposed act will grant substantial 
relief to the veterans of the World War and anything that 
will grant substantial relief we can not oppose, but it should 
not retard our efforts to get full cash payment. 

AMOUNTS VETERANS OF EACH STATE MAY BORROW 

The following table discloses the number of adjusted- 
service certificates in each State and their full face value. 
This statement was prepared by Gen. Frank T. Hines and 
shows the amount that would be paid to the veterans in 
each State if my bill (H. R. 3493) were enacted into a law. 
The veterans of Texas hold certificates of the aggregate 
value of $146,196,028. Under the proposed act offered by 
the committee these veterans will be permitted to borrow 
one-half of that sum, less, of course, any amount that has 
been borrowed heretofore. The amount that has been bor- 
rowed heretofore is not so very large, not over 10 per cent 
of the face value on an average, but possibly larger in a few 
States. 


Adjusted-service certificates in force December 1, 1930, showing 
> State of residence 


Number Amount 
48,862 | $45, 536, 468 
1,357 1, 369, 518 
10,519 | 11. 208, 522 
42, 076 38, 688, 879 
191,038 | 207. 481, 950 
32, 914 32, 868, 428 
42,415 45, 878, 847 
4, 751 6, 162, 830 
27, 146 27, 732, 735 
37, 325 36, 976, 981 
56, 327 53, 753, 575 
oda’ ost | 240, 320, 378 

3 
92, 296 90, 730, 555 
77, 305 71, 557, 300 
54, 970 53, 411, 195 
61,417 58, 204, 508 
51, 577 47, 590, 744 
20, 699 20, 542, 767 
46, 148 47, 500, 744 
131, 996 141, 745, 005 
127,246 | 129, 761, 814 
82, 455 81, 486, 311 
35, 290 82, 868, 428 
106, 208 102, 713, 837 
17, 306 17, 461, 352 
38, 683 38, 688, 879 
2, 715 3,081,415 
876 12, 325, 661 
298 | 117, 436, 154 
8⁴⁰ 9, 586, 625 
699 | 374, 905, 504 
417 59, 231, 046 
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Adjusted-service certificates in force December 1, 1930, showing 
State of residence—Continued 


Residence Amount 
e SE E tors cBornnaprerssnects 15, $15, 064, 696 
0 A O OR EA ante E AEREA NA 175,429 | 180, 433, 973 
%%% TT T 64, 471 60, 943, 543 
0 N 33, 932 35, 265, 084 
Pennsylvanla 250, 759 265, 001, 699 
Rhode Island 20, 020 21, 227, 526 
South Carolina. 34, 272 32, 868, 428 
South Dakota. 22, 056 20, 200, 388 
‘Tennessee... 56, 667 55, 465, 472 
Texas. 142, 855 146, 196, 023 
Lede ee EN ik ee IRS SET Mono Lee See es 13, 912 13, 695, 178 
C AAA 7,805 8, 559, 487 
AAE o I nS aaa ane eee ON 60, 739 62, 997, 820 
Washington 54, 292 57, 862, 128 
West V 737 39, 716, 017 
ö 70 80, 459, 172 
858 10, 956, 143 
339 342, 379 
Panama. <.. 22> .nsscnne 339 342, 379 
Philippine Islands 393 4, 108, 554 
POEM PGs call oc world vena eel oh eat 573 6, 505, 210 
Hawal cos 483 7, 874, 728 
Virgin Islands 339 342, 379 
Guam. 339 342, 379 
Samoa 60 74,641 
Canal Zon 3,054 4, 108, 554 
rance 1,357 1, 711, 897 
Palins so AA E is AEAEE AE NTE EN 339 342, 379 
n A C E ATAN A A 5,429 4, 793, 312 
n A SE p ak a AE TEN a a ra E 339 342, 379 
Austrin 339 342, 379 
British Isles 1,357 1, 711, 897 
1, 357 1, 369, 518 
3, 393 8, 081, 415 
Ching st) cits skal 1,018 1, 369, 518 
0 ETEA A A E 102 106, 405 
c LIAE ENOLA IAA EA E E ES NASE 330 342, 379 
6m —T—P———. A 4.072 4, 108, 554 
[TS TAT 339 684, 759 
Santo Domingo (Haiti), Dominican Republic. 339 342, 379 
Mexico 679 684, 759 
New Zealand. 25 31,019 
Australia 67 71, 163 
Pit | Ea 81 85, 196 
er edo SSE R Ra] 142, 005 
(o AE AR E R ES 135, 105 
N e EDIE OEN SS S 15, 546 
Avores...... 33, 350 
Africa. 81, 789 
Oceanla 4, 
n ?˙X4±0dkbpꝗ—: 3. 393, 914 | 3, 424, 575, 640 


Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp by embodying a resolu- 
tion which I have received from the Common Council of 
the City of Chicago in regard to the matter of which the 
gentleman has just spoken. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution is as follows: 


Whereas bills are pending before the House of Representatives 
and the Senate of the United States providing for the payment 
at this time of the adjusted-seryice certificates, commonly known 
as the “ soldiers’ bonus”; and 

Whereas it is common knowledge that a large number of the 
men who would be entitled to receive money if such bills were 
to become laws are now unemployed and in destitute circum- 
stances because of the present financial condition; and 

Whereas we are of the opinion that the payment at this time of 
the adjusted-service certificates would relieve economic conditions 
throughout the country to a very considerable degree by putting 
in circulation a large sum of money, and would serve a better 
purpose and meet a greater need than would their payment at any 
future time; and 

Whereas the relief at this time of ex-service men, and the re- 
sulting stimulation of economic conditions, is a most worthy 
undertaking: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the city council of the city of Chicago favors 
the payment at this time of the full face value of the adjusted- 
service certificates; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to each Member 
of Congress and the United States Senate from Illinois, urging 
them to employ their infiuence to accomplish the enactment of 
Federal legislation that will make possible the payment in full at 
this time of the adjusted-service certificates. 

Strate or ILLINOIS, 
County of Cook, ss: 

I, Patrick Sheridan Smith, city clerk of the city of Chicago, do 
hereby certify that the above and foregoing is a true and correct 
copy of the certain resolution adopted by the city council of the 
city of Chicago at a regular meeting held Monday, the 9th day of 
February, A. D. 1931. 

Witness my hand and the corporate seal of the said city of 
Chicago this 10th day of February, A. D. 1931. 


[SEAL.] Patrick SHERIDAN SMITH, City Clerk. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 16969) making appropriations for the Navy Depart- 
ment and the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1932, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill H. R. 16969, the Navy 
Department appropriation bill, with Mr. LEHLHacR in the 
chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday when the 
committee rose the Clerk had read the bill as far as the 
Bureau of Aeronautics, having just completed the items 
under Public works, yards and docks.” I have an amend- 
ment which would be in order at this point, but a more 
satisfactory place to insert the amendment would be on 
page 33, following line 7. I therefore ask unanimous con- 
sent to return to that paragraph in order that I may offer 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. FRENCH]? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. FRENCH: Page 33, after line 7, insert 
a new paragraph, as follows: 

“For completing the public works and public utilities projects 


authorized and appropriated for in part by the first deficiency act, 
fiscal year 1931, $3,379,000.” 


Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, the reason for offering this 
amendment at this time is that a few days ago Congress 
passed the first deficiency appropriation bill. As the Mem- 
bers will recall, the bill carried provision for certain naval 
shore construction work, totaling $4,420,000. In many of 
those items the amounts appropriated for the fiscal year 
1931 will not complete the work unless additional money 
shall be provided. The President has submitted to the Con- 
gress estimates for the completion of the projects indicated 
in the first deficiency appropriation bill, and the message of 
the President was read to the House yesterday. 

The items referred to in the amendment I offer are in 
line with the Budget estimates as indicated in the message 
of the President. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


BUREAU OF AERONAUTICS 
AVIATION, NAVY 


For aviation, as follows: For navigational, photographic, aero- 
logical, radio, and miscellaneous equipment, including repairs 
thereto, for use with aircraft built or building on June 30, 1931, 
$1,079,300; for maintenance, repair, and operation of aircraft fac- 
tory, air stations, fleet air bases, fleet, and all other aviation activi- 
ties, accident prevention, testing laboratories, for overhauling of 
planes, and for the purchase for aviation purposes only of special 
clothing, wearing apparel, and special equipment, $13,377,531, in- 
cluding $259,000 for the equipment of vessels with catapults and 
including not to exceed $192,000, to be transferred to and made 
available to the Bureau of Mines on July 1, 1931, for the procure- 
ment of helium; for continuing experiments and development 
work on all types of aircraft, including the payment of part-time 
or intermittent employment in the District of Columbia or else- 
where of such scientists and technicists as may be contracted 
for by the Secretary of the Navy, in his discretion, at a rate of 
pay not exceeding $20 per diem for any person so employed, 
$2,000,000; for drafting, clerical, inspection, and messenger service, 
$918,169; for new construction and procurement of aircraft and 
equipment, including not to exceed $807,400 for the Naval Reserve, 
$11,800,000, of which amount not to exceed $8,000,000 shall be 
available for the payment of obligations incurred under the con- 
tract authorization for these purposes carried in the Navy appro- 
priation act for the fiscal year 1931; toward the construction of 
the rigid airships as provided in the act authorizing construction 
of aircraft, etc., approved June 24, 1926 (U. S. C., Supp. III, title 
34, sec. 749a), and subject to the contractural conditions stipu- 
lated as to such rigid airships in the act making appropriations 
for the Navy Department and the naval service for the fiscal 
year 1929, $1,675,000; in all, $30,850,000; and the money herein 
specifically appropriated for “Aviation” shall be disbursed and 
accounted for in accordance with existing law and shall constitute 
one fund: Provided, That in addition to the amount herein appro- 
priated and specified for expenditure for new construction and 
procurement of aircraft and equipment the Secretary of the Navy 
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may, price to July 1, 1933, enter into contracts for the production 
d purchase of new airplanes and their equipment, spare parts 

aud accessories, to an amount not in excess of $7,700,000: Provided 
further, That no part of this appropriation shall be expended for 
maintenance of more than six heavier-than-air stations on the 
coast of the continental United States: Provided further, That no 
part of this appropriation shall be used for the construction of a 
factory for the manufacture of airplanes: Provided further, That 
the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to consider, ascer- 
tain, adjust, determine, and pay out of this appropriation the 
amounts due on claims for damages which have occurred or may 
occur to private property growing out of the operations of naval 
aircraft where such claim does not exceed the sum of $500: Pro- 
vided further, That no part of this appropriation shall be expended 
in any manner whatsoever by or for the use of a total number of 
commissioned line officers of the Navy above the grade of lieu- 
tenant commander which exceeds the total number of such officers 
assigned to aviation duty on February 9, 1931. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I offer a committee amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Frencn: On page 39, line 1, after the 
amount, strike out the remainder of the paragraph. 


Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, permit me to say a few 
words in explanation of the committee amendment. 

The amendment proposes to strike from the bill language 
that the committee inserted which sought to prevent an 
increase in the number of officers above the rank of lieu- 
tenant commander detailed to aeronautical duties. The 
committee feels that the tendency indicated in this direction 
at this time in the Bureau of Aeronautics is an exceedingly 
dangerous one. It will be apparent to those who will ex- 
amine the committee hearings that there is not a unanim- 
ity of opinion in the Bureau of Aeronautics, commencing 
with the Assistant Secretary of the Navy for Aeronautics and 
running through the responsible administrative officers of 
the bureau, touching the number of officers of the higher 
grades adequate for the different commands. However, we 
have considered the question with the members of the legis- 
lative committee, the chairman and the ranking Member 
on the Democratic side; we have considered the question 
with officers of the Navy Department, and, through Repre- 
sentative OLIVER of Alabama, a member of the committee, we 
have had an understanding with the Chief of the Bureau of 
Navigation, Admiral Upham, in view of which it seems de- 
sirable that something of a freer hand than the language 
itself would permit should be granted to the department. 

The committee does not desire to hamper expansion where 
expansion actually is needed. On the other hand, it is the 
duty of the Congress to see to it that just because there is 
tremendous enthusiasm in a bureau we should not permit 
that particular enthusiasm to carry us beyond the bounds 
of good, sound judgment. We understand that the members 
of the legislative committee themselves are in accord with 
the subcommittee that has framed the bill in desiring that 
the higher grades of the officers in the Bureau of Aero- 
nautics be limited in the degree suggested by the under- 
standing. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FRENCH. I yield. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. I am very glad the gentleman from 
Idaho (Mr. Frencu] has taken this very sensible position 
regarding the proviso in this bill. I direct the attention of 
the committee to the things that are now being done in the 
Navy which will necessitate, in a short time, the assignment 
of additional officers above the rank of lieutenant com- 
mander to the air service. 

At the present time we are constructing two large lighter- 
than-air ships, each of which must necessarily, with the 
complement of men it requires to operate, have assigned to 
it officers having rank higher than lieutenant commander. 
We are building aircraft carriers. We are about to con- 
struct at least one 10,000-ton cruiser with a fly-on deck, 
which, if proven satisfactory, will be followed by the con- 
struction of many others of the same type; a cruiser which 
will carry 36 planes. Necessarily, in the air service on ves- 
sels of that size there must be men in command with rank 
higher than that of lieutenant commander. 

I want to thank the chairman of the subcommittee han- 
dling the bill for the very sensible and patriotic stand he 
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has taken in regard to striking this proviso from the bill. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may extend my remarks in the Recorp at this par- 
ticular point by saying something, not necessarily directed 
to the amendment but about aviation in the Navy. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully call atten- 
tion to the provision in the bill at the top of page 39, which 
reads as follows: 

Provided further, That no part of this 3 shall be 
expended in any manner whatsoever by or for the use of a total 
number of commissioned line officers of the Navy above the grade 


of lieutenant commander which exceeds the total number of such 
Officers assigned to aviation duty on February 9, 1931. 


This provision would, in fact, limit the number of line 
officers of the rank of commander and above in aviation to 
39, the number of such officers now assigned to that duty. 
This number is far short of the number required to fill out 
the present organization. The shortage is shown in the 
following table: 


EE moan 
numbers | Sho! 
needed at 


Mr. Chairman, one would conclude from the fact that the 
provision was written into the bill by the committee that 
they considered that the number of senior officers being 
assigned to aviation was getting beyond the proportion of 
such officers in the Navy as a whole. Such is far from being 
the case. Approximately one-seventh of the total enlisted 
personnel is included in the aeronautic organization; there- 
fore, if the number of senior officers included in that or- 
ganization was of the same percentage, one-seventh of each 
of the three upper grades should also be included, but at the 
present time there are included only one-twentieth of the 
rear admirals, one twenty-fifth of the captains, and one- 
fifteenth of the commanders. 

What effect would this provision have? The Navy De- 
partment, since aviation became of an importance of 
reasonable proportions, has appreciated the necessity of 
having adequate numbers of officers of suitable rank for 
administrative purposes. It has taken a considerable num- 
ber of captains, commanders, and lieutenant commanders. 
from general-service duties and assigned them to aviation. 
training. Despite the lowering of standards required to 
qualify them as naval aviators, quite a number of these 
senior officers failed to complete the course. When these 
assignments were made it was recognized to be to the best 
interests to keep the numbers down as small as possible and 
yet obtain a sufficient number to carry on until officers of 
the more junior grades, with experience in aviation, reached 
higher rank by virtue of promotion as these officers by vir- 
tue of their long experience in aviation would be especially 
qualified for administrative duties. The time has arrived 
when such officers are passing up into the higher grades in 
very. appreciable numbers; probably about six officers will 
be promoted from lieutenant commander to commander be- 
tween this date and June 30, 1932. If this provision re- 
mains in the bill, these officers, who are badly needed, will 
have to be detached from aviation duties or else other 
senior officers, also badly needed, will have to be detached 
to make room for them, because the provision does not 
permit any increase in numbers. 

Mr. Chairman, if this provision is accepted this year its 
proponents will make every effort to make it continuing, and 
the result will be little short of disastrous. Not only will the 
aeronautic organization be hopelessly short of administra- 
tive officers, but the whole distribution of naval officers will 
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be thrown out of balance. The Navy Department will not 
be permitted to assign officers where they are needed, and 
will have to assign them where they are not really needed. 
What business directorship would ever force such a plan 
upon its management? Why should Congress endeavor to 
force upon the Secretary of the Navy such definite restric- 
tions upon his authority to assign naval officers wherever he 
deems to be to the best interests of the Navy and of the 
country, and why should these restrictions be applied in the 
case of aviation only? That is the one branch of the Navy 
which is growing, which should grow, and the Secretary of 
the Navy should not be hampered in his assignment of 
experienced officers to watch over and administer to it. 

There must have been a fear on the part of at least some 
members of the committee that, due to the disproportionate 
number of junior officers in aviation as compared to such 
Officers in the Navy as a whole, it would eventually result in 
a disproportionate number of senior officers. The number 
of officers in each grade in the line of the Navy is based on 
the total number of officers, and promotion is also so based. 
There is not now and there never should be any system of 
promotion in the line of the Navy based on the number of 
such officers assigned to any particular branch. 

Further, there is no restriction against officers once as- 
signed to aviation being later assigned back to general 
duties, and such has been the practice in so far as it could 
be carried out without interference with efficiency. This 
practice will no doubt be followed more extensively when 
the requirements for aviators have been met. That such 
requirements, particularly in the higher grades, have not yet 
been met is obvious to anyone who is familiar with the 
situation. 

Mr. Chairman, it is gathered from the report of the com- 
mittee that the above proviso was introduced for the fol- 
lowing reasons: 

(a) The Navy is pinched for line officers because of its 
policy of drawing its aviators from the Naval Academy. 

(b) College graduates educated at own expense are ready 
and willing to serve as reserve officers. 

(c) The present distribution of officers in aviation is not 
in accord with the distribution by ranks in the line generally. 

Mr. Chairman, the Navy Department objects to the above 
proviso and the general recommendations of the commit- 
tee regarding the use of reserve officers on the following 
grounds: 

(a) The remarkable expansion of aviation in recent years 
has been responsible for drawing so heavily from the junior 
ranks. The officers had to be taught to fly, and it is neces- 
sary to teach them young. Hence, the large proportion of 
influx has been from the junior ranks, but this condition 
will remedy itself as aviation becomes older. 

(b) College graduates are now most anxious to join naval 
reserve aviation, but if it were not so difficult for them to 
find employment in civil life this desire might very logically 
dwindle. 

(c) College graduates may make excellent fliers, but their 
real usefulness in a peace-time organization ceases there. 
They have not received the intensive education for their 
profession that the Naval Academy graduate has received. 
If this has no bearing on the case, then there is no justifica- 
tion for the existence of the Naval Academy. 

(d) The demands of aviation are not vastly different from 
the demands of shipboard duty. It is just as essential that 
aviation officers be educated to their profession as it is that 
ships’ officers be so educated. 

(e) Reserves are trained as such in order to form a large 
civilian organization from which, in time of emergency, 
officers may be drawn to augment the peace-time strength of 
the Naval Establishment. It is essential that the nucleus 
of the war-time organization be regular officers, specifically 
trained and educated to their profession. If these regulars 
be replaced by reserves in the peace-time organization the 
nucleus ceases to exist and the efficiency of the proposed 
war-time structure would be immeasurably impaired. Our 
whole policy in relation to reserves has and should continue 
to be one of training. It is vital to the welfare of our 
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country that these reserves be trained as efficiently and in 
as large numbers as is reasonable, but their function as 
reserves fails to exist when they replace regular officers, and 
there is little question but what this move would destroy 
the present high state of efficiency of naval aviation. 

Mr. Chairman, restricting expansion in the grades above 
lieutenant commander in aviation would be most detrimental 
to the best interests of the service. 

(a) First, because, whether so meant or not, it would re- 
sult in the loss from aviation of those officers of long flying 
experience advancing to the grade of commander. There 
would thus be thrown away the capabilities and experience 
of those officers gained through long association with the 
problems of aviation, just when the value of those officers 
may greatly benefit aviation. 

(b) Second, because at the present time with but 39 offi- 
cers in aviation above the grade of lieutenant commander 
we are grossly underofficered in the higher ranks, Junior 
officers are now occupying responsible positions which, after 
the personnel expands in keeping with the expansion of 
aviation in general, will be occupied by officers of higher 
rank and more experience. In other words, conditions will 
remedy themselves as soon as sufficient time elapses to 
achieve stability. 

(c) Third, because this proviso limits unduly the constitu- 
tional powers of the President to order officers to such proper 
naval duties as may seem desirable to him. 

Mr. Chairman, I congratulate the gentleman from Idaho 
for agreeing to strike from the bill this unnecessary provi- 
sion because the proposed restriction against the assignment 
of any additional line naval officers above the rank of 
lieutenant commander for aviation duty would be a very 
serious blow to naval aviation. There are now only 39 line 
officers above the rank of lieutenant commander assigned 
to aviation duty. This number is inadequate to meet the 
needs of the present organization, and this number would 
be hopelessly short of the needs as additional carriers and 
flight-deck cruisers are added to the fleet. 

It is required by law that the commanding officers of all 
aircraft carriers and tenders shall be qualified aviators or 
aviation observers. In addition to these a great many senior 
aviation officers are required in the Fleet Aeronautic Organ- 
ization in administrative positions and in command of im- 
portant squadrons and wings. Likewise, it is highly desir- 
able that commanding officers of flight-deck cruisers and 
executive officers of carriers and tenders be senior officers 
who have had extensive aviation experience. Aviation offi- 
cers of senior ranks are required to command air stations 
and aviation bases on shore. 

Mr. Chairman, naval aviation is parallel to other branches 
of the service—gunnery, seamanship, engineering. There 
is no more reason for employing reserve aviators to fill posi- 
tions in the Regular Navy in peace time than there is for 
filling positions of deck officers, gunnery officers, radio offi- 
cers, and so forth. “Reserve” means, and should mean, a 
reserve for war. The peace-time Navy should have its re- 
quired complement of regulars and a sufficient reserve for 
augmentation and replacements in war. The reserve should 
consist of civilians enrolled and trained, but not on continu- 
ous duty, or used to fill positions that should properly be 
occupied by regulars. They should be used in addition to 
the numbers of regular aviators required by the peace-time 
Navy. 

The Committee on Appropriations has recommended in 
this bill a substantial increase in Naval Reserve officers on 
active aviation duty. In this proposal I heartily concur. They 
should be assigned to active duty in the fleet for training 
for a period of one or two years and then released to an in- 
active status. These reserves on active training duty should 
be in addition to the proper complement of regular per- 
sonnel. Furthermore, the reserve aviators employed on 
active duty would be junior officers, and therefore would 
not affect the number of regular naval aviators required 
in the senior ranks. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to call to the attention of the 
House a few outstanding achievements of naval aviation. 
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In 1908: 

Two naval officers, Lieut. G. C. Sweet and Naval Con- 
structor Melntee, assigned by Bureau of Equipment as ob- 
servers at the test of the Wright plane at Fort Myer, Va. 

In 1910: 

Capt. W. I. Chambers, United States Navy, assistant to 
the aide for material in the Bureau of Equipment, attended 
the aviation meets at Belmont Park, N. Y., and at Hale- 
thorpe, near Baltimore, as an official observer. Under 
auspices of Navy Department, Mr. Eugene Ely successfully 
flew a 50-horsepower Curtiss landplane from a special deck 
of the U. S. S. Birmingham at Hampton Roads, Va. Secre- 
tary of the Navy requested and received an appropriation 
for aviation of $25,000 for fiscal year 1910-11. 

Lieut. T. G. Ellyson, United States Navy, was detailed for 
aviation instruction and experimental work with Glenn H. 
Curtiss on float planes at the Curtiss camp at San Diego, 
Calif. 

In 1911: 

Lieuts. John Rodgers, John Towers, and V. D. Herbster, 
United States Navy, were ordered to the Curtiss and Wright 
Cos. for instruction in the art of flying. 

Curtiss and Ellyson made first passenger-carrying flight 
in a seaplane. 

First naval airplane project consisting of two Curtiss 
planes and one Wright plane. Under naval auspices Ely 
made a successful landing with an airplane on the deck 
of the U. S. S. Pennsylvania, lighting in San Francisco Har- 
bor, and flew back to the shore. Crosslines with sandbags 
were used as arresting gear. 

Lieut. John Rodgers flew from Annapolis to Washington 
and then to College Park, Md., from which place he later 
returned to Annapolis via Baltimore and Havre de Grace. 

Lieutenants Towers and Ellyson made a memorable record 
flight over the waters of Chesapeake Bay from Annapolis 
to Fortress Monroe, Va., and return. 

First Navy aviation unit was organized and an aviation 
camp established at Greenbury Point on Government land 
near Annapolis, Md. 

In 1912: 

The catapult was invented by officers of the United States 
Navy at the Naval Gun Factory, Washington, D. C. Lieu- 
tenant Ellyson made the first successful catapulted shot on 
October 12, 1912. 

The first Navy wind tunnel was constructed under the 
supervision of Naval Constructor D. W. Taylor at the Wash- 
ington Navy Yard. This wind tunnel was then, and re- 
mained for many years thereafter, the largest and most 
powerful in the world. 

Naval Constructor H. C. Richardson conducted a series of 
model-basin tests on the planing properties of seaplane 
floats and hulls, Richardson for the first time showed the 
effect of the form of the float on its water performance, and 
from these tests he evolyed the lines of United States Navy 
seaplane floats and hulls which haye since that date made 
a standard for others to follow. 

Lieut. John H. Towers established a world’s endurance 
record for seaplanes by remaining in the air 6 hours and 
20 minutes. 

In 1913: 

A naval aviation detachment operated with the fleet for 
the first time during the winter maneuvers in the West 
Indies water. This detachment was under the command of 
Lieutenant Towers. 

Lieut. P. N. L. Bellinger, United States Navy, established a 
world’s seaplane record for altitude by ascending to 6,200 
feet in 45 minutes in a Curtiss seaplane. 

First Lieut. B. L. Smith, United States Marine Corps, by 
starting from the water, alighting on the land, and return- 
ing to the water made the first successful flight in an 
amphibian, or combined land and water aircraft. 

A board of aeronautics was appointed by the Secretary 
of the Navy, which reported on the needs of a suitable 
aeronautical organization and establishment for the Navy. 

In 1914: 

First United States naval air station was established at 
Pensacola, Fla. First employment of naval aviation in 
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active service took place with the Atlantic Fleet in Mexican 
waters in connection with the occupation of their cruise. 
Seaplanes from the U. S. S. Mississippi conducted patrol 
and scouting flights for 43 days. 

In 1915: 

The first Navy designed seaplane was built at the Wash- 
ington Navy Yard. This plane was designed by Naval Con- 
structor Richardson. First catapult flight from a ship un- 
derway was made by Capt. H. C. Mustin. First regular 
class of 10 officers ordered to Pensacola. Lieutenant Sauf- 
ley ascended to an altitude of 14,500 feet in a Curtiss sea- 
plane and shortly afterwards made an endurance record 
of 8 hours and 20 minutes in the same type of plane. 

In 1917-18: 

On the date war was declared with Germany the Navy 
had only one naval air station located at Pensacola, Fla., 
and a total of 38 naval aviators and 163 enlisted men. On 
the date of the Armistice, November 11, 1918, 21 schools 
and stations were in operation in the United States and 
2,835 officers and 36,693 enlisted men were attached to naval 
aviation. Of this number, 1,237 officers and 16,287 enlisted 
men were sent overseas during the war. A total of 22 avia- 
tion bases were established in Europe, 12 of these being 
in France, 7 in England, and 3 in Italy. Eight landplane 
squadrons were sent by the Navy to northern France and 
operated with the British against objectives behind the Ger- 
man lines at Steinburgge, Burge, Ghent, and so forth. 
These eight squadrons were designated the northern bomb- 
ing group. 

In 1919: 

A division of three 4-engined NC flying boats, under 
command of Comdr. John H. Towers, undertook a trans- 
Atlantic flight. All three planes reached the Azores, and 
the NC-4, -under command of Comdr. A. C. Read, reached 
Plymouth via Lisbon, making first flight across the Atlantic 
Ocean. 

In 1920: 

Navy F-5-L squadron made 13,000-mile cruise with the. 
Atlantic Fleet to the West Indies. 

In 1921: 

Navy fiying boat made nonstop flight with six persons 
from San Diego, Calif., to Magdalena Bay, lower California. 

Twelve Navy F-5-L airplanes attached to the Pacific Fleet 
made flight from San Diego to Panama. 

First turntable catapult installed on U. S. S. Maryland 
and operated in fleet maneuvers. 

In 1922: 

First aircraft carrier in the United States Navy, the 
U. S. S. Langley placed in commission. 

In 1923: 

Squadron of nine Navy F-5-L planes flew from Hampton 
Roads to Panama. 

Navy established world’s speed record for seaplanes of 
177 miles per hour at the Schneider Cup contest, held at 
Cowes, England. This record was made by Lieutenant Rit- 
tenhouse, United States Navy. 

Marine Corps D. H—4B planes made flight from Haiti to 
San Francisco and return. 

In 1926: 

Office of Assistant Secretary of Navy of Aeronautics was 
established. 

Naval aviation 5-year building program authorized by 
Congress, calling for 1,000 useful airplanes to be completed 
and on hand for the Navy by July 1, 1932. 

In 1928: : 

The aircraft carriers U. S. S. Lexington and U. S. S. Sara- 
toga, each with an authorized complement of about 80 air- 
planes, joined the United States Fleet. 

Lieut. C. F. Schilt, United States Marine Corps, receives 
the Congressional Medal of Honor for evacuating the 
wounded by air during an engagement at Quilali, Nicaragua, 
under almost impossible conditions and under constant 
enemy fire. 

In 1929: 

Four amphibian Navy planes under the command of Lieut. 
Commander A. W. Radford, completed an aerial mapping 
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survey of southeastern Alaska. During the winter maneu- 
vers 247 planes took part and flew 4,397 hours over nearly 
half a million miles in every kind of weather and under 
varying conditions without a single serious accident. 

In 1930: 

Lieut. Apollo Soucek, United States Navy, established 
world’s altitude record at Anacostia, D. C., by forcing a 
single-seat naval plane over 8 miles straight up in the air 
to a height of 43,166 feet. 

Mr. Chairman, it was perfectly natural for Lord Beatty 
to say in a letter to Lord Trenchard, recently quoted in 
the London Times: 

Sir, the Navy (British) to-day is the most up-to-date and efi- 
cient navy in the world, except in one respect, and that is its 
air equipment. The air wing of the United States Navy, owing 
to the single control exercised over the United States Navy, is far 
ahead of our fleet air arm. They carry out exercises on a scale 
quite impossible in our fleet. 
borne and shore-based aircraft has reached a high 
ciency; with us it is nonexistent. 

Mr. Chairman, it is a real pleasure to refer at this time to 
a few outstanding aviators in the Navy and their special 
achievements. 

Commander L. H. Maxfield, 1917-1923: Member first group 
airship pilots trained in United States. Participated in 
Italian, French, and English airship operation against 
enemy. Later in command of naval detachment and on 
board airship R-38 when she was destroyed. 

Lieut. Commander Z. Landsdowne, 1917-1925: Member 
first group airship pilots trained in United States. Saw 
service abroad. Received rigid-airship training abroad; 
naval observer on first trans-Atlantic flight by airship R-34 
(1919). In command first flight by helium-filled airship 
(1921). In command U. S. S. Shenandoah. Killed, 1925. 

Capt. F. R. McCrary, 1923-24: First in command of a 
rigid airship in United States. 

Commander M. R. Pierce, 1925: In charge U. S. S. Shenan- 
doah on “ break-away ” flight (1924). Brought airship back 
successfully. 

Capt. G. W. Steele, Commander J. A. Klein, jr., and Com- 
mander S. M. Krous, 1924: Observers, trans-Atlantic flight 
U. S. S. Los Angeles. 

Lieut. Commander C. E. Rosendahl and Lieut. C. E. Bauch, 
1925: Took charge, respectively, bow and stern sections 
wrecked U. S. S. Shenandoah and brought sections safely to 
ground. 

Lieut. Commander C. E. Rosendahl and Lieut. J. C. Rich- 
ardson, 1929: Passengers, round-the-world flight, Graf 
Zeppelin. 

Capt. H. E. Shoemaker, 1930: Passenger, South American 
flight, Graf Zeppelin. 

Lieut. T. G. W. Settle, 1929: World’s record, 35,000 cubic 
feet balloons. 

Mr. Chairman, the Navy built and operated in practical 
way the first nonrigid airship (1916-1918) and first rigid 
airship (1923) in the United States. 

The Navy sent overseas personnel which was trained in 
airship operations in England and France. This personnel 
participated in actual patrol and other operations of airships 
during the war. The Navy purchased and operated foreign- 
built airships because there was at that time no airship 
industry worthy of the name in the United States, and air- 
ships of suitable type could be obtained more readily abroad. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Idaho. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment offered by Mr. Jones of Texas: On page 37, strike 
out the matter in lines 8, 9, and 10, through the word “ helium,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: “including not to exceed 
$192,000 for the procurement of helium, and such sum shall be 
5 and made available to the Bureau of Mines on 
July 1, 1931.“ 
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Mr. JONES of Texas. Mr. Chairman, this amendment 
makes it definite that the $192,000 appropriation herein 
made for the procurement of helium shall be utilized for 
that purpose and directs that the same be transferred to 
the Bureau of Mines for such purpose. 

Any business concern, in order to properly lay out its 
work and make its plans, must have some assurance that 
the necessary funds for its maintenance will be available. 

Under the measure as worded, the matter of what amount 
would be transferred would be left to the discretion of the 
Navy officials, and the questions of whether the Navy would 
purchase from the Government plant or from outside sources 
would apparently be made a matter of discretion, or at least 
the construction would be doubtful. 

Under the amendment which I have offered the entire 
$192,000 will be automatically transferred to the Bureau of 
Mines on July 1, 1931, and thus all the money made avail- 
able for the procurement of helium will be used in the 
purchase of helium from the Government plant at Amarillo, 
and the plant can lay out its program with assurance. 

I hope the chairman and subcommittee will agree to the 
amendment, 

Mr. FRENCH. The committee accepts the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. LaGuarpra: On page 38, line 5, after 
the figures “$1,675,000,” insert “For high-speed aviation devel- 
opment the sum of $1,000,000, to be immediately available and to 
remain available until expended for all expenses incurred in con- 
nection with the development of high-speed aircraft, including 
the purchase of material and services of personnel, the transporta- 
tion of material and personnel, and all other charges incident to 
high-speed development: Provided, That of this sum there shall be 
available such sums as the Secretary of the Navy may from time 
to time determine to be necessary for the engagement of technical 
services, including the purchase of plans and the employment of 
additional technical employees in the Navy Department and in the 
field, and including part time or intermittent employment in the 
District of Columbia or elsewhere of such engineers as may be 
contracted for by the Secretary of the Navy in his discretion, at a 
rate of pay not exceeding $50 per diem for any person so em- 
ployed.” 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
against the amendment. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the 
point of order made. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the amendment is out of order because it is a limita- 
tion which imposes additional duties upon the Secretary of 
the Navy. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, this is no limitation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is aware of that fact. It is 
a new appropriation, but the question is this: Is this ap- 
propriation authorized by law, and the Chair will be glad 
to hear from the gentleman from New York, the introducer 
of the amendment, on that point. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If the Chair will give me his atten- 
tion, this is an amendment offered to the section commenc- 
ing on page 36. Now, if the gentleman from New York will 
read a part of this section on page 37, commencing in line 
10, he will find this language: 

For continuing experiments and development work on all types 
of aircraft, including the payment of part time or intermittent 
employment in the District of Columbia or elsewhere, of such 
scientists and technicists as may be contracted for by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, in his discretion, at a rate of pay not exceeding 
$20 per diem for any person so employed, $2,000,000. 

My amendment is absolutely in keeping with that lan- 
guage except that the experimental work provided for in my 
amendment is in connection with speed, while the provision 
of the law as it is now relates to all types of airplanes. 
Surely, under the organic law creating the Navy Department 
and under the statutes creating aviation, experimental 
work in construction, operation, research, and development 
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is a part of the law, and this is only an amendment of the 
existing section. 

Mr. TABER. But, Mr. Chairman, it is not an amendment 
of the language which has been quoted; it is additional 
language, an additional provision, and it is clearly legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The Chair will surely hold that where 
a section containing matters which might be subject to a 
point of order—and I doubt if the language which I have 
quoted is subject to a point of order—is opened I can offer 
an amendment to extend such provisions and purposes of 
the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to direct an 
inquiry to the introducer of the amendment. Is there any 
authority in existing law for appropriating to pay persons 
in the manner described in the gentleman’s amendment? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It is in the section now. 

The CHAIRMAN. But it may be subject to a point of 
order. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But a point of order not having been 
raised, and the section now being before the committee, I 
certainly can amend it. 

The CHAIRMAN. But this has nothing to do with the 
appropriation to which a point of order was not raised. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It is a part of the same section. 

The CHAIRMAN. That does not make any difference. 
If it is subject to a point of order it is subject to a point 
of order whether a similar provision pertaining to a differ- 
ent appropriation has escaped the making of a point of 
order or not. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Why, not at all. Of course, I can not 
argue with the Chair if he makes a definite ruling on that 
point, but I challenge the committee to point out that this 
is inconsistent with any existing law. The point of order 
was made to the entire amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; and if any part of it is not in 
order, the whole of it is not in order. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The committee does not point to any 
part of it that is not in order. 

Mr. TABER. The proviso is the part I raised the question 
on, and I made a point of order against the whole amend- 
ment, and the whole paragraph, practically, is legislation, 
as I understand it. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr, LEHLEACH). The Chair is ready to 
rule. 

The Navy Department is authorized to maintain a Bureau 
of Aeronautics and in connection therewith experiment in 
all types of aircraft within the scope of its authority, and 
with respect to the art of aeronautics to develop and experi- 
ment in high-speed aviation. The substance of the gentle- 
man’s amendment, therefore, would be in order, but the 
Chair points out the last phrase, and such engineers may 
be contracted for by the Secretary of the Navy in his dis- 
cretion,” and if the gentleman stopped there his entire 
amendment would be in order, but the language “at a rate 
of pay not exceeding $50 per diem for any person so em- 
ployed ” is additional legislation fixing compensation for this 
particular class of employees. 

For this reason the point of order is sustained. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, 
which I send to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. LaGuarpra: On page 38, line 5, after 
the figures “ $1,675,000,” add “For high-speed aviation develop- 
ment the sum of $1,000,000, to be immediately available and re- 
main available until expended for all expenses incurred in con- 
nection with the development of high-speed aircraft, including 
purchase of material and services of personnel, the transportation 
of material and personnel, and all other charges incident to high- 
speed development: Provided, That of this sum there shall be 
available such sums as the Secretary of the Navy may from time 
to time determine to be necessary for the engagement of technical 
services, including the purchase of plans and the employment 
of additional technical employees in the Navy Department and in 
the field, and including part time or intermittent employment 
in the District of Columbia or elsewhere of such engineers as may 
be contracted for by the Secretary of the Navy in his discretion.” 


FEBRUARY 13 


- Mr. LaGUARDIA.- Mr. Chairman, this amendment is of 
such importance to the Navy that it should be decided on its 
merits and not on any technical point of order. 

The whole value of the $30,000,000 appropriation depends 
on whether the Navy develops planes which can meet every 
factor and requirement of planes of other countries. One of 
the most important factors is speed. The Navy Depart- 
ment is handicapped: at this time by reason of the restric- 
tions and requirements of the so-called 5-year program. 

The 5-year program requires the acquisition of a certain 
number of planes, and if the Navy is compelled to keep up to 
the requirements in numbers it can not keep up to the re- 
quirements in quality. That is, it can not develop as many 
new types and can not experiment as much as may be 
necessary. An airplane to-day in the present development 
and progress of the art is not like other machinery. If the 


Navy should to-day require a plane of a speed greater than 


that of the planes it now has and simply ask the industry 
to furnish such planes the industry is not in any position to 
do so. You can not create high speed in planes by simply 
wishing for them, nor can you create high speed in planes 
by simply writing a specification calling for a greater rate of 
speed. Even if to-day we should appropriate millions au- 
thorizing the Navy to purchase planes in this country capa- 
ble of fiying as fast as the fastest British plane, the depart- 
ment could not find the planes to purchase. It is a costly, 
slow process, and while to-day our naval aviation is up, 
comparatively, to that of other countries, in two years from 
now we will be so far behind in speed that our whole naval 
aviation would be ineffective as against an aviation force of 
higher speed. 

Now, gentlemen, these are not my conclusions. That 
statement is based on the testimony of the Assistant Secre- 
tary of the Navy in charge of aviation, Mr. David S. Ingalls, 
before the Committee on Appropriations. On page 451 of 
the hearings you will find his statement: 

However, the gradually increased use of naval aviation with the 
resulting increase of necessary experimentation has made it im- 
possible for us recently to maintain certain valuable development 
work. Therefore, while the performance of our service-type planes 


is not inferior to that of other countries to-day, this situation 
seems very likely to be about to terminate. 


And we appropriate $30,000,000 without taking into con- 
sideration the necessity of this development. Now, get this 
statement, gentlemen—I am still reading from Mr. Ingalls’s 
testimony: 

During the last year the British and the Italians built and flew 
planes at a speed of over 330 miles per hour, the fastest plane 
being that of a British make at a speed of 357.7 miles per hour. 
The fastest American plane was bullt and flown some years ago 
at a speed of 266 miles an hour. 

Just think! Nearly 100 miles slower than the fastest 
British plane. Now, get this: 

Speed is one of the two or three characteristics fundamentally 
essential to a military plane. The speed of the service-type plane 
depends upon and is the result of what is learned through the 
building of racing planes, so that to-day our present fighting 
planes contain many features acquired through the development 
of the racing planes in the past. 

Since the Secretary of the Navy was before the committee 
the British have demonstrated that they have an automobile 
that has greater speed than our fastest plane in the Navy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. TABER. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man may have 10 minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TABER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I yield. 

Mr. TABER. The gentleman does not want the House to 
believe that the plane he speaks of was a service plane in the 
British Army or Navy—it was simply a racing plane. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. I want to say that any gentleman 
familiar with the development of internal-combustion en- 
gines knows that they grow out of experiments in extreme 
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high-speed machines. And out of the highest speed racing 
planes the average highest speed planes are developed. 

You can not get a plane of 250 miles an hour average 
speed unless you can develop a plane of 366 miles an hour, as 
England has done. The matter of speed is of the utmost 
importance. It can not be overemphasized—it must not be 
underestimated. Permit me to again quote the head of 
nayal aviation of our Government. I read from a letter 
from Mr. Ingalls dated February 4, 1931, in reply to a letter 
I had written him on this subject: 


(a) The question assumes that this Government has made a 
serious, earnest, and organized effort to compete with the high- 
speed seaplanes of those countries, which is not true as of recent 
date. When the United States Government, particularly through 
the Navy, did seriously and earnestly compete in these races, it 
won the Schneider cup race through its naval entry. Since 1925 
the Navy Department has found it impossible, with the appro- 
priations which it has secured, to continue any sort of racing 
program. In view of this one can hardly definitely conclude that 
this Government could not under proper circumstances compete 
favorably with other governments in the development of high- 
speed seaplanes. 

(b) This Government has not actually developed seaplanes with 
a speed comparable to those of the Governments of England, 
France, and Italy because it has made no effort in recent years, 
and no effort has been made because no funds have been ayail- 
able. Each year there is fixed by the Director of the Budget a 
minimum figure beyond which the naval estimates as a whole 
shall not extend. It then becomes necessary for the Secretary of 
the Navy to fix a figure for each bureau and Office, a total of which 
figures shall be within the limit set by the Budget; continuing 
further in this subdivision it next becomes necessary for the 
heads of the various bureaus and offices to fix a limit for each 
subhead under his estimates and still remain within the bureau 
or office limitation fixed by the Secretary. 

The Bureau of Aeronautics is responsible under a mandate of 
Congress to complete and maintain a 5-year program consisting 
of building up to and maintaining 1,000 useful airplanes and also 
the lighter-than-air branch, consisting primarily of two large 
airships. It has therefore been necessary on the part of that 
bureau to limit its regular experimental estimates to rather a low 
figure in order that the necessary funds would be available to 
purchase and maintain the aircraft of the program authorized by 
Congress. The bureau has each year submitted supplemental esti- 
mates showing why more money was required for experimental 
purposes, but these supplemental estimates have not been ap- 
proved, as they can not be approved without a cut somewhere else. 
The supplemental estimates for the fiscal year 1932 contain as 
an item high-speed plane development, $220,000” and carry the 
following explanatory note: “Item 12 covers high-speed develop- 
ment, which the Navy can not undertake at this time on account 
of lack of funds and which can not be undertaken at this time 
without exceeding limitation of $32,000,000. It is desired to de- 
velop high-speed planes as rapidly as possible, and necessary funds 
covered by this item are urgently recommended.“ The bureau for 
the fiscal years 1928, 1929, and 1930 made similar efforts to secure 
approximately similar annual appropriations for this particular 
purpose. No effort was made for the fiscal year 1931 because it 
seemed impossible to obtain such appropriation. 


That, gentlemen, is from the Assistant Secretary of the 
Navy in charge of aviation. 

Now, out of the appropriation I ask for in all likelihood 
we will not get a plane. I am frank about that. It is for 
research, experiment, and development. There is so much 
back of a plane before a plane is actually built to take 
the air. 

I am sure some gentleman on the committee will refer to 
the $2,000,000 for experimental purposes provided in this 
section. That $2,000,000 has already been allocated for 
experiment and development, as will be seen by this table. 


Bureau of Aeronautics estimates—Detailed estimates for experi- 
ments and development, fiscal year 1932 


1931 
459, 61 $77, 500. 00 
470, 29 65, 000. 00 
610.58 | 175, 000.00 
950.00 | 175,000. 00 
500.00 | 2280, 000. 00 
900.00} 200, 000. 00 
065. 00 aii 
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Saye hee 50, 000. 00 
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Engine installations 8. 121. 88 51. 000. 00 
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Bureau of Aeronautics estimates—Detailed estimates for experi- 
ments and development, fiscal year 1932—Continued 


Allocated Proposed 


5 


839, 460. 21 $76, 000. 00 $76, 500. 00 
13, 966.88 | 25, 000. 00 23. 000. 00 
R 29, 864. 00 25, 000. 00 29, 000. 00 
Structural development. 82, 187. 07 110, 000. 00 110, 000. 00 
Research in materials 24, 541. 75 44. 500. 00 45, 000. 00 
Airplane accessories 64. 498. 91 27, 000. 00 25, 000. 00 
Aerod 8 i 38, 790. 11 52, 200, 00 52, 000. 00 
Airship development 121, 159. 30 150, 000. 00 150, 000. 00 
Instruments, radio, 
Lok EE RS 38, 352. 66 57, 000. 00 45, 000. 00 
Miscellaneous 40, 820. 79 9, 800. 00 10, 000. 00 
Lp IA RA EPS ote OEY 2, 000, 000. 00 | 2, 000, 000. 00 


It will, therefore, be seen that not a penny is available for 
speed development. 

The last expenditures for experiments in speed was in 
1930, and there was expended the generous sum of $724.43. 

Now, other countries are expending more money than we 
are for this experimental and development work. England 
is spending, I am informed, over $2,000,000. She spent a 
million dollars preparing for one international race. France 
is spending $2,000,000 for this kind of experimental work. 
This information is difficult to obtain, for the reason that 
foreign governments make their appropriations in lump 
sums and we can not divide it and ascertain what they are 
spending. These figures I have quoted, I am informed, are 
reasonably accurate. 

All Lam trying to do is to protect the appropriations we 
are now making for naval aviation. If our equipment is 
not up to date, the money is wasted. If we provide for 
necessary experimental, research, and development work, 
we will be able to keep abreast with the other countries. If 
we do not, it would be saving money for the Government 
if not another plane were acquired next year. If we are 
going to keep up the 5-year program, you should not hamper 
the Navy by failing to properly appropriate for experimental 
and development work. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I yield. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. How much of an appropriation will 
it take to carry out the gentleman’s amendment? — 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. One million dollars, but I will take 
anything I can get to get started on this necessary and 
costly work. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Chairman, 
yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The gentleman stated something in 
respect to the difference as shown in speed tests as between 
British and United States planes. Has the gentleman any 
figures to show in a comparative way the difference in speed 
in the service planes of the two countries? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It necessarily follows. It is conceded 
that because of the experiment and development of the 
latest type motor in England they are able from now on to 
increase their speed planes out of all proportion to ours, 
and the specifications of the British planes for 1932, com- 
parable to our appropriations now before the House, are 50 
miles an hour faster than ours will be at that time. The 
Secretary stated in his letter that out of the racing planes 
of the past we had built our present fast planes. 

Mr. McMILLAN. And the gentleman’s position is that as 
a result of this difference in speed, as between the speed 
planes of America and Great Britain, it follows as a matter 
of course that the service plane of Great Britain will be 
accordingly faster than the service plane of America. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. That is a fact. The specifications for 
the new pursuit planes of the British Navy for 1932, as com- 
pared with the planes that we will acquire under the ap- 
propriations in this bill now before us, will be 50 miles an 
hour faster than ours; and I do not get that information 
from the air, but I get it from the best authority in this 
country on naval aviation. We must therefore avoid losing 
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any ground. We must keep up. If our naval aviation com- 
pares favorably to-day with that of other countries, we 
must keep up, so as not to fall behind a year or two years 
hence. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. BARBOUR. But do they not sacrifice some of the 
safety factor for speed? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. All things must be taken into con- 
sideration. The speed plane of 366 miles an hour de- 
veloped last year has not the factor of safety that the 200- 
mile-an-hour plane; but as you develop this tremendously 
high speed it serves as a guide to the maximum speed pos- 
sible, with the necessary factor of safety and the other 
necessary qualities that a service plan must have. 

Mr. BARBOUR. The British have a different problem 
from ours. They must get into the air much faster than 
we; and, further, where some of their planes are speedier, 
perhaps, than ours, with certain qualifications, as fighting 
planes there are certain things that they must sacrifice for 
speed. Is that the fact? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No; that is a mistaken idea on the 
part of the Committee on Appropriations which that com- 
mittee has fallen into. 

Mr. BARBOUR. We get that in advice from the depart- 
ment. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. There is not a flyer living who will 
state, regardless of the distance, regardless of the mission 
he has to perform, with two flights of planes meeting each 
other, that the flight of plane with less speed has a ghost 
of a chance against the flight of plane having the greater 
speed: The faster plane naturally has every advantage over 
the slower plane, it makes no difference what the mission 
may be. The purposes of aviation are threefold: One, obser- 
vation—you must get your plane out, get the information, 
and get it back rapidly; second, bombing, and you must 
carry your load; but a bombing plane naturally can not have 
the speed of a pursuit plane, and the bombing plane is help- 
less unless protected by the fighting plane. Then, third, 
there is the fighting plane. Their speed is not so essential 
when in travel but their speed is necessary and vital in 
combat. They must have the speed, they must have the 
maneuverability. A plane of lower speed as against a plane 
of higher speed can not exist in the air. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman and members of the com- 
mittee, I am glad that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
LaGvanpra! has offered this amendment, because it has 
brought before the House and the country some situations 
that really are acute, some situations which really require 
attention, I first became exercised about this speed question 
about a year ago, when we were having hearings on the 
Army and Navy appropriation bills. I went into it very 
thoroughly. I have tried as best I could, with the hectic 
work at this session, to keep up to date upon it, and while 
one or two of the items of information that I am going to 
give the House may not be exactly correct, they are as 
nearly so as I have been able to get from the sources of 
information available. It is true, and it was true a year 
ago, that the foreign experimental work upon speed planes 
had gone a little farther than our own. They had no 
planes in service at that time which were better than ours 
from the standpoint of speed, from the standpoint of maneu- 
verability, nor from the standpoint of fighting ability. At 
this time I think there is one foreign plane which is in 
service which has actually more speed than ours, but it is 
not a substantial amount, something like 10 miles an hour. 
We have gone along ever since the 5-year program with 
appropriations for experimental work. I have not before me 
the figures for the Army, and I am going to estimate them, 
but the figures for the Navy, including the 1931 appropria- 
tion bill, were $9,377,000. The figures for the Army are 


approximately $10,000,000 for experimental purposes. The 
figures for the National Advisory Council for Aeronautics, 
including 1931, are $4,580,000. 
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Mr. YON. For how many years? 

Mr. TABER. Since the period of the 5-year program, 
about four years of appropriation. 

Mr. YON. Does that include all appropriations from the 
beginning of the 5-year period up to the present time? 

Mr. TABER. I should say for experimental purposes that 
the figures down through the 1931 appropriation bill are 
approximately $25,000,000. 

Mr, YON. And these appropriations have been used for 
that purpose? 

Mr. TABER. They have, and they have developed a lot 
of things. We have developed, I think, probably a better 
type of ship from the standpoint of shape than have the 
foreign countries. We have developed the air-cooled engine, 
which has gone a long way toward putting our country on 
the map in the line of aviation. 

At the present time I will not say as a result of the inves- 
tigating work of the Appropriations Committee on that sub- 
ject, but following it, the Army and Navy have both done 
considerable experimental work along the lines of high- 
speed planes and motors. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Taber] has expired. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 10 additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TABER. As I am informed, the Navy now has under 
order experimental work for the development of a high- 
speed, high-powered engine which would help our situation 
very materially if they can work it out. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. I yield. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Why is it that the high-speed engine or 
plane that was built by Lieutenant Williams a year or two 
ago was such a dismal and hopeless failure? It is my recol- 
lection that General Patrick, when he was Chief of the Air 
Corps, testified that under existing conditions, if we gave 
them enough money, they could build planes in this coun- 
try with as high speed as could be built anywhere in the 
world. I am wondering why that plane of Lieutenant 
Williams was such a failure. 

Mr. TABER. I will answer that. I think when the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. La Guan DIA] first had in mind 
offering an amendment of this character it was with the 
view of putting our country on the map in the Schneider 
cup races. Is that not correct? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Well, that is one way we can test how 
good we are or how bad we are. ; 

Mr, TABER. It develops that it would take three years of 
intensive development work and a very considerable amount 
of money to do it. To a certain extent it would test how 
great a speed engine we could get that would carry a very 
light plane that would be of absolutely no value for service, 
and it would develop also whether or not we ought to go 
ahead and develop an engine and a plane which will have 
high speed and be of value for service. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. I yield. 

Mr. BARBOUR. As I recall, the representatives of the 
Air Corps testified before the War Department Appropria- 
tions Committee that Great Britain has an entirely different 
problem than ours. They have to get into the air fast. 
They have to get into the air within 24 or 27 minutes after 
an alarm is given, and therefore they have to sacrifice other 
things in a plane in order to get the necessary speed, but 
once in the air, while they have a speedier climbing plane 
than our planes, we have a better fighting plane in the air; 
a plane that can dive, under full power, which the British 
plane, according to this information, can not do. I am 
simply giving you information that was given to us. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. How can they get altitude if they are 
going to dive down? Would the gentleman tell the enemy 
to wait while they got up? 

Mr. BARBOUR. Oh, no. As I say, it is an entirely differ- 
ent problem. Their problem is to get into the air fast 
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because an enemy can strike from near-by foreign territory 
and they must sacrifice other factors for climbing speed. 
But our planes are superior in other respects. I am giving 
these facts according to statements made to our commit- 
tee by representatives of the Air Service. 

Mr. SOMERS of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TABER. I yield. 

Mr. SOMERS of New York. Climbing ability does not 
depend on speed. It depends on power. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And that depends on the motor. 

Mr. SOMERS of New York. Power and speed do not 
come from the same motor at all times. 

Mr. BARBOUR. But you must have power in order to 
climb fast. 

Mr. SOMERS of New York. You need power but not 
speed. A speedy motor is not always a powerful motor. 

Mr. BARBOUR. But you must have the necessary power 
to attain speed. I am simply giving the statements as 
they were given to our committee by officers of the Air 
Corps. 

Mr. SOMERS of New York. I am giving my experience 
of four years as a flyer. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Iam not questioning the gentleman from 
New York at all. I am repeating to the House what was 
stated before our committee by officers of the Air Corps. 

Mr. TABER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Ban- 
BOUR] is correct that those statements were made, and it 
has also appeared that the planes in service are in sub- 
stantially very good shape. 

The British have, however, developed a Rolls-Royce engine, 
water cooled, of greater power and greater speed than any- 
thing we have. At the present time our people have a con- 
tract for one of those engines and they expect to have it 
delivered shortly, and they expect to work upon it and try 
to develop something that will equal, if not surpass it. We 
must have an airplane engine the best in the world. 

Now permit me to take up another line that seems to be 
interesting. In the Army appropriation bill we are carrying 
$2,300,000 for experimental work. The advisory committee 
is carrying in the independent offices appropriation bill, as I 
understand, approximately $1,000,000 or a little over. The 
Navy Department appropriation bill is carrying $2,000,000 
for experimentation, making a total of a little over $5,000,000. 
The British budget, which appears in Jayne’s Table of 
Fighting Aircraft, shows that during that time for this 
purpose it was £113,000 or $560,000, approximately. So that 
while they are carrying $560,000, we were carrying almost 
$5,000,000, or 10 times what they are carrying. 

Now, to be frank, I think that both the War Department 
and the Navy Department ought to spend more of that 
$5,000,000, which is available in all of these different chan- 
nels, for the development of high-speed, high-power planes; 
but it does seem to me that when we are spending $5,000,000 
or more, or almost 10 times what the British are spending, 
we ought to be getting better results. It seems to me that 
with 10 times the expenditure, that is a fair and reasonable 
amount. 

Mr. MAAS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Recognizing what the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
TaBER] says as being true about the vast amount of money 
we are spending for experimentation in aviation, those 
funds are already allocated. It would be desirable to spend 
a greater proportion of it for speed, but the fact remains 

they are not spending it and will not unless this amendment 
is adopted. I do not think there is a more essential thing 
in the development of aviation to-day than the question of 
speed. The situation is the same in the Army as it is in 
the Navy in the development of a high speed airplane motor. 
It is absolutely essential. 

We have not one single high speed airplane motor in this 
country. Gentlemen, in time of war, the element of speed 
is the question of life or death. A difference of but 5 or 10 
miles an hour in an airplane motor frequently means the 
difference between winning the battle or losing it and that 
usually means being killed. The whole question in an air 
battle is maneuverability, which comes from speed. It 
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means that the plane which has enough speed to maneuver 
and get on the tail of the other plane is the one that is going 
to shoot down his opponent. The only way you can keep 
them from getting on your tail is by having more speed and 
getting away from them. 

It is not so that we can enter the Schneider cup race 
to satisfy any sense of vanity nor to uphold our prestige. 
We want to enter the Schneider race for its practical effect 
in developing speed planes. It is all for the practical pur- 
pose of developing the speed that is so absolutely necessary 
to the success of our aviation. The value of all the money 
we are spending on aviation in the ultimate end is de- 
pendent on whether we are successful in the air and whether 
we are successful in the air or not depends almost solely 
on whether we have speed. The question of safety in avia- 
tion is important, of course, but in time of war there is not 
very much safety in the air anyway. It makes no differ- 
ence how safe your plane is, if there is another plane that 
is faster and can get behind you, then your safe plane is 
going to be shot down. I think we can well afford to build 
fewer planes if necessary in order to develop faster ones. 
If the condition of the Budget is such that it is undesirable 
to add $1,000,000 then it would be better to build fewer 
planes and do more experimental work on high-speed 
motors. As I have said before, the element that is all- 
important is the element of speed, and I urge this commit- 
tee, in view of that, to accept this amendment. [Applause.] 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to proceed for five minutes, as I want to ask a few ques- 
tions in order to see whether we can agree on something. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from 
New York will be recognized five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask my 
colleague from New York a question or two. After the 
statement made by him it is clear that there is necessity for 
some experimental and development work. I want to be 
helpful. What amount would the gentleman agree to have 
appropriated in order to get this subject started, to get them 
thinking of it and get them working on it? That is what I 
want to do. I realize we are not going to develop a racing 
plane or a high-speed plane in 24 hours. I know it is long, 
tedious, and costly work. Can we not agree on an amount? 

Mr. YON. What was the statement of the Chief of the 
Bureau of Aeronautics in this respect? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I read his testimony, and he said we 
are equal now but that very soon we will fall behind. : 

Mr. TABER, Here is what I did not like about the gen- 
tleman’s language, and that is why I made the point of 
order. If you go to work and carry all the language that is 
contained in the gentleman’s amendment they are going 
to go over to the aircraft factory at Philadelphia and fritter 
away all of this money. I think they should, with the money 
they already have, go to work and do the development work 
now on this proposition, and I hope this debate will be notice 
to them that it should be done. 

Personally, I will say this to the gentleman, and I will 
not say it for anybody else but myself, that if $220,000— 
which is the amount that the Bureau of Aeronautics asked 
for the development of high-speed motors and high-speed 
planes of the Secretary in their supplemental estimate, but 
which the Secretary refused—is added for that particular 
purpose and not for draftsmen and clerical help at the 
Philadelphia aircraft factory, I would be satisfied. I think 
they should be allowed to go out and contract with some of 
these civilian outfits that are developing something. If 
that is provided, I should not object to the $220,000. How- 
ever, I do not like the things I have referred to. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If my amendment read: 

For high-speed aviation development the sum of $220,000, to 


be immediately available and to remain available until expended 
for all expenses incurred in connection with the development of 


And stopped there, would that meet the gentleman’s 
objection? 

Mr. TABER. It would meet my own personal objection, 
but I would not want that to be construed as a limitation 


4848 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


in any way upon the use of the rest of the experimental 
money. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Oh, no. I would insert the $220,000 
at this point and then increase the $30,850,000 by $220,000. 

Mr. FRENCH. Would the gentleman be agreeable to 
adding the $220,000 to the amount we are allowing for 
experimentation without language. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. If it be understood that it is to be 
used for that purpose. 

Mr. FRENCH. I think this debate would indicate that. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That will be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I am not in sympathy with 
an amendment as broad as the one offered by the gentleman 
from New York. This whole matter has been the subject 
of studies on the part of the Navy Department, the War De- 
partment, and other activities interested in aeronautics. 

The Navy Department had the opportunity of bringing to 
the attention of the committee the money it felt would be 
necessary to have for experimental purposes. The Navy De- 
partment recommended to us $2,000,000 for general experi- 
mental work, but did not include any special amount for 
speed programs. Members of the committee have been ad- 
vised that the item was specifically considered, that $220,000 
was proposed by the bureau, but not approved by the de- 
partment itself. The members of the committee felt that 
with $2,000,000 being expended by the Navy Department for 
this purpose and with a total of $5,000,000 being expended 
by the several services, including the War Department, we 
ought not to go above that amount, but we ought probably to 
find within such total amount enough to carry on experi- 
ment work along this line. 

We have been impressed with the statements that have 
been made that if other nations have aircraft superior to 
ours, naturally, we are handicapped to the extent that superi- 
ority may exist. On the other hand, we know that our craft 
are superior in some features to foreign craft. Members of 
the committee were impressed by the statement made by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. LaGuarpra] before the 
committee. He was earnest, and he impressed us not only 
because of the fact that we regard him as a student of these 
problems, but because of the personal experience he had had 
in the World War in this particular service. 

In view of the suggestions in the debate that have oc- 
curred to-day I shall be pleased to indicate my approval of 
the modified amendment that has been suggested. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw the amendment which I have pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment 
will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment: On page 37, line 16, strike out “ $2,000,000” 
and insert in lieu thereof “ $2,220,000.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. LAGUARDIA: Page 37, line 16, strike 
out “ $2,000,000” and insert “ $2,220,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, in order to carry out 
the amendment just adopted, I move the following amend- 
ment: On page 38, line 6, strike out “ $30,850,000 ” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof “ $31,070,000.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. LaGuarpra: Page 38, line 6, strike out $30,- 
850,000 ” and insert in lieu thereof $31,070,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last two words, and ask unanimous consent to speak out 
of order for 10 minutes. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry that I am com- 
pelled to object. I have objected to similar requests that 
have been made heretofore, and it would seem I would be 
doing an injustice to those who have made such requests if I 
did not object now. The gentleman knows how important it 
is when we are considering the text of a bill to limit debate 
to the subject matter under consideration. 
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Mr. LINTHICUM. The gentleman will recall that I was 
on the list for 10 minutes during general debate, but I was 
occupied in the Appropriations Committee and the next day 
I was engaged with a conference committee and could not 
avail myself of the 10 minutes, and for that reason I am 
making this request. 

Mr. FRENCH. May I ask my colleague from Kansas if 
the gentleman from Maryland is the one for whom we 
obtained 10 additional minutes? 

Mr. AYRES. I will state to the gentleman from Idaho 
that that is correct. 


Mr. FRENCH. Then, Mr. Chairman, to permit the gen- 


tleman from Maryland to continue now would not be to vio- 
late the understanding we have had, because the gentleman 
was included yesterday and was detained in committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen 
of the committee, it was my intention two days ago to speak 
on the question of oleomargarine, but being engaged in other 
matters it was impossible to do so. There is a bill which 
was favorably reported to the House several days ago putting 
a tax of 1 cent per pound on all oleomargarine and 10 cents 
per pound on all oleomargarine when colored more than 
1.6 degrees of yellow. 

Perhaps some of the committee will remember there was 
a bill before the Congress last year under which was placed 
a tax of 10 cents on all oleomaragine that was artificially 
colored, and prescribed a different definition of oleomargine 
with respect to the amount of moisture therein. Last year 
I brought to the attention of the committee and of the Con- 
gress the fact that the Meat Trust and the Dairy Trust had 
come together and were endeavoring to put out of business 
the small manufacturer who was making certain shortening 
for bread, and they did that in this way. The meat packers 
had control of certain old, yellow meat, obtained from old 
steers, and from that yellow meat they obtained a coloring 
which was a natural coloring, and therefore they did not 
come under the 10 cents per pound tax because that tax was 
for artificial coloring. But, lo and behold, before the law 
hardly goes into effect someone discovers that on the palm 
there is a certain fruit which produces a coloring, and these 
shortening people and others obtained this coloring from 
the palm fruit. This palm-oil coloring being a natural 
coloring the Department of Agriculture ruled the 10 cents 
per pound tax did not apply to products so colored. They 
occupied the same status as the Meat Trust, who have been 
coloring their product with the natural coloring of old beef. 
Why, gentlemen, these dairymen admitted to me at the hear- 
ings last year that they colored their products at times 
when there was no grass and the butter was light color. 
Were they deceiving their purchasers or only doing what 
oleomargarine and shortening people do, make it more 
attractive? 

Now, then, the Dairy Trust turns against the Beef Trust 
and rends them asunder and places a tax of 10 cents a 
pound on all oleomargarine that is colored. The result of 
this is that for the people who have been buying this prod- 
uct, which is practically as nutritious as butter made by 
dairymen, find themselves in a position that if this be- 
comes a law they must pay 10 cents a pound more for the 
spread for their bread and for the shortening they have 
been using. 


We have been trying for some time to have you gentlemen. 


give us some help in the cities, to help the poor people suf- 
fering from unemployment and those things that have 
brought distress on the country. You have been unable to 
help us. The $45,000,000 you have voted for is for the 
people in the country, and the $20,000,000 is for people 
who can provide security. 

The people in the cities have no way of getting help. You 
have voted $500,000,000 to relieve the farmer. Is it fair to 
tax oleomargaine and shortening 10 cents a pound which 
the poorer people in the city use merely because it has some 
coloring matter? 
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Many people who are not in want have been buying this 
cheap product hecause it has been shown conclusively that 
much of this product of manufacture called oleomargarine 
or shortening is just as nutritious as butter that came from 
the dairy, and often cleaner. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Yes. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Is it not a fact that if you 
put the tax upon shortenings and other such products you 
only place them in the oleomargarine class and you do not 
close the gap between oleomargarine and butter, and there- 
fore such a tax will in no way stimulate the sale of butter? 

Mr. LINTHICUM. It will only stimulate the sale of butter 
by giving the Dairy Trust a monopoly by taxing oleomarga- 
rine and shortening out of existence or by raising the price 
equal to that of butter by this exorbitant tax. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I can not see how the gen- 
tleman can say that because you do not close the gap be- 
tween oleomargarine and butter. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. If you place a tax on oleomarga- 
rine—— 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. It is already on. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. No; it is not; it is now only on that 
artifically colored, but this new bill would put it on all col- 
ored oleomargarine. If butter gets a monopoly all will have 
to pay 40, 50, or 60 cents a pound, whereas you can get this 
oleomargarine for 20 cents a pound. It seems to me that 
this country is becoming largely a country of subterfuge. 
Why do I say that? If a man wants a little beer he has to 
buy malt and certain appliances and take it home and make 
a little home-brew in his home where his family is. If he 
wants some wine he has to go to Mabel Walker Willebrandt’s 
company and get grape concentrate, take it home and make 
the wine. If he wants to get some oleomargarine, under the 
proposed bill, and save the cost of butter to give his family 
just as good nutrition as he would if he bought butter, he 
has to buy the oleomargarine which is whiter than snow 
and with it a little vial of liquid, take it home, color it to 
make it attractive. So I say by this kind of legislation we 
are making this country one of subterfuge. 

You will wipe out the oleomargarine because under this 
law oleomargarine comes within the provision of coloring 
and it must be whiter than the paper on which the bill is 
printed to be taxed only 1 cent per pound. Without the 
coloring this product would be whiter than snow to be less 
than 1.6 degrees yellow. I say it is not a fair proposition. 

I would like to read what Justice Fields had to say on 
this matter if I have sufficient time. 

Mr. Justice Field, in Powell v. Pennsylvania (127 U. S. 
678), said: 


Who will have the temerity to say that these constitutional 
principles are not violated by an enactment which absolutely 
prohibits an important branch of industry for the sole reason that 
it competes with another and may reduce the price of an article 
of food for the human race? Measures of this kind are dangerous 
even to their promoters. If the argument of ndent in sup- 
port of the absolute power of the legislature to prohibit one 
branch of industry for the purpose of protecting another with 
which it competes can be sustained, why could not the oleomar- 
garine manufacturers, should they obtain sufficient power to infiu- 
ence or control the legislative councils, prohibit the manufacture 
or sale of dairy products? Would arguments then be found 
wanting to demonstrate the invalidity under the Constitution of 
such an act? The principle is the same in both cases. The 
numbers engaged upon each side of the controversy can not infu- 
ence the question here. Equal rights to all are what are intended 
to be secured by the establishment of constitutional limits to 
legislative power and impartial tribunals to enforce them. 


1. THE OBJECT OF THIS BILL 


H. R. 16836, known as the Brigham oleomargarine law, 
seeks to place a tax of 10 cents a pound on all oleomargarine 
that exceeds 1.6 degrees of color, as shown by the Lovibond 
tintometer. It is simply an annual installment of the 
perennial oleomargarine legislation fostered by the National 
Dairy Union in order to maintain an artificial and unnatural 


price for butter. 
2. WHAT THE BILL DOES 


(a) It eliminates all color in oleomargarine: The bill 
differs from all prior legislation or attempted legislation in 
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that it establishes an arbitrary degree of color which to all 
appearance is white. One and six-tenths degrees of color 
has only the very slightest degree of color and is much 
lighter than the paper upon which the bill is printed. 

It would tax all oleomargarine made of natural cottonseed 
oil, peanut oil, or beef-fat oil 10 cents per pound, the only 
way that such oils could be used under the law being to 
subject them to some sort of bleaching process. 

The bill seeks to eliminate all color from oleomargarine 
and to do this by penalizing color 10 cents a pound under 
the name and guise of a tax. 

(b) It creates a butter monopoly: Oleomargarine was in- 
vented by a French chemist seeking to win a prize for pro- 
ducing a product which would most nearly imitate butter. 
Unless it is made in imitation or semblance of butter,” 
under the definition of section 2 of the act, it is not oleo- 
margarine. The people who buy and use it buy it because 
it is like butter and because they desire a substitute for 
butter without having to pay the enormous prices main- 
tained by the Butter Trust. This bill would destroy oleomar- 
garine by making it impossible to use the customary in- 
gredients and the result would be, “ Eat high-priced butter 
or go without.” The monopoly would be complete. 

(c) The bill would deprive people of moderate means of 
an important article of food: The report of the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue for the year ended June 30, 1930, 
shows that 331,288,735 pounds of oleomargarine was with- 
drawn tax paid. This shows that it is an important article 
of food. To add 10 cents per pound to the cost of this 
would mean the addition of $33,000,000 to the national food 
bill to be paid by the poor people of the United States, only 
to add to the profits of the Butter Trust. This, however, on 
condition that it could still be made as in 1930. The result 
of the 1.6 degree of color joker, however, will make its manu- 
facture almost impossible and the result would be that very 
little oleomargarnie would be produced and the extra cost 
to the consumer would be twice the above amount. Oleo- 
margarine is the only competitor that butter fears. 

3. THERE IS NO FRAUDULENT SALE OF OLEOMARGARINE 


The present law requires all oleomargarine to be labeled 
Oleomargarine and there is no fraud. It is sold as 
oleomargarine and bought as oleomargarine. Surely the 
use of oleomargarine is no crime which should be penalized. 
Almost every State requires that public eating places sery- 
ing oleomargarine shall notify customers of that fact. There 
were a great number of cases of prosecution of butter manu- 
facturers for low butter fat content in 1930, but only one 
instance of a prosecution of an oleomargarine dealer. If it 
does not imitate butter, it is not oleomargarine. 

4. FOREIGN OILS WILL BE USED AS LONG AS THEIR USE IS MORE ECONOM- 
ICAL THAN USE OF DOMESTIC OILS 

The use of coconut oil in oleomargarine has become so 
pronounced for the reason that it is imported from the 
Philippines and sold several cents per pound cheaper than 
domestic oils. Coconut oil is a highly nutritious oil but of 
no greater food value than peanut and cottonseed oils. 
These domestic oils would be used if they could be secured 
at equal prices. Surely the way to remedy this is not by 
internal taxation. 


5. THE DROP IN BUTTER PRICES IS BLAMED ON OLEOMARGARINE 


The sponsors of the bill gave as their principal reason for 
its passage the fact that butter had decreased in price during 
the last year. Such argument needs no answer. Every food 
product, commodity, and article of manufacture or produc- 
tion has sustained a similar or greater drop. 

The United States Daily for January 20, 1931, reports: 

Retail food prices were 3 per cent lower on December 15 than 
on November 15, according to a statement issued January 19 by 
the Bureau of Labor Statistics of the Department of Labor. De- 
creases on 28 articles ranged from 30 per cent for oranges to less 
than 0.5 per cent for chuck roast. 

6. THE BUTTER INDUSTRY SEEKS TO MAINTAIN ITSELF BY ARTIFICIAL 
MEANS AND BY TAXING COMPETING PRODUCTS 

There would be as much reason for the farmer to ask for a 
tax on autos and tractors run by gasoline to sustain the 
horse, which consumes farm products; to tax silk in favor 
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of wool and cotton; to tax bananas in favor of oranges; or 
coffee in favor of Postum, as to try and maintain the tax 
proposed by this bill. 


7. THE REMEDY IS A COMPLETE REVISION OF THE OLEOMARGARINE LAW 


Oleomargarine should have an equal chance with other 
domestic products. A tax upon its manufacture of $600 
each year and 10 cents per pound, a tax of $480 on the job- 
ber and $48 on the retailer, is unjust, discriminatory, con- 
fiscatory, and un-American. The Treasury officials have 
repeatedly sought such revision. Year after year they have 
given the following recommendation: 

It is again recommended that the present law be amended by 
repealing those provisions imposing a double rate of tax on the 
product and special taxes on dealers and substituting therefor a 
flat rate per pound and single rates of special taxes upon whole- 
sale and retail dealers, with provision for individual or original 
packages of certain sizes fixed by the law, each of which shall 
bear the tax-paid stamps, marks, and brands so as to clearly 
identify the character of the product to the purchaser. 

I am in favor of protecting dairy products from oleomar- 
garine and shortening by proper labeling, and so forth, but 
to tax an article recognized as a valuable food product out 
of existence to boost another food product is unfair and 
unwarranted—is establishing an internal tax to the detri- 
ment and cost of the consumer. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mary- 
land has expired. 

(By permission of the committee, by unanimous consent, 
subsequently granted, Mr. KetcHam was permitted to insert 
at this point the following extension of his remarks:) 

Mr. KETCHAM. Mr. Chairman, I regret exceedingly that 
the gentleman from Maryland has apparently completely 
changed front in his attitude on the very salutary and nec- 
essary legislation recently reported, almost unanimously, 
from the House Committee on Agriculture in H. R. 15934. 
The essential feature of this bill is the requirement that a 
tax of 10 cents shall be paid upon oleomargarine which is 
yellow in color. The gentleman from Maryland on April 15, 
1929, introduced H. R. 160, which deals with the same gen- 
eral subject as the bill which he to-day so vigorously at- 
tacked. I quote section 8 of Representative Lintuicum’s bill, 
H. R. 160: 

Sec. 8. That upon oleomargarine which shall be manufactured 
and sold, or removed for consumption or use, there shall be as- 
sessed and collected a tax of 10 cents per pound, to be paid by the 
manufacturer thereof; and any fractional part of a pound in a 
package shall be taxed as a pound: Pr When oleomargarine 
is free from any ingredient or artificial coloration that causes it to 
look like butter of any shade of yellow, said tax shall be one- 
fourth of 1 cent per pound. The tax levied by this section shall 
be represented by coupon stamps; and the provisions of existing 
laws governing the engraving, issue, sale, accountability, efface- 
ment, and destruction of stamps relating to tobacco and snuff, as 
far as applicable, are hereby made to apply to stamps provided for 
by this section. 

Under the terms of my colleague’s own bill it will there- 
fore be apparent that palm oil being a very substantial in- 
gredient of oleomargarine would be subject to the 10-cent 
tax, which is exactly what H. R. 15934 seeks to accomplish. 
Personally, I think my colleague was upon much sounder 
ground on April 15, 1929, when he introduced this bill, than 
he is to-day in his attitude upon H. R. 15934. 

I realize that this is not the time to enter into an extended 
argument as to the merits of H. R. 15934, which we hope to 
have up for the consideration of the House in the very near 
future. However, I can not allow the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland on two phases of the subject to pass 
unchallenged: 

First, the supporters of H. R. 15934 can not allow the 
gentleman from Maryland to state, without protest, that 
the friends of that particular bill are seeking to penalize 
the poor folks in the cities who, according to his state- 
ment, make such large use of oleomargarine. We reply that 
the sale of yellow-colored oleomargarine at a price very 
considerably above the uncolored product is in itself a 
serious tax upon the poor people for whom the gentleman 
from Maryland pleads so earnestly. All the testimony be- 
fore our committee is to the effect that there is no special 
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virtue in the colored oleomargarine over that of uncolored, 
so far as real nourishment is concerned. A pound of the 
uncolored product will serve every purpose of yellow oleo- 
margarine and at a price appreciably lower. For this 
reason the supporters of H. R. 15934 claim that this par- 
ticular legislation favors the poor people whom our friend 
claims can not afford to buy butter. The colored oleo- 
margarine will naturally sell for more than white, simply 
because it appeals to the eye, but it has no additional food 
value or flavor. 

The friends of H. R. 15934 can not allow to pass unchal- 
lenged the statement which the gentleman makes assuring 
the House that the nourishing qualities of oleomargarine 
are practically the same as butter. In this statement he is 
far removed from the testimony of food experts as he could 
possibly be. Dr. E. V. McCollum, recognized the most dis- 
tinguished authority on nutrition in the United States, if 
not the world, and who by the way comes from Baltimore, 
the home city of my colleague, in his testimony on page 77 
of the hearings, in response to a direct question as to the 
relative nutritive value of butter and oleomargarine, replies 
as follows: 

I can answer your question, therefore, with great confidence and 
I tell you the truth when I say that all butter substitutes, so far 
as I am aware, are distinctly inferior to even a low-grade butter. 


Dr. Walter H. Eddy, another distinguished authority on 
nutrition, who appeared before our committee during the 
hearings, also completely discounts our colleague’s state- 
ment when he answered affirmatively a direct question by 
Congressman Horx 


That one would have to eat 25 to 30 pounds of oleomargarine in 
order to get the vitamin content of 1 pound of butter. 


It will be perfectly apparent to members of the committee 
from these two statements of recognized authorities of the 
highest standing in the field of nutrition that our colleague 
somewhat overspoke in his anxiety to befriend oleomar- 
garine. 

In behalf of H. R. 15934 I believe it can be fairly said that 
in view of the ruling of the Commissioner of Internal Rey- 
enue on November 12 permitting yellow palm oil to be used 
in the manufacture of oleomargarine by the payment of the 
same tax as imposed upon white oleomargarine, no more 
important single piece of legislation for the benefit of agri- 
culture has been presented in recent years. The dairy in- 
terest is the most important branch of agriculture, if, indeed, 
it is not the most important industry we have in the country. 
Its income amounts to 21 per cent of the gross farm income 
of the country, and this ruling of the commissioner strikes 
the most vital blow that any farming industry has ever 
received through an administrative ruling. Every sincere 
friend of agriculture should be enthusiastically in favor of 
H. R. 15934, and our friends from the city, including my col- 
league from Maryland, should realize especially in these 
times of econdmic distress that anything that lessens the 
farm income strikes not only at agriculture but indirectly 
at every form of business activity in the country. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NAVAL ACADEMY 

Pay, Naval Academy: Pay for professors and others, Naval 
Academy: Pay of professors and instructors, including one pro- 
fessor as librarian, $290,000: Provided, That not more than $36,500 
shall be paid for masters and instructors in swordsmanship and 
physical training. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. Are there any civilian instructors in the employ 
of the Naval Academy? 

Mr. FRENCH. At this time there are 64. 

Mr. STAFFORD. What policy is pursued as to their re- 
tirement after they reach the age of 65, so far as retirement 
pay is concerned? 

Mr. FRENCH. My understanding is that only two of the 
civilian members of the faculty come under the general 
retirement act. 

Mr. GAMBRILL. Do I understand the gentleman from 
Idaho to say that civilian professors come under the general 
retirement law? 
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Mr. CH. My understanding is that only two of the 
civilian essors are affected by the civil service retirement 
law. 


Mr. GAMBRILL, My understanding is that they have no 
retirement law for the professors at the Naval Academy. 
One was proposed to the Budget about a year ago, but it was 
not. approved by the Budget. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Can the gentleman who takes great 
interest in the affairs of the academy, because that institu- 
tion is in his district, inform the House as to the retirement 
age and what their privileges are upon retirement? I under- 
stand from recollection that the law provides retirement 
at 65. 

Mr. GAMBRILL, I think it is 70 for civilian employees, 
but there is no retirement law for the professors. 

Mr. STAFFORD. They are compulsorily retired at 70 
years of age? 

Mr. GAMBRILL, Yes; I so understand. 

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman, no doubt, is in a better 
position to speak on the subject, because my committee has 
not been asked to consider it. The matter is not one within 
the control of this committee. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I realize that this does not come within 
the jurisdiction of the gentleman’s committee, but I thought 
the gentleman had the information. I wished it in connec- 
tion with some private bills on the calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In all, $16,471,125, and the money herein specifically appro- 
priated for pay of the Marine Corps shall be disbursed and ac- 
counted for in accordance with existing law and shall constitute 
one fund. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Gan I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Arrrs: Page 42, line 20, after the 
word “fund,” insert a new paragraph as follows: 

“No part of any appropriation contained in this act shall be 
available after December 31, 1931, for the pay of more than one- 
half of the number of officers and men of the Marine Corps in 
Nicaragua under orders for the performance of duty than were 
on duty in such country on the date of the approval of this act, 
nor shall any part of any appropriation contained in this act be 
available after May 31, 1932, for the pay of more 1 5 a full com- 
pany of officers and men of the Marine Corps in Nicaragua under 
orders for the performance of duty in such country, except that 
nothing herein shall require a reduction to be made in the num- 
bers of officers and enlisted men of the Marine Corps in Nicaragua 
on account of aviation activities.” 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that this amendment be passed over temporarily until we 
complete the reading of the bill, and then return to it and 
dispose of it. Several Members want to be heard upon the 
matter. 

Mr. FRENCH. I shall not object to that, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks 
unanimous consent that the amendment just reported may 
be passed over temporarily, and that the reading of the bill 
may be proceeded with until its conclusion, and that then 
we may refer back to the amendment and dispose of it at 
that time. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KETCHAM. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for five 
minutes out of order. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I feel that I must object. 
I am sorry to do so, but I have objected to others, and the 
only reason I did not object to the gentleman from Mary- 
land (Mr. Linrutcum] was because time had been granted 
to him in general debate and he was attending to his busi- 
ness with the Ways and Means Committee, under authority 
of the House, during the time we were here. I felt it was 
only fair to grant him the privilege at that time. 

Mr. KETCHAM. Will the gentleman withhold his objec- 
tion for a moment? 

Mr. FRENCH. Gladly. 

Mr. KETCHAM. The reason I make the request is not 
because of any desire to interrupt the orderly procedure in 
connection with the bill, but the statement made by the 
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gentleman from Maryland was so very extraordinary and 
came in the midst of a situation where there was no oppor- 
tunity to reply, and it seems to me it ought not to be allowed 
to pass without a brief statement in rebuttal being made. 
That is the reason I ask for this five minutes. 

Mr. FRENCH. If I may be helpful later in any way in 
obtaining time for the gentleman I shall be glad to do so; 
but I know the Members feel that during the 5-minute 
period of consideration of the bill we ought to limit debate 
to items in the bill. I am sorry, but I must object. 

Mr. KETCHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that I be permitted to extend my remarks, to be in- 
serted in the proceedings in connection with the remarks of 
the gentleman from Maryland, to enable me to make a 
statement that I believe will successfully controvert the 
argument presented by the gentleman from Maryland. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of the quartermaster, $127,097; in all, $305,567: Provided, 
That the total number of enlisted men on duty at Marine Corps 
headquarters on May 7, 1930, shall not be increased, and in lieu 
of enlisted men whose services at such headquarters shall be ter- 
minated for any cause prior to July 1, 1932, their places may be 
filled by civilians, for the pay of whom, in ce with the 
classification act of 1923, as 5 either or both the appro- 
priations “Pay, Marine Corps, and “General expenses, Marine 
Corps,” shall be available. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 


The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Amendment by Mr. Coca of Missouri: Page 43, line 11; 
strike out the period and add a semicolon and insert the following: 
“ Provided, That no part of section 1305 of the Revised Statutes, 
as amended by the act of June 12, 1906 (34 Stat. 246), of the act 
of February 9, 1889 (25 Stat. 657), or of the act of June 29, 1906 
(34 Stat. 579), or of any other law shall be so construed as to 
authorize the recovery in any manner of any indebtedness to the 
United States or to any of its instrumentalities from either 
amounts deposited with the Government pursuant to law by any 
depositor in the military or naval service or from the interest 
thereon.” 


Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of 
order on the amendment. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Will the gentleman withhold 
his point of order for a moment? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, several years 
ago the Comptroller General rendered a decision in which 
he held that if any member of the Army, Navy, or Marine 
Corps was indebted to the United States the money could be 
recovered by deducting the amount from the savings account 
which is authorized by law. This has interfered with the 
savings account to such an extent that the deposits dropped 
several hundred thousand dollars. The value of the savings 
accounts to the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps is that the 
enlisted men place their money there for safekeeping, and 
when they have money in the savings accounts they rarely 
desert. This statement is confirmed by the fact that since 
this ruling desertions have increased. As General Richards 
told the committee—you will find his statement in the hear- 
ings—it costs the Government possibly a hundred times as 
much to apprehend a deserter as is recovered from the fund. 
Nevertheless, the comptroller’s ruling has had the effect of 
decreasing the deposits in the fund. 

A few days ago there was sent to the Speaker this identi- 
cal language which was introduced in the form of a bill by 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. James], chairman of the 
Military Affairs Committee. 

Three years ago the committee of which I am a member, 
conducted hearings on a similar bill which I introduced, and 
it was agreed the departments should try to arrive at some 

understanding with the Comptroller General whereby he 
would modify his ruling. After a year and a half the three 
departments were unable to get the Comptroller General to 
modify his ruling. He has stated it is a matter requiring 
legislation and that he would not modify the ruling. 
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This amendment places the savings account back on the 
basis that the original law intended, without any interfer- 
ence by the Comptroller General in the collection of any 
debts due from enlisted men, unless, of course, there is some 
fraud entering into the transaction. 

I hope, in view of the fact that the Army, the Navy, and 
the Marine Corps have combined in asking the Congress to 
enact this legislation at this session, that no one will make 
a point of order against my amendment at this time. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Do I understand the effect of the gentle- 
man’s amendment would be to deprive either department 
of the privilege of deducting any claim, which the depart- 
ment may have against any enlisted man, from his savings 
deposits? 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Yes. That is the purpose of 
the amendment. The original act, as construed by the 
officials of the three departments, provided that the comp- 
troller does not have the right, but nevertheless he has 
assumed the right, and as a result of that, deposits have 
fallen off hundreds of thousands of dollars, and desertions 
have increased. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, since the gentleman has 
submitted his amendment I have had the benefit of the 
opinion of the chairman of the subcommittee, who advises 
me that in view of the ruling of the Comptroller General, 
the deposits of enlisted men in the various services have 
been withdrawn because they fear that in case of any diffi- 
culty with the Government, which may prompt them to 
leave without right, their funds would be tied up and they 
could not be returned. I understand from the chairman’s 
statement that this provision has the indorsement of the 
Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy, and ac- 
cordingly, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the reservation of 
the point of order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For provision, subsistence, board and lodging of enlisted men, 
recruits and recruiting parties, and applicants for enlistment, cash 
allowance for lodging and subsistence to enlisted men traveling 
on duty; ice, ice machines and their maintenance, $2,970,000. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Idaho offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. FRENCH: On page 43, line 21, strike 
out the sign and figures $2,970,000 ” and insert $3,080,000.” 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, the reason I offer the 
amendment is on account of a reduction that we made in 
an item of provisions for the Marine Corps of $350,000. We 
understood from a letter received from the department, on 
the basis of recent studies made with reference to the prices 
of commodities, that $850,000 could be deducted from this 
item. The department, it since appears, intended that that 
amount should apply to all items of the Marine Corps 
affected by price changes, and, therefore, I have introduced 
this amendment in order to bring the money into harmony 
with the intention of the recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Idaho. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For miscellaneous supplies, material, equipment, personal and 
other services, and for other incidental expenses for the Marine 
Corps not otherwise provided for; purchase, repair, and exchange 
of typewriters and calculating machines; purchase and repair of 
furniture and fixtures; purchase, exchange, and repair of motor- 
propelled and horse-drawn passenger-carrying and other vehicles, 
including parts; veterinary services and medicines for public ani- 
mals and the authorized number of officers’ horses; purchase of 
mounts and horse equipment for all officers below the grade of 
major required to be mounted; shoeing for public animals and the 
authorized number of officers’ horses; books, newspapers, and 
periodicals; printing and binding; and crating of officers’ 
allowance of baggage; funeral expenses of officers and enlisted 
men and accepted applicants for enlistment and retired officers 
on active duty and retired enlisted men of the Marine Corps, in- 
cluding the transportation of their bodies, arms, and wearing 
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apparel from the place of demise to the homes of the deceased in 
the United States; construction, operation, and maintenance of 
laundries; and for all emergencies and expenses, 
$2,061,209: Provided, That there may be expended out of this 
appropriation not to exceed $32,800 (including the exchange value 
of any vehicles which may be used as part payment) for the 
purchase of motor-propelled passenger-carrying vehicles, the gross 
cost of any one vehicle not to be in excess of the respective 
amounts as follows: One, $1,800; 25, $600 each; 20 motor cycles, 
$290 each; 20 side cars for motor cycles, $110 each; and 2 motor 
busses, $4,000 each: Provided further, That the sum to be paid 
out of this appropriation under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Navy for clerical, drafting, inspection, watchman, interpreter, 
and messenger service in the classified field service of the Marine 
n the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, shall not exceed 


Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Lanxrorp of Virginia: Page 46, after 
line 14, insert a new paragraph as follows: 

“The President is authorized to permit the band of the United 
States Marine Corps to attend and give concerts at the celebration 
to be held at Yorktown, Va., in the month of October, 1931, to 
commemorate the surrender of Lord Cornwallis and the estab- 
lishment of American independence, and for the purpose of de- 
fraying the expenses of such band in attending and giving con- 
certs at such celebration there is hereby appropriated the sum 
of $3,012, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to carry out 
the provisions of this paragraph: Provided, That in addition to 
transportation and Pullman accommodations the leaders and 
members of the Marine Band be allowed not to exceed $5 per day 
each for actual living expenses while on this duty, and that the 
payment of such expenses shall be in addition to the pay and 
allowances to which they would be entitled while serving at their 
permanent station.” 


Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, for the time being, I 
reserve a point of order. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, the amend- 
ment speaks for itself. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I wish to inquire whether the gentle- 
man has offered any special bill covering this proposed legis- 
lation. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. A special bill has been 
offered and approved by the Naval Affairs Committee. 

Mr, STAFFORD. What it its status at the present time? 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. It has been approved and 
is on the calendar. It has also been approved by the 
Budget. 

Mr. STAFFORD. There is no objection to the gentle- 
man’s bill, but I question the propriety of loading this ap- 
propriation bill with matters of this temporary character. 
The gentleman can get his bill through on the Consent 
Calendar. There are three or four other bills of similar 
import, and if we are going to establish the practice of in- 
serting this bill here, the Senate will undoubtedly incorpo- 
rate the other bills, so that we will have an omnibus band 
bill instead of a naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. It may or may not be 
reached. 

Mr. STAFFORD. It will certainly be reached. There is 
no question about its being reached; and, Mr. Chairman, 
I press the point of order. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman reserve it? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes. 

Mr. BLAND. The only reason for presenting this matter 
at this time is that, with the expiration of Congress on 
March 4, as the gentleman knows, the celebration will have 
come and gone before we could get before Congress again. 
There is this difference between this bill and the other band 
bills. This is not a bill permitting the band to go to some 
private function. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I am in hearty sympathy with the pro- 
visions of the amendment, but I am questioning the pro- 
priety of having it inserted in this bill. The bill for this 
purpose will go through this House without any question, 
and if there is any blocking of it the responsibility will be in 
the other Chamber, where they are trying their best to block 
legislation in order to force an extra session. 
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Mr. BLAND. May I say to the gentleman, too, that this 
has the approval of the Director of the Budget? 

Mr. STAFFORD. There is no question about that; and 
when the bill comes up for consideration on the Consent 
Calendar it will pass the House. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. May I say to my friend from Wiscon- 
sin that this bill has the unanimous approval of the Naval 
Affairs Committee? 

Mr. STAFFORD. That has already been stated. Mr. 
Chairman, I press the point of order on the ground of pro- 
priety. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. LEHLBAacH). The gentleman from 
Wisconsin makes a point of order against the amendment, 
and the point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In all, $8,486,435, to be accounted for as one fund. 


Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the total, in 
line 17, be corrected to correspond with an amendment we 
have already adopted, making the figures read “ $8,596,435.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Idaho offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

Amendment offered by Mr. FRENCH: On 46, in line 17, 


page 
tg out the sign and figures “ $8,486,435" and insert “ $8,- 
596,435.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving and equipping navy yards for construction of ships: 
Toward providing and reconditioning building ways and providing 
additional equipment and facilities at mavy yards necessary for 
the construction and equipment of ships, $250,000. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


2 offered by Mr. Brack: On page 47, in line 8, after 
“1929 ” 


Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, have we not passed that 
paragraph? 

Mr. BLACK. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to return to that paragraph for the purpose of offer- 
ing the amendment. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I would like to know what the amendment is. 

Mr. BLACK. The amendment is in order at the end of 
the paragraph just read, anyway. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 47, in line 8, after the figures “ 1929,” add a new para- 
graph, as follows: 

“Destroyer leader and destroyers: To be immediately available 
for the construction of one destroyer leader and three destroyers, 
$4,500,000.” 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
on the amendment that it is not authorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an objection pending to the 
amendment being offered, made by the gentleman from 
Idaho, inasmuch as the paragraph to which it is being 
offered has been passed. 

Mr. FRENCH. Then I press that objection that we have 
passed the point where the amendment is offered. 

Mr. BLACK. I think the amendment is appropriate to 
any part of the section dealing with increase of the Navy 
and I offer it following line 16. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Brack: On page 47, after line 16, 
insert a new paragraph to read as follows: 


“ Destroyer leader and destroyers: To be immediately available 
for the construction of one destroyer leader and three destroyers, 
000.” 


500. 


Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the amendment is not authorized by existing law. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. if I may be heard on that, 
by the act of August 29, 1916, there were authorized 12 
destroyers, and no funds have ever been appropriated for 
their construction, and the authorization still stands. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Has that law been repealed? 

Mr. BLACK. No. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I direct attention to the 
language that the gentleman has indicated to the Chair, 
and, as I understand the amendment, the very first provision 
is for a destroyer leader, and the gentleman did not cite to 
me Chair any authority for the construction of a destroyer 

der. 

Mr. BLACK. It is contained in the same act of 1916 for 
ati leader and destroyers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman refer the Chair 
to the section of the code in which there is this legislation? 

Mr. BLACK. The only citation I have here is from the 
report of the committee, and they give the citation as the 
act of August 29, 1916. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman from Idaho give 
the citation of law upon which this amendment is based? 
The gentleman from New York states it is cited in the report 
of the committee. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, the Navy appropriation act 
for the year 1917, that was passed August 29, 1916, gives 
authority for the construction of certain ships, and among 
them are certain destroyers. Of the destroyers that were 
authorized at that time, 12 have not as yet been built or 
commenced; but there is nothing in that act that gives 
authority for the construction of a destroyer leader. 

Mr. BLACK. To avoid any argument on the technical 
situation, I ask unanimous consent to amend the amend- 
ment by making it 4 destroyers instead of 1 destroyer leader 
and 3 destroyers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent to modify his amendment by striking 
out the words “destroyer leader” and inserting four de- 
stroyers in lieu of three destroyers, and without objection, 
the amendment will be considered as so amended. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, I want to congratulate the 
Navy on having won its first engagement in the field of law 
in several years, and I want to say that the victory to-day is 
entirely due to the fine efforts of my subskipper, the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAFFORD]. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Did the gentleman say “ sudskipper ”? 

Mr. BLACK. Sub. [Laughter.] 

President Hoover, in addressing the Daughters of the 
American Revolution on April 14, 1930, said: 


There is a price which no nation can afford to pay for peace. 


I wonder if that price that this Nation is taking a chance 
on is the $36,000,000 that has been taken from this appro- 
priation bill? 

The President also said that because of our geographical 
situation we no longer have any fear of attack. Now, it is 
a strange thing about all internationalists that only as they 
consider national defense then our isolation becomes a very 
important factor in our future. 

He also said that we are stronger in defense as the result 
of the London conference. Now, if we are stronger in 
defense as the result of the London conference, then we have 
a greater ratio as against Great Britain than that of five 
and five. In other words, we took advantage of this poor, 
innocent country known as Great Britain at the London 
Naval Conference. 

Now our friend the gentlemen from Idaho [Mr. FRENCH] 
says it would be wicked to spend one dollar more than is 
absolutely necessary for our naval needs, but how much more 
wicked it is not to spend enough for our naval needs. If 
there was one reason for the existence of this Federal Gov- 
ernment, if there was one reason for the existence of this 


Union of States, it was for the national defense of the States 


and of the citizens of the States. It is the most important 
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obligation that we have under the preamble of our Consti- 
tution, and I say we are not to take our advice on national 
defense from the British Admiralty, from the President of 
the United States, and least of all from a group of inland 
Congressmen who happen to dominate the subcommittee on 
naval appropriations, who year in and year out do more to 
discourage our Navy men, do more to lessen our naval 
strength than all the conferences we have ever had. 

Great Britain, under Ramsay MacDonald, started to un- 
balance the Washington conference. He started to build 
treaty cruisers. It is the same Ramsay MacDonald in con- 
trol of Great Britain now. = 

At the Geneva conference when we were endeavoring to 
work out an agreement with Great Britain, Great Britain 
went into a side agreement with France which was exposed 
by Mr. Hearst. 

When President Hoover and Ramsay MacDonald were dis- 
cussing the proposed London conference Ramsay MacDonald 
was bringing about the recognition of Russia, knowing full 
well that our Government was not inclined to recognize 
Russia unless it changed its political and economic system. 
All these things indicate an attitude of unfair policy on the 
part of Great Britain. During the London conference Great 
Britain was building new destroyers. 

Now, as-to destroyers—we have heard gentlemen on the 
floor of the House call attention to our great fleet destroyers, 
when we claimed the British battleships were of greater 
range, greater speed, greater tonnage than ours. That is 
not the only thing to think about—think of British coaling 
stations, think of British bases. We have not any. In 
regard to the battleship strength, it may be true we have 
tonnage parity, but nobody can say that we have range 
parity, nobody can say we have accessibility parity, nobody 
can say we have complete parity. 

We have more destroyers than Great Britain; we built 
more in this country during the World War to accommodate 
our allies who did not have any. 

This argument that we have had so many destroyers has 
been used time and time again to defeat the building of 
American cruiser and battleship strength. 

We went to the London conference and we agreed to keep 
down the destroyer strength to a parity of 150,000 tons with 
Great Britain. We have not built a destroyer since 1922, 
although authorized to do so. The strange thing about it is 
that Great Britain was building destroyers and new destroy- 
ers, and they were specifically exempted from the scrapping, 
which unbalanced the idea of parity. 

My friend Mr. Frencu says that we are not supposed to 
build up to the treaty. One responsible New York paper, 
the Herald Tribune, says in an editorial that the United 
States Navy is 13.7 below the treaty strength, whereas Great 
Britain’s Navy is only 1.8 below the treaty strength. 

Gentlemen, I offered this amendment for destroyers be- 
- cause it is the only thing that we can add to the fleet; we 
are permitted to by the treaty. It provides that we shall 
scrap some of the old destroyers. We have destroyers built 
back in 1916. Great Britain is building new destroyers, and 
we can do the same thing to-day, and it will relieve the state 
of unemployment, it will help the business of the country. 
It will bring up the morale of the men and help the per- 
sonnel of the enlisted men. 

We were the leading naval nation in the world in 1922 
when the conference was called. 

Again, we were approaching some strength by a cruiser- 
building program, and Mr. MacDonald came over here and 
had a little talk by the riverside with Mr. Hoover, and 
again we went to London and arranged to scrap our cruisers 
and destroyer strength, but Great Britain all of the time 
has had an ace in the hole. She had an ace in the hole on 
battleships when they had greater weight and speed, she 
had an ace in the hole on cruisers when she had coaling 
stations in the Atlantic and her dock at Singapore, and 
now they have an ace in the hole on destroyers, for they 
were buildings destroyers while the conference was going 
on. Why did they not scrap their destroyers? I wish it 
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were humanly and politically possible to have this Subcom- 
mittee on Naval Appropriations shift over to Great Britain 
and let them serve the British Admiralty, and then perhaps 
we would be able to get some strength. I am tired of these 
inland admirals who are cutting our Navy to pieces. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, may I make just a few 
suggestions to the House in the matter of the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Brack]? My 
colleague would provide for the construction of four de- 
stroyers. The treaty that was promulgated on January 1 of 
this year outlining the arrangement between Great Britain, 
the United States, and Japan, touching the different types 
of ships that we could maintain in the several navies, fixed 
a limit upon destroyer tonnage for the United States at 
150,000 tons. We have at this time 226 destroyers with a 
tonnage considerably in excess of the tonnage limit in the 
treaty. We have at this time the tonnage that we are en- 
titled to under the treaty, constructed since the World War. 
After the present destroyers in our Navy may be disposed of, 
the life of a destroyer will be 16 years. The present life as 
fixed by the London treaty of our present destroyers is 13 
years, although, as a matter of fact, many of the destroyers, 
in-fact most of them, have had considerably less service 
than 13 years. Many of them have been tied up in reserve 
in Philadelphia and San Diego and have been in that way 
retained in fairly excellent condition, and but recently have 
been ‘brought into service.. We have carried forward in the 
bill during the last year or so sizable sums of money for the 
purpose of keeping our destroyers in shape and performing 
major overhaul work upon them. Indeed, as to most of the 
destroyers in commission Admiral Rock, the Chief of the 
Bureau of Construction and Repair, has advised the com- 
mittee that their overhaul was so complete that 10 years had 
been added to their life. More than that, at this time there 
is pending in the House a bill reported from the Naval 
Affairs Committee providing for a building program of types 
permissible under the treaty. 

I have indicated to the House my approval of the passage 
of that bill, and should that measure become a law it will 
then be up to the Navy Department to work out an orderly 
program of construction for our consideration. Here upon 
the floor we ought not to attempt to work out a building 
program without definite knowledge of how the building 
program is going to fit in with construction programs in 
our shipbuilding establishments. The question ought to 
be studied as a whole question and then brought to the 
attention of the House in an orderly way, so that it may have 
the consideration that an important subject such as this 
deserves. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman indicate to the House 
as a matter of information whether or not the Navy Depart- 
ment has requested funds in this appropriation bill for the 
construction of destroyers? 

Mr. TABER. Not in this bill. 

Mr. FRENCH. Not in this bill. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, FRENCH. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. When the Navy Department came before the 
legislative committee on the construction program a part 
of that program was the construction of destroyers author- 
ized under the 1916 act. The legislative committee reported 
out a construction program. It did not, however, include the 
destroyers, because the authorization already exists, but we 
find that the Navy Department had made its plans to go 
ahead with the construction of 11 or 12 destroyers author- 
ized under that act, and for my part I am very much sur- 
prised, from what was said to us by the Navy Department 
in the hearings on the construction program, that they did 
not request money from the gentleman’s committee for the 
construction of at least some of the destroyers. Is it the 
gentleman’s position that we should not construct any more 
destroyers until 1936? 

Mr. FRENCH. Oh, no. On the contrary, I think that we 
should. I think that, as to the different types of ships, we 
ought to begin to work out an even building program. It 
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will mean economy in the long run, and it will mean steady 
employment in the different shipbuilding establishments of 
the country. I do not believe that on the floor of the House 
we should attempt such a thing without having had an 
opportunity to study the matter with regard to the two 
factors need and orderly construction. Consideration should 
be given also to programs that will follow for other types 
of ships, and possibly more of this particular type of ship. 
It is of paramount importance that we should know what 
the conditions of work in shipbuilding establishments may 
be and what the department’s plans may be for accomplish- 
ing new work in the several shipbuilding yards of the coun- 
try as to these and other types of craft for which we proba- 
bly may be called upon to appropriate within the next year. 
It seems to me it is unwise to include an item in the bill 
such as the proposed amendment of the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. HALE. I quite agree with the gentleman that there 
ought to be a constructive plan which will build our Navy 
up year by year to what it ought to be, and along that line 
I call attention to the fact that Japan, for example, built 
7 destroyers in 1923, 5 in 1924, 5 in 1925, 5 in 1926, 5 in 
1927, 5 in 1928, 5 in 1929, 2 completed in 1930, and 9 building. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Idaho 
(Mr. FRENCH] has expired. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Idaho have five additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HALE. Great Britain built 2 in 1923, 3 in 1924, 2 in 
1925, 2 in 1927, 8 in 1930, and is now building 17. As the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Brack] said, we have not 
completed a destroyer since 1922. Assuming the life of a 
destroyer is 16 years instead of 13 years, as the treaty pro- 
vides, it is a fact that by 1936, unless we build some de- 
stroyers, we will have only 16 out of our 226 destroyers 
which will be effective ships. 

I desire to raise my voice in protest, if no one else in this 
House does, against a policy which permits our Navy to 
deteriorate in any such fashion. [Applause.] 

Mr. BLACK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FRENCH. I yield. 

Mr. BLACK. Inasmuch as Great Britain is building a new 
type destroyer, and inasmuch as we have adopted this parity 
yardstick for whatever it is worth, does the gentleman not 
think the logical way to progress, then, is, if Great Britain 
builds one ship of a certain type, we should build a ship of 
a certain type, provided both parties stay within the treaty 
limits, instead of this even-construction proposition and cut- 
ting down help in the navy yards? Why does the gentleman 
not want to move step by step, as they say in Latin, pari 
passu, with Great Britain? We could do that on destroyers 
by adopting the amendment I have offered. 

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Hate] referred to destroyers that have been built in the last 
several years by Japan and Great Britain. The gentleman 
did not indicate to the House, however, that in this particu- 
lar type of ship the United States was and is vastly beyond 
either of those two countries in strength, in tonnage, and in 
ships built. Of course, those two countries were in the posi- 
tion that we were and are with respect to cruisers; and 
hence the reason for the destroyers that were being built a 
few years ago by both Japan and Great Britain. As a 
matter of fact to-day we are vastly beyond the destroyer 
strength which we are permitted under the treaty. To use 
the illustration of the gentleman from New York, which 
was unhappy when applied to destroyers, we are far beyond, 
in tonnage and strength in destroyers, of either Great 
Britain or Japan. 

Mr. HALE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FRENCH. I yield. 

Mr. HALE. But the gentleman will concede that that 
difference can only continue for a year or two more. 

Mr. FRENCH. Of course, it will continue longer than 
that unless unusual building programs are adopted by those 
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two countries. I have already indicated that there is an 
orderly way in which we ought to proceed with the build- 
ing program. 

Mr. BLACK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FRENCH. I yield. 

Mr. BLACK. Will the gentleman assure the House that 
his committee will take up the question of destroyer con- 
struction at the next session? 

Mr. FRENCH. Oh, the chairman of this committee does 
not know what recommendations, will be made, what studies 
would reveal in the next Congress. He does not know what 
his responsibility may be in the next Congress. For that 
reason he must omit to indicate any probable action a 
year from now. 

Mr. BLACK. With that promise from the gentleman from 
Idaho I insist on my amendment. 

Mr. TABER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FRENCH. I yield. 

Mr. TABER. Is it not true that no request has been made 
by the Navy Department for the construction of destroyers 
at this time? 

Mr. FRENCH. That is correct. 

Mr. TABER. And no opportunity has been given to go 
over the situation, to see whether or not these things should 
be done? 

Mr. FRENCH. That is correct. 

Mr. TABER. Is it not the mark of utter folly for us to 
go ahead and attempt on this floor, without any idea of 
what money might be used, without any idea whether or 
not it fits into the program of the department, or whether 
or not they are ready to build such ships, and appropriate 
$4,500,000 to build four destroyers? 

Mr. FRENCH. It seems to me the gentleman has in- 
dicated the correct procedure here, and by his question I 
would be compelled to answer in the affirmative. 

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FRENCH. I yield. 

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. Did the Chief of Operations 
make any recommendations whatever to your committee 
with respect to the building program in the yards? 

Mr. FRENCH. We had before the committee the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, the Chief of Naval Operations, and the 
officers in charge of the construction bureaus, and not one 
of them proposed this building of destroyers. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No appropriation contained in this act shall be available for 
the purchase of any raw materials of foreign production or any 
manufactured articles or supplies of foreign production or con- 
taining materials of foreign production except (1) for experi- 
mental purposes, (2) raw materials not produced in kind or 
requisite quantity or quality in the United States, and (3) 
requisite manufactured materials or articles not procurable in the 
United States. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, 
which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read the amendment as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Brrrren: On page 47, beginning in 
line 17, strike out the paragraph ending in line 2 on page 48 and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“That in the expenditure of a ah Speer in this act the 
Secretary of the Navy shall, unless in his discretion the interests 
of the Government will not permit, purchase for use or contract 
for the use of, within the limits of the United States, only 
articles of the growth, production, or manufacture of the United 
States, notwithstanding the provisions of any law to the contrary.“ 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of, 
order on the amendment. 

Mr. BRITTEN. This language, Mr. Chairman, is pre- 
sented in order to clarify a condition in the bill as it has 
been presented to the House wherein it will make it neces- 
sary for the Navy to buy its fuel oil, its coal, and make 
many purchases within the United States at an extreme 
cost. This language has been submitted to the gentlemen 
comprising the subcommittee having this bill in charge and 
is agreeable to them, because it is substantially the language 
that will be agreed upon by the Senate and House con- 
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ferees who are now sitting on the War Department appro- 
priation bill, with a view to providing language in the 
appropriation bill that will protect the Government against 
the dumping of Russian material or almost any manufac- 
tured product which will come in direct competition with the 
manufactures of the United States. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BRITTEN. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman allow me to with- 
draw my reservation of a point of order. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Certainly. 

Mr. Chairman, in connection with this amendment, I 
would like to present a letter from the Secretary of the 
Navy to the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. FRENCH]. It reads: 


The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: The bill making appropriations for the 
Navy Department and the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
1932, has been reported and is about to be taken up by the House. 

The bill on page 47, lines 17 to 22, and page 48, lines 1 and 2, 
contains the following words: 

“No appropriation contained in this act shall be available for 
the purchase of any raw materials of foreign production or any man- 
ufactured articles or supplies of foreign production or containing 
materials of foreign production except (1) for experimental pur- 
poses, (2) raw materials not produced in kind or requisite quantity 
or quality in the United States, and (3) requisite manufactured 
materials or articles not procurable in the United States.” 

The Navy Department desires to offer comment on this phrase- 
ology. 

Materials purchased from foreign sources may be classed in two 
principal categories: 

(a) Those produced in such limited quantities within the 
United States as to make it necessary to supplement the domestic 
supply with imports; 

(b) Those produced in sufficient quantities in the United States 
but at cost in excess of the cost of foreign products. 

In category (a) there are tin, manganese, antimony, platinum, 
bristles, curled hair, emery, asbestos, chromite, and nickel. Under 
category (b) cases arise where bids on articles of foreign manu- 
facture are materially less than those of domestic source. 

Section 3728 of the Revised Statutes requires that the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, in making contracts and purchases of articles 
for naval purposes, give preference, when other things, including 
price and quality, are equal, to domestic articles. This statute 
appears to cover the situation sufficiently, unless it is desired to 
favor the domestic article at the price of a material increase in 
cost. It is understood that the advantage the domestic article 
should receive is covered by provisions of the tariff law, and a 
further provision of the kind referred to would result in addi- 
tional increase in-cost to the Government. 

Many instances when the Navy Department would be under a 
disadvantage in supplying material for the Navy may be cited 
should this limitation on expenditures be enacted. Three illus- 
trations are given: (1) In that it would limit the procurement of 
range finders, telescopes, and other optical materials to one firm 
in the United States, namely, the Bausch & Lomb Optical Co. 
(2) It would probably prevent the use by the Navy of Acnhuz 
gyrocompasses, which it is now proposed to install in the all-metal 
dirigibles now being built. (3) Most manufacturers of surgical 
instruments in the United States are using English steel as basic 
material, apparently because such steel may be obtained at a 
lesser cost than the same grade as produced in the United States. 
Under the limitation the Navy Department would be debarred 
from purchasing instruments of the usual commercial type and 
required to pay a high premium for their special manufacture 
from United States steel. 

It is believed that the limitation would seriously discourage 
competition for Government business, since honest dealers would 
hesitate to guarantee that their products contained no materials 
of foreign production or manufacture, while such guarantee would 
appear to be necessary for the protection of the purchasing offi- 
cers, Such extreme limiting of competition would inevitably 
increase prices and result in materially higher cost to the Govern- 
ment for its supplies. Inasmuch as the domestic manufacturer 
or producer has the benefit of the tariff, the bidder on an imported 
article being required to pay duty, it does not appear necessary 
that the dealer who offers an article of domestic production should 
be accorded any further advantage through this legislation. It is 
not believed that the established policy of making purchases for 
the Government on the basis of competitive bidding should be 
disturbed or restricted. Dealers in imported articles are usually 
American citizens, engaged in legitimate enterprises, and it would 
appear that they are entitled to share in the business of supplying 
materials to the Government on equal terms with other dealers, 

Purchases for the military services represent a negligible pro- 
portion of the aggregate business of the country, and restrictions 
on their procurement that would result in limiting production of 
Government requirements to manufacturers employing only do- 
mestic products, could have but a negligible effect on the volume 
of business of the country as a whole, and any slight advantage to 
individual producers would be more than offset by increased costs, 
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which would add to the burden of the taxpayer. Such restric- 
tions would furthermore restrict the normal flow of business, due 
to special Government requirements, which would be most disad- 
vantageous to business, 

The administration of the requirements of this clause would be 
extremely difficult, almost impossible. 

The Navy Department feels that the following unfortunate con- 
sequences would result from the enactment of this clause in the 
appropriation act: 

(a) An exhaustion of certain raw materials produced in this 
country at a rate which would not be justified under the policy 
of conservation of national resources. 

(b) An inexcusable increase in the cost of raw materials now 
held to reasonable figures by the competition of international 
markets. 

(c) The necessity for the segregation of the supplies of locally 
obtained raw material within established industries to meet the 
Government affidavits required under the amendment, with in- 
evitable cost increases to the Government. 

(d) A very considerable increase in the cost of inspection to 
meet the requirements. 

Sincerely yours, 
O. F. ADAMS, 
Secretary of the Navy. 


Mr. Chairman, the Paymaster General of the Navy says 
of the language I am aiming to strike out of the bill: 


The Bureau of Supplies and Accounts is of the opinion that 
the limitations inserted by the Appropriation Committee would 
seriously interfere with the purchase of necessary materials of 
all kinds for the naval service, and might in fact make im- 
poe the purchase of essential articles for the operation of the 

avy. 

The provision of page 29 of the appropriation bill in connec- 
tion with the purchase of fuel oil of foreign production would 
make it possible that the Navy would be denied the purchase of 
fuel oil on the east coast, due to the fact that the major pro- 
ducers in their re processes make use of considerable quan- 
tities of Mexican and South American crude oils, which become 
mingled with American crudes, and it would be impossible for 
the Navy as a purchaser to determine whether the crude oils 
entering into its purchases of fuel oil were domestic or foreign. 

On page 47 the provisions of the appropriation bill in connection 
with procurements abroad prohibit purchase of materials on for- 
eign stations, or fuel, provisions, and other supplies which neces- 
sarily would have to be of foreign production. Furthermore, in 
purchases within the United States, it would be impossible of 
enforcement for the simple fact that articles of foreign production 
enter into articles manufactured in the United States and their 
identity is completely lost track of. 

As a matter of fact, the purchases by the Navy of materials of 
foreign production or manufacture are, with the exception of those 
articles which are not produced or manufactured in the United 
States, comparatively limited in proportion to the quantity and 
value of articles of United States growth, production, and manu- 
facture, and, with the exception of those articles purchased on 
foreign stations, the purchases by the Navy of foreign articles from 
foreign dealers are practically negligible. 

As it is realized that it is the intention of Co: to insert in 
the naval appropriation bill some form of limitative legislation on 
this subject it is not considered that any good could be done by 
attempting to have the provisions referred to above eliminated. 
But it is essential that some attempt be made to have the Con- 
gress adopt legislation which will be less restrictive, more easily 
capable of administration, and at the same time secure practically 
the object which Congress has in mind. 

Section 3728 of the Revised Statutes now requires that pref- 
erence shall be given to articles of the growth, production, and 
manufacture of the United States, all other things including 
price and quality being equal. It is the question of price which has 
prevented the Navy Department from showing preference to the 
United States products by its having to accept foreign articles 
offered at lower prices than domestic articles. 


Mr. Chairman, the highest ranking officer in the Navy 
says of this provision and the one on page 29: 


If the restrictive provision with regard to fuel oil on page 29 of 
the appropriation bill, and the restrictive provision with regard 
to items of foreign production or containing materials of foreign 
production on page 47 becomes law, it is foreseen that serious 
handicap will be encountered in meeting fuel-oil requirements 
for the Navy in the fiscal year 1932. 


PETROLEUM PRODUCTS 


The world's production of crude oil is dominated by four major 
producers; that is, the United States, the largest; South America, 
the second largest; Russia, the third; and Mexico, the fourth. 
With the exception of Russian oil, crude oil from the three 
producers in the world is in the main refined in the United States, 
and a very large proportion of this refining process occurs on the 
east coast of the United States, from the Gulf of Mexico north 
to Bayonne, N. J. Practically every large integrated oil company 
doing business on the east coast of the United States has produc- 
tion either in Mexico or South America, or both, or has commercial 
access to these foreign crudes. Consequently, any petroleum 
products purchased by the Navy from these companies is poten- 
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tial of haying Mexican or South American crude in it. It is likely 
(certain in fact), therefore, that if the restrictive of 
the Navy bill becomes law, that there is great possibility that the 
Navy would be denied purchase of fuel oil, „Diesel, and 
lubricants from east-coast refiners. It is believed that the situa- 
tion as to the source of oil on the west coast is different, because 
of the trade structure, mainly in connection with transportation; 
that is, that it does not pay to transport Mexican or South Amer- 
ican crude to the refineries on the west coast of the United States. 

The large oil companies operation in the eastern part of the 
United States, viz, Standard of New Jersey, Standard of New York, 
Standard of Indiana, Gulf Refining Co., and other large companies 
undoubtedly manufacture their products from crude obtained from 
various points, including South America and Mexico. Unless 
bidders would be entirely honest in making statements in bids 
that refined products are of American origin, both as to crudes and 
refining, it would be practically impossible for the Navy as pur- 
chaser to determine that any petroleum products obtained were of 
such origin. 

The Navy is without the necessary machinery to effect shipment 
of its requirements'of these items from the west coast of the 
United States even where storages are available and the procure- 
ment by commercial carrier would result in a material increase in 
east coast prices. 


COAL 


The restriction referred to would also apply to foreign coals 
purchased, notably in the Philippine Islands, Guam, and Samoa. 
It would be inescapable that coals for these points would have 
to be shipped from the United States, increasing, in general, the 
present cost two or three times. For instance, to ship coal from 
the east coast of the United States to Samoa would interject and 
add to price of transportation cost of approaching $30 a ton. 

Summarizing the foregoing, it is clear— 

First. That the Navy would pay more for its fuel. 

Second. That if the restrictive provisos were completely en- 
forced, that the Navy would find it very difficult, if not impossible, 
to meet the practical difficulties of getting the required fuel for 
the fleet, 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. KetcHam) there were—ayes 43, noes 5. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No part of any appropriation made for the Navy shall be ex- 
pended for any of the purposes herein provided for on account of 
the Navy Department in the District of Columbia, including per- 
sonal services of civilians and of enlisted men of the Navy, except 
as herein expressly authorized: Provided, That there may be de- 
tailed to the Bureau of Navigation not to exceed at any one time 
six enlisted men of the Navy: Provided further, That enlisted 
men detailed to the naval dispensary and the radio communica- 
tion service shall not be regarded as detailed to the Navy Depart- 
ment in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, in order to make two 
paragraphs of the bill comport with each other, I ask unan- 
imous consent to return to page 29 for the purpose of striking 
out the proviso. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent to return to page 29 of the bill for the 
purpose of offering an amendment. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Chairman, I will read the proviso: 

Provided further, That no part of this appropriation shall be 


available for the purchase of or payment for any kind of fuel oil 
of foreign production, except by or for vessels in a foreign port. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I object to 
that request. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


No part of the appropriations made in this act shall be available 
for the salary or pay of any officer, manager, superintendent, fore- 
man, or other person or persons having charge of the work of any 
employee of the United States Government while making or caus- 
ing to be made with a stop watch or other time-measuring device 
a time study of any job of any such employee between the starting 
and completion thereof, or of the movements of any such em- 
ployee while engaged upon such work; nor shall any part of the 
appropriations made in this act be available to pay any pre- 
miums or bonus or cash reward to any employee in addition to his 
regular wages except for suggestions resulting in improvements or 
economy in the operation of any Government plant. 


Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment offered by Mr. MILLER: Page 49, line 11, strike out 
the period, insert a semicolon, and add the following: “And that 
no part of the moneys herein appropriated for the Naval Estab- 
lishment or herein made available therefor shall be used or ex- 
pended under contracts hereafter made for the repair, purchase, 
or acquirement, by or from any private contractor, of any naval 
vessel, machinery, article, or articles that at the time of the pro- 
posed repair, purchase, or acquirement can be repaired, manufac- 
tured, or produced in each or any of the Government navy yards 
or arsenals of the United States, when time and facilities permit, 
and when, in the judgment of the Secretary of the Navy, such 
repair, purchase, acquirement, or production would not involve an 
appreciable increase in cost to the Government: Provided, That 
nothing herein shall be construed as altering or repealing the pro- 
viso contained in section 1 of the act to authorize the construction 
of certain naval vessels, approved February 13, 1929, which pro- 
vides that the first and each succeeding alternate cruiser upon 
which work is undertaken, together with the main engines, armor, 
and armament shall be constructed or manufactured in the Gov- 
ernment navy yards, naval gun factories, naval ordnance plants, 
or arsenals of the United States, except such material or parts as 
are not customarily manufactured in such Government plants.” 


Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
against the amendment. : 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, the amendment which I have proposed is the exact 
language carried in the appropriation bill of last year. The 
general purpose of the amendment is to give the navy yards 
of the United States a fair and equal break in the manufac- 
ture of such needful and necessary things, machinery, and 
so forth, vessels, or parts thereof, as are used by the United 
States Navy. . 

Mr. SWING. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MILLER. Yes. 

Mr. SWING. The gentleman means to also give the 
nse States Treasury an even break for what it is asked 

? 

Mr. MILLER. Absolutely; because the amendment pro- 
vides that these things shall not be furnished at additional 
cost to the United States Government. We have in the 
United States eight navy yards from -which month after 
month men are being discharged and the pay rolls are being 
decreased every day, while in the private construction yards 
of the United States, in five of the largest of them, there is 
$122,000,000 worth of shipping under construction to-day. 
Thirty-one vessels are under construction in the civil yards 
of the United States. The Bethlehem people, at the Fore 
River plant, have $36,000,000 worth of construction on hand 
to-day. Newport News Drydock Co. has over $25,000,000, 
and the Sun Shipbuilding Co. has $10,000,000. The Bethle- 
hem Shipbuilding Co., $36,000,000; New York Shipbuilding 
Co., $25,000,000; and Federal Shipbuilding Co., $24,000,000. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MILLER. Yes. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. How many people are they turning 
off at the navy yards? Some one has stated that the num- 
ber is more than 5,000. 

Mr. MILLER. I do not know the exact figures, but the 
number is enormous. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. I know they are turning off quite a 
number here in Washington. 

Mr. MILLER. Here in Washington and also at Norfolk, 
and they are also turning them off at the other navy yards 
all over the country, and especially at the Pacific coast 
yards where perhaps the pinch is felt most of all. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MILLER. Yes. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. May I say in answer to the 
gentleman from North Carolina that it is estimated the 
number all over the country is 4,000, including 1,000 at 
Philadelphia and 800 at Norfolk. 

Mr. MILLER. On the 26th of last month the Shipping 
Board furnished me figures of shipping under construction 
out of the so-called “trust fund” and for which contracts 
have been let or entered into, aggregating 31 vessels at an 
expense to the United States Government of $122,000,000. 
The following is a list of the vessels, the builders, and the 
cost of each ship: 
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Vessels being constructed or reconditioned with aid from construction loan fund, M. M. A., 1928 
VESSELS UNDER CONSTRUCTION 


President Hoover 


Hull 340. 
Hull 1440. 
Hull 1441. 
Hull 147 


5 Goats Steamship Co 
Uniad States Lines 


Steadfast...............| Baltimore Mail Steamship Co 
Independence do 

FFC A . n N 
Vietor ions AEE EER do 

C do 


C, combination passenger and cargo; T, tanker, 


There is at Newport News construction contracted for out 
of this “trust fund” of the Shipping Board amounting to 
$25,725,000—five years’ work at the Newport News Drydock 
& Shipbuilding Co. 

At the Bethlehem Shipbuilding Co. (Fore River) there is 
$36,550,000 worth of work under construction, for which 
contracts have been let to that plant. 

The Sun Shipbuilding Co., $10,087,500, at Chester, Pa. 

The New York Shipbuilding Co., at Camden, N. J., 
$25,600,000. 

Federal Ship Building Co., Kearney, N. J., $24,838,850. 

Mr. WOLVERTON of New Jersey. Will the gentleman 
permit an interruption at this point? 

Mr. MILLER. Yes. ; 

Mr. WOLVERTON of New Jersey. In quoting the figures 
which the gentleman has just referred to relating to the 
New York Shipbuilding Co., of Camden, N. J., is the gentle- 
man aware of the fact that at the present time not one-third 

-of that yard is operating and that it is not employing one- 
third of the number of employees it has the capacity to use? 

Mr. MILLER. I do not know about the number of people 
you are employing there, but you are constructing there two 
8,200-ton vessels, at a cost of $2,300,000 each, and you are 
constructing two 30,500-ton vessels, at a cost of $10,500,000 
each. I do not know how many men you are putting to 
work there, but there are contracts to-day amounting to 
$25,600,000 with the New York Shipbuilding Co. in the gen- 
tleman's district. 

Mr. WOLVERTON of New Jersey. Will the gentleman 
permit me to make this statement to him? 

Mr. MILLER. Do not take up all of my time. 

Mr. WOLVERTON of New Jersey. Until the Jones-White 
Act was passed, with a yard having a capacity of 20 ways 
for the building of ships, there was only one ship on the 
ways. 

Mr. MILLER. I do not care about that. I know these 
are the contracts that they have got in the gentleman’s 
district. 
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113, 215, 500 


$1, 767, 770 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wash- 
ington has expired. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MILLER. The Federal Ship Building Co. at Kearney, 
N. J., in the gentleman's State, has contracts to-day in the 
sum of $24,808,000 and is building four 10,000-ton ships and 
five 7,589-ton ships. 

Now, gentlemen, with this condition, with every private 
yard in the United States glutted with work for the next 
five years, I think we should pay some attention to the 
United States navy yards and should insert an amendment 
of this character giving the option to the Secretary of the 
Navy to assign to the United States navy yards the vessels 
for which bids have been asked or opened. 

On day before yesterday bids were opened at the Navy 
Department for the construction of a 10,000-ton cruiser. 
The lowest bid was $10,450,000 and it was from a private 
bidder, one of these yards that is glutted with work for the 
next five years. This same vessel could be built at a Gov- 
ernment navy yard for at least $2,500,000 less and my 
amendment gives the Secretary of the Navy the right to 
assign this work to a navy yard. 

Mr. COYLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MILLER. Yes. 

Mr. COYLE. Your own navy yard on Puget Sound is one 
of the best and most effective yards in the country without 
any doubt. 

Mr. MILLER. I am very happy to say so. 

Mr. COYLE. But is it not true that the present funda- 
mental law is practically as you have written it in this 
amendment? 

Mr. MILLER. It is exactly in the language of the bill 
that is in effect now. 
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Mr. COYLE. I do not mean to indicate the appropriation 
bill but the general law with regard to procurement of ma- 
terials. 

Mr. MILLER. Yes. 

Mr. COYLE. The gentleman’s amendment does not in 
any way change existing law? 

Mr. MILLER. Not the least bit. 

Mr. COYLE. Then, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the gentleman, if it does not change existing law, why put 
the amendment in here? 

Mr. MILLER. The existing law applies to the 1931 ap- 
propriation bill and related to that bill. It is existing law, 
but it expires at the end of this fiscal year. 

Mr. COYLE. Correct me if I am wrong, but my under- 
standing is that the continuing statute law requires the 
Secretary of the Navy to purchase in navy yard or private 
yard according to the best advantage to ths United States 
Government on all occasions. 

Mr. MILLER. I am not aware of that continuing law, 
if there is any such law. This provision has been carried 
in the appropriation bill from year to year for several years, 
until many Members have considered it existing law, but I 
can find no basis for that. 

On April 5, 1927, bids were opened for 10,000-ton cruisers. 
The bids were as follows: 

Newport News Dry Dock & Shipbuilding Co_......... 
New York Shipbuilding Co—— 10, 815, 000 
Bethlehem Shipbuilding Co— 

At the same time the Puget Sound Navy Yard estimated 
it could build one of these vessels for $8,599,250. One of 
these vessels was allotted to that yard and completed 
$1,700,000 less than the estimate and on time. This shows 
what a properly organized navy yard can do and how it 
can save the Government money. This amendment gives 
opportunity to not only save money on vessels but on every- 
thing else needful and necessary for the Navy. 

Mr. FRENCH. I make the point of order that this amend- 
ment is not in order because it imposes certain duties upon 
the Secretary of the Navy, both direct and by implication. 
I direct the attention of the Chair to the language five or 
six lines down, where it says that— 

Certain things shall be done when time and facilities permit, 
and when, in the judgment of the Secretary of the Navy such 
repair, purchase, acquirement, etc., would not involve an appre- 
ciable increase in cost to the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. This is 

not a new question. Limitations in the same language as 
this have been offered in the past on Navy appropriation 
bills. This kind of a limitation does not really restrict the 
use of the money to certain purposes, which is characteris- 
tic of limitations, but affirmatively imposes upon the Secre- 
tary of the Navy the duty of making a comparative-cost 
study of manufacture, the building of vessels, the making of 
repairs, and so forth, as between doing the work in the navy 
yards and letting it out on private contracts. 

Furthermore, it not only imposes upon him the duty to 
make the cost study but it vests in him the discretion to 
determine whether or not any increase in cost is appreciable. 
It is legislation imposing on the Secretary of the Navy a duty 
not imposed upon him by existing law. 

The Chair calls attention to the fact that on this kind of 
a limitation, Representative Luce, Chairman of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union on Feb- 
ruary 8, 1929, held such an amendment not to be in order, 
and on the same day when the committee rose the question 
came up on a motion to recommit and the ruling was sus- 
tained by Speaker LoncwortH. Therefore the Chair sus- 
tains the point of order, and the Clerk will read. 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES 

For professional and technical books and periodicals, law books, 
and necessary reference books, including city directories, railway 
guides, freight, passenger, and express tariff books and photo- 
stating, for department library; for purchase of photographs, 
maps, documents, and pictorial records of the Navy, photostating 
and other necessary incidental expenses in connection with the 
preparation for publication of the naval records of the war with 


the Central Powers of Europe; for stationery, furniture, news- 
papers, plans, drawings, and drawing materials; purchase and ex- 
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change of motor trucks or motor delivery wagons, maintenance, 
repair, and operation of motor trucks or motor delivery wagons; 
garage rent; street-car fares not exceeding $500; freight, express- 
age, postage, typewriters, and computing, and other absolutely 
necessary expenses of the Navy Department and its various bu- 
reaus and offices, $85,000; it shall not be lawful to expend, unless 
otherwise specifically provided herein, for any of the offices or 
bureaus of the Navy Department in the District of Columbia, any 
sum out of appropriations made for the naval service for any 
of the purposes mentioned or authorized in this paragraph: Pro- 
vided, That any unexpended or unobligated balances under appro- 
priations for salaries in the Navy Department for the fiscal year 
1931 may, with the approval of the Secretary of the Navy, be 
expended for the purchase, exchange, or rental of labor-saving 
devices during the fiscal year 1932. 


Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to 
correct the text on page 52, line 23. 
The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Page 52, line 23, after the word “computing,” insert the word 
“ machines.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HULL of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
subcommittee whether or not the amendment adopted giving 
the Secretary of the Navy power to purchase supplies regard- 
less of the law will open the door for the purchase of oleo- 
margarine? 

Mr. FRENCH. May I say to the gentleman that the ques- 
tion of purchasing oleomargarine is within the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Navy. However, the committee made 
inquiry into the subject to see whether or not oleomargarine 
was being purchased and used by the Navy. When we had 
the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts before us we made 
the inquiry of the chief of the bureau and he advised us 
that no oleomargarine was purchased by the Navy. When 
we had the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery before us the 
chief of the bureau said that less than $100 worth of oleo- 
margarine had been purchased during the year, and these 
purchases were for use under prescriptions by physicians 
when it seemed desirable for the use of something besides 
butter. Under the circumstances the committee felt that 
it was not desirable to attempt to modify the situation. 

Mr. HULL of Wisconsin. Is the gentleman sure that a 
condition may not arise in the future? 

Mr. FRENCH. I have no idea that it will. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment, the committee will return to page 42, line 20, to the 
consideration of the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. Ayres]. Without objection, the Clerk 
will again report the amendment. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Ayres: Page 42, line 20, after the 
word “fund,” insert a new paragraph, as follows: 

“No part of any appropriation contained in this act shall be 
available after December 31, 1931, for the pay of more than one- 
half the number of officers and men of the Marine Corps in 
Nicaragua under orders for the performance of duty than were 
on duty in such country on the date of the approval of this act, 
nor shall part of any appropriation contained in this act be avail- 
able after May 31, 1932, for the pay of more than a full com- 
pany of officers and men of the Marine Corps in Nicaragua under 
orders for the performance of duty in such country, except that 
nothing herein shall require a reduction to be made in the num- 
bers of officers and enlisted men of the Marine Corps in Nicaragua 
on account of aviation activity.” 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, can we not agree upon some 
time for debate of this amendment? I suggest 15 minutes 
on a side. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the debate be limited to 40 minutes, to be divided 
equally for and against. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Idaho asks unan- 
imous consent that debate upon this amendment be limited 
to 40 minutes, with the understanding that the Chair will 
endeavor to recognize those for and against the amend- 
ment equally. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of the 
committee, I do not expect to take very much time in dis- 
cussing this amendment because I thoroughly discussed it 
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day before yesterday when the bill was being considered 
under general debate. The amendment is fair and is rea- 
sonable. I provide in the amendment that no part of any 
appropriation contained in this act shall be available after 
December 31, 1931, for the pay of more than one-half of the 
number of officers and men of the Marine Corps in Nica- 
ragua under orders for performance that were on duty in 
that country on the day of the approval of this act. At the 
present time there are 1,200 marines on duty in Nicaragua. 
Some accounts give it at 1,400, and some at 1,200. That 
means that all of the marines there now will stay for a 
period of 10 months from this date. 

It means that in December next one-half of this 1,200 or 
1,400 men will be withdrawn and that the remaining one- 
half shall stay there until May 31, 1932, at which time they 
shall be withdrawn with the exception of a full company of 
officers and men of the marine corps in Nicaragua at that 
time for the performance of their duty who shall remain 
there. There will be, therefore, 100 to 150 to 200 men re- 
tained there for the purpose of guard at the legation and 
also to superintend the election in 1932. That is certainly 
a fair proposition. I refer now to the forces that were kept 
there since 1920. I have a letter from the commandant, 
General Fuller, which I received on the 8th of January last 
in which he states that at the beginning of the fiscal year 
1920 there were 96 marines in Nicaragua; in 1921, 107; in 
1922, 118; in 1923, 118; in 1924, 126; in 1925, 133; in 1926, 
134; in 1927, it jumped from 134 to 1,966; in 1928, 2,543; in 
1929, 3,767; in 1930, 1,872; and in 1931, that is the fiscal 
year, 1,550, although General Fuller stated that there are 
1,414 at this time. I know of no reason why, if we keep the 
forces we have there until December 31 and then withdraw 
one half, and in May, 1932, the other half and leave only a 
company of men there of 100 or 200, it will not be sufficient. 
That will be all that is needed according to the testimony 
of General Fuller himself. 
yield? 

Mr. AYRES. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If there is any logic in the gentleman's 
position, why postpone the effective date of the withdrawal? 
Why not make it immediate? 

Mr. AYRES. Because I do not believe the House would 
accept an amendment of that kind; that is the only reason. 
Besides, I do not want to be unreasonable in the matter, but 
I do want a date fixed specifically when we are going to get 
the marines out of Nicaragua. I think this amendment is 
fair and reasonable and ought to pass. I asked General 
Fuller when he was before our committee the following 
question: 

The pursuit of these bandits is carried on principally by the 
marine aviators, is it not? 

General FULLER. You can hardly say that, The aviators are con- 
stantly flying over Nicaragua, over the part that we occupy. The 
national guard is constantly out with patrols, going from one place 
to another, covering the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 
Kansas has expired. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. AYRES. I again asked him this question: 

What I was getting at is this: peerage Pieces eed PERONDA DEER 
marines used to any extent in chasing these ts? 

General Fuller said: 


No; not very much now. 


Then Mr. Frencu asked him: 


For the most part, then, following the same thought there, the 
members of their own national guard are used? 


Then I said: 
The national guard and the aviators. 
General Fuller: 


That is correct. The national guard are the ones who are doing 
mcst of the following up of the bandits, or trying to find them. 
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I want to call attention to another portion of the hearings, 
where I asked General Fuller: 

What services are these officers performing there for the Nica- 
raguan Government, General, in addition to the services they per- 
form for our Government? 

General FULLER. The services they perform for the Nicaraguan 
Government are as officers of the Nicaraguan National Guard, 
which is organized under the Nicaraguan laws and consists of this 
number of enlisted men I have spoken about before, which was 
about three months ago 2,200, but which has been reduced some- 
what since then. 


Then I asked him this question: 

In your judgment, if the Nicaraguan Government had, say, 
2,500 men in the national guard officered by marines for the next 
few years, do you think it would be necessary to keep our entire 
force down there of 1,000 men? 

And General Fuller said: 

Yes, sir; they ought to be kept there all the time while we have 
our men and Officers as officers of the Nicaraguan National Guard. 
I want to call attention to some further statements 

Mr. BRIGGS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. AYRES. I yield. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Can the gentleman state under what ar- 
rangement these marines are now maintained in Nicaragua? 
Is it by virtue of treaty relations with the Nicaraguan Gov- 
ernment at all? 

Mr. AYRES. No; not at all. 

I asked General Fuller this question: 

Can you give the committee some idea of about how long you 


think we will have to continue to train this national guard until 
they become an efficient military unit for that country? 


And he said: 
They are efficient now. 


Now, ladies and gentlemen, if this National Guard is effi- 
cient, I see no reason why we should keep 1,000 marines 
down there for the purpose of policing this country. They 
were not sent there for the purpose of refereeing revolutions 
in that country, but at most it would be only for the pur- 
pose of supporting the Monroe doctrine or for the purpose 
of protecting American lives and property, and they are not 
there for either purpose. 

Since this amendment was introduced and discussed it 
seems that some kind of an arrangement has been entered 
into within the last 24 hours fixing a specific date for the 
withdrawal of the marines. I have just received from the 
press gallery this news item: 

At the recent conferences held by the Secretary of State with 
Minister Hanna, the American minister to Nicaragua, Colonel 
McDougal, of the Marine Corps, who has been commanding the 
Nicaraguan National Guard, and Major General McCoy, who 
supervised the Nicaraguan elections in 1928, a definite plan for 
the future has been arrived at which has been accepted by 
President Moncada of Nicaragua. Under this plan the Nicaraguan 
National Guard is to be increased by Pinem avn Hen 500 men to 
be used exclusively in the bandit area, and the necessary financial 

ts for this increase of force have been made by the 
icaraguan Government. 

By this increase óf the Nicaraguan National Guard it will be 
possible to withdraw from Nicaragua all of the Marine Brigade 
who are now on combatant duty probably by June next, leaving 
in only the marines who are still e in instruc- 
tion in the Nicaraguan National Guard and an instruction bat- 
talion to support such instruction and an aviation section which 
is 
1 which are entirely without roads. 


for the present to carry supplies in the bandit 

This means that by 
June next the total force of marines in Nicaragua will have been 
reduced from over 5,000 men, which was the size of the force in 
January, 1929, to probably not over 500 men. The N 
Government by this arrangement has also secured funds to in- 
crease the school in which Nicaraguan officers are being trained 
to completely replace the marines now officering the National 
Guard. 


In addition to this the Nicaraguan Government has obtained 
further funds which it has agreed to spend in the construction of 


ment in instructing the National Guard of Nicaragua, and that 
they have paved the way for the ultimate removal of all of the 
Marine forces from Nicaragua immediately after the election 
of 1932. 

Oh, how wonderful to think that all of a sudden the 
powers that be have arrived at an understanding as to when 
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these marines may be withdrawn from Nicaragua. If the 
State Department knew that such an arrangement was being 
made, why was it that our committee did not receive such 
information? ‘The responsible representative of the State 
Department informed our committee no longer ago than 
February 3 that there was nothing that he knew of in regard 
to Nicaragua that the Members of Congress should not know. 
In view of that statement and the further statement made 
by the same party that it would be the utmost folly for us 
to pull out of there at a time when such withdrawal would 
undo all that we had done, there was but one conclusion 
for us to reach, which was that we were being informed as 
to all that was transpiring between this country and Nica- 
ragua relative to the withdrawal of the marines. 

To be real frank about it, I think we were correctly 
informed at that time as to the intention of the State De- 
partment regarding the marines in Nicaragua. It will be 
remembered that soon after I spoke on the 10th of February 
on the subject of our occupancy of Nicaragua and proposed 
an amendment which provided for withdrawing the ma- 
rines and stated that I would offer such amendment at the 
proper time and place, the newspapers throughout the coun- 
try carried headlines to the effect that great quantities of 
arms and ammunition were being smuggled into Nicaragua 
for the bandits and revolutionists. 

Apparently this did not arouse as much interest as was 
anticipated. There was no reaction. So evidently it was 
thought that a more drastic action had to be taken in order 
to prevent Congress from taking action to determine just 
when the Marines should be withdrawn, hence the state- 
ment issued by the Secretary of State, Mr. Stimson, to the 
effect that— 

At the recent conference held by the Secretary of State with 
Minister Hanna, the American minister to Nicaragua, Colonel 
McDougal, of the Marine Corps, who has been co the 
Nicaraguan National Guard, and Major General McCoy, who 
supervised the Nicaraguan election in 1928, a definite plan for the 
future has been arrived at which has been accepted by President 
Moncada, of Ni . Under this plan the Nicaraguan National 
Guard is to be increased by approximately 500 men to be used 
exclusfvely in the bandit area, and the necessary financial arrange- 
ments for this increase of force have been made by the Nicaraguan 
Government. 

The State Department is to be congratulated, not alone in 
concluding that “it would no longer be folly for us to pull 
out of there at a time when it would undo all that we have 
done,” but as well in getting its conclusion to the Capitol 
and on the floor of the House of Representatives so that it 
could be presented to the House during the consideration 
of my amendment. 

It is admitted that this action by the State Department 
had the desired effect of defeating the amendment, but, Mr. 
Chairman, I am gratified that the presentation of this 
amendment accomplished two things, namely: It caused the 
State Department to state specifically when we may expect 
the Marines to be taken out of Nicaragua, and to reach the 
quickest conclusion in the history of that department. 

It now remains to be seen if at about the time the Marines 
are to be withdrawn something does not occur to make it 
necessary, in the judgment of the State Department, to 
continue them in Nicaragua. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to proceed for 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I think the Members of the 
House are acquainted with the background of the situation, 
and the background, so far as the assignment of our Ma- 
rines to Nicaragua is concerned, has been stated by my 
friend from Kansas [Mr. Ayres]. I shall omit to discuss 
the political history of Nicaragua, its area, population, and 
the disturbed political problems that since the establishment 
of Nicaragua as an independent republic have threatened 
her institutions. I shall omit reference at length to the 
peculiar relationship that exists between the United States 
and Nicaragua by reason of the nearness of this country to 
the United States, our traditional friendship, and the special 
interest that our country has in Nicaragua on account of the 
rights possessed by the United States in the privilege granted 
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by Nicaragua for a consideration of $3,000,000 to construct 
a canal from the upper reaches of the lakes in Nicaragua to 
the Pacific Ocean. 

Following revolution and inability at the time to protect 
American citizens and property, about 1910, our Govern- 
ment maintained a legation guard at Managua until 1925. 
In that year, following the assumption of responsibility of the 
Conservative-Liberal Government, we withdrew the legation 
guard of marines upon our own insistence, and it was the 
hope of America that Nicaragua would be equal to the main- 
tenance of order. Within a month revolution occurred. 
The lives and property of American citizens were in danger. 

The Nicaraguan revolutionists were unable to afford any 
guaranty of protection and we were compelled again to land 
marine forces in Nicaragua. These forces have been there 
from that day to this, though the number of our forces in 
Nicaragua was vastly greater two years ago than now, and 
the administration, under the leadership of President Hoover 
and Secretary of State Stimson, is endeavoring to work out 
the best way in which responsibility may be assumed by a 
stable Nicaraguan government and that our forces may be 
withdrawn. At present we have in Nicaragua 1,412 officers 
and enlisted men, including 160 who are detailed particularly 
for the training of the Nicaraguan national peace officers 
who are known as the guardia. Unquestionably it is the 
desire of the administration that the forces of the United 
States be withdrawn at the earliest moment. How may this 
be accomplished in a manner that will be best for Nicaragua 
and best for the United States? That is the problem. 

Ought we to attempt to handle this great problem by havy- 
ing this Congress take action fixing a time within which the 
marines shall be withdrawn or should we permit the matter 
to be handled by certain responsible agencies of our Govern- 
ment, namely, the President and the State Department under 
general authority conferred upon them? 

In other words, is this a question to be handled by debate 
or is it a question to be handled by our national administra- 
tion which represents the country as a whole, and which in 
the final analysis must be responsible for the wisdom or the 
unwisdom with which it meets a grave responsibility? 

No one would be more happy than I to have the marines 
withdrawn from Nicaragua and to have every marine and 
sailor withdrawn from every other country where they are 
to-day; but we are facing conditions not of our making and 
only to a limited extent within our control. We have cer- 
tain responsibilities, certain duties to perform in a country 
where representative government is not altogether secure 
and where orderly processes for a time are threatened. Even 
in older countries stability is sometimes threatened, threat- 
ened happily in most cases in rather limited areas. So defi- 
nitely was this tendency recognized by the framers of the 
Constitution that provision was made for meeting the situa- 
tion should occasion arise within the States where for a 
moment constituted authority might break down. Under 
what we know as martial law, authority was set up for the 
protection of the lives and rights that have been guaranteed 
to American people. 

I have in my hand a volume that indicates the numerous 
specific cases wherein the Federal Government has been 
called upon to protect the lives and property of the people 
within the United States, and where martial law for a time 
has taken the place of civil law when orderly processes had 
failed. 

There come times, too, when our Nation and other nations 
must protect life and property and maintain order when in 
some community in foreign territory government is over- 
thrown and life and property and human rights are threat- 
ened by an upheaval that has swept away all or in large part 
constituted authority, and chaos reigns instead. When 
civilization thus fails in a particular area, when orderly 
processes are overthrown, when an insurrection occurs, what 
a wonderful thing it is that some strong, disinterested, gen- 
erous government may be able to step in and help point the 
way to normal living. 

This is not a new doctrine. This doctrine, so far as the 
United States is concerned, has been in existence from al- 
most the foundation of our Republic. Go back to the early 
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days of our country’s history and the pages will tell the 
story. In 1811 our Government extended protection to our 
nationals in the little Island of Amelia, off the coast of 
Florida. In 1817, under the administration of Monroe, 
Andrew Jackson was sent as the head of a military detach- 
ment into the Spanish possession of Florida for the purpose of 
protecting the lives and property of American nationals this 
side of the line who were threatened with pillage by Indians 
who were seeking refuge in a foreign land. 

From that time until the present, through almost all 
administrations, and regardless of party, the Federal Gov- 
ernment, when civilization has broken down temporarily, 
has been called upon to extend relief. 

In 1823 our marines were in Cuba. The following year 
in Porto Rico. In 1832 in Sumatra. They were in China 
in 1854. In 1858 they were in Uruguay. Our Government 
was called upon during the administrations of Presidents 
Lincoln and Johnson, Grant and Arthur. During President 
Cleveland's first administration our forces landed in Korea, 
in Samoa, and in Haiti. During the second administration 
of President Cleveland it was found necessary to protect 
American lives and property in Brazil, in Hawaii, and 
Korea. 

Consider for a moment what occurred in China in 1900. 
During preceding years certain of the countries of the world 
had seized ports in Chinese territory. China was aroused. 
She was fairly seething with hatred toward European peo- 
ple and the people of the United States were the one great 
people then loved by the population of China. In that 
ancient nation of the Orient 250 citizens of foreign coun- 
tries were murdered. Thirty thousand Christian Chinese 
were killed. The minister from Germany was shot down 
by a soldier on the streets of Peking. Orderly processes had 
failed. 

And then what happened? The United States, Great 
Britain, Germany, and other powers came to the relief of 
civilization. They did what governments have done at other 
times when the institution of human society had broken 
down. They landed their forces; they saved the lives of 
thousands of people who were in peril; they saved the lega- 
tions at Peking, and it was an American officer, then a lieu- 
tenant, the present Gen. Henry Grant Learnard, who was 
was the first officer to scale the wall of the besieged city. 

Haiti was swept by revolution in 1915. Repeatedly presi- 
dents of Haiti had been overthrown. In 1915 President Sam 
was captured by a mob, taken from the walls of the French 
legation, murdered, decapitated, his body torn to pieces as 
it was dragged through the city of Port au Prince. It was 
your Government, through an American ship in the harbor 
at Port au Prince, that came to the rescue and protected 
civilization from disintegration. Marines were landed. 
Murder and plunder ceased, anarchy was banished, and 
within a day order had been restored in the capital of the 
Haitian Republic. This event occurred during the adminis- 
tration of President Wilson. Our Government followed then 
the same policy it has followed in Nicaragua during the 
administrations of Presidents Wilson, Harding, Coolidge, and 
Hoover. 


In 1916 revolution overthrew the Government of Santo 
Domingo. Again it devolved upon the forces of the United 
States, the Navy and the marines, to ward off the ravages of 
war and plunder. Our forces were landed and they took 
charge. Orderly government was restored. Our officers 
trained the native police establishment and after some eight 
years, when a constabulary had been built up that could 
command respect, our forces were withdrawn. 

Mr. Chairman, I have cited these numerous illustrations 
of what might be called intervention of the United States 
for the protection of her nationals and for the protection of 
orderly government, for the purpose of refreshing our minds 
with the thought that the policy the United States is 
following in Nicaragua is not a new policy and that it is not 
a policy peculiar to one political party. The foreign policy 
of the United States in this regard for the most part has not 
known party lines and the parallels that I have cited but 
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recall experiences of similar character within recent years 
under Republican and Democratic administrations. 

A moment ago I referred to the events that brought about 
the presence of certain marine forces in Nicaragua. Be- 
tween 1910 and 1925 our forces were in Nicaragua under 
four Presidents, representing the two great political parties. 
But for the reentry of our marines in Nicaragua after the 
revolution of 1925, in all probability that country would have 
been devastated by war and nationals of all countries and 
their property would have been swept away. 

In 1927 Colonel Stimson was sent to Nicaragua to repre- 
sent our Government and to see if he could mediate between 
the factions and bring about peaceful relations. You will 
recall that his mission was successful. After conferences 
with President Diaz and with General Moncada of the 
revolutionists a truce was declared, the opponents laid down 
their arms, with the exception of Sandino. Sandino prom- 
ised with the others and then failed to keep his agreement. 
His little band of some 300 bandits continued to pillage and 
to carry on banditry, operating from the mountains of the 
northern part of Nicaragua. Under an arrangement worked 
out by Colonel Stimson an election was held. It was an 
orderly election, in 1928, presided over by the representatives 
of the United States forces, and it was so fair an election that 
when it was over and upon the issues decided, the govern- 
ment went to the party contending against the party in 
power. The old government had been our friend, the new 
government became our friend, and it is in power to-day. 
Our forces are in Nicaragua upon an arrangement with and 
upon the desire of the parties in control of the lawfully 
established Government in Nicaragua. 

More than that, under the present administration we are 
handling this question in a way that will mean peace and or- 
der in my judgment. In January, 1929, we had 5,217 marines 
in Nicaragua, but our forces are being reduced, and I am 
advised that to-day they stand at 1,412. Under the policy 
that is being worked out by the administration these will 
be reduced. About 10 days ago an arrangement was worked 
out between the representatives of the Nicaraguan Govern- 
ment and the United States under which it is believed more 
than one-half of our forces will be withdrawn within the 
next four or five months. 

Yesterday President Moncada approved the program and 
to-day the Secretary of State gave out a statement that I 
shall insert in my remarks. 

STATEMENT OF SECRETARY OF STATE STIMSON GIVEN TO THE PRESS 
FEBRUARY 13, 1931 


At the recent conferences held by the 8 of State with 
Minister Hanna, the American minister to Nicaragua, Colonel 
McDougal of the Marine Corps, who has been commanding the 
Nicaraguan National Guard, and Major General McCoy, who 
supervised the Nicaraguan elections in 1928, a definite plan for the 
future has been arrived at which has been accepted by Presi- 
dent. Moncada of Nicaragua. Under this plan the Ni 
National Guard is to be increased by approximately 500 men to be 
used exclusively in the bandit area, and the necessary financial 
arrangements for this increase of force have been made by the 
Nicaraguan Government. 
this increase of the Nicaraguan National Guard it will be 
possible to withdraw from Nicaragua all of the marine brigade 
who are now on combatant duty probably by June 5 leaving in 
Nicaragua only the marines who are still in instruction 
in the Nicaraguan National Guard and an instruction battalion 
to support such instruction and an aviation section which is being 
used for the present to carry supplies in the bandit Provinces, 
which are entirely without roads. This means that by June next 
the total force of marines in Ni will have been reduced 
from over 5,000 men, which was the size of the force in January, 
1929, to probably not over 500 men. The Nicaraguan Government 
b; this t has also secured funds to increase the school 
trained to opie 


and that they have = the way for the ultimate removal of all 
forces from Nicaragua immediately after the election 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Idaho 
has expired. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the gentleman may proceed for five additional 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FRENCH. I thank my colleague and the House for 
this courtesy. Mr. Chairman, I believe I should direct the 
attention of the members of this committee to the policy 
of our country that must be regarded as the national policy. 
The former Secretary of State, Charles Evans Hughes, in his 
address upon the subject of Latin American relations over 
the radio upon January 20, 1925, spoke as follows: 

We have the inescapable relations created by propinquity. 
have the privileges and obligations of neighborhood. * * * 
The essential basis of Pan American cooperation is peace. 

* * * * * . . 

There are those among us who constantly assail our motives 
in relation to the countries of Latin America. What a pity it is 
that among our fellow citizens are those who can not be fair to 
their own Government. * * * 

What a hopeless twist there is in the minds of those who accuse 
us of cherishing an imperialistic policy! Anyone who really un- 
derstands our people must realize that the last thing in the 
world we desire is to assume responsibility as to other peoples. 
We wish to have prosperous and independent neighbors with 
whom we can deal in peace to our mutual advantage. We harbor 
no thought of aggression upon anyone. Instead of encouraging 
the exploitation of other peoples, we are constantly by word and 
deed diminishing the opportunities for it and throwing the 
weight of governmental infiuence against it. 

Our historic policy, which we call the Monroe doctrine, is 
itself designed to thwart measures of aggression. 

Ld * s 


We 


+ * * * 

I have pointed out that the chief danger of strife among our 
neighbors to the south lies in internal dissensions and in the 
tendency to have revolutions instead of fair elections. The in- 
fluence of our Government is diverted to the support of peaceful 
and constitutional methods. Recurrent revolutions are a poor 
sort of educational process; the greatest menace to progress and 
prosperity lies in political instability. 

We have no desire to take advantage of this regrettable condi- 
tion in neighboring countries, either to acquire territory or to 
assume political control. 


Mr. Secretary Stimson, in his address on February 7, 1931, 
upon the subject The United States and the other American 
Republics, referring to the republics to the south of us, de- 
clared: 


From the beginning we have made the preservation of indi- 
vidual independence of these nations correspond with our own 
interests . Our people lead in the recognition of the in- 
dependence of those countries with an instinctive readiness which 
was based upon the sympathy with the doctrine upon which that 
independence rested * * It isa very conservative statement 
to say that the general foreign policy of the United States during 
the past century toward the republics of Latin America has been 
characterized by a regard for their rights as independent nations, 
which when compared with current international mortality in other 
hemispheres has been as unusual as it has been praiseworthy. 


May I conclude the outline of the administration's atti- 
tude toward our sister republics by a quotation from the 
inaugural address of President Herbert Hoover, delivered at 
the National Capital, Washington, D. C., on March 4, 1929. 
President Hoover said: 

I have lately returned from a journey among our sister repub- 
lics of the Western Hemisphere. I have received unbounded hos- 
pitality and courtesy as their expression of friendliness to our 
country. We are held by particular bonds of sympathy and com- 
mon interest with them. They are each of them building a racial 
character and a culture which is an impressive contribution to 
human progress. We wish only for the maintenance of their 
independence, the growth of their stability, and their prosperity. 
While we have had wars in the Western Hemisphere, yet on the 
whole the record is in encouraging contrast with that of other 
parts of the world. Fortunately the New World is largely free 
from the inheritances of fear and distrust which have so troubled 
the Old World. We should keep it so. 


Mr. Chairman, in my judgment, the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ayres] should be rejected. 
The administration by its declarations and by the course it 
has pursued has given the most abundant assurance of its 
desire to withdraw the forces of the United States from 
Nicaragua and to permit the responsibilities of the Nicara- 
guan Government to rest upon the Nicaraguan people. The 
whole life record of performance of the President of the 
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United States and of the Secretary of State, Mr. Stimson, 
must stand as the evidence of good faith that is outlined in 
the professions to which I have referred. The handling of 
the Nicaraguan problem should be left to the sound judg- 
ment of the national administration. 

Fraught as the problem is with the many delicate features 
and factors of which the Congress can not know, it ought to 
be handled in a sympathetic and orderly way by the respon- 
sible officers of our Government. [Applause.] 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I ask recognition in 
favor of the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of the committee, I 
am glad that the distinguished gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Ayres], in undertaking to set up his convictions upon this 
question, exercised due restraint and conservatism in the 
preparation of this amendment. 

Let it be clearly understood that no proper analysis of this 
amendment as it is phrased or any correct interpretation of 
its purpose can possibly involve any partisan or political 
controversy. If the gentleman had introduced an amend- 
ment immediately to withdraw the marines from Nicaragua 
it might have been tinged with that character of criticism, 
but in order to express, as he hopes to express, the opinion 
of the House of Representatives upon this question of our 
international relations with one of our sister republics in 
Central America, he is limiting the instruction with reference 
to the expenditure of these funds in a most conservative 
manner. He is, in fact, if we are to take the statement 
just made by the distinguished gentleman from Idaho, 
limiting its scope more conservatively than is suggested by 
the announcement to-day from the Secretary of State. 

Gentlemen, although the House of Representatives, of 
course, under its constitutional functions has no diplomatic 
responsibility, under the power of the Constitution it can 
not make any suggestions to the Commander in Chief with 
reference to his discretion as to where he shall send any 
part of the Army or the Navy, yet nevertheless I am proud 
to say that it has still reserved to it control over the purse 
strings of this Nation, and what we are seeking to do by 
this limitation in the bill is to express the opinion of the 
House of Representatives with reference to the future 
handling of this question. 

I had hoped that the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. FRENCH] 
would give the House some immediate reason why there 
should be opposition to this limitation upon the appropria- 
tion. I had hoped he might tell us whether or not it was 
under the excuse that was formerly given for sending these 
marines to Nicaragua, that it was to protect some interpre- 
tation of the Monroe doctrine or that it was to protect our 
rights with reference to the proposed Nicaraguan Canal, or 
that they were still there for the purpose of protecting 
American life and property, and I waited in vain to hear the 
distinguished gentleman from Idaho give any of these former 
reasons justifying their retention in Nicaragua as applied to 
the exigencies of the present situation, and he contented 
himself by an elaborate recital of the precedents that have 
been used heretofore with reference to this situation. 

Gentlemen, I say that the permanent occupation of the 
territory of one of our sister republics in the south, whether 
by their invitation or by their opposition, as I see it, is con- 
trary to the real purposes for which the Marine Corps of 
our Nation is organized. [Applause.] They were sent there 
many years ago under the pretense of protecting American 
life and property. Then the excuse was given that they 
were sustaining an alleged agreement made between our 
Secretary of State and the contending factions for the pur- 
pose of holding a fair election in Nicaragua. I ask you, 
gentlemen, from a fair and conservative interpretation of the 
letter and the spirit of our Constitution, in all its provi- 
sions, if you can write into it by any sort of strained con- 
struction an international duty resting upon this Republic 
to go far afield to see that fair elections are held anywhere 
upon the face of the earth. You can not find it there. 

Moreover, there is a practical proposition involved in this 
matter as affecting the taxpayers of this country and the 
Treasury. I am sorry that every member of this committee 
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was denied the privilege of hearing the splendid argument 
made upon this proposition by the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. Ayres] and my colleague from Alabama [Mr. OLIVER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama has expired. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to proceed for two additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Alabama? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. As has been pointed out here, and the 
evidence is undenied, the additional expenditure over and 
above what it would cost our taxpayers had these marines 
remained in the United States in the last five years—the 
extra cost for maintaining them in Nicaragua—has amounted 
to more than $5,000,000, and this is over and above their 
ordinary pay and expenses. 

Gentlemen, this sort of drain on the Treasury of the 
United States under the fictitious excuses that have been 
offered here is not justified, and we ought to adopt this limi- 
tation because, as I say, it is not any criticism of the admin- 
istration so far as its present purpose is concerned, but the 
object which the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ayres] seeks 
to effectuate here in offering this amendment is to see to it 
that whatever may come up between now and the end of this 
year, the spirit and purpose of this amendment, requiring the 
withdrawal of at least a great majority of these marines, 
shall be written into the law and in this way enforce the 
carrying out of the will of the House of Representatives upon 
this question. [Applause.] 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, let me say a few words in 
conclusion. With reference to the remarks made by the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] touching the 
purpose for which our military forces were sent to Nica- 
ragua, of course it is difficult to say when the original pur- 
pose of meeting a crisis for which they were sent became 
blended into the second responsibility of in part aiding in 
maintaining order and the training of officers. I suppose 
both purposes are served to-day, and in both we are follow- 
ing the precedent of the service of our marines in Haiti and 
in Santo Domingo, 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. FRENCH. Certainly. A 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Since it appears from the 
hearings that only 100 marines from 1909 to 1926 were kept 
there, during which time there was serious disturbance, yet 
American lives and property were protected, and since it 
appears that we have had two elections there since 1927, 
and from the testimony before the committee it appears 
there are not exceeding 300 bandits who are giving trouble 
now, does not the gentleman think that we could with safety 
withdraw the marines? 

Mr. FRENCH. I am hoping that we shall be able to 
withdraw the marines at the earliest possible time, and if 
the administration charged with the responsibility can have 
the cooperation of the Congress, in my judgment, speedily 
will come the time when less than 100 marines may con- 
stitute the guard of our legation in Nicaragua. Under the 
agreement that was worked out by Secretary Stimson when 
he visited Nicaragua in 1927 it was understood and agreed 
by the Government now in power and by the United States 
that in some measure we should remain in Nicaragua until 
after the election of 1932 for the purpose of assisting again 
in the establishment of orderly government. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. FRENCH. My time is just up. Let me call atten- 
tion to a report that was carried in the papers yesterday of 
machine guns being smuggled into Nicaragua. Where did 
they come from? ‘The report says this is not known. 

The passage of an amendment such as has been proposed 
would give encouragement to bandits in Nicaragua, would 
give encouragement to those who are bent upon assisting 
the bandits against the established Government. It is that 
uncertainty that you would throw into the situation in the 
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paaa e of such a declaration as this that is the disturbing 
actor. 

One week ago yesterday I was on E Street, between 
Eleventh and Twelfth, in the northwest section of the city. 
of Washington. I was near the Perpetual Building & Loan 
Association office. I saw a line of men and women, three 
or four deep, extending for more than a block, and why? 
Because of a run upon the building association caused by 
some one willfully or through misinformation starting a 
story that the institution was umsound. The story was . 
wicked; the institution was sound; and because of its fine 
management and the character of its board of directors it 
had the backing of the substantial institutions of this city. 
The run came speedily to an end. But disaster was threat- 
ened, and it was averted only by heroic action. Do not start 
a run upon the foreign policy of your Government in its 
relations with Nicaragua by proposing here on the floor and 
passing an amendment of this nature. Do not arouse sus- 
picion; do not try to create doubt. If you do, you will aid 
banditry, you will aid lawlessness. If you do, while I know 
it is not the purpose of any who may support the amend- 
ment, it will give encouragement to those who are bent 
upon creating disorder and overthrowing the existing Gov- 
ernment, and it will make more difficult the way toward 
peace. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Ayres) there were—ayes 68, noes 94. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair appointed Mr. AYRES 
and Mr. Frenca to act as tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 86, noes 109. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise and report the bill back to the House with 
amendments, with the recommendation that the amend- 
ments be agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. LERLRHAcH, Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that that committee had had under consideration 
the bill H. R. 16969, the naval appropriation bill, and had 
directed him to report the same back to the House with 
sundry amendments, with the recommendation that the 
amendments be agreed to and that the bill as amended do 
pass. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques- 
tion on the bill and amendments to final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment? If not, the Chair will put them en gros. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and was read the third time. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Speaker, I offer a motion to recommit, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Ayres moves to recommit the bill to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations with instructions to that committee to report the 
same back forwith with the following amendment: On page 42, 
line 20, after the word fund,“ insert a new paragraph, as follows: 

“No part of any appropriation contained in this act shall be 
available after December 31, 1931, for the pay of more than one- 
half the number of officers and men of the Marine Corps in 
Nicaragua under orders for the performance of duty than were on 
duty in such country on the date of the approval of this act, nor 
shall any part of any ap in this 
able after May 81, 1932, for the pay of more than a full company 
of officers and men of the Marine Corps in Nicaragua under orders 
for the performance of duty in such country, except that nothing 
herein shall require a reduction to be made in the numbers of 


officers and enlisted men of the Marine Corps in Nicaragua on 
account of aviation activities.” j 
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Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 


on the motion to recommit. 
The previous question was ordered. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the 
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gentleman from Kansas to recommit. 


Mr. AYRES. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 135, nays 


191; not voting, 105, as follows: 


Abernethy 


Collins 


Culkin 
Dallinger 
Darrow 
Denison 
Dickinson 
Douglas, Ariz. 


[Roll No. 29] 
YEAS—135 
Doughton Kearns Patman 
Doxey Kemp Patterson 
Drane Kerr Peavey 
Driver Kvale Quin 
Edwards LaGuardia Ragon 
Eslick Lambertson Rainey, Henry T. 
Lanham Ramspeck 
Fuller Lankford, Ga. Rankin 
Fulmer Linthicum Rayburn 
Gambrill Lozier Reilly 
Garber, Okla. Ludlow Romjue 
Garner McClintic, Okla. Rutherford 
Gasque McDuffie Sabath 
Glover McKeown Sanders, Tex. 
Granfield McMillan Sandlin 
Green McReynolds Schafer, Wis. 
Greenwood McSwain Schneider 
Gregory Mansfield Sinclair 
Griffin Mead Sirovich 
Hall, Miss. Milligan Smith, W. Va. 
Hancock, N. C. Montet 
Hare Mooney Sproul, Kans. 
Hastings Moore, Ky. 
Hill, Ala. Moore, Va. Tarver 
Hill, Wash Morehead Tucker 
Nelson, Mo, Vinson, Ga. 
Huddleston Nelson, Wis, Warren 
Hull, Tenn. Norton Whittington 
Hull, Wis. O'Connor, N. Y. Wilson 
Jeffers Oldfield Wingo 
Johnson, Okla. Oliver, Ala. W. 
Johnson, Tex. Palmisano Wright 
Jones. Tex. Parks Yon 
Kading Parsons 
NAYS—191 
Dunbar Jonas, N. C. Reid, III 
Dyer Kelly Rich 
Eaton, N. J. Kendall. Pa. Robinson 
Elliott Ketcham TS 
Ellis Kiefner Sanders, N. Y. 
Englebright Kinzer Seger 
Estep Knutson Selber 
Esterly Kopp Shott, W. Va. 
Evans, Calif. Korell Shreve 
Finley Kurtz Simmons 
Fisher Lankford, Va. Simms 
Fitzgerald Leavitt Sloan 
Fort Snell 
Foss Lehlbach Snow 
Free Letts Sproul, Il. 
Freeman Loofbourow Stafford 
French Luce Stalker 
Garber, Va. McClintock, Ohio Strong, Kans. 
Gavagan McCormack, Mass. Strong. Pa. 
Gibson McFadden Sullivan, N. T. 
Golder McLaughlin Sullivan, Pa. 
Goodwin Mi Summers, Wash. 
Goss Maas Swanson 
Guyer Magrady Swick 
Hadley Manlove Swing 
Hale Mapes Taber 
Hall, III Menges Temple 
Hall, Ind Merritt n 
Halsey Michener Timberlake 
Hancock, N. Y Miller 
Hardy Montague Turpin 
Hartley Moore, Ohio Vestal 
Haugen organ Wainwright 
Hawley Mouser 
Hess Murphy Wason 
Hickey Nelson, Me. Watres 
Hoch Niedringhaus Welch, Calif, 
Hogg, Ind Nolan Welsh. 
Hogg, W. Va O'Connor, Okla, Whitley 
laday er Wigglesworth 
Hooper Parker Wolfenden 
Hope Perkins Wolverton, N. J. 
Houston, Del. Pittenger Wolverton, W. Va. 
Hudson Pratt, Harcourt J. Wood 
Hull, Morton D. Purnell Woodruff 
Ramey, Frank M. Wurzbach 
Jenkins Ramseyer Wyant 
Johnson, Nebr. Reed, N. Y. 
NOT VOTING—105 
Bell Cable Chiperfield 
Blackburn Canfield Clark. Md. 
Brunner Carley Clark, N. O. 
Busby Celler Connolly 
Butler Chase Corning 


Crail Hall, N. Dak. Martin Stobbs 

Crisp Hoffman Michaelson Stone 

Cullen Hopkins Newhall ~ Sumners, Tex. 

Davenport H th O'Connor, La. Taylor, Colo. 

Dempsey Hull, William E. Oliver, N. Y. Taylor, Tenn, 

DeRouen Igoe Owen Thatcher 

Dickstein James, Mich Pou Thompson 

Douglass, Mass. James, N. C Prall Thurston 

Doutrich Johnson, Ill Pratt, Ruth Treadway 

Dowell Johnson, Ind Pritchard Underhill 

Doyle Johnson, S. Dak. Ransley Underwood 

Drewry Johnson, Wash. Reece Vincent, Mich, 

Eaton, Colo Johnston, Mo. Rowbottom Watson 

Erk Kahn Sears White 

Evans, Mont. Kendall, Ky Selvig Whitehead 

Fenn Kennedy Shaffer, Va. Williams 
Kunz Short, Mo. Williamson 

Fitzpatrick Langley Smith, Idaho Yates 

Garrett Larsen Somers, N. Y. Zihiman 

Gifford Lea Sparks 

Goldsborough Lindsay 8 

Graham McCormick, Ill. Stevenson 


So the motion to recommit was rejected. 


The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
To recommit (on this vote): 


Mr. Canfield (for) with Mr. Treadway (against). 

Mr. Clark of North Carolina (for) with Mr. Fish (against). 
Mr. Larsen (for) with Mr. Martin (against). 

Mrs. Owen (for) with Mr. Thatcher (against). 

Mr. Lea (for) with Mr. Beedy (against). 

. Crisp (for) with Mr. Andrew (against). 

. Drewry (for) with Mr. Chiperfield (against). 

Garrett (for) with Mr. Johnson of South Dakota (against). 
Bell (for) with Mr. Bacharach (against). 

DeRouen (for) with Mr. Connolly (against). 

Busby (for) with Mr. Beck (against). 

Goldsborough (for) with Mr. Doutrich (against). 

Pou (for) with Mr. Erk (against). 

Sumners of Texas (for) with Mr. Crail (against). 

. Spearing (for) with Mr. Graham (against). 

Taylor of Colorado (for) with Mr. Hopkins (against). 
Stevenson (for) with Mr. Ransley (against). 

. Underwood (for) with Mr. Short of Missouri (against). 
. Williams (for) with Mr. Watson (against). 

Whitehead (for) with Mr. Gifford (against). 


General pairs until further notice: 
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Mr. Underhill with Mr. Carley. 


Mr. Eaton of Colorado with Mr. Corning. 

Mr. Gifford with Mr. Kunz. 

Mr. James of Michigan with Mr. Celler. 

Mr. Fenn with Mr. O'Connor of Louisiana. 

Mr. William E. Hull with Mr. Somers of New York. 

Mr. Johnson of Illinois with Mr. Fitzpatrick. 

Mr. Davenport with Mr. Prall. 

Mr. Cable with Mr. Oliver of New York. 

Mrs. Langley with Mr. Lindsay. 

The result of the vote was announced, as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken, and the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. FRENCH, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


TULSA, OKLA, 


Mr. O'CONNOR of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to address the House for one minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I have placed 
on the blackboard in the lobby a picture of the skyline of 
Tulsa, Okla., my home city. This is unique in this respect, 
that it is the first skyline picture we have ever had. Until 
the oil depression set in the city was growing so fast, and 
we went up in an airplane to get a panoramic picture, the 
town was growing so fast that we always got a moving 
picture. All those who want to see a composite picture of 
Chicago, New York, Detroit, and Los Angeles as they will 
appear in another 10 years if they continue to grow, will, I 
hope, look at the picture of the skyline of Tulsa, Okla., the 
oil capital of the world, as you pass out. Thank you. 
Applause. ] 
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PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. REECE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that, 
on Tuesday next, after the disposition of matters on the 
Speaker’s table, I be permitted to address the House for 50 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. GARNER. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
I wonder if the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Titson] 
is aware of this request? 

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman from Tennessee told me 
that he was going to make such a request. As the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. Garner] will recall I said that until 
the consideration of appropriation bills was concluded I 
should feel constrained to make objection to such requests. 
The last regular appropriation bill has been passed, and 
under the circumstances I do not feel like objecting to the 
request of the gentleman from Tennessee for permission to 
speak. There will be no appropriation bill under considera- 
tion that day. 

Mr. GARNER. I understand that the policy is to be that 
from now on, the appropriation bills having been passed, 
anyone may receive unanimous consent to speak on future 
days? If so, I ask unanimous consent that this side of the 
House have permission to address the House for 50 minutes, 
following the address of the gentleman from Tennessee. We 
are going to have a fair division. : 

Mr. REECE. As I recall, the gentleman from Mississippi 
recently addressed the House on the same subject. 

Mr. GARNER. I think the gentleman addressed the House 
in Committee of the Whole House, in general debate on an 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. REECE. That is correct. 

‘Mr. GARNER. If the gentleman from Mississippi had 
addressed the House, I would not have made this objection. 
I am speaking of a policy. Certain gentlemen on this side 
have asked unanimous consent to address the House, and, 
very properly, the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Trtson] 
objected. Now the gentleman is going to adopt a new policy. 
The appropriation bills having been concluded, the gentle- 
man is going to permit Members to ask unanimous consent 
to address the House on future days for the balance of the 
session for a certain length of time. Now, if that is to be 
the policy, the only thing I ask is that this side of the 
House have equal opportunity to address the House. 

Mr. REECE. I have no objection to such a procedure. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Oklahoma. What would the gentle- 
man from Texas think of the proposition that each side 
take 25 minutes and we would use 25 minutes and your 
side would use 25 minutes? 

Mr. GARNER. I do not care what the gentleman from 
Oklahoma may suggest, there is going to be an equal divi- 
sion of time. If you seek 50 minutes to address the House, 
all I ask is 50 minutes on this side of the House. 

Mr. TILSON. I wish it clearly understood that I am 
establishing no policy whatsoever. I, as one Member of 
this entire House, have no objection to the gentleman from 
Tennessee addressing the House. I am only one Member. 
Every Member has the same right, the same privilege, and 
the same duty that I have te object, if he really wishes to 
object or thinks it should be done. 

Mr. GARNER. Does the gentleman from Connecticut 
want the policy established in the House that there is no 
guidance of the House from the leadership? 

Mr. TILSON. Absolutely; so far as Members of this 
House speaking is concerned. The majority leader is not 
going to assume the responsibility of trying to prevent 
throughout the session anybody in this House from speaking. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Reserving the right to object, Mr. 
Speaker, I understood the gentleman from Tennessee to 
intimate it was his purpose to discuss the Muscle Shoals 
proposition in the 50 minutes requested? 

Mr. REECE. That is my purpose. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Has any further conference been 
agreed upon between the House and Senate conferees in an 
effort to reconcile their differences on that question? 
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Mr. REECE. There was a conference this morning and 
there is to be another one next week. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. What time next week? 

Mr. REECE. On Wednesday. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Does the gentleman think his remarks 
on next Tuesday, if he is permitted to address the House, 
will have a tendency toward reaching an agreement on that 
question? 

Mr. REECE. I had hoped they might be helpful. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. They have not been so far. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that on Tuesday next the gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. McSwarn] may have 50 minutes in which to address the 
House, following the gentleman from Tennessee, and discuss 
the same subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent that, following the address of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Reece] on Tuesday next, the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. McSwain] may be permitted 
to address the House for 50 minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, has the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. McSwarn] indicated his desire that this request be 
considered at this time? 

Mr. GARNER. I am speaking for the gentleman now; 
the gentleman is here, and he will speak on Tuesday. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I shall object 
to the request of the gentleman from Texas that the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. McSwar] be permitted to 
address the House for 50 minutes on Tuesday next; but if 
the gentleman from South Carolina will himself make the 
request I shall not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I shall object. The gen- 
tleman can make the request himself. 

Mr. TILSON. I certainly have no objection, and hope the 
gentleman may be given the time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, I do not desire to object to any request 
propounded by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
McSwatn]. If he desires to address the House for 50 min- 
utes on Tuesday next, I shall not object. I shall object 
to the request being made by the gentleman from Texas 
in his behalf, but I shall not object if the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. McSwarn] makes the request himself. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard. 

IS SILVER A COMMODITY 


Mr. ARENTZ. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
insert in the Recorp an article by Tsuyee Fei, managing 
director of the Bank of China, Shanghai, China, entitled 
“Ts Silver a Commodity?“ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nevada asks unani- 
mous consent to insert in the Record an article by the man- 
aging director of the Bank of China. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ARENTZ. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my 
remarks in the Recorp, I include the following copy of an 
article in the February, 1930, issue of Mining and Metaliurgy: 


Is SVA a Commopiry?—NoT IN THE COUNTRIES THAT ARE ON A 
Smyrna Basis 
r OS E theca 
China. 

I feel greatly honored and appreciate this opportunity to be able 
to say a few words about that rather perplexing subject, silver. 

The constant decline in the price of this metal has now reached 
the stage where it is of much concern and the cause of serious 
discussion among the 1 financiers, economists, and states- 


eading 
men of the world. Furthermore, it is significant that this subject 
is so important that almost every day one can read articles per- 
taining to it in the newspapers and trade publications. 
essentially a banker and not an economist, I do not claim 
to be an authority on the silver question. These remarks are 
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merely some of my observations in regard to the many puzzles 
which I came across in my recent studies of this very important 
question. 

Silver is r in your country primarily as a commodity 
because of the fact that it is no longer used as a standard of 
currency. We in China look upon gold in the same light as you 
look upon silver, inasmuch as we use silver alone as our standard 
value of currency. China’s foreign trade naturally suffers with the 
fiuctuations of the price of silver against gold. However, it also 
affects every nation which trades with China or any other country 
which still maintains the silver standard. China alone can not 
carry the whole burden of the world's large stock of silver or con- 
tinue to consume the world’s production. Silver is not like certain 
other commodities which go into consumption never to return 
again. It is a precious metal and the waste or loss due to con- 
sumption is negligible. Silver has always been and still is con- 
sidered a precious metal by all the peoples of the world, and, 
therefore, it will always be in existence in one form or another. 
The sale of one country's surplus stock of silver in the world’s 
market only means the changing of hands of that stock from one 
buyer to another. 

The country which gains in wealth will absorb more than its 
share of the world’s gold until she is willing to reinvest, in turn, 
her wealth in the country which suffers from an adverse balance 
of trade. The gold tendency in recent years has gradually shown 
a concentration in the vaults of a few gaining countries, and if 
this gold is not redistributed (which is, of course, a very dif- 
ficult problem) these countries will have to suffer a depression of 
trade or find a means of stimulating the purchasing power of those 
countries whose wealth has depreciated. In that way only would 
wealth keep the world progressively going, and the world’s silver 
must be taken as a part of its wealth. 

No gold-standard country to-day can afford to abolish silver 
coin as token money. The estimate of total silver coins in Great 
Britain and Ireland, both in banks and in circulation, at the end 
of 1928 aggregated £55,000,000. The Bank of France then also had 
in vaults silver coins valued at approximately 732,000,000 francs, 
and the total amount of silver to be coined not exceeding 3,000,- 
000,000 francs. The Indian Government treasury-has at present 
a stock of over 400,000,000 ounces, besides a large amount of silver 
rupees in circulation and the inestimable amount of silver hold- 
ings by the people. The United States Government Treasury holds 
standard silver dollars against outstanding silver certificates 
amounting to approximately $470,000,000. In addition to that 
there are about $301,000,000 subsidiary coins in circulation. In 
other words, on the basis of these figures, the people of the United 
States have a per capita wealth of approximately $6 in silver 
alone. The maintenance of silver coins at a parity with gold is 
by the following means: 

(1) The Government is behind the coins, and laws provide for 
the redemption of same against gold, within certain limits. 

(2) The silver certificates are issued in smaller denominations 
and, therefore, are mostly and widely engaged in retail trade. 
Being in broad and constant circulation, the danger of a run on the 
Treasury in a large way with a demand for gold is very remote. 

Almost all the gold-standard countries maintain their silver 
coins at a parity with gold on the same principle. In this regard 
silver is simply used as token money. The lower the price of 
silver, the greater the difference will be between the token money 
and gold value. In India people are not familiar with this kind 
of token money, so after the enactment of the currency reform 
in 1927 silver rupees gradually found their way back into the 
Indian Treasury, which procedure creates a hardship on the 
Indian Government finance schedule. 

The persistent sale of silver by the Indian Government, I sup- 
pose, although following the recommendation of the Royal Indian 
currency commission of 1926, has largely been due to her in- 
creased burden for maintaining the rupees at parity, which is 
1 shilling 6 pence. 

In view of the above facts, I am confused as to whether it is 
advisable for all countries in the world to abase silver and 
further injure its well-established confidence in the minds of the 
majority of the people in the world. As a matter of fact, it is 
interesting to note that directly after the Royal Indian currency 
commission’s re was made public in 1926 the price of silver 
declined to approximately 24 pence in London in October, which 
was a 25 per cent decrease in value against gold in comparison 
with the price in the beginning of that year. Since that time 
the price has been steadily declining to the present unprecedented 
level. 

What the Indian Government has accomplished during the last 
three years was a disposal of its demonetized silver up to the 
aggregate amount of ninety to one hundred million ounces at an 
average price very much lower than 24 pence, The Government's 
silver rupee stock on January 1, 1930, was 371,422,000 ounces. 
But on November 15 this had been increased to 421,850,000 ounces. 
The import of silver in 1930 into India was practically the same as 
that of 1929 in spite of an import duty imposed since March, 1930, 
of 4 annas per ounce. This must be considered exceptionally 
satisfactory in view of the present general depression of trade. 
And if it were not due to continued political disturbances in Bom- 
bay, the offtake from up-country might have been larger, thereby 
showing an even better record for 1930. The Indian people find 
the price of silver exceedingly cheap in terms of paper rupees at 
the present moment, and they prefer to buy it and hold it. In- 
stead of curing the uneconomic habit of the people of holding the 
precious metal as a store of value, as was reported by the Indian 
Currency Commission in 1926, and discouraging the people from 


the practice of hoarding silver, the present extraordinary condition 
has rather encouraged this uneconomic practice. 

In the meantime, however, before any good has been accom- 
plished for the benefit of the Indian people as a whole and the 
Indian Government in particular, enormous damage has been done 
to the silver market. Every government with silver holdings, irre- 
spective as to whether that country is on a gold standard or a 
silver standard, is affected. Everybody who counts his little silver 
articles or holdings as a part of property, regardless of whether he 
lives in a gold-standard country or in a silver-standard country, 
is also more or less affected. We are hitting upon our own heads, 
and yet we are trying to convince our friends that this is the only 
way to make ourselves happy. 

Now, gentlemen, please do not think that I am attempting to 
criticize or ridicule the royal commission’s currency scheme. 
I think the plan was wonderfully and carefully drawn, as far as 
the monetary system for India is concerned. The commission cer- 
tainly deserved the credit it received. The system is more ro less 
similar to your Federal reserve system here, and therefore I am 
sure you will readily approve of it, too. But what I am wonder- 
ing about is the ultimate success of the plan and its consequence 
on our future silver market. If a merchant, being anxious to 
sell goods that he has in stock, goes around to tell his possible 
buyers that his merchandise is no longer good and he has a 
stock bye hand for sale, I wonder how much of his stock he could 
get ri 5 


IMPORTS IN INDIA 


According to my rough estimate, the net importation of silver 

in the last 40 years was about 2,670,000,000 ounces, 
while that of the same metal into China in the same period was 
only about 918,000,000 ounces. We can readily appreciate who is 
suffering the greatest amount of ill effects due to the recent 
heavy fall in the price of silver. The visible stock of silver in 
China to-day—I mean the silver stock which is being held by 
bankers and commercial houses in various parts of China—does 
not exceed 500,000,000 ounces, and this stock will have to be 
carried by China for her domestic business transactions. The 
instability of silver has, no doubt, greatly affected the foreign 
trade of China, which is now the only great silver-standard 
country. 

China will undoubtedly, at the earliest opportunity, reform her 
monetary system, and, in fact, plans are already in hand pending 
probable eventual adoption. This, if carried out, simply means 
that another country will fall in line with other nations by 
placing silver on the so-called black list as a currency standard 
and treat it solely as a commodity. It would, of course, greutly 
aggravate the silver situation, but who is going to buy all the 
surplus silver? It is probably necessary, gentlemen, for us to 
find ways and means to popularize the use of silver for arts, 
household articles, and industries, provided such an increase of 
its use will not occupy the field of other metals. This phase of 
the matter is too technical for me. I will leave that to others. 


CREDIT BASIS OF FINANCE 


We must not forget our economic system to-day is built on 
credit basis, supported by a sufficient amount of precious metals 
in the large centers of the world. Even then, countries like India 
and China are more on a metallic basis than credit basis. I do 
not know what will happen to us in the future if we all choose 
gold as a foundation for the structure of our credit. Time will 
come when we will all look for a little space on our small gold 
ground for our credit structure, and we shall find that the gold 
will not have sufficient space to hold us. That is the danger of 
a general collapse in the credit system. 

Since October, 1929, China has sometimes been unjustly accused 
of being responsible for the silver collapse. The main reasons of 
this accusation were that China absorbed less silver on account of 
her civil war, on account of her irregular taxation, and on account 
of general unrest in the interior of the country, In this con- 
nection, it is interesting to note the following figures showing 
the net importation of silver by India and China between 1924 
and 1929, as reported by Handy & Harmon: 


The imports of silver into China increased every year since 1924, 
while the imports into India were just the reverse. These figures 
alone should be sufficient to prove that the accusations were with- 
out any sound foundation. In this respect I must say China has 
always been faithful to silver and has never at any time in her 
history attempted to defame this white metal. However, I do not 
know how much longer she is prepared to continue carrying on 
that policy, as recent events and entirely new circumstances are 
making it more difficult every day. The credit of silver has been 
damaged by the legislation of several gold-standard nations, and 
if any responsibility is to be traced for the heavy fall of its price 
China is the last to be blamed. One thing, however, that we 
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may be sure of is that in view of the present policy of the world 
nations on silver China is not going to buy any silver beyond her 
actual needs. Strictly speaking, China is almost a self-supporting 
country, and if the price of imported goods are too high for her 
in terms of silver she will have to buy less, She will have to get 
along as well as possible with her home industries. China is 
already more or less on a hand-to-mouth basis as far as her 
purchases of foreign goods are concerned. 

There is a great deal of misconception about China among the 
peoples of the world. On my present trip I have met many people 
who thought China’s economic condition must be bad with the 
present fall of the price of silver. Let me show you some figures, 
gentlemen, about the value of commodities in China, a silver- 
- standard country, in comparison with the same commodities in 
the United States, a gold-standard country, 

Take, for instance, tin, the price of which was quoted in Shang- 
hai in February, 1929, the highest at taels 107 per picul, and 
lowest at taels 90 per picul, in 1930, a decrease in prite of about 
15.8 per cent. But tin was quoted the highest in the United 
States at the same time, 1929, at 50 cents per pound, and the 
lowest, 1930, at 2314 cents per pound, about 53 per cent fall in 
price. Silk shows the same thing; highest, 1929, at taels 1,147 
per picul; lowest, 1930, at taels 800 per picul in China, which 
means 30 per cent off. In the United States the highest in 1929 
was $5.29 per pound and the lowest, 1930, $2.15 per pound, which 
means 59 per cent off. The same applies to tung oil, 44 per cent 
off in terms of silver, but 65 per cent off in terms of gold. 

To buy American goods in China we will probably have to pay 
a little more, because of the low price of silver; but you will have 
to make a considerable cut in prices to meet our market. You 
are paying more in order to uphold the prestige of your gold as 
the only standard value, and China is, after all, not so badly off 
as many people think she is. In other words, you are suffering 
a greater depreciation in commodity values against gold than 
China is suffering against silver. À 

With the general situation as illustrated, I am of the opinion 
that the world is still undergoing a very trying time in the at- 
tempt to disassociate silver from gold and classify it as a com- 
modity. We have not succeeded yet. The ultimate success of 
our theory depends on whether we, Ourselves, our sons, and our 
grandsons will all be prepared to stand pat and meet whatever 
consequences may fall upon us, such as constant business depres- 
sion, economic crisis, dislocation of gold, and probably a general 
collapse of our present credit m. In conclusion, silver needs 
rehabilitation, and the method of rehabilitation is simple and 
can easily be determined provided we all recognize the real causes 
of the present collapse of silver prices. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to 
Mr. O’Connor of Louisiana (at the request of Mr. MONTET), 
indefinitely, on account of serious illness. 


MAINTENANCE OF OUTDOOR SIGNS AND OTHER FORMS OF EXTERIOR 
ADVERTISING WITHIN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Mr. HALL of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker’s table Senate bill 4022, to 
regulate the erection, hanging, placing, painting, display, 
and maintenance of outdoor signs and other forms of ex- 
terior advertising within the District of Columbia, with 
House amendments, insist on the House amendments, and 
agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table Senate bill 
4022, with House amendments, insist on the House amend- 
ments, and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 
The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr 
ZIHLMAN, Mr. Hatz of Indiana, and Mrs. Norton. 

THE NATURAL BEAUTY OF THE POTOMAC VALLEY AN IMPORTANT 
ITEM IN NATIONAL CAPITAL VALUES 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Record on the George Washington 
Memorial Parkway, and to include therein an article by 
Mr. Yard. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD on 
the George Washington Memorial Parkway, and to include 
therein an article by Mr. Yard. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, under leave given to me 
I desire to call again to the attention of the House the pro- 
posed George Washington Memorial Parkway, to include 
both shores of the Potomac from Mount Vernon to Great 
Falls. Authorized by legislation passed by the last session 
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of this Congress, its actual accomplishment would be the 
most fitting memorial to the immortal Washington that 
could mark the two hundredth anniversary of his birth in 
1932. 

The National Capital Park and Planning Commission, 
under authority of that legislation, have gone forward with 
surveys and negotiations. H. R. 16218, amendatory of that 
act of May 29, 1930, is recommended to Congress as essen- 
tial to the more prompt and complete acquisition of the 
needed lands and the realization of the parkway. The bill 
has been favorably reported to the House, and I hope favor- 
able action by the House will promptly follow. 

A very interesting account of the scenic and recreational 
possibilities of the Potomac has been written by Robert 
Sterling Yard, executive secretary of the National Parks 
Association, and I have his permission to present it here: 


Every citizen of the United States is, of course, a Washing- 
tonian, but only those who live in their National Capital or 
happen to have visited it know their Potomac. To these it is a 
broad, full-bodied stream making with dignity, even with some 
grandeur, its own not inconspicuous contribution to the majesty 
of the Capital of the greatest Nation. Whether seen from the Key 
Bridge south or from Potomac Park, where most persons see it 
most often, or from the Virginia side with the Capitol, the Monu- 
ment, and the Lincoln Memorial, the high spots in an urban back- 
ground of startling quality, it is a thing of beauty not only close 
at hand but where, southward, it merges in the misty loveliness 
of the Virginia and Maryland hills. 

But how many know the reach from Great Falls to Key Bridge, 
where the river has been indulging in high romantics before set- 
tling down to its more sober public duty? How many Washing- 
tonians, even of those who live here, have any definite idea of its 
capacity for frolic and the variety of its joyous moods? How 
many know that in no time, so to speak, and with scarcely any 
effort, one may penetrate wilderness solitudes that would need, 
elsewhere, a thousand miles to reach? 

Not many, I think. At the most, a few thousand enterprising 
outdoor lovers know the upper reaches well enough, some to build 
homes and summer shacks on its steep flanks and wooded shores, 
some to fish from rocky points or boats that can be hired from a 
few resorts perched on the east slopes, some to canoe the still 
places and run the rapids, many to picnic at accessible points on 
Sundays and warm-weather evenings, and a few to tramp the 
towpath of the abandoned canal which hugs its east shore all the 
way from the reservoir intake to town. 

There is always a crowd on the Virginia side of Great Falls, 
of course, carried there on warm afternoons and evenings by 
crowded trolley cars to enjoy not only the water spectacle, but the 
merry-go-rounds and other resort pleasures operated by the elec- 
tric railroad company, which owns all the rocky shores from which 
views of the falls can be obtained. Here and on the Maryland 
side on rocks, reached by automobile up Conduit Road with a 
brief tramp across swaying footbridges and a wooded island, have 
also come, once or oftener, most other residents of Washington 
and a few of her visitors. 

The average residents of Washington, therefore, know little of 
their Potomac above Georgetown. On the Key Bridge one sees 
practically nothing from his car, because the high bridge sides 
shut out view of the water. One may see the river up and down 
from Chain Bridge compressed dramatically under the Virginia 
bluffs, cascading, swirling, hinting at great depths. Fortunately 
the law limits speed, so sharp comprehensive glances are possible 
as we rumble across the narrow river bed. And from the Conduit 
Road glimpses through heavy foliage are possible of broad rapids 
singing like cataracts, of smooth reaches dotted with boats and 
canoes and lined with camps; and in one place, if we are fortunate 
enough to glance that way in passing, we glimpse dramatic gorges 
deep under the road itself. 

The rocks over which the falls pour, the gorge below them, and 
the bluffs on both sides, consist of ancient gneiss, the basic rock 
of mountains which once skirted the eastern shores of the con- 
tinent, examples of which still may be seen in Acadia National 
Park in Maine. Where the new bridge crosses the Potomac at the 
Lincoln Memorial this rock bed is overlaid by the sands of the 
coastal plain 


Pp s 

It is from Great Falls that most persons have really looked at 
their upper river. 

This gallant spectacle from the Virginia side is entrancing under 
all conditions. In flood, rushing over the brink in several thick 
columns of solid brown water engulfing intermediate rock masses 
so that one fails to recognize the falls of ordinary times, bellowing 
like a vigorous young Niagara, belittling its containing precipices 
by snatching at their brinks, southward with a threat of 
devastation to the valley below, the river loses its usual beauty 
in a somewhat appalling exhibition of power. 

At normal levels the e consists of a score or more of 

ter and lesser falls connected with meshed currents separated 

y greater or lesser masses of much-tumbled gray gneiss, the 
whole constituting an intricate and altogether fascinating mosaic 
of many parts. If you have seen many waterfalls, you need not 
be told that this one is unique. 

At lowest water the falls assume still another phase in which 
rock masses, precipices, and the sheer drop of water are all 
emphasized. 
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Under all conditions the falls themselves are by no means all the 
picture. The high-water level above the dam, created by the in- 
take of the city water system but not evident as artificial when 
seen from the common viewpoints, the lovely hills and forests 
framing the whole, the deep, winding gorges through which the 
fallen waters disappear, and the bowl of blue above are elements 
in one of nature’s masterpieces, unequaled, I think, of its kind 
elsewhere, even in our western national parks. 

Historically, both sides of Great Falls have values which can not 
be developed in this paper. Where Conduit Road ends at Lock 20 
of the abandoned Chesapeake & Ohio Canal, which one crosses on 
a footbridge to the falls trail, stands the old lock house, later the 
Lock Tavern Club, to which membership was often sought in vain, 
and now a restaurant. Here the intake dam slants in to deliver 
its water to the conduit and thereafter parallels the towpath 
with a singing, cascading, mimic river which finds the Potomac 
again below the falls. Though little more than the parking termi- 
so for those bound for the falls trail, the place has charm and 

terest. 

Historical interest on the west side of Great Falls centers in 
the remnants of a colonial canal attributed to the enterprise, if 
not the personal engineering, of George Washington. Visitors 
know it as a narrow, shallow ditch, partly filled with muddy water, 
in which the amusement park floats boats which may be rowed 
for a short distance for a small fee. 

A mile or more above the falls are the remains of the intake of 
this ancient canal. A mile below the falls is a lock of solid 
masonry in surprising repair, and still farther below is an outlet 
to the lower river blasted in the native rock. Tradition has it that 
supplies were, by this route around the falls, floated from the north 
to Potomac and Chesapeake markets on rafts of logs, which were 
then sawed or hewn for lumber. 

The lower works of this ancient canal are exceedingly interest- 
ing. The trail along its banks ends in a sensational view of the 
river at one of its wildest points. He who would follow it, how- 
ever, is stopped a quarter-mile below the falls by a high, im- 
passable barbed-wire fence which surrounds the company property, 
shutting out entrance and exit except by the motor road, where 
fees are exacted, and by the company’s trolley. But a return to 
and exit from the road entrance, a southerly detour outside 
through the adjoining Dickey farm, with its picturesque build- 
ings and ruins, and a plunge into the woods, will yield, in 20 
minutes of trail, an experience which will long be remembered. 

Fenced off from the falls and unannounced by the amusement 
company, this wild neighborhood has few but appreciative patrons. 

Leaving the falls, the gorge south of them for several miles has 
remarkable rugged beauty. Walls of gray rock rising a couple 
of hundred perpendicular feet carry between them the nearly 
straight main stream, here apparently of great depth swirling 
around points and boiling up in spots from below. There is 
little shore line, the walls usually emerging direct from the water. 
Occasionally shrubs and stunted trees have caught in cracks, 
and a small, thick forest covers the surfaces both of the Virginia 
mainland and Bear Island opposite. It is the Potomac on its west 
side and the abandoned Chesapeake & Ohio Canal on its east that 
make Bear Island an island. The canal has a weedy current 
running through its bottom which lower down broadens into a 
fair-sized stream. 

Let none dismiss our old canal as commonplace and uninterest- 
ing. Its many idle locks, its abandoned stone and frame lock 
houses, some in picturesque ruin, its very shabbiness in long dis- 
use, and the interesting walk its towpath affords fairly close to 
the river's level, forecast the approach of its period of even greater 
public service than when it was merely a carrier of merchandise. 
Following the towpath south from the falls, we pass four locks 
in the first quarter mile and two in the next half mile. Just be- 
low the falls sensational glimpses occur through trees, and after 
we pass Lock 16 we parallel on our left a conduit upon which 
imagination pictures a motor road in the future Potomac Park. 

Presently the canal widens to a broad lakelet known as Wide- 
water, a favorite swimming hole, by the way, and almost immedi- 
ately after one looks down from the towpath upon almost a start- 
ling scene. Here, half a mile above Cropley, the main current of 
the Potomac, swinging at right angles across its flood bed, has 
fung northwesterly a deep circular arm, cutting off from Bear 
Island a heavily wooded islet of some acres appropriately called 
Cupid’s Bower. 

There is a point on the towpath destined to support many easels 
when the artists discover it for themselves. On either side of 
Cupid's Bower, dark still waters overhung with oaks, elms, maples, 
sprawling scaly sycamores, and others of many sizes, kinds, and 

reach forward to meet around it. One looks down long- 
ingly into inviting island shadows hiding behind sunlit foliage, 
but with the hope, nevertheless, that they will never be invaded 
by bridges and paths. There are delightful trail opportunities 
elsewhere enough to meet a century of demand without touching 
Pee ia this whose mission is clearly to be looked at from 
outside. 

A mile and a half farther on a similar sensation is got from 
Conduit Road itself where, in the moment of speeding past, we 
see Herzog Island leaping up between deep gorges which also are 
arms of the swift river beyond. It repays returning for a long 
look into fascinating rock-bound depths. 

Continuing southward, a broad level grassy flood plain soon after 
opens between road and river, destined for real-estate development 
under the title of Carderock, across which I suggest that you drive 


to the river’s edge. A steep, shady, wild-flowered bank falling 
abruptly to the water, a small island offshore, high, heavily 
forested bluffs rising sharply from the west bank. and a singing 
river escaping from heavy rapids are elements in one of the wildest 
and most spirited river scenes east of the Rockies. The rapids are 
Stubblefield Falls. 

I am painting your river, you observe, in a series of brief 
sketches expecting your imagination to extend broad outlines and 
fill details. 

Let us take again to the towpath. Seven locks in rapid succes- 
sion bring the canal's level down in correspondence with the river's 
fall. To each is attached a lock house, these all lived in, though 
canaling days are past, and high reeds and grasses grow from a 
bottom through which flows to-day a deepening stream which 
falls with a pleasant roar into each lock in turn. 

Another world, this of the canal, scenically, humanly, economi- 
cally. These are cheerful people when you greet them—calm, 
leisurely, ready with a smile and a glass of cold water if the day 
is warm, concerned only lest the park bill should not pass. 

“Tell em not to do away with the old canal,” an old man said 
tome. “Im sure it must be beautiful to others besides me.” 

I fulfill my promise. 

For miles the river carries along its east shore a succession of 
low islands, thickly wooded. Because difficult to lumber when the 
Maryland woods were cut (how many times no man knows), these 
islands carry large trees of heavy trunks suggesting primitive con- 
dition. Whether any of them are really primitive in whole or in 
part there are no records to show. 

One, known as Plummers Island, lying well out in the stream, 
above the pretty town of Cabin John, has been maintained as a 
natural reservation for more than 30 years. Here the Washington 
Biologists’ Field Club, an organization of distinguished scientific 
membership, has accumulated ecological records of great value. 

The forests of the Potomac are remarkably diversified, including 
no less than 62 species of major trees native to the neighborhood 
besides others which the river has floated down and the valley 
has welcomed. In effect it is a natural museum of forest life 
quickly and comfortably accessible through a range of 15 miles 
on both sides of the river. 

Of trees there are 12 species of oaks, 5 of pines, 4 of hickories, 
and 3 each of maples, elms, and ashes. There are hemlock, 
balsam fir, red cedar, birch, sycamore, tulip, beech, hornbeam, 
willow, butternut, dogwood, basswood, locust, black cherry, and 
gurh—to name the most prominent only. One of those which 
have come down the river is the sugar maple, of which a number 
of fine examples occur on the islands. 

Including hundreds of shrubs and lesser plants, many flowering, 
the Potomac forests are extraordinarily gracious and beautiful, 
especially on the islands and steep slopes whose locations have 
discouraged local cutting. Even the youngest of the forests has 
been growing many years and the whole is destined to become a 
heritage of inestimable educational and pleasuring values for those 
who follow us. 

Another island notable for its noble trees, appropriately called 
Sycamore Island, carries the most westerly dwelling of the more 
or less perpendicular town of Rock Springs. A third, appropriately 
called High Island, also shelters a home. Scores of other islands 
of trees, including, it is believed, the finest of all, are still 
unnamed and unoccupied. 

And so on down to Key Bridge, passing the midget group known 
as the Sister Islands. And below Key Bridge Analostia Island 
lends grace to the shabbiness of the Georgetown water front. 

On the Maryland side, from Georgetown up river to Cabin John, 
and from Conduit Road down to the river edge, there has de- 
veloped a picturesque tilted town, which it is safe to predict, will 
extend even to Great Falls if present conditions remain. In any 
event it is exceedingly important to the future of the valley that 
the inevitable urban development should quickly become subject 
to the park planning which will follow passage of the Capper- 
Cramton bill. Here is a good place to explain, by the way, to those 
who want the new park added to our national parks system, that 
national parks can by definition include neither private homes 
nor business. This k will classify as interstate, shared by 
Virginia, Maryland, and the District of Columbia. 

Vastly different in all respects is the west shore. This is the 
high side, forested bluffs rising in places nearly 400 feet in alti- 
tude. It is the side consistently hugged by the river, the camp 
ground for river pleasurers, and the home side for the more 
leisurely dwellers in large places commanding extensive views. 

Let us glance at it from Great Falls down. We have noted 
already the steep-walled gorge below the falls into which the 
ancient canal of George Washington's design once emptied. 
Emerging from this gorge, just above the deep bay which turbu- 
lent Difficult Run has in past ages cut far back in the solid rock, 
the river rushes head on at a great bluff facing east, and from it, 
defeated, is deflected easterly and around it. This is the bluff, 
most prominent of either side of the river, on which the Madeira 
School will soon be built. 

I am sure that the country offers no river view so richly diversi- 
fied, combined with so pure a quality of beauty, as that from this 
fine summit. It is dramatic to a degree, and has, as a whole, 
much grandeur; but its note is beauty. Northward we peer for 
more than half a mile into the gorge, and deep below us we see 
the swirl of the current into and out of the sharp angle where also 
enters Difficult Run. We see the river throw out the arm that 
encircles Cupid’s Bower across the river, cutting it off from Bear 
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south to break into fast currents around large wild islands still 
unnamed, We see it divide into rapids on either side of beautiful 
Scotts Island and disappear from view behind Herzog Island. 

From our summit, so far as the eye can reach in any direction, 
all appears wilderness. Buildings of all kinds across the river are 
lost in foliage, and, on our Virginia side, only Coleman Jennings's 
tower house, on a high outstanding point is visible. No other 
human hint is present except glimpses of an east-shore level, 
which we guess is Conduit Road. 

From Tower House much the same scene assumes new aspects. 
Scotts Island, deep below, is differentiated with difficulty from 
Herzog Island rising behind it, but a cleavage in the greens ac- 
cented by emerging rocks betrays the concealed arm of river 
thrown around Herzog. 

Seen from many points down the westward bluffs, the eastern 

prin 


costuming mains 

way to Georgetown, a thing of perpetual joy, changing constantly 
in width, in the size, shape, and location of its many islands, in 
its succession of quiet reaches, swift currents, and broken singing 
rapids. The only spot which fails of complete charm is the mile 
or more of featureless flood bottom crossed in its center by Chain 
Bridge, and even this is green in summer. 

If there is a river anywhere in America which concentrates half 
as much diversity, charm, sheer beauty, quiet grandeur, and op- 
portunity of pleasure to so many hundreds of thousands of dif- 
ferent people, it would benefit the American people to know 
where it is and how it can be reached. 

As I have said, it is astonishing how few Washingtonians have 
discovered the Potomac. When they do, the question of burying 
any of it under a reservoir will be settled definitely forever. One 
aspect of the problem has not yet been stressed. I mean the 
advertising value of scenery. The city of Denver bought two 
mountains in an adjoining county a few years ago for a motor 
park, and it has added several millions a year to the gross income 
of her local business. The millions added to annual local income 
by the Redwoods Highway of California have never been com- 

uted, but are know to be many. The Columbia River Highway 

ensely benefits the business of Portland. Even the National 
Capital may be advertised profitably, 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that after the address of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Reece], on Tuesday next, I be permitted to address the 
House for one hour on the subject of communism. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that following the address of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Reece], on Tuesday next, he may 
be permitted to address the House for one hour on the sub- 
ject of communism. Is there objection? 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, may I say to the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
Bacumann] it is my purpose on next Tuesday, after the 
gentleman from Tennessee concludes his remarks, to renew 
my request to the House of Representatives that the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. McSwarn] may address 
the House for 50 minutes; otherwise, I would not object to 
the gentleman coming in at this time. I simply want to 
test out the leadership on the Republican side once more on 
Tuesday, and in pursuance of that, I hope the gentleman 
will make his request contingent upon an interim of at least 
50 minutes prior to his addressing the House. 

Mr. BACHMANN. I shall be pleased to follow the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. McSwars] if the request is 
granted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
BacuMann] asks unanimous consent that, possibly, 50 min- 
utes after the conclusion of the remarks of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, he may address the House for one hour. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, may I inquire whether 
these several requests are predicated upon the idea that they 
are not to interfere with conference reports? 

The SPEAKER. Of course, they would not interfere with 
any privileged business. 

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from 
West Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, following that request, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
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HarL] may have one hour following the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. Bacumann], both gentleman being on 
the same committee and desiring to talk on the same sub- 
ject of communism. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent that, following the address of the gentleman 
from West Virginia, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Hatt] may address the House for one hour on the same 
subject. Is there objection? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, I will ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Garner] if the. gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HALL] is 
present at this moment. 

Mr. GARNER. I have not looked to see whether the gen- 
tleman is present or not. The new leader on the Republican 
side can look and see if the gentleman is here. 

Mr. BACHMANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I yield. 

Mr. BACHMANN. I would like to say to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin that the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Hai] is a member of the committee and informed me he 
would like to have some time. The gentleman is not here 
this afternoon, and I am sure the request comes with good 
grace. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. In view of the fact that the 
gentleman is not here and the gentleman assures me he 
desires to address the House, I withdraw the reservation of 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 


DO VETERANS FAVOR CASH PAYMENT OF “ BONUS ”? 


Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp on the 
subject of the soldier bonus and to include therein some 
communications on that subject. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, a few days 
ago the distinguished gentleman from Connecticut IMr. 
MeErrITT] made a speech on the floor of the House in oppo- 
sition to the payment of the so-called bonus of the World 
War veterans in cash. In order to “ prove” to the Congress 
that the constituents whom he is alleged to represent in the 
great State of Connecticut are opposed to any plan to pay 
these compensation certificates, he had printed in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL Recorp a letter signed by a past departmental 
commander of the American Legion in that State, in which 
it was declared that the veterans themselves did not wish 
this legislation. 

Replying to the gentleman, in my own time on the floor 
of the House the same day, at which time I urged the pas- 
sage of this legislation at the earliest possible moment, I sug- 
gested to him that if the financial depression and economic 
conditions in the State of Connecticut were similar to those 
in Oklahoma the letter in question could not possibly repre- 
sent the rank and file of the World War veterans living in 
Connecticut. 

Mr. Speaker, I have begun to hear from the ex-service 
men of Connecticut, and without exception they verify my 
statement in no uncertain terms. For the edification of the 
Congress and the country in general, and the gentleman 
from Connecticut in particular, I am submitting two of these 
communications, which I am convinced express the senti- 
ment of the veterans of the entire country. 

I have received many hundreds of letters urging this legis- 
lation as a matter not only of fairness and justice, but of 
urgent necessity, and in which some of these men stipulate 
what they will do with their money should Congress pay all 
or a part of it, thus answering the unfair charge that has 
been repeatedly made by opponents of this legislation that 
veterans will squander their funds if these certificates are 
paid in cash, 
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Aside from those of my own State I have had many com- 
munications from veterans from Connecticut to California, 
a few of which I herewith submit for the Recorp, and which 
speak for themselves. 


BRISTOL, CONN. February 9, 1931. 

My Dear Mr. JoHNson: I beg to state that you were quite cor- 
rect in the assumption that Mr. Merrirr knew very little about 
the ex-service man's desire in this State and cares less. 

The fact that about 70 per cent of the certificates in the State 
are already in the hands of the Federal Government as security 
for loans will show how little Mr. MERRITT knows about it. 

At least 80 per cent of the ex-service men here desire a cash 
settlement now while their little children are young and in need. 

Yours truly, 
James A. TOTTEN. 

P. S—We are very grateful for the services you are rendering in 
our behalf. 


— 


COLLINSVILLE, CON N., February 9, 1931. 
Hon. JED JOHNSON, 
House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sm: Your doubts are quite correct when you say that the 
telegram or letter supposedly from past Legion commanders read 
in the House by Representative Mrrrirr does not represent the 
sentiment of the rank and file of the World War veterans of 
Connecticut. I know from whence I speak; our various town and 
county meetings in Hartford County show 99 per cent in favor of 
cash payment of adjusted certificates. I may say here that, being 
closely associated with the Legion, I know that Mr. MERRITT’S 
county, which is Fairfield, is for cash payment about 100 per cent. 

Sincerely yours, 
THomas J. HAMMOND. 


P. 8.—Tell Fred Vinson Tom Hammond said “ Hello.” 


TURKEY, TEX., February 7, 1931. 
Hon. JED JOHNSON, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dan JED: I have been asked by the American Legion here to 
write you in regard to a matter which is up before the House and 
Senate at this time—payment of the bonus certificates. 

Ninety per cent of the boys here that have the certificates are 
indeed in need of financial ald to help them make another crop. 
It is true that Mr. Mellon and many others are opposed to pay- 
ment of the certificates at this time because it will place a burden 
on their industries of the East, but it will place the money where 
it should be in circulation. 

When the Government was in trouble and needed help these 
same boys gave up their loved ones, homes, and all they possessed 
to ald the Government. Now the boys are in trouble and need 
help from the Government. Is the Government going to do its duty 
and stay with the boys who stayed with it when it needed their 
help? I know many of the boys that the payment of the cer- 
tificates at this time will help far more than it will to pay the 
certificates in 14, 15, or 16 years from now. There are many of 
them that the Federal aid and Red Cross will not reach, but the 
payment of the certificates will. 

I am in a drougth-stricken area and know the actual condi- 
tions that exist. Anything that you can do in regard to this will 
be greatly appreciated by the boys in need and the writer. I know 


that these boys are not in your district, and not even in your 


State, but it is just an appeal from one buddy to another. 
With kindest personal regards, I am, 
Very truly yours, 
J. R. DEMPSEY. 


BELL, Carr., February 7, 1931. 
Congressman JED JOHNSON, 


Washington, D. C. 

My Dran Mn. JoHnson: Washington news indicates that a bill 
will pass permitting ex-service men to borrow 50 per cent of the 
face value of their certificates. If that is correct, I fear one of 
the biggest and most vicious steals ever put over will follow this 
legislation. 

Inasmuch as the certificates do not draw interest it simply 
means the ex-service man will borrow upon it, paying in many 
cases 7 or 8 per cent. The banks in turn will perhaps borrow 


from the Federal reserve bank at 2 per cent, making a profit off. 


of the boys of from 5 to 6 per cent. In plain English, the moneyed 
interests will make the money while the soldiers get about half 
what they should have. 

I have watched the testimony before the committee on this 
bonus legislation; and to put the results in plain everyday lan- 
guage, we have the Federal Government making a public state- 
ment (if they enact this legislation) that it declines to pay its 
honest and just debts for the simple reason that to do so it 
would lessen its assets. 

You and I remember only too well that many a farmer back in 
Oklahoma had to pay his debt at the bank, even when he had to 
sell his cotton or his last cow for far less than it was worth. 

Had anyone but a big banker propounded the argument that we 
were justified in refusing to pay because we could not afford to 
pay he would have been branded as a “red.” Yet Uncle Sam not 
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only refuses to pay the soldier boys their wages upon such flimsy 
and dishonest grounds but he even refuses to pay any interest on 
this debt. Not only that—the same Uncle Sam forced these men 
to leave their homes and their families and risk their all that the 
big banker might be safe in his home. Yet that same banker 
never in his life loaned a 5-cent piece to the Government without 
first providing for its payment and a nice rate of interest for the 
loan, and at all times it was optional with the lender. But such 
was not the case with the soldiers. 

If Uncle Sam is to set the example of refusing to pay his honest 
obligations simply because to do so would work a hardship, cer- 
tainly France, who owes quite a sum, should have the same right. 
And mos certainly the private citizen should also have the like 
right. 

We have had some strange and almost brutal, vicious revolu- 
tionary theories advanced by the Hoover-Mellon crowd, and when 
the crowd which has for 40 years robbed the great mass of citizen- 
ship through special-privilege legislation reach the level they are 
willing to see women and children starve rather than make those 
special interests disgorge some of their ill-gotten gain, we cer- 
tainly have degenerated to a pretty low level and need not be 
surprised at any crime they may attempt. 

If the Federal Government still refuses to pay the full face of 
these confessions of debt to her late defenders, it should at least 
provide an honest rate of interest upon the unpaid debt, such as 
it pays others to whom it owes money. 

I know you will do what you can to secure justice, and I also 
know the average common citizen has lost all hope of fair treat- 
ment at the hands of the present administration, but I wanted 
you to know just how many of the folks whom I meet dally feel 
upon this matter. 

With best personal wishes I am, 

Yours truly, 
F. C. MAXWELL, 


WATONGA, OKLA., February 7, 1931. 
Hon. JED JOHNSON, 
Sizth Oklahoma District, Washington, D. C. 
Dear Jen: I understand that some of the Members of the Con- 
are fearful that if the adjusted-compensation certificates 
are paid in full at this time that the money will be squandered. 
I have to say that in my own particular case I know that if I 
can get a chance to get my money at this time that not a cent of 
it will be squandered, as I will use part of it to pay off existing 
indebtedness and the balance to send a daughter to college. I 
have talked to a great number of World War veterans about 
what they would do with the money when received, and in not 
one instance have I found one that has the slightest intention 
of squandering any part of it. One said that he would buy a 
home with his. Another said he would go into business for him- 
self. Another said he would pay off part of a mo on his 
home. I am thoroughly convinced that the great majority of 
World War veterans are old enough to use this money properly, 
if they get a chance to do so. 
` I certainly hope that the Congress will see fit to pass this 
measure at this session. 
Yours very truly, 
ALLAN FALKENSTINE. 
— 


KINGFISHER, OKLA., February 7, 1931. 
Hon. JED JOHNSON, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sm: Should provisions be made to cash the adjusted-serv- 
ice certificates, wish to advise that the money derived therefrom 
by me would be used to pay doctor bills, grocery bills, and delin- 
quent payments on my home which I have not been able to keep 
up during the past two years. 

Any consideration will be greatly appreciated. 

Yours very truly, 
F. A. VAUGHN. 
WATONGA, OKLA. February 7, 1931. 
Hon. JED JOHNSON, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dran MR, JOHNSON; As an ex-service man who is very much in 
need of financial relief just now, I want you to know that the 
ex-service men of Watonga deeply appreciate the help you are 
giving in the proposed legislation to relieve the boys at this time. 
We have several boys here in Watonga now who are either on 
charity or on the support of friends and relatives. 

Any financial help that may be given to the boys will be appre- 
ciated, and you can be sure it will not be squandered. 

Yours very truly, 
Gro. L. DAUGHERTY. 


Watters, OKLA. February 2, 1931. 
Frienp JED: Jed, I don't think too much can be done for the 
fellows who were knocked out during the war. 
Gene Wright was in to-day and told me he had got his pension, 
also back pay. He needed it as he can hardly hobble around, 
Hope you boys get the bonus through for us, as we sure need it. 
I certainly wish you could be with us and give another one of 
your good talks, “even if you are full of turkey.” 
Your friend and buddy, 
Encar L. OTIS. 
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DUNCAN, OKLA., January 31, 1931. 
Hon. JED JOHNSON, 


Member of Congress, Washington, D. C. 

Dran JED: The writer realizes that now, as in the past, you are 
a friend of the American Legion and your fellow former service 
man, but being able to read and write and having exercised that 
privilege to the extent of reading current newspapers I am more 
than angered at some of the remarks credited by the press to 
certain members of the Cabinet and administration leaders. 
Therefore it is necessary for me to inflict a letter upon you. 

Without attempting to discuss the truth or falsity of the theory 
advanced by one member of the Cabinet that the sale of bonds 
sufficient to retire such adjusted-service certificates would have 
“serious consequences” on public credit and possibly destroy 
the market for “foreign securities,” the writer desires to say 
that he and countless others are not interested in the welfare of 
foreign securities, etc., if it conflicts with the interests of our own 
war veterans; and, as to public credit, if it had not been for the 
services rendered by our buddies in uniform during the late war 
it is very probable that certain administration leaders and Cabinet 
officials would not be required to safeguard the Treasury and as 
a Nation we would, no doubt, be paying indemnities to other 
nations instead of getting generous and canceling billions due 
us on loans by other nations. Why should our Government be 
so generous with other nations when administration leaders con- 
tend we can not afford to pay our buddies the small amount 
requested? Let us insist on bouquets to the living as well as the 
dead 


Furthermore, Jed, it is plain beyond question that unless some 
relief is given immediately to our World War veterans, thousands 
of whom are now out of employment and practically destitute, it 
will be immaterial to many of them whether the United States 
Treasury is full to overflowing or bankrupt. Hundreds and per- 
haps thousands of former service men who have heretofore been 
employed and maintained their families in comfort are now in dire 
need, and a large proportion of them are so proud that they will 
not admit this condition, except to a very intimate friend. As I 
distinctly recall, these boys (men they are now) were promised 
everything in 1917, but now, in 1931, it seems that many in- 
fluential men of wealth have convenient memories from which 
such promises, as well as the service rendered by our buddies in 
protecting the Nation and their vast properties, have been erased. 
For God's sake, Jed, do everything you can to secure immediate 
passage of such legislation securing relief for our buddies, and let 
us hope that it will be by such an overwhelming vote that the 
President will not dare affix the veto. 

Also, as the writer happens to be one of the hundreds of 
thousands who are suffering on account of the demoralized con- 
dition of the oil country, occasioned largely by reason of the 
failure and refusal of that same bunch of administration leaders 
and Cabinet members to admit the justice of the fight waged by 
you, I, and others for a protective tariff on pe um and its 
products, I can not understand why, if the Treasury is in such a 
depleted condition, we are not given a tariff on petroleum and its 
products for revenue purposes. It is my sincere belief that cer- 
tain Cabinet officials and administration leaders are inconsistent, 
to say the least. 

With best wishes and kindest personal regards for you and yours, 
and thanking you in advance for anything further you may be 
able to do in connection with the matters herein referred to, I am, 

a Sincerely your friend, 

S. Insy KOLB. 


TEMPLE, OKLA., February 4, 1931. 
Congressman JED JOHNSON, 


Washington, D. C. 

Dear JED: There is another thing that I am greatly interested in, 
and I guess you fellows are having a fight on it every day, that is 
the soldiers’ bonus bill. The Legion here met, and I guess you 
already have a copy of their letter. They are all 100 per cent for 
full pay on bonus. 

Everybody that I have talked with in this part of the country 
is for it, and I know you will do all that is in your power to put 
this bill over. It would put more money in the country and put 
it there more evenly than anything yet proposed. 

As you know, the biggest part of the money would go to the poor 


The people need it now, and I want you 
put this bill over like we put a on 
Bosche. I am betting on you 100 per cent. 
better than I can in 1945. I believe all the 
would like to have this money while I am living. 

Thank you for your efforts and power in helping to have Con- 
gress do its full duty to our veterans. 

Yours very truly, 
Vinci. HALE. 


VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Anadarko, Okla., January 3, 1931. 
Hon. JED JOHNSON, 


Member of Congress Sizth District of Oklahoma, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR FRIEND AND Comrape: In compliance with unanimous ac- 
tion of Tallent-Gassaway Post, No. 1015, Veterans of Foreign Wars 
of the United States, we take this method of 
port H. R. 3493, entitled “A bill to provide 


that you sup- 
the immediate 
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payment to veterans of the face value of their adjusted-compen- 


sation certificates.” 

We furthermore wish to urge of this or similar bill 
immediately. Business men and others who are interested in our 
Nation’s prosperity, as well as veterans, are requesting its passage 
as a sincere effort to relieve unemployment and distress by the 
Government paying an honest debt that has already been con- 
fessed by Congress. Every community in the United States will 
be directly benefited by cash payment of these certificates now, 
and no other relief measure has been suggested that will as com- 
peny and quickly bring lasting prosperity to every section of the 

Thanking you for your favorable action on this urgent legisla- 
tion, we are, 

Yours in comradeship, 
TALLENT-Gassaway Post, No. 1015, 
VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS, 
By B. C. Loomis, Post Commander. 


NATIONAL Arp LIFE ASSOCIATION, 
Chickasha, Okla., January 21, 1931. 
Hon. JED JOHNSON, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Irn: Your letter of January 13 received and contents care- 
fully noted. 

Your bill is much more preferable, 50-50, than would be the 
Garner bill of 62 per cent. But fight for the one which will pay 
off in full. 

If the Government will pay off in full all bonus certificates, 
it will do more to relieve the unemployment and suffering of 
to-day than any one act brought forward. 

These certificates were given to the boys, you might say, as a 
keepsake. Now after 11 year of toil and the hardships that are 
with them to-day, they are demanding that they be paid off 
so they can enjoy it themselves. 

Thanking you for your prompt answering of my former letter 
and wishing you all the good luck your heart desires, I am, 


Your friend, 
E. W. PETERSON. 


OKLAHOMA STATE BANK, 
Hastings, Okla., January 24, 1931. 
Hon. JED JOHNSON, 
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sm: I take this opportunity to express my appreciation of 
your efforts toward legislation to pay off the bonus certificates of 
ex-service men. I have talked to several of the boys here and 
they are very anxious to have the certificates paid in full at the 
earliest possible time so that they can liquidate their indebtedness, 
those who are in debt, and most of them will have money left to 
give them a start and fix them up in nice shape. 

I believe that it would be one of the greatest moves to help the 
country that could be taken at this time, as it would put into 
circulation more money and more evenly distributed than any- 
thing that could be done. Every part of the country would be 
benefited by such legislation, and I think that it would in short 
time bring the country back to normalcy and quicker than any 
thing that could be done. The boys that I have talked to tell me 
0 yo are doing your best in that direction, and we appre- 

Yours very truly, 
Jno. R. REYNOLDS, Cashier, 


LAWTON, OKLA., February 9, 1931. 
Hon. JED JOHNSON, 


Member of Congress: 
Veterans need help; compromise only if last resort. Fight for 


cash settlement now. 
LOWERY Post 29, AMERICAN LEGION. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED 


A bill of the Senate of the following title was taken from 
the Speaker’s table and, under the rule, referred as follows: 

S. 5063. An act authorizing the Court of Claims of the 
United States to hear and report to Congress the claim of 
the city of Park Place, heretofore an independent munici- 
pality but now a part of the city of Houston, Tex.; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled bills and a joint resolution of the 
House of the following titles, which were thereupon signed 
by the Speaker: 

H. R. 10576. An act to authorize exchange of lands with 
owners of private-land holdings within the Chaco Canyon 
National Monument, N. Mex., and for other purposes; 

H. R. 13518. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and 
certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors, 
of said war; 
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H. R. 13522. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy, 
in his discretion, to deliver to the Governor of the State of 
Florida, as custodian for such State, upon his request, the 
silver service set presented by the State of Florida for the 
U. S. S. Florida, now out of commission; 

H. R. 15930. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and cer- 
tain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of 
said war; 

H. R. 16116. An act to adjust the boundaries and for the 
addition of certain lands to the Bryce Canyon National 
Park, Utah, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 16744. An act granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and 
certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sail- 
ors of said war; and 

H. J. Res. 462. Joint resolution to further provide for de- 
fraying the expenses of the International Water Commis- 
sion, United States and Mexico. 


BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee did on this day 
present to the President for his approval bills and a joint 
resolution of the House of the following titles: 

H. R. 10576. An act to authorize exchange of lands with 
owners of private-land holdings within the Chaco Canyon 
National Monument, N. Mex., and for other purposes; 

H. R. 13522. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy, 
in his discretion, to deliver to the Governor of the State of 
Florida, as custodian for such State, upon his request, the 
silver service set presented by the State of Florida for the 
U. S. S. Florida, now out of commission; 

H. R. 15930. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and 
certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sail- 
ors of said war; 

H. R. 16116. An act to adjust the boundaries and for the 
addition of certain lands to the Bryce Canyon National 
Park, Utah, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 16744. An act granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War 
and certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and 
sailors of said war; 

H.R.13518. An act granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and 
certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and 
sailors of said war; and 

H. J. Res. 462. Joint resolution to further provide for de- 
fraying the expenses of the International Water Commis- 
sion, United States and Mexico. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 
41 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, 
Saturday, February 14, 1931, at 12 o’clock noon. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of 
committee hearings scheduled for Saturday, February 14, 
1931, as reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several 
committees: 
COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA—SUBCOMMITTEE ON 

EDUCATION 
Room 452—11 a. m. 


To provide for the election of a Board of Education of 
the District of Columbia (H. R. 1413). 

To amend the act entitled “An act to fix and regulate the 
salaries of teachers, school officers, and other employees of 
the Board of Education of the District of Columbia,” ap- 
proved June 20, 1906, as amended (H. R. 10656 and H. R. 
12714). 

To provide for the moral and humane education in the 
public schools in the District of Columbia, and to prohibit 
practices inimical thereto (H. R. 12483). 


To provide educational employees of the public schools of 
the District of Columbia with leave of absence, with part 
pay, for purposes of educational improvement (H. R. 12662). 

To provide for a branch library building in the District of 
Columbia (H. R. 12743). 

To amend section 3 of the act entitled “An act to enable 
the trustees of Howard University to develop an athletic field 
and gymnasium project, and for other purposes,” approved 
June 7, 1924, as amended by the act of January 14, 1927 
(H. R. 12840). 

To amend section 19 of the act entitled “An act for the 
retirement of public-school teachers in the District of Co- 
lumbia,” approved January 15, 1920, as amended (H. R. 
10470). 


To authorize the Board of Education of the District of` 


Columbia to make certain provisions for the relief of con- 
gestion in the public schools of the District of Columbia (S. 
4227). 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mrs. ROGERS: Committee on World War Veterans’ Legis- 
lation. H. R. 16982. A bill to authorize an appropriation 
to provide additional hospital, domiciliary, and out-patient 
dispensary facilities for persons entitled to hospitalization 
under the World War veterans’ act, 1924, as amended, and 
for other purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 2642). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on Naval Affairs. S. 2429. 
An act to amend the act entitled “An act for the relief of 
certain members of the Navy and Marine Corps who were 
discharged because of misrepresentation of age,” approved 
January 19, 1929; without amendment (Rept. No. 2643). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. BRITTEN: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 14991. 
A bill providing for the appointment as ensigns in the line 
of the Navy all midshipmen who graduate from the Naval 
Academy in 1931, and for other purposes; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2644). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. REECE: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 16658. 
A bill authorizing the erection of certain additional facilities 
at branches of the Bureau of National Homes; with amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2645). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. NOLAN: Committee on the Public Lands. S. 5248. 
An act to extend the boundaries of Wind Cave National 
Park, S. Dak.; without amendment (Rept. No. 2646). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. ARENTZ: Committee on the Public Lands. S. 5557. 
An act to amend the act of May 23, 1930 (46 Stat. 378); 
without amendment (Rept. No. 2647). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas: Committee on Mines and Min- 
ing. S. 5220. An act authorizing the establishment of a 
mining experiment station of the Bureau of Mines at College 
Park, Md.; with amendment (Rept. No. 2658). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN: Committee on the District of Columbia. 
S. 6041. An act to authorize an appropriation of funds in 
the Treasury to the credit of the District of Columbia for 
the use of the District of Columbia Commission for the 
George Washington Bicentennial; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2659). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia: Committee on Naval Affairs. 
H. R. 9732. A bill for the relief of Robert J. White; without 
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amendment (Rept. No. 2648). 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 11271. 
A bill for the relief of Nolen N. Reynolds; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2649). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. S. 1793. An act for 
the relief of Jeff Davis Caperton and Lucy Virginia Caper- 
ton; without amendment (Rept. No. 2650). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. ` S. 2068. An act for 
the relief of Lester L. Wilson; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2651). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. S. 5516. An act for 
the relief of E. G. Mason; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2652). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: Committee on Claims. H. R. 8342. 
A bill for the relief of Stanislaus Siemek; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2653). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: Committee on Claims. H. R. 12985. 
A bill for the relief of Charles W. Bethauser; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2654). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. RAMSPECK: Committee on Claims. H. R. 13969. A 
bill for the relief of Paul I. Morris and Beulah Fuller Mor- 
ris; without amendment (Rept. No. 2655). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. RAMSPECEK: Committee on Claims. H. R. 15400. A 
bill for the relief of Eustace Parks; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2656). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
H 


Referred to the Committee 


ouse. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. H. R. 17017. A bill 
for the relief of William Louis Pitthan; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2657). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON: A bill (H. R. 17070) grant- 
ing the consent of Congress to Missouri Valley Pipe Line Co., 
of Iowa, to construct, maintain, and operate a pipe-line 
bridge across the Missouri River; to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SWICK: A bill (H. R. 17071) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Mahoning River near New 
Castle, Lawrence County, Pa.; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 17072) relating to the im- 
provement of the Willamette River between Oregon City 
and Portland, Oreg.; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. SPROUL of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 17073) granting 
the consent of Congress to the county of Cook, State of Mi- 
nois, to construct, maintain, and operate a free highway 
bridge across the Little Calumet River on Cottage Grove 
Avenue near One hundred and fifty-eighth Street, in Cook 
County, State of Illinois; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILSON: A bill (H. R. 17074) to amend the act 
entitled “An act for the control of floods on the Mississippi 
River and its tributaries, and for other purposes,” approved 
May 15, 1928; to the Committee on Flood Control. 

By Mr. HILL of Washington: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
501) to establish a joint congressional committee of the 
Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
to investigate damages in the United States by fumes from 
the smelter of the Consolidated Mining & Smelting Co. at 
Trail, British Columbia, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. TEMPLE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 502) au- 
thorizing an appropriation to defray the expenses of partici- 
pation by the United States Government in the Second 
Polar Year program, August 1, 1932, to August 31, 1933; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented 
and referred as follows: 

Memorial of the State Legislature of the State of Wash- 
ington, memorializing the Congress of the United States to 
urge the Federal Government to match sum of money ex- 
pended by the county of Yakima to be used on the Mount 
Afams Highway within the Yakima Indian Reservation; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Memorial of the State Legislature of the State of Okla- 
homa, memorializing the Congress of the United States to 
grant to the State of Oklahoma 210,000 acres of unappro- 
priated nonmineral land for the benefits of agricultural 
and mechanical colleges of the State of Oklahoma; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BROWNE: Memorial in the form of a joint resolu- 
tion by the State of Wisconsin relating to the coloring of 
oleomargarine by the use of palm oil in the manufacture of 
oleomargarine or making any product manufactured with 
palm oil subject to the tax on colored oleomargarine; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial in the form of a joint resolution by the 
State of Wisconsin, memorializing the Congress of the United 
States to enact legislation reimbursing the World War vet- 
erans for all premiums paid by them on war-risk insurance; 
to the Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Memorial of the Legislature 
of the State of Wisconsin, urging enactment of legislation 
either prohibiting the use of palm oil in the manufacture of 
oleomargarine or making any product manufactured with 
palm oil subject to the tax on colored oleomargarine; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wiscon- 
sin, memorializing the Congress of the United States to enact 
legislation reimbursing World War veterans for all premiums 
paid by them on war-risk insurance; to the Committee on 
World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Memorial of the State Legislature of 
the State of New York, memorializing the Congress of the 
United States to authorize the United States Shipping Board 
to sell to the Port of New York Authority the properties in 
the port of New York district commonly known as the 
Hoboken Pier Properties; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SIMMS: Memorial of the Tenth Legislature, State 
of New Mexico, Senate Joint Memorial No. 3, introduced by 
Senators Taylor E. Julien and S. A. Jones, memorializing the 
Congress of the United States to include in the plan for an 
adequate flood-control program of the Mississippi River area, 
the construction of a flood-control reservoir on the Canadian 
River within the State of New Mexico; to the Committee on 
Flood Control. 

By Mr. OLIVER of New York: Memorial of the State 
Legislature of the State of New York, memorializing the 
Congress of the United States of America to authorize the 
United States Shipping Board to sell to the Port of New 
York Authority the properties in the port of New York dis- 
trict commonly known as the Hoboken Pier Properties; to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GAVAGAN: Memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of New York, memorializing Congress to authorize the 
United States Shipping Board to sell to the Port of New 
York Authority the properties in the port of New York dis- 
trict commonly known as the Hoboken Pier Properties; to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDREW: A bill (H. R. 17075) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jane Emery; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 17076) granting six 
months’ pay to Ruth McCarn; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 
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By Mr. BEERS: A bill (H. R. 17077) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth S. Gibson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17078) granting an increase of pension 
to Sara A. Maxwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLANCY: A bill (H. R. 17079) for the relief of 
Sam Berman; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 17080) granting a pension to 
Florence G. Coombs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOGG of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 17081) granting 
a pension to Olevia C. Houck; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 17082) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to May Drummond; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEMP: A bill (H. R. 17083) providing for the ex- 
amination and preliminary survey of the upper Grand River, 
La.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KIEFNER: A bill (H. R. 17084) granting a pen- 
sion to Oscar James Callier; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KURTZ: A bill (H. R. 17085) granting an increase 
of pension to Susan J. Kenney; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. REED of New York: A bill (H. R. 17086) granting 
an increase of pension to Mercy S. Richards; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17087) granting an increase of pension 
to May F. Waite; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17088) granting an increase of pension 
to Emma J. Rimback; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 17089) granting an increase 
of pension to Mariah C. Kent; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER: A bill (H. R. 17090) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward R. Baker; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WOLVERTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 
17091) granting an increase of pension to Annette R. Mor- 
gan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXIII, petitions and papers were 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

9556. Petition of International Society of Master Painters 
and Decorators, protesting against the methods employed by 
the Government in giving contracts for construction work, 
new and old; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Executive Departments. 

9557. By Mr. ANDREW: Petition of Arthur L. Brown, of 
Marblehead, Mass., and 33 other residents of Essex County, 
favoring House Joint Resolution No. 356, providing for an 
amendment to the United States Constitution excluding 
unnaturalized aliens when making apportionment for 
congressional districts; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9558. By Mr. ARNOLD: Petition of citizens of Salem, III., 
urging favorable consideration of House Joint Resolution 
No, 356, to exclude unnaturalized aliens from census re- 
ports in connection with congressional reapportionment; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9559. Also, petition of citizens of Mount Vernon, Il., and 
vicinity, urging immediate payment in full of adjusted- 
service certificates of World War soldiers; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

9560. Also, petition of citizens of Effingham, Ill, and 
vicinity, urging the immediate cash payment in full of 
adjusted-service certificates of World War soldiers; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9561. Also, petition of citizens of Clinton, IL, and other 
points, urging cash payment of adjusted-service certificates 
of World War soldiers; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9562. By Mr. BEERS: Petition of citizens of Mifflinburg, 
Pa., and veterans of Mansbarger-Brumbaugh Post, No. 288, 
American Legion, favoring immediate cash payment at full 
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face value of adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

9563. By Mr. BLAND: Petition of citizens of Hampton, 
Va., urging passage of proposed Sparks-Capper stop-alien 
representation amendment (H. J. Res. 356); to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

9564. Also, petition of citizens of Newport News, Va., urg- 
ing passage of legislation for cash payment of adjusted- 
service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9565. By Mr. BROWNE: Petition of citizens of Wausau, 
Wis., favoring cash payment of adjusted (bonus) certificates; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9566. By Mr. BUCKBEE: Petition of Clarence L, John- 
son and 41 other citizens, of Rockford, III., asking for imme- 
diate payment of adjusted-service certificates at their face 
value; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9567. By Mr. CHALMERS: Petition of the Toledo Council 
of Catholic Women, Toledo Deanery, Toledo, Ohio, protest- 
ing against the passage of Senate bill 4582 to amend the 
tariff act of 1930 and Penal Code; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9568. By Mr. CLARKE of New York: Petition of the 
Catholic Club of the city of New York, protesting against 
the passing of Senate bill 4582 to amend tariff act (1930) 
and Penal Code to permit importation, distribution, and 
sale of contraceptive literature and instruments; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

9569. Also, petition of Court Regina, No. 217, of the Catho- 
lic Daughters of America, Oneonta, N. Y., protesting against 
the passing of Senate bill 4582, to amend tariff act (1930) 
and Penal Code to permit importation, distribution, and sale 
of contraceptive literature and instruments; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

9570. Also, petition of St. Marys Sodality, of Cooperstown, 
N. Y., protesting against the passing of Senate bill 4582, to 
amend tariff act (1930) and Penal Code to permit importa- 
tion, distribution, and sale of contraceptive literature and 
instruments; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9571. By Mr. COLLINS: Petition of Emma E. Miazzi, State 
governor, Mississippi Chapter, International Federation of 
Catholic Alumnae, with reference to Senate bill 4582; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

9572. By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin (by request): Peti- 
tion of the congregation of the Cargill Memorial Methodist 
Church, of Janesville, Wis., urging support of House Joint 
Resolution 356, the Sparks-Capper stop-alien representation 
amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9573. By Mr. CRAIL: Petition of the Council of Catholic 
Women of the Diocese of Los Angeles and San Diego, rep- 
resenting 60,000 Catholic women, protesting against the bill 
introduced by Senator GILLETT, from Massachusetts, provid- 
ing for the amendment of the tariff act and Criminal Code 
which would permit literature and material for use in con- 
traception or artificial birth control to be distributed through- 
out our country; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9574. By Mr. CROWTHER: Petitions of members of Cal- 
vary Baptist Church, of Schenectady, N. Y., favoring the 
enactment of House Joint Resolution No. 356, providing for 
an amendment to the United States Constitution excluding 
unnaturalized aliens when making apportionment for con- 
gressional districts; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9575. Also, petition of citizens of Schenectady, N. Y., 
favoring the amendment to the United States Constitution 
excluding the approximately 7,500,000 unnaturalized aliens 
from the count of the population of Nation for apportion- 
ment of congressional districts among the States, as pro- 
vided in House Joint Resolution 356; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

9576. Also, petition of members of the Albany Street 
Methodist Episcopal Church, Schenectady, N. Y., favoring 
the enactment of House Joint Resolution 356, providing for 
an amendment to the United States Constitution excluding 
unnaturalized aliens when making apportionment for con- 
gressional districts; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9577. Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Gloversville, N. Y., favoring the enactment of 


4876 


House bill 9986, providing Federal supervision of motion pic- 
tures; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

9578. Also, petition of the Womans’ Foreign Society of the 
Canajoharie Methodist Church, Canajoharie, N. Y., favoring 
the enactment of House bill 9986, providing Federal super- 
vision of motion pictures; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

9579. By Mr. DUNBAR: Petition of Lexington Post, No. 
352, American Legion, Lexington, Ind., urging immediate 
cash payment of the adjusted-service certificates to the 
veterans of the World War; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9580. Also, petition of citizens of New Albany, Ind., urging 
immediate cash payment of the adjusted-service certificates 
to the veterans of the World War; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9581. Also, petition of citizens of Milltown, Ind., urging 
immediate cash payment of the adjusted-service certificates 
to the veterans of the World War; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

9582. Also, petition of citizens of Milltown, Ind., urging 
immediate cash payment of the adjusted-service certificates 
to the veterans of the World War; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

9583. Also, petition of citizens of Alton, Cape Sandy, and 
Fredonia, Ind., urging immediate cash payment of the 
adjusted-service certificates to the veterans of the World 
War; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9584. Also, petition of citizens of New Albany and Jeffer- 
sonville, Ind., and Louisville, Ky., urging immediate cash 
payment of the adjusted-service certificates to the veterans 
of the World War; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9585. Also, petition of citizens of Palmyra, Ind., urging 
immediate cash payment of the adjusted-service certificates 
to the veterans of the World War; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

9586. Also, petition of citizens of New Albany, Ind., urging 
immediate cash payment of the adjusted-service certificates 
to the veterans of the World War; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

9587. Also, petition of citizens of Borden, Ind., urging 
‘immediate cash payment of the adjusted-service certificates 
to the veterans of the World War; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

9588. Also, petition of citizens of Jeffersonville, Ind., urg- 
ing immediate cash payment of the adjusted-service cer- 
tificates to the veterans of the World War; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

9589. Also, petition of citizens of Milltown, Ind., urging 
immediate cash payment of the adjusted-service certificates 
to the veterans of the World War; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. ; 

9590. By Mr. EATON of Colorado: Petition of 39 residents 
of Denver, Colo., urging immediate cash payment at full 
face value of the adjusted-compensation certificates as cre- 
ated by section 702 of the World War veterans’ act of 1924; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9591. Also, petition of 76 voters of Denver, Colo., urging 
immediate cash payment of full face value of adjusted- 
compensation certificates as created by section 702 of the 
World War adjusted compensation act of 1924; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

9592. Also, petition of 132 voters of Denver, Colo., urging 
passage of bill providing for immediate cash payment at 
‘full face value of adjusted-compensation certificates as cre- 
ated by section 702 of the World War adjusted compensation 
act of 1924; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9593. By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Petition of Fred Kraft, of 
1075 Bryant Avenue, Bronx, New York City, and 38 other 
residents of Bronx County, N. Y., urging the immediate pay- 
ment of the World War veterans’ adjusted-service certifi- 
cates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9594. By Mr. FOSS: Petition from Vera B. Matthews, 
regent of Circle No. 354, Daughters of Isabella, North Brook- 
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field, Mass., protesting against passage of Senate bill 4582; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9595. Also, petition of the Leominster (Mass.) Circle, 
Daughters of Isabella, protesting against passage of Senate 
bill 4582 to amend section 305(a) of the tariff act of 1922, 
as amended, and sections 211, 245, and 312 of the Criminal 
Code, as amended; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9596. By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of citizens of Winooski, 
Vt., and vicinity, urging legislation to permit payment im- 
mediately of adjusted-compensation certificates; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

9597. Also, petition of citizens of Newport, Vt., protesting 
against Senate bill 4582; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9598. By Mr. GRIFFIN: Resolution of the Federation of 
Jewish Women’s Organizations (Inc.), urging that any legis- 
lation further restricting immigration should make adequate 
provision for admitting the relatives of citizens and resident 
aliens who are, under our present laws, entitled to nonquota 
or preferential status; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

9599. By Mr. HICKEY: Petition of E. M. Erskine and 
other residents of South Bend, Ind., urging passage of legisla- 
tion authorizing the full payment of adjusted-compensation 
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9600. By Mr. HOOPER: Petition of various citizens of 
Battle Creek, Mich., in behalf of immediate cash payment 
at full face value of adjusted-compensation certificates; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

9601. Also, petition of various citizens of Eaton Rapids, 
Mich., in behalf of immediate cash payment at full face 
value of adjusted-compensation certificates; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

9602. Also, resolution of the Christian Mothers’ Society, 
of Battle Creek, Mich., urging Congress to enact a law for 
the Federal supervision of motion pictures as provided in 
the Grant Hudson motion picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9603. By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of citizens of the sixth 
congressional district of Michigan, asking for legislation as- 
suring the immediate cash payment, at full face value, of 
the adjusted-compensation certificates, as created by section 
702 of the World War adjusted compensation act of 1924; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9604. Also, petition of citizens of Royal Oak, Mich., and vi- 
cinity, urging the passage of House Joint Resolution 356, pro- 
viding for an amendment to the United States Constitution 
excluding unnaturalized aliens from the count of the popu- 
lation of the Nation for apportionment of congressional dis- 
tricts among the States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9605. By Mr. IGOE: Petition of the Women’s Catholic 
Order of Foresters, protesting the passage of Senate bill 
4582, to amend section 305 (a) of the tariff act of 1922, as 
amended, and sections 211, 245, and 312 of the Criminal 
Code, as amended; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9606. By Mr. JAMES of Michigan: Petition of Calumet 
Circle, No. 413, Daughters of Isabella, opposing the amend- 
ment to the tariff act of 1930 to allow spread of birth- 
control literature, etc.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9607. Also, petition of Calumet Assembly, Fourth Degree, 
Knights of Columbus, opposing the Gillett bill amending the 
tariff act of 1930 and Penal Code, proposed change is subver- 
sive to good morals; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9608. Also, petition of Knights of Columbus, Calumet, 
Mich., opposing the passage of the amendment to the tariff 
act of 1930 to allow spread of birth-control! apparatus, litera- 
ture, etc.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9609. Also, petition of Stagnes Circle, National Circle, 
Daughters of Isabella, protesting the passage of Senate bill 
4582 to amend the tariff act 1930 and Penal Code because 
of great danger to public health and morals of young people; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9610. By Mr. JOHNSON of Texas: Petition of Robert E. 
Vaden Post, No. 4, American Legion, Hillsboro, Tex., urging 
legislation for immediate payment in cash of adjusted- 
service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
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9611. By Mr. KENNEDY: Memorial from the Admiral 
H. B. Wilson Post, No. 196, Veterans of Foreign Wars of the 
United States, urging the payment in cash of the World 
War veterans’ adjusted-service compensation certificates as 
provided for in House bill 3494; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

9612. By Mr. McCLINTOCK of Ohio: Petition of C. W. 
Dewalt and 17 citizens of Alliance, Ohio, favoring immediate 
cash payment at full face value of the adjusted-compensa- 
tion certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9613. Also, petition of Lyle V. Springer and many citizens 
of Canton, Ohio, favoring immediate cash payment at full 
face value of the adjusted-service certificates; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

9614. By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of sundry citizens of 
Bristol County, Mass., urging immediate cash payment of 
full face value of adjusted-compensation certificates; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9615. By Mr. MEAD: Petition of residents of Buffalo, N. Y., 
favoring cash payment of adjusted-service certificates of 
soldiers, sailors, and marines of the World War; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

9616. Also, petition of Federation of Jewish Women’s Or- 
ganizations (Inc.), urging provision in any bill restricting 
immigration for admitting wives and minor children of resi- 
dent aliens; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

9617. By Mr. O'CONNOR of Oklahoma: Petition of Clyde 
E. Sexton, Tulsa, Okla., and 39 other veterans of Tulsa, 
desirous of cash payment of the adjusted-service certificates 
of the World War veterans; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9618. Also, petition of Fay Jones, of Tulsa, Okla., and 37 
other veterans of the World War. desirous of cash payment 
of adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

9619. Also, petition of Beatrice Inskeep and 39 other citi- 
zens of Tulsa, Okla., favoring cash payment of World War 
adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9620. Also, petition of L. W. Slee and 38 other citizens of 
Tulsa, Okla., desiring cash payment of World War veterans’ 
adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9621. Also, petition of R. M. Detwiler and 37 other citizens 
of Dewey, Okla., favoring cash payment of the World War 
adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. r 

9622. By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Newark Diocesan 
Council, National Council of Catholic Women; St. Joseph’s 
Parent-Teacher Association; National Council of Catholic 
Women; and St. Joseph’s Altar and Rosary Society, all of 
Bogota, N. J., unanimously opposing the passing of Senate 
bill 4582 to amend the tariff act (1930) and Penal Code to 
permit importation, distribution, and sale of contraceptive 
literature and instruments; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

9623. By Mr. FRANK M. RAMEY: Petition of William E. 
Cole, O. H. Damman, James Godfrey, and other prominent 
citizens of Montgomery County, Ill., protesting against re- 
moving Chanute Field, Rantoul, Ill., to Wright Field, Ohio; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

9624. Also, petition of Springfield, Illinois, Diocesan Coun- 
cil of Catholic Women, protesting against the passage of 
Senate bill 4582; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9625. Also, petition of W. E. Atherton and other citizens 
of Pleasant Plains, Ill, urging payment of full face value 
of adjusted-compensation certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9626. Also, petition of the central Illinois counties of 
Illinois Veterans of Foreign Wars, urging payment in full 
of face value of adjusted-service certificates; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

9627. By Mr. ROBINSON: Petition of 41 citizens of Hazle- 
ton, Iowa, urging support of Sparks-Capper stop alien repre- 
sentation amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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9628. By Mr. ROMJUE: Memorial of Thomas Bevington, 
J. N. Baker, and others, of Memphis, Mo., urging support of 
House Joint Resolution 356; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9629. By Mr. SANDERS of New York: Petition of 27 citi- 
zens of Livonia, N. Y., urging enactment of the Sparks- 
Capper bill, which provides for a constitutional amendment 
excluding aliens from the count for representation in Con- 
gress; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9630. By Mr. SELVIG: Petition of American Legion Aux- 
iliary, Halstad, Minn., urging favorable action on cash pay- 
ment of soldiers’ bonus; establishment of extra hospital beds 
at Fort Snelling and St. Cloud, Minn., hospitals; widows and 
orphans pensions; and service connection to chronic consti- 
tutional disabled; to the Committee on World War Veterans’ 
Legislation. 

9631. By Mr. SMITH of West Virginia: Petition of F. M. 
Marcum and other citizens of St. Albans, W. Va., in behalf 
of immediate cash payment of adjusted-compensation cer- 
tificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9632. By Mr. SPARKS: Petition of Highland Norton Mis- 
sionary Society, of Norton, Kans., for the Federal supervision 
of motion pictures as provided in the Grant Hudson motion 
picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

9633. Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Northbranch, Kans., for the Federal supervision 
of motion pictures as provided in the Grant Hudson motion 
picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

9634. Also, petition of the local institute of the Woman’s 

Temperance Union, of Ellis, Kans., for the Fed- 
eral supervision of the motion pictures as provided in the 
Grant Hudson motion picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9635. By Mr. SULLIVAN of Pennsylvania: Petition of the 
adult Bible classes of the Schenley Heights Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, of Pittsburgh, Pa., protesting any modification 
of present law or enactment of new law which might weaken 
present enforcement legislation; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9636. By Mr. SWICK: Petition of E. L. Black, 425 New 
Castle Street, Butler, Pa., and 30 residents of Butler, Pa., 
urging the cash payment at full face value of adjusted-com- 
pensation certificates as created by section 702 of the World 
War adjusted compensation act of 1924; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

9637. By Mr. TREADWAY: Petition of Eugene D. Eby 
and other residents of Pittsfield, Mass., urging adoption of 
House Joint Resolution 356, known as the Sparks-Capper 
proposed amendment to the Constitution to exclude unnatu- 
ralized aliens from the count of the population of the 
Nation for apportionment of congressional districts among 
the States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9638. By Mr. TURPIN: Petition of citizens of Luzerne 
County, Pa., urging immediate cash payment of adjusted- 
service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9639. By Mr. WELCH of California: Petition of the 
Chaminade Club, of San Francisco, Calif., protesting against 
enactment of legislation permitting importation of contra- 
ceptive literature; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9640. Also, petition of John H. Taylor and 38 other citizens 
of San Francisco, Calif., urging the cash payment at full 
face value of adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

9641. By Mr. WOLVERTON of West Virginia: Petition of 
Orah Meehan, William Meehan, and 35 other signers, all 
residents of Weston, Lewis County, W. Va., respectfully 
urging Congress to take favorable action on legislation pro- 
viding for the payment of adjusted-compensation certifi- 
cates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9642. By Mr. WOODRUFF: Petition of St. James Women’s 
Club, of Bay City, and Court Bay City, No. 641, Catholic 
Daughters of America, protesting against enactment of Sen- 
ate bill 4582 to amend the tariff laws with respect to the 
admission to the United States of contraceptive literature 
and products; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


4878 


SENATE 
SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 14, 1931 
(Legislative day of Monday, January 26, 1931) 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m., on the expiration of 
the recess.. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 


Fess King 


Barkley Fletcher La Follette pstead 
Bingham Frazier McGill Shortridge 
Black George McKellar Smith 
Blaine Gillett Smoot 
Blease Glass McNary Steiwer 
Borah Glenn Morrison Stephens 
Bratton 11 Morrow Swanson 
Brock Goldsborough Moses Thomas, Idaho 
Brookhart Gould Norbeck Thomas, Okla. 
Broussard Hale Norris Townsend 
Bulkley Harris Nye Trammell 
Capper Harrison Oddie Tydings 
Caraway Hatfield Partridge Vandenberg 
Carey Hayden Patterson Wagner 
Connally Hebert Phipps Walcott 
Copeland Pine Walsh, Mass. 
Couzens Howell Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Cutting Johnson Reed Waterman 
Dale Jones Robinson, Ark. Watson 
Davis Kean Robinson, Ind. Wheeler 

Dill Kendrick 


Mr. TOWNSEND. I desire to announce that my colleague 
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hastincs] is un- 
avoidably detained from the Senate. I ask that this an- 
nouncement may stand for the day. 

Mr. BARKLEY. My colleague [Mr. WILLIAMSON] is un- 
avoidably absent. I will let this announcement stand for 
the day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-seven Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

CONFEREES ON AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, through inadvertence the 
names of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. KEYES] and 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Kenprick] were omitted 
from the list of conferees on the bill (H. R. 15256) making 
appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes. I 
ask that they be included as conferees on the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Chaffee, one of its clerks, announced that the House in- 
sisted upon its amendments to the bill (S. 4022) to regulate 
the erection, hanging, placing, painting, display, and main- 
tenance of outdoor signs and other forms of exterior adver- 
tising within the District of Columbia, disagreed to by the 
Senate; agreed to the conference requested by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and that 
Mr. Zratman, Mr. HarL of Indiana, and Mrs. Norton were 
appointed managers on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 16969) making appropriations for the Navy De- 
partment and the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


The message further announced that the Speaker had 
affixed his signature to the following enrolled bills, and they 
were signed by the Vice President: 

H. R. 16297. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to 
provide for the construction of certain public buildings, and 
for other purposes,” approved May 25, 1926 (44 Stat. 630), 
and acts amendatory thereof; and 

H.R. 16626. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army 
and Navy, etc., and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other 
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than the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and 
sailors. 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
14675) making appropriations for the Department of the 
Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. CUTTING. Mr. President, owing to the parliamentary 
situation I am going to be exceedingly brief in my reference 
to the statement made by the senior Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. Frazier]. I attended the hearings conducted 
by the Senator and his subcommittee on Indian Affairs, and 
I say that those hearings, in my opinion, were conducted 
with manifest fairness to both sides. 

I think every Senator in the Chamber appreciates the 
earnestness and the zeal with which the senior Senator from 
North Dakota has fought the battle of the Indians. I want 
to confine my remarks this morning to just one or two 
points. 

During the hearings reference was made to the fact that 
Commissioner Hagerman had been removed as governor by 
President Roosevelt. The Senator from Montana [Mr. 
WHEELER] introduced into the record the letter which Presi- 
dent Roosevelt wrote to Governor Hagerman stating in very 
forceful language his own position. I asked at that time 
in fairness to Mr. Hagerman that the whole correspondence 
should be placed in the record. There may have been some 
misunderstanding about this, because yesterday the Senator 
from North Dakota said: 

Mr. Hagerman made no particular defense further than saying 
in substance that inasmuch as Mr. Roosevelt was President of 
the United States he acknowledged his authority and therefore he 
had sent in his resignation. 

If a letter stating anything of that sort was the only letter 
from Mr. Hagerman placed in the record, then what I asked 
was not carried out, because the correspondence which I 
had in mind consisted of six or seven letters on both sides 
of the case. I make a point of that because these incidents 
happened a quarter of a century ago, because they have 
been the subject of political controversy ever since, and be- 
cause I think that almost every citizen of New Mexico at 
the present day would unite with me in saying that Presi- 
dent Roosevelt’s action was based on mistaken grounds. 

I yield to no one in my admiration and affection for 
President Roosevelt; but, like other human beings, he was 
fallible, and this, in my opinion, as I told him a number 
of times, was one of the occasions on which he was mis- 
taken. Knowing the Senator from North Dakota and the 
Senator from Montana as well as I do, I am convinced that 
if they had been living in New Mexico at that time they 
would have been supporters of the reform element which 
was headed by Governor Hagerman and would have been 
opposed to the influences that succeeded in obtaining his 
removal. 

With regard to the specific question as to Governor Hager- 
man's performance of his present official duties, the main 
point brought up against him was the conduct of the auc- 
tion at which the Rattlesnake oil field was leased. The 
meeting was held at Santa Fe on October 15 and was pre- 
sided over by Mr. Burke, Mr. Hagerman’s superior officer. 
Mr. Hagerman was also present. The leases were made in 
accordance with law. The lease for the Rattlesnake structure 
was sold for a thousand dollars to a man named Munoz, from 
New York, and, as the Senator from North Dakota accurately 
stated, it was later sold at an enormous profit to the Conti- 
nental Oil Co. Of course, as Senators are aware, that kind 
of incident happens all the time in oil-producing districts. 
There was no other bid except the $1,000 bid from Mr. 
Munoz. 

A short while before a very valuable structure had been 
discovered at the Hogback formation, about 9 miles away. 
Everyone who was bidding knew that the Hogback well was 
profitable. The question was whether or not the Rattle- 
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snake structure, 9 miles away, was of the same formation 
as the Hogback structure. 

Governor Hagerman said before the committee that the 
geological report which he had in his possession showed 
that the Rattlesnake structure was entirely different from 
the Hogback formation and that therefore there was very 
little chance of finding oil there. 

The Senator from North Dakota yesterday read to the 
Senate a report by a Government geologist showing that 
the Rattlesnake structure was practically identical with the 
Hogback structure. That report was dated October 13, and 
was received by the Indian Bureau on October 15. The only 
question is whether that report, or advance copies of such 
report, had been available to Commissioner Hagerman or 
to Commissioner Burke at the time this auction was con- 
ducted. Of course that is possible, and if such was the 
case, then I think both Commissioner Burke and Mr. Hager- 
man were culpably negligent in the way they conducted the 
sale; but no evidence whatsoever has been produced of 
any such state of affairs. In the absence of such evidence, 
it is natural to assume that a report made on October 
13 and received at the Indian Bureau on October 15 was 
not available at Santa Fe on the 15th, the date on which 
the sale was conducted there. 

Senators who are not familiar with the local situation 
may become confused between the two tribes of Indians with 
whom Governor Hagerman was officially connected. In 1923 
he was appointed commissioner for the Navajo Indians. In 
that capacity he represented the Indians; he was their advo- 
cate and their guardian. Two years later he was appointed 
to a totally different office, being selected as a member of the 
so-called Pueblo Lands Board, which sat as a judicial body 
to settle questions of title between the Indians and the non- 
Indians in an entirely different area—the Pueblo area. In 
that capacity he was not representing the Indians any more 
than he was representing the settlers. There was no con- 
flict between his duties as advocate and guardian for the 
Navajo Indians, and his judicial duties concerning matters 
totally unconnected with the Navajo Indians in any way. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator from New 
Mexico yield to me for a question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New 
Mexico yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. CUTTING. I yield. 

Mr. KING. Is there any controversy as to the fact that 
when the appraisers appointed by the board visited the lands 
and made their returns, Mr. Hagerman, speaking for the 
board, in many instances reduced the appraisement in many 
cases far below the appraisal value found by the appraisers, 
and, instead of protecting the Indians in that way, his report 
was adverse to them? I am asking that in an interrogative 
form. 

Mr. CUTTING. I will try to get to that in a few moments, 
I am merely trying to make the distinction first between the 
relation of Mr. Hagerman to the Navajo Indians on the one 
hand and his relation to the Pueblo Indians on the other. 

The Pueblo dispute is one with which the Senate must 
naturally be fairly familiar, as there was a long controversy 
concerning it in the years from 1922 on. The Senator from 
North Dakota said on yesterday that the Pueblo lands— 


Had been squatted upon by white settlers or by people some of 
whom were Mexican settlers. 


And he speaks again of— 


Some of these Mexicans, or residents there who were formerly 
from Mexico. 

I should like to explain to the Senate that these people 
whom he describes as Mexicans are descendants of the 
old Spanish conquerors who settled on these lands early in 
the seventeenth century, some time before the founding of 
Jamestown or the landing of the Pilgrims from the May- 
flower. That was at a time long before there was any 
Mexican Government. Later, of course, those lands, like 
all of the lands in the Southwest, were a part of the Mexi- 
can domain. These people are “Mexicans” only in the 
sense that the inhabitants of New England or Virginia 
might be called English because they once were under the 
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English Government. They have lived on this land in 
many instances for 300 years, with the exception of the 
time of the Pueblo revolt in the middle of the seventeenth 
century, when they were driven out for a time, but re- 
turned 12 years later. 

Since 1680 they have lived on the most friendly and 
amicable terms with their Indian neighbors. They have 
had adjoining lands; they have in some cases intermar- 
ried; they have joined hands together in repelling the 
attacks of the fighting Indians, the Navajos and the 
Apaches. Until recently the non-Indians had no reason 
to suppose that the titles which they had to the lands on 
which they were living were in any way subject to dis- 
pute. Populous towns have been founded on the lands 
which were technically Indian lands; towns like the town 
of Taos and the town of Espanola, towns of several thou- 
sand inhabitants. Under these circumstances it seems to 
me a little unfair to say, as the junior Senator from Utah 
did yesterday— 

I have never been able to believe that the statute of limita- 
tions should run against the Indians or against the Govern- 
ment, or that the white settlers there should acquire title by 
proscriptive right or by usage. I think that doctrine is unjust 
and unfair, just as much as it would be if applied to the Gov- 
ernment itself. 

I have no doubt that is a correct statement of the legal 
phase of the question, but I should like to remind the Sena- 
tor that if that policy is to be carried into effect through- 
out the country we will have to bring the Pequots back and 
give them the city of Boston. We will have to bring the 
Seminoles back and give them the State of Florida. It is 
unfair that New Mexico should be the one State where 
title by adverse possession should not be acknowledged. 

As a matter of fact, the Indians on these Pueblo lands are 
the only Indians in the United States who are to-day living 
in precisely the same circumstances that they were living 300 
years ago with all their old communal traditions intact. I 
do not mean by that that they have not lost some land or 
some water rights; I do not mean that at all; but I mean 
that it is an intensely complicated question and that both 
sides to the controversy have a real right in equity. Con- 
gress, at any rate, decided when they passed the Pueblo land 
act that it was a complicated question and that both sides 
had rights which would have to be considered by the Gov- 
ernment. 

The Pueblo Lands Board has acted under the provisions 
of that act of Congress which was a compromise between the 
adherents of the Indians and the adherents of the settlers. 
Every case that was decided was a case on which there was 
a great deal to be said on both sides. As in other litigation, 
the party that loses is apt to think that the court was 
prejudiced against him. I have had some complaints from 
the Indians against the action of the Pueblo Lands Board, 
and some of them may have merit. I have had a great 
many more complaints from representatives of the settlers 
that the decisions of the lands board have gone against 
them. I do not think that the United States Senate is the 
tribunal which can properly pass upon matters of this sort. 

What I want to emphasize is this: Governor Hagerman, 
as commissioner of the Navajos, was holding an office created 
for the protection of the rights of those particular Indians. 
No complaint against his action in such capacity was re- 
ceived at the hearings from any Navajos, so far as I know. 

There was complaint against him from some of the 
Pueblos, against whom, possibly, he had made some adverse 
decisions, but I should like to call to the attention of the 
Senate the fact that the one case which was specifically 
criticized on yesterday was a case which the Pueblo Lands 
Board decided in favor of the Indians. Thereafter its deci- 
sion was reversed by the district court and by the circuit 
court of appeals. So in that case, at any rate, it is unfair 
to criticize the Pueblo Lands Board. I know the Senator 
did not do it. No criticism devolves on the board for their 
decision in that particular case which was discussed yes- 


Mr. President, I am just as much in favor of a square 
deal for the Indians as is any man in this Chamber. In 
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most parts of the United States the Indians have been dis- 
gracefully treated. I would not be prepared to defend the 
way they have been treated in all cases in New Mexico, 
but I think on the whole that they have come nearer re- 
ceiving fair treatment in New Mexico than anywhere else. 

The hearings before the subcommittee included the testi- 
mony of a great many sincere friends of the Indians. The 
chief case against Mr. Hagerman was made by Mr. John 
Collier, of the American Defense Society. I appreciate the 
magnificent work which Mr. Collier has done in behalf of 
the Indians. Without him the Indian situation would be 
far worse than it is to-day. We have got to give him credit 
for that. 2 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New 
Mexico yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. CUTTING. I yield. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Is the Senator aware that on yesterday 
a resolution was adopted by the State Senate of New Mexico 
requesting the Senate of the United States to investigate 
John Collier and his organization, and stating that they 
have been a detriment to the Indians of New Mexico? 

Mr. CUTTING. Mr. President, that is the first informa- 
tion I have had of it; but that does not alter my view of 
the situation. I am speaking only for myself and not for 
the State Senate of New Mexico. 

I think Mr. Collier has done very valuable work. I think 
he is a crusader. I think he has the virtues of the crusader, 
and, perhaps, if I may say so without any depreciation of 
what he has done, I think he has some of the faults of the 
crusader. 

I do not believe that even Mr. Collier would take the 
position that he is the only friend the Indians have. I 
know of hundreds of devoted people, both in New Mexico 
and elsewhere, who are spending most of their time in 
protecting the Indian rights as they see them. I think it is 
fair to say that the majority of these people believe that 
Mr. Hagerman, on the whole, has done good work for the 
Indians. 

That does not mean that he has not made mistakes. It 
does not mean that there may not be things he has done 
that have been blameworthy. I do not know. I am not in 
a position to discuss these matters at first hand, because I 
have been busy with other matters; but I do think it is fair 
that the testimony of the majority of the people who I know 
are sincerely interested in the Indians should be taken into 
consideration in judging the record of Governor Hagerman 
in the positions which he has held. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, before addressing myself 
briefly to the matter presented by the Senator from North 
Dakota (Mr. Frazter] yesterday, I desire to correct what may 
have been a misstatement made on my part during the dis- 
cussion of yesterday. 

I stated that throughout the proceedings before the 
Pueblo Lands Board, involving title to lands in dispute— 
the dispute being between the Indians on the one hand and 
settlers on the other—Mr. Fraser, an attorney from Denver, 
represented the Indians. According to information fur- 
nished me since making that statement, it was incorrect. 
Under the Pueblo Lands Board act, a suit must be filed, in 
the nature of one to quiet title, to carry out the determina- 
tion made by the Pueblo Lands Board. It is my informa- 
tion now that Mr. Fraser’s services begin at that point; in 
other words, that after the Pueblo Lands Board has deter- 
mined the title to a given tract of land, Mr. Fraser institutes 
the suit to quiet title to carry that determination into force 
and effect. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BRATTON. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Then the situation is that this attorney, 
Mr. Fraser, is a Special Assistant Attorney General assigned 
to this Pueblo Board as their legal adviser, or attorney for 
them? 

Mr. BRATTON. No; I think that is not entirely accurate. 
He is a Special Assistant Attorney General commissioned 
to carry the awards of the Pueblo Lands Board into effect 
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by instituting suits to quiet title and set at rest the determi- 
nations of the board respecting titles. 

Mr. FRAZIER. As I recall the testimony, when appeals 
were taken, Fraser was the man who represented the board 
on those appeals. 

Mr. BRATTON. No; he represents the United States. The 
suit is filed in the name of the United States as guardian 
for the Indians. Mr. Fraser, as a Special Assistant Attorney 
General, institutes those suits in the name of the United 
States, representing the Indians. The Pueblo Lands Board 
is a judicial tribunal, which passes upon the matter in 
the first instance. Then Mr. Fraser, as an Assistant Attor- 
ney General, institutes a suit in the name of the United 
States to carry into effect the determination made by the 
board. Technically speaking, that is and has been his posi- 
tion in the matter. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield 
further 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New 
Mexico further yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. BRATTON. Yes. 

Mr. FRAZIER. As I understand, where the appeals were 
taken by the attorneys for the Indians—Judge Anderson and 
his firm—Mr. Fraser appeared, representing the board or the 
Government, if we may put it that way. 

Mr. BRATTON. I do not know about that. The Senator 
may be correct. 

Mr. FRAZIER. That is my understanding. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Sen- 
ator? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New 
Mexico yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. BRATTON. Yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will not the Senator have to modify his 
statement just a little from his last answer to the Senator 
from North Dakota? Where, in a case before this board, 
the Indians were defeated, and they took an appeal, in that 
case Mr. Fraser would be in court opposing the position 
taken by the Indians, would he not? 

Mr. BRATTON. I do not know what Mr. Fraser does in 
those circumstances. The Indians, if I am correctly in- 
formed, have not appealed. It is doubtful if they have the 
right to appeal. Itis questionable whether a decision against 
the Government binds the Indians. At any rate, inde- 
pendent attorneys—Messrs. Hanna and Wilson, at Albu- 
querque—have filed an independent suit. They are now 
undertaking to maintain that suit in behalf of the Indians 
themselves, and to bring the question to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. I do not know what Mr. Fraser is 
doing in that matter. I do not know whether he appears one 
way or the other, or just what his connection may be. 

I stated yesterday that Mr. Fraser appears before the 
board itself, representing the Indians. I think probably that 
is incorrect. I think the correct statement is that Mr. Coch- 
ran, an attorney designated by the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
or the Secretary of the Interior, appears before the board 
and represents the Indians in the deliberations of the board, 
supplemented with the services of Hanna & Wilson, a firm 
of attorneys employed by the Indian Defense Society; and 
that after the Pueblo Lands Board has completed its con- 
sideration, if it results in an award to the Indians, Mr. 
Fraser enters the picture for the first time and institutes 
a suit to quiet title. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New 
Mexico yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. BRATTON.. Yes. 

Mr. KING. I want to get this matter straight, and do 
no one an injustice. 

Is not this the modus operandi—that Mr. Fraser has been 
appointed as the counsel for the board for the purpose of 
enforcing their awards. If their awards are against the In- 
dians—and they usually are, as I am advised—the Indians 
may not appeal, as the Senator says, or at least there is 
some question of their right to appeal. 

Mr. BRATTON. ‘There is grave doubt about that. 
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Mr. KING. And if they are dissatisfied with the award, 
Mr. Fraser must appear to defend the award and not to 
upset it in the interest of the Indians. 

The Government has refused to furnish the necessary 
lawyers to enable the Indians to prosecute appeals for the 
protection of what they conceive to be their rights; and 
Judge Hanna and Mr. Cornell, employed by an Indian so- 
ciety to defend them, have now prosecuted an appeal or 
sought to obtain a writ of certiorari to the Supreme Court 
of the United States for the purpose of determining whether 
these awards are correct; the court having held that if a 
person, after suit or just before suit was brought, pays the 
back taxes in a lump, no matter for how many years, then 
the prescriptive right becomes a valid right, and the claim 
of the Indians to the land is defeated; and there is no one 
then to protect the Indians in prosecuting that appeal unless 
some humane people go in and seek to invoke the law, if 
there is any law, in their behalf. 

Mr. BRATTON. In those circumstances the Congress ap- 
propriates money to reimburse the Indians for the lands 
lost. Let me direct the Senator’s attention to the fact that 
under the Pueblo Lands Board act, if the board decides that 
the Indians have lost land by prescriptive right on the part 
of settlers, the Indians are not without remedy. Instead of 
being decreed the land, Congress appropriates money with 
which to reimburse them for the value of the land thus lost; 
and, indeed, during the last several years we have appropri- 
ated large sums from time to time to reimburse the Indians 
for the lands thus lost. 

So let us not be confused about that phase of this situa- 
tion. The Indians in every case get either the land or its 
value in cash. 

As my colleague [Mr. Curtrnec] stated a while ago, this 
situation is the outgrowth of an association on the part of 
settlers and the Indians covering two centuries or more. 
Their lands have become interlocked and interspersed. 
Their social and commercial intercourse has become very 
close. They trade with one another; they intermarry; the 
outgrowth of that intercourse, covering a period of two cen- 
turies or more, has given the settlers rights which could not 
be taken away from them and do equity to them and their 
rights. So in 1924 the Indian Pueblo Lands Board act was 
passed, establishing a board, composed of a representative 
of the President, a representative of the Attorney General, 
and a representative of the Secretary of the Interior, to pass 
upon these complicated questions; first, to determine 
whether the Indians had lost title to the land, it being con- 
ceded by everyone that in the original case they owned the 
land, but it being the duty of the board to determine 
whether they had lost that title through a prescriptive right 
of the settler, and perhaps negligence on the part of the 
Government. 

If they had not lost the land, the Pueblo Lands Board 
awarded title to them, and Mr. Fraser instituted a suit to 
quiet that title in the Indians. If, on the other hand, the 
board determined that the Indians had lost title to the 
land—that is to say, in equity the settlers should be pro- 
tected, on account of their long occupancy and the pay- 
ment of taxes and other acts specified—then the Indians 
were denied title, and Congress appropriated money to re- 
imburse them for the loss thus sustained. So for the last 
several years, Mr. President, we have appropriated annually 
a large sum of money to carry into effect the awards of the 
Pueblo Lands Board so made. 

Some criticism has been hurled at the board to the effect 
that their awards have been too low. No such complaint 
was registered with me until some two or three weeks ago. 
It may be true. I do not know; but the act affords the 
right of appeal. It has thrown about the Indians every 
safeguard that I can conceive. As I stated yesterday, four 
appeals were taken from awards of the board involving the 
question of value. The United States District Court of New 
Mexico affirmed the board in three cases, and increased the 
award in the fourth case by the nominal sum of $7,000. I 
think two of those cases are now on appeal to the Circuit 
Court of Appeals, and are yet to be determined finally. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New 
Mexico yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. BRATTON. I do. 

Mr. FRAZIER. As I understand, one of those cases that 
was filed was thrown out because of the shortness of time 
given when the case was to be heard. The attorneys for 
the Indians, Judge Hanna and his firm, did not get the 
notice until after the case was called, and it was never 
tried at all. 

Mr. BRATTON. The Senator gets that information from 
Mr. Collier? 

Mr. FRAZIER. Yes. 

Mr. BRATTON. It may be true. 
complained to me on that score. 

Let me say here that I repudiate and denounce on this 
floor any insinuation by Mr. Collier or anyone else that 
the United States district judge in New Mexico is unfair 
to the Indians. It is beneath Mr. Collier ‘or anyone else 
to make that kind of an imputation as to the United States 
District Judge Neblett. 

Mr. President, Governor Hagerman needs no brief at my 
hands. He holds the position of Special Assistant Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, assigned to the southwest region. 
He holds the position of a member of the Pueblo Lands 
Board. He draws one salary. I think it is $6,500 a year, 
with $2,500 for expenses. In other words, for one salary 
he serves in two capacities, and yet he is criticized for doing 
that. 

Governor Hagerman may have made mistakes of judg- 
ment. He is not infallible. Perhaps anyone here would 
make mistakes of judgment if he were assigned to that 
position. 

Much has been said about the tribal council of the Navajo 
Indians. I do not know anything about that except that 
such a council was established a few years ago, and has been 
held annually since that time. 

It is significant, however, that since this question arose, 
and while the subcommittee of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs have been engaged in conducting hearings, attended 
by wide newspaper publicity throughout the State of New 
Mexico, a fact to which my colleague and I can both certify, 
not a single Navajo Indian has registered a protest or said 
that he or his tribe had suffered as a result of that tribal 
council. So much for that. 

The serious complaint, indeed, the strong implication made 
by the Senator from North Dakota in his statement of Jan- 
uary 21, was that the first act of Governor Hagerman after 
becoming special assistant to the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs was to sell a certain oil and gas lease for a thousand 
dollars, and that within a year or so afterwards it sold for a 
million dollars. The Senator from North Dakota has re- 
viewed that matter. No one disputes that it sold for a 
thousand dollars at public auction in the Federal building 
at Santa Fe, after being advertised in many of the leading 
oil journals throughout the country and in the press. An 
auctioneer was imported from Oklahoma to cry the sale. 
A man named S. C. Munoz, living in New York, and who 
owned a short railroad in New Mexico and who came there 
from time to time to look after his holdings, was present, 
and purchased that lease, paying a thousand dollars for it. 
According to my information, he endeavored immediately to 
secure a release from the purchase, and that was declined. 
He then tried to sell the lease to some oil people in Denver, 
and was unable to do so. He then started development on 
the leased premises, and fortunately struck oil. He sold the 
lease, or an interest in it, for approximately a million dollars 
within a year afterwards. 

It is a question of wildcat territory proving successful. 
Throughout the hearings there was never a suggestion that 
Governor Hagerman profited one dime by the sale. Indeed, 
Mr. Collier himself replied to a direct question of the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming [Mr. KENDRICK] that he had no infor- 
mation that Governor Hagerman had profited in any wise 
as a result of the transaction. 

Some of the leases sold at the same time and place and 
by the same auctioneer were purchased by oil companies at 
various sums, and proved to be worthless. My memory is 
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that one of the leases was purchased at the price of $46,000, 
and proved to be absolutely nonmineral in character. The 
purchasing company lost that investment. 

It is my understanding that the Navajo Indians have re- 
ceived approximately half a million dollars in royalties from 
the premises thus sold at auction. It is a question of wild- 
cat territory ceasing to be wildcat through actual discovery 
of oil. As I have already said, those leases were advertised 
in the usual way. They were sold at public auction. Every 
safeguard was thrown about them to protect the Indians. 
The Senator from North Dakota leveled a criticism against 
the action of the department because, said he, the leases 
were sold at a time when the oil industry was in a depressed 
condition. It is my memory that up until that time the oil 
industry had gone forward without any setback due to a de- 
pression. The action taken may have been a mistake of 
judgment, but I do not think that it can be inferred or 
should be implied that Governor Hagerman was guilty of any 
improper conduct. 

Mr. President, on yesterday, the Senator from North Da- 
kota referred to the fact that the action of the New Mexico 
State Senate in passing a resolution expressing its approval 
of Governor Hagerman’s services, and repudiating the criti- 
cism leveled against him, indicated that Governor Hagerman 
was a political fixer more than the Senator from North Da- 
kota had thought before. On behalf of the State of New 
Mexico, for whom the State senate speaks, at least in part, I 
repudiate any intimation that the senate was actuated by 
other than proper motives in passing that resolution. Like- 
wise do I repudiate the intimation made upon the floor this 
morning that because the Senate of the State of New Mexico 
took some action yesterday, it was actuated or prompted by 
any improper motive. I think the Senator from North Da- 
kota owes it to the senate of a sovereign State to refrain 
from making any such implication. On behalf of the State, 
for which I speak in part, I denounce any such inference or 
imputation, if that be the inference or imputation intended 
by the Senator from North Dakota. I would not impute any 
such motive to the State senate of his State, nor to that of 
any other State. 

Mr. President, I think I have said all I desire to say on 
this subject. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). Does 
the Senator from New Mexico yield to the Senator from 
North Dakota? 

Mr. BRATTON. I yield. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Yesterday I called attention to the fact 
that in the year 1929 the Senate of New Mexico had passed 
a resolution asking Congress not to allow any more public 
domain to be allotted to the Indians. 

Mr. BRATTON. Yes. 

Mr. FRAZIER. During the same year the senate passed 
a resolution condemning an article which appeared in the 
magazine Good Housekeeping, written by Vera Connelly, 
on the Indian situation, on the ground, I suppose, that it 
indulged in criticism of the State of New Mexico. Many 
of the Senators here are familiar with the writings of Miss 
Connelly in Good Housekeeping. 

Mr. BRATTON. Yes, Mr. President, I am familiar with 
the article appearing in Good Housekeeping. No doubt in- 
justices have been visited upon the Indians of New Mexico. 
I do not minimize them in the slightest degree. No doubt 
conditions should be improved and Indian affairs should 
be administered in a better way in New Mexico, as well as 
elsewhere; but the picture drawn by Miss Connelly was 
overstated and exaggerated so far as my State was con- 
cerned. Of that I have no doubt whatever. 

The Senator has just referred to a resolution passed by 
the State Senate of New Mexico regarding allotments of 
lands to Indians. The senate did pass such a resolution. 
There are two sides to that question. Instead of encourag- 
ing Indians to leave the reservations and go upon the 
public domain, go among the white settlers, and there take 
allotments indiscriminately, it may be best for the In- 
dians to use their money in improving conditions on their 
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reservations, providing a better grade of livestock, affording 
better watering facilities, and other things which will pro- 
mote happiness and prosperity among Indians on their 
reservations. That is a two-sided question. The fact that 
the State Senate of New Mexico expressed itself in opposi- 
tion to encouraging Indians to leave their reservations in 
large numbers and obtain allotments of land from the public 
domain does not indicate by any means that they assumed 
an unfriendly attitude toward the Indians. There are argu- 
ments on both sides to that question, and I think the Sena- 
tor from North Dakota must realize it. 

Mr. CUTTING. Mr. President, will my colleague yield? 

Mr. BRATTON. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. CUTTING. I hope my colleague will allow me to say 
that I agree with him fully in the statement he has just 
made. 

Mr. BRATTON. That assurance is appreciated. The 
Senator from North Dakota must realize that encouraging 
Indians to leave their reservations, go among the white pop- 
ulation, and there engage in industrial life may not be for 
the best interest of the Indians. I myself think that prob- 
ably every dime of their income should be devoted to im- 
proving conditions on their reservations, giving them better 
schools, giving them better livestock, giving them better 
watering facilities, teaching them improved methods of earn- 
ing a better livelihood on their reservations. So, I repudi- 
ate the intimation of the Senator from North Dakota that 
because the State senate so expressed itself two years ago, 
it manifested an attitude unworthy of the State senate. 

Mr. President, I am astonished at the attitude of the 
Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Record an article by Oliver La Farge on 
the Indian question. 

I will say in that connection that I dislike to put in an 
article which answers a speech of a fellow Senator for whom 
I have a high regard; but I think the wide knowledge of 
Indian affairs and unselfish friendliness of Mr. La Farge 
entitles him to a hearing. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, regarding the article by 
Mr. La Farge which the Senator from Massachusetts asks 
permission to put in the Recorp I desire to say that Mr. 
La Farge was called before the subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs in regard to the Hagerman case, 
and practically admitted there that he knew nothing about 
the statements that he made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts? 

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

A GROSS INJUSTICE—-ATTEMPT OF A UNITED STATES SENATOR TO GET RID 
OF AN HONEST AND USEFUL OFFICIAL 
To the EDITOR OF THE NEW YORK TIMES: 


I want to call attention to a disgraceful attempt in the United 
States Senate to get rid of an honest official at a time when public 
interest is diverted to other matters. 

On January 21, in the course of a general assault on the Indian 
Bureau, Senator FRAZIER offered the following amendment to the 
Department of the Interior appropriation- bill: 

“Provided, That no part of the moneys appropriated for this act 
shall be used in payment of the salary or expenses of Herbert J. 
Hagerman, designated as special commissioner to negotiate with 
Indians, Santa Fe, N. Mex.” 

Senator Frazier made the following statements: 

1. That there is an appropriation for Mr. Hagerman “as sort of 
general superintendent for a tribe in New Mexico and Arizona. 
There is a superintendent there who has the same duties to per- 
form, and for that district. It is a duplication.” 

2. That Mr. Hagerman was removed from the office of Territorial 
Governor of New Mexico by President Roosevelt as soon as 
Roosevelt came into office.” 

3. That Mr. Hagerman was appointed as special commissioner to 
negotiate with the Indians concerning oil leases by the then Sec- 
rectary of the Interior, A. L. Fall. 

4. That Mr. Hagerman sold the lease of the “Snake oil lands” 
for $1,000, and that within a year the same lease was resold for 
$1,000,000. 

5. That he (Senator Frazer) does not believe that such a man 
should be carried on the Government pay roll at all. In plain 
language he is, in my estimation, a political fixer for the Indian 
Bureau in those two States.” 

6. “ There was organized a tribal council among the: Navajos for 
the bureau. Assistant Commissioner Scattergood made the state- 
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ment that the council functions admirably, because there is no 
dissension among e the Indians.” 
some kind of a council among 


7. “Hagerman tried to organize some 
the Northern Pueblos and failed to do so.” 

Rarely has such a collection of misstatements and false infer- 
ence been assembled in one short speech. 

I should like to take up Senator Frazrer’s statements in order: 

1, It is not true that Mr. Hagerman is a sort of superintendent 
for a tribe in New Mexico and Arizona,” nor is it true that there 
is a superintendent there who has the same duties to perform, and 
for that district.” The Senator evidently did not trouble to learn 
the terms of Mr. Hagerman’s appointment or to inquire into his 
duties. His bilities cover some 75,000 Indians on more 
than 20 reservations in the States of New Mexico, Colorado, Utah, 
and Arizona. He is coordinating officer for the countless ramifi- 
cations of the Indian Service within that large district. 

A list of his duties would cover several typewritten pages. In 
connection with the Pueblo Lands Board he has helped pass upon 
5,532 claims, correcting the wrongs which the notorious Bursum 
bill was intended to perpetuate. 

2. It is not true that Mr. Hagerman was removed from office 

“as soon as Roosevelt came into office.” He was appointed on 
President Roosevelt and resigned a year and a half later. 
honorable record as governor is well known to all in New Mexico. 

3. Although Mr. was appointed first by Secretary 
Fall, the inference that he was one of that corrupt crowd is false. 
Senator Frazier passed over the fact that he was appointed in 
1923, after the scandals of the Bursum bill and Teapot Dome had 
eee at a time when Fall felt the need of a few honest 
gestures. Mr. Hagerman had held a number of appointive offices, 
both State and national, and had been for five years president 
of the New Mexico Taxpayers’ Association, in which nonpolitical 
office he has been continued unbrokenly. His appointment as 
special commissioner was a reform measure. 

4. Mr. n did not merely sell the Rattlesnake oil lease 
(referred to by Senator Frazier as “the snake oil lands") for a 
thousand dollars. In compliance with the law and authorized by 
the Navajo Indians, he sold six leases at public auction after 
wide advertising, from which the Indians received $87,600 on what 
was practically wildcat territory. The geologist’s statements on 
the Rattlesnake structure were so discouraging that it was difficult 
to get any bid on it at all. Only two of these, of which the Rat- 
tlesnake is one, have produced any oil; from these the Indians 
have received to date $930,420.38, and the income is continuing. 

5. The Senator’s personal attack on Mr. Hagerman is best an- 
swered after the other points have been taken up. 

6. This is a slighting reference to one of Mr. 's finest 
pieces of work, the creation for the Navajo Tribes, numbering 
over 40,000 and previously disorganized and divided into six 
June tae girs of a true representative body elected by the tribe, 

olding a public annual meeting at which to t with the 
Government and make known their needs and grievances. 
Through this council 40,000 of the most promising Indians in the 
United States are learning to govern themselves and handle 
their own affairs. Acting at a time of great corruption, Mr. Hager- 
man dared to set up an organization which guarantees for all 
times that no deal can be put over upon the Navajo Tribe with- 
out a thorough and public airing. The meetings are attended by 
representatives of the Indian Rights Association, Eastern Asso- 
ciation on Indian Affairs, and other such organizations. The In- 
dians speak their minds freely, all their affairs are aired, and they 
are learning self-government. 

7. This statement, that Mr. Hagerman tried to organize some 
kind of a council among the Northern Pueblos and failed to do 
so,” was taken up and repeated in substance by Senator Kto, of 
Utah, who offered an amendment canceling the $300 appropriated 
for the United States Pueblo Council. In actual fact, Mr. Hager- 
man, on instructions from Secretary Work, successfully formed a 
council of all the New Mexico Pueblos, which met three times to 
consider matters touching the Pueblos as a whole. 

Anyone familiar with conditions in the Southwest knows that 
Mr. has been a tower of strength to those who are 
working to help the Indians. His reports on conditions wherever 
abuses or neglect occurred have been fearless and penetrating. 
Thanks to his efforts and the support received from Commissioner 
Rhoads in Washington, conditions in the Southwest are better 
8 than they have ever been in the history of the Indlan 

reau. 

To call such a man a “ political fixer” and say that he “should 
not be carried on the Government pay roll at all” is not only 
false, it is ridiculous. Mr. Hagerman is the type of honest and 
fearless public official of which this country should be proud. 

The Navajo Indians have had long and unhappy experiences of 
the vagaries of our Congress. They are no fools. They have 
always feared lest Mr. Hagerman might be taken from them be- 
cause of his very honesty, and, anticipating some such action as 
Senator Frazrer’s, have repeatedly asked, both in council and as 
individuals, that he be retained. The esteem in which he is held 
by those most familiar with his work, both white men and red 
men, is shown by the instantaneous protest against the Senator's 
action by the Indians of Arizona, transmitted through Congress- 
man Dovctas, of that State, and by the unanimous vote of pro- 
test of the New Mexico State Senate. 

The attempt to deprive this Nation of the services of such a 
man as Mr. Hagerman shows either gross ignorance or mali- 
ciousness, 

OLIVER La FARGE, 
Director Eastern Association on Indtan Afairs. 
New Tonk, January 27, 1931. 
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Mr. BARKLEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Kentucky yield to me to insert an article in the RECORD? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. ; 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
insert in the Record an article by Nathan R. Margold, legal 
adviser on Indian affairs to the Institute for Government 
Research, appearing in the Nation of February 4, on the 
particular question of the Indians in New Mexico. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


THE PLIGHT OF THE PUEBLOS 
By Nathan R. Margold 


The sad plight of the Pueblo Indians in New Mexico and their 
eleventh-hour resort to litigation to avert the imminent disaster 
with which they are threatened should enlist the sympathy and 
8 cooperation of all fair-minded Americans. These Pueblo 

20 in number, represent the most ancient of our Indian 
endin For several thousands of years they have been trriga- 
tion farmers, peacefully cultivating the land on whose last rem- 
nants they still subsist. Deeply religious, glorious artists in dance, 
song, pottery, and pure design, they have developed and main- 
tained a unique civilization richly worth preserving for its own 
sake. They have always been friendly to the white race; it was 
they, in fact, who enabled the whites to establish themselves 
among the wild nomads of the Southwest. They have been repaid 
for that friendship with impoverishment, disease, and incalculable 
suffering. Forced now into a desperate legal battle to secure the 
means for continued existence, they have a just claim to active 
assistance from every enlightened American. 

The various Pueblo tribes are distinct legal entities, each Pueblo 
holding title in communal fee simple to the land cultivated by 
its members. The titles were recognized and confirmed initially 
by grants from the Spanish Crown antedating 1700, and subse- 
quently by act of Congress and patents issued pursuant thereto. 
Like other tribal Indians in this country, they are wards of the 
United States Government, theoretically entitled to protection and 
actually disabled in large measure from protecting themselves as 
a result of the imposition of this guardianship. As population in- 
creased in New Mexico, numerous Mexicans and pioneer Americans 
without the slightest right or color of title helped themselves to 
various portions of the Pueblo lands. The guardian Government 
did nothing to remove the encroachers, and the helpless Indian 
8 struggled along as best they could on what land was left 

them. 

The failure of the Government promptly to the en- 
croachers led eventually to a twofold result. One was the gradual 
impoverishment of the Indians and the crumbling of their civili- 
zation. The other was the intrenchment of the trespassers and 
the constantly increasing injustice of putting them off land on 
which they had become established with tacit Government ap- 
proval. Normally an owner can not permit another to occupy his 
land for a period of years under a claim of ownership without 
losing his title altogether. But the general statutes of limitation, 
specifying the requirements for obtaining title by long-continued 
adverse possession, do not apply to Government-owned land nor to 
Indian-owned land under the guardianship of the United States. 
This prevented the squatters on Pueblo lands from acquiring any 
legal right or title to the land which they occupied; but it could 
not and did not prevent them from coming in time to regard 
themselves and to be regarded as the true owners. 

In 1919 Richard H. Hanna, a conscientious United States attor- 
ney, commenced an action to eject some of the squatters from 
land urgently required by the Indians for subsistence. The case 
was tried in 1921 and was pending decision when Secretary of the 
Interior Fall and Attorney General Daugherty requested the court, 
on behalf of the United States as guardian plaintiff, not to render 
a decision, stating that legislation was being prepared which would 
destroy the ward’s right to win the suit. The proposed legislation, 
known as the Fall-Bursum bill, provided practically for outright 
confiscations of large tracts of Indian land. It passed the Senate, 
but was bitterly fought and finally defeated in the House. The 
hearings before the House Committee on Indian Affairs contain a 
revealing picture of the sad state to which the Pueblos had been 
reduced by the inexcusable failure on the part of the United 
States Government faithfully to perform its self-assumed duties 
of guardianship. Extensive quotation is impossible here, but a 
few telltale excerpts from the testimony of Mr. John Collier, then 
research agent for the Indian welfare committee of the General 
Federation of Women’s Clubs, are here appended (hearings before 
House of Representatives Committee on Indian Affairs, 67th Cong., 
on H. R. 13452 and H. R. 13674, Feb. 1-15, 1923, p. 225): 

“Tf conditions remain as they are without becoming any worse, 
the majority of the Pueblos must perish. * * 

“ Spokesmen for some of the non-Indian settlers appeared before 
the Senate committee and made statements tending to show that 
the Pueblo Indians were very well off. It is a question of fact 
which can be answered from data readily available. The case of 
Taos Pueblo is an example. There is appended (Exhibit A) a sum- 
mary of investigations made by Dr. Richard Sheyky, a scientist of 
mpute of Leland Stanford University, California, in the fall of 
1922. Doctor Shevky personally interviewed each of the 126 
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families representing the 548 people who are reported on. (The 
total population is about 635.) 

Doctor Shevky’s conclusion was that the per capita income of 
Taos for 1922 was about $30, and the estimated income in a good 
year is about $36. * * + 

“Taos is admittedly the most prosperous Pueblo north of Santa 
Fe, and of its approximately 5,000 irrigable acres it has retained 
about 1,500, or about 2% acres per person. Part of these 1,500 
acres, however, is water-logged and available only for the grazing 


commons. 

“With regard to the Pueblos south of Taos there is attached 
(Exhibit B) a summary which was prepared in November, 1922, 
based on statistics of income from all sources in the Pueblos of 
San Juan, Tesuque, San Ildefonso, Nambe, and Santa Clara. 

“A summary here appended is based on data which were col- 
lected by the Government farmer for these Pueblos. These data 
have been checked up by Doctor Shevky, who made the original 
study of Taos, and he believes that the incomes stated in the 
report of Mr. Hubbard (the farmer) are rather in excess of the 
actual incomes.” 

(The summary referred to showed the following average annual 
per capita incomes: San Juan, $31.01; Tesuque, $16.68; San Ide- 
fonso, $13.11; Nambe, $46.02; Santa Clara, $32.50.) 

The committee may find it hard to believe that self-respecting 
human beings not the recipients of charity can live on incomes 
so small as are shown by these exhibits. As a matter of fact, the 
Pueblos are not living, but in the case of the Pueblos near Santa 
Fe are slowly dying on these small incomes. * * * 

After a 2-year struggle Congress worked out and enacted a com- 
promise measure designed fully to protect the Indians and prob- 
ably to vest many of the white settlers with legal title to their 
holdings as well. This was the act of June 7, 1924. It created the 
Pueblo Lands Board, consisting of the Secretary of the Interior, 
the Attorney General, and a member to be appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States. It set up a certain standard for dis- 
criminating between valid and invalid adverse claims to land 
originally owned by the Pueblos, and required the board to inves- 
tigate and report which claims fell within the standard and which 
did not. It also provided, in effect, for the issuance of patents 
by the United States to the adverse claimants found entitled 
thereto, for the payment of compensation by the United States to 
the Pueblos for the loss of this land, and for the institution of 
suits by the United States as guardian for the Indians to recover 
all the tracts in the possession of adverse claimants found not 
entitled thereto by the board. In addition, the act provided that 
nothing contained in it should impair or destroy the right of 
the Pueblos before the lapse roughly of about two years after 
the filing of the board's report, “ to assert and maintain unaffected 
by the provisions of this act their title and right to any land 
* * w any court of competent jurisdiction.” 

Under the latter provision the Pueblos could at once have gone 
into court and ousted every settler from their land. It was hoped, 
however, that they would delay action until they knew what land 
was returnable to them under the board's findings and what com- 
pensation was allowed for the balance, and that, finding them- 
Selves adequately provided for, they would voluntarily permit the 
2-year period to expire without taking any independent action at 
all against the settlers. 

The Pueblos fully lived up to the expectations of Congress. 
They brought no independent suits and trusted to the board to 
deal fairly with them. The board made its investigations and be- 
gan to file its reports. In the matter of compensation its awards 
have been shockingly meager. For many thousands of acres to 
which the Indian title was held extinguished, no compensation 
whatsoever was allowed. At the Pueblo of San Juan, of 3,000 
acres lost to the Indians, only 1,000 have been made the subject 
of any award at all. 

The sums so far awarded on the average have not amounted to 
more than one-third of the present value of the land, less improve- 
ments. In deciding between valid and invalid adverse claims, 
however, the board has been quite faithful to the provisions of 
the act. Its findings, if eventually sustained by the courts, would 
give back enough land to most of the Pueblos to enable them at 
least to continue a modest existence. In view of this, the Pueblos 
contented themselves with attempting to obtain judicial review 
and enlargement of the compensation awards and made no effort 
to regain possession of any land to which adverse claims were 
sustained by the board. 

In obedience to the provisions of the act the Attorney General, 
on behalf of the Pueblos of Taos, brought suit in the United States 
district court in New Mexico to oust the settlers whose claims 
to title the board had found invalid. The district court differed 
with the board and adopted a construction of the act under which 
most of the invalid claims became or could easily be made valid. 
The difference related to the method of satisfying the require- 
ment for the payment of taxes by the adverse claimant during the 
period of his possession. Under the act the claimant was required 
in effect to show that he had continuously paid all the taxes levied 
on the land during the period of his occupation. The board in- 
terpreted this as a requirement of regularity and continuity in the 
payment of the taxes to evidence the good faith of the settler's 
claim of ownership and disallowed all claims where taxes were not 
so paid. The district court, on the other hand, held that the pay- 
ment of back taxes in a lump sum after the enactment of the 
statute, and, indeed, after the filing of the board's report, was 
sufficient to meet the requirements of the statute and to entitle 
the claimant to retain the land. On appeal the circuit court of 
appeals affirmed the district court. 
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The Government attorneys in charge of the case recommended 
that an application be made to the Supreme Court of the United 
States to review the case by certiorari. The papers were prepared, 
but five days before the expiration of the period allowed for such 
an application the Attorney General and the Solicitor General 
summarily directed their subordinates not to file the papers. 

This was a bitter blow to the Indians, who are accustomed to 
defeat in the lower courts and final victory in the Supreme 
Court of the United States. But still they did not assert the 
full measure of their legal rights by means of independent suits. 
The Pueblo of Taos immediately pressed an independent suit 
previously instituted but deliberately framed so that only the 
tax question would be raised. The Indians being in control of 
this case, they intended by means of it eventually to obtain a 
decision from the Supreme Court on the merits of the tax 
question. 

The Attorney General and Solicitor General, having already 
decided not to place this question before the Supreme Court, 
decided further to have all the other cases disposed of as quickly 
as possible and proceeded to put this decision into immediate 
effect. It was a foregone conclusion that every one of these cases 
would be lost on the tax issue and would ripen into a judgment 
adverse to the Indians, and that unless these judgments could be 
delayed, or the right to appeal therefrom saved, pending the 
final outcome in the Taos independent suit, the Indians would be 
stripped irrevocably of their land under the tax ruling of the 
lower courts before the Supreme Court had an opportunity to 
pass on the validity of that ruling. If the Supreme Court later 
held the ruling erroneous, its decision would affect only the 
comparatively insignificant amount of land directly involved in 
the Taos independent suit. It would be entirely ineffective with 
regard to the large bulk of Pueblo land awarded to white claim- 
ants under the judgments theretofore entered in the various 
other suits. 

Here was a situation certainly where in fairness to the Indians 
all the pending suits, or appeals therefrom, should have been 
held in abeyance until the Taos test case had been presented to 
the Supreme Court. But the Solicitor General, despite urgent 
appeals made to him on behalf of the Indians, held fast to his 
original determination to reduce all pending cases to final judg- 
ment with utmost dispatch. 

The Government suit relating to the Pueblo of Picuris was 
immediately brought to trial, and of its many thousands of acres 
in possession of whites the pueblo was allowed to recover only 
119 acres. The significance of this will be better appreciated in 
the light of the following excerpt from the report of the board 
concerning this pueblo (filed on October 20, 1928): 

“ The records—such as they are—seem to show that at the time 
of the Spanish conquest there were several thousand of these 
Picuris Indians. * * Numbers of settlers from the Rio 
Grande moved into the hills and gradually occupied these valleys, 
since which time the Indians have rapidly decreased in numbers 
and have been crowded out by the non-Indian settlers until there 
are only about 116 Picuris Indians left altogether, and this number 
will dwindle to nothing in a comparatively short time unless 
something is done to rehabilitate them and much more attention 
is given them than has been the case during the last 50 years. 
The Pueblo village itself is a mere remnant of what it once was, 
and is in a sad state of demoralization. There is little or no sym- 
pathy for the Indians among the non-Indian inhabitants of the 
district. On account of the presence of undesirable non-Indians 
within or in the immediate vicinity of the Pueblo, many of the 
Indians are becoming demoralized, many of them are also ill and 
in actual need of food. On the whole, they are in a very distress- 
ing and deplorable condition. There are, however, some excellent 
men among the younger Indians, through whom a revival of the 
tribe and reconditioning of the Pueblo might with proper encour- 
agement be brought about.” 

A decree returning 119 acres to a Pueblo so circumstanced, a 
Pueblo whose whole life, religion, and culture are all deeply rooted 
in the land, could serve only to seal the doom prophetically pre- 
dicted in the board’s report. Following Picuris, San Juan, San 
Ildefonso, Santa Clara, and Cochiti are each being led to judicial 
slaughter. The Taos independent suit even now has not been 
passed upon by the circuit court of appeals and can not possibly 
come before the Supreme Court earlier than next fall. By that 
time every other pueblo can be stripped of its land through final 
adverse judgments in the Government suits. 

This, coupled with the assurance of pitifully inadequate com- 
pensation, has proved to be the benefit in exchange for which the 
Pueblos are asked to bargain their undoubted legal right through 
independent suits to sweep every white settler off their land. In 
such a situation only one course could be taken; and that course 
was initiated on December 27, 1930, when, immediately before the 
expiration of the period allowed therefor, an independent suit for 
Taos was filed. Similar suits will follow for the other Pueblos, each 
being instituted only just in time to prevent a loss of rights 
through the running of the 2-year period. 

Unfortunately, the Indian Defense Association has exhausted its 
resources in the long struggle to procure for the Pueblos the lim- 
ited but essential benefits under the act. The new suits will en- 
tail an expense of from $5,000 to $10,000 for such items as type- 
writing, printing, court fees, and service of process on the defend- 
ants. Unable to meet this new burden, the association has asked 
the public for help. 

To a fair-minded person familiar with the situation this ques- 
tlon permits of but one answer, and that answer should be made 
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in the form of a check for whatever amount can be spared, which 
may be sent to Fred M. Stein, treasurer, 270 Madison Avenue, New 
York City. : 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Kentucky yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. WHEELER. I would like to suggest the absence of a 
quorum, if the Senator will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not like to bring Senators here 
who do not care to be here. 

Mr. WHEELER. I think a great many of the Senators 
thought the Indian question was to be discussed further. 

Mr. BARKLEY, I yield to the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Sena- 
tors answered to their names: 


Fess 
Barkley Fletcher La Follette Shipstead 
B Frazier McGill 
Black George McKellar Smith 
Blaine Gillett Smoot 
Blease Glass McNary Steiwer 
rah Glenn Morrison Stephens 
Bratton ff Morrow Swanson 
k Goldsborough Moses Thomas, Idaho 
Brookhart Gould Norbeck Thomas, Okla. 
Broussard Hale Norris Townsend 
Bulkley Harris Nye Trammell 
Capper Harrison Oddie Tydings 
Caraway Hatfield Partridge Vandenberg 
Carey Hayden Patterson Wagner 
Connally Hebert Phipps Walcott 
Copeland Heflin Pine ‘alsh, Mass. 
Couzens Howell Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Cutting Johnson Reed Waterman 
Dale Jones Robinson, Ark. Watson 
Davis Kean Robinson,Ind. Wheeler 
Dill Kendrick 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-seven Senators hav- 
ing answered to their names a quorum is present. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, all during this debate I 
have hesitated to say anything about the conference report 
because I have doubted whether anything that I could 
say would make any real contribution to the solution of the 
problem which is before us or infiuence a single vote. But 
inasmuch as I still in part very feebly represent a drought- 
stricken State, regardless of what may be thought in other 
quarters, I feel it my duty at least to express my views 
concerning the situation which confronts us, 

I have on many occasions during this session of the Senate 
expressed the hope and the wish that there might be no 
extra session of the Seventy-second Congress. In common 
with most other Members of the Senate and the House, I 
should like to have a long vacation from work. But while I 
have wished that, while I have joined with those who would 
regret the necessity for an extraordinary session, I am not 
one of those who are afraid of an extra session; I am not one 
of those who in their effort to discredit the Congress take 
the position that its presence in Washington will bring some 
disaster to our country. Two years ago when many of those 
who are here now proclaiming against an extra session of 
Congress desired to get their hands in the Public Treasury, 
they were impatient that Congress might meet in extraor- 
dinary session. 

A year ago when we were about to meet in the regular 
session there were many of those who now denounce the 
Congress and proclaim against an extraordinary session who 
were impatient that we might assemble here and hand back 
to them $160,000,000 out of the Treasury of the United States. 
Mr. President, I do not recognize any difference in prin- 
ciple between stopping $160,000,000 just before it gets into 
the Treasury of the United States and taking $25,000,000 
out just after it gets in. If there is any difference, the 
difference would be in favor of the $25,000,000, because it 
would go to those who need it, and I doubt seriously whether 
the $160,000,000 which we took out of the Treasury went to 
anybody who actually needed it, although I joined in the 
clamor in its behalf. 

But, Mr. President, if we were not operating under the 
most archaic and antiquated system, the most unresponsive 
parliamentary system to be found in the world in any civil- 
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ized nation to-day, the new Congress would already have 
been in session for six weeks. I was in Germany last sum- 
mer just about two weeks before they held a special elec- 
tion as a result of the dissolution of the German Reichstag 
by the President of Germany. On the 15th day of Sep- 
tember 34,000,000 German citizens, more than one-half of 
the population of Germany, went to the polls and elected a 
new Reichstag to represent them, and within two months 
after that day of election the new Reichstag was in ses- 
sion in Berlin undertaking to respond to the will of the 
people. If to-morrow the Labor Government of Mr. Ram- 
say MacDonald should fall in England, a new election would 
be called, and within two months after that election the 
Parliament of the Kingdom of Great Britain would be in 
session to represent the will of the British people. 

I challenge any man on the floor of the Senate or on the 
floor of the House or in any other governmental branch or 
in any business office in the United States to point to any 
civilized nation on earth where the legislative body is so 
unresponsive and so delinquent in its efforts to respond to 
the will of the people as that which exists in the United 
States of America—and all because of a purely accidental 
incident that fixed the 4th day of March as the beginning 
of the new term of Members of Congress. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken- 
tucky yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield to the Senator, though I have 
only a few minutes. 

Mr. NORRIS. On the very point the Senator is making 
and I hope he will pardon me, because I know his time is 
limited—I called attention the other day to the vote in the 
House on this particular amendment that has made all-this 
trouble and showed that if the new Congress had been in 
session and voted the amendment would have been adopted. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course. If it had not been for the 
presence of repudiated Members of the other legislative body 
who are still on the job four or five months after they have 
been “ fired,” the $25,000,000 provision which the Senate put 
into the bill would have been adopted in the other body. 

When this $25,000,000 item reached the other body and 
was referred to the.Committee on Appropriations, the Mem- 
ber of that body who declined to hear any witnesses except 
those who were against the appropriation, who barred the 
doors of the committee room to everyone representing 
hungry men and women in the United States, who would not 
even allow them a voice, was a man who has been repudiated 
by his own people, and who, but for this antiquated, out-of- 
date, ridiculous, and indefensible system, would not now be 
representing any district in the United States Congress. 

Mr. President, I wonder if any of those who are denounc- 
ing Congress and imploring us to get through at any cost in 
order that Congress may not be in Washington in extraordi- 
nary session to harass somebody have offered any intelligent 
solution for the great problems which now confront the 
people of the United States. Many of those who two years 
ago were demanding an extra session in order that they 
might warp and twist and bend and fashion the institutions 
of Government for their own private ends have in the pres- 
ence of this great calamity been as bankrupt of any intelli- 
gence as many of them have made the rest of us in purse. 
Not any suggestion for a solution of the situation has come 
from their ranks in relation to the great problems which 
confront and distress and harass our people. 

Mr. President, we have witnessed within the last two or 
three days the most humiliating spectacle that could be 
brought about in an intelligent legislative body. Either 
through our own stupidity or our dishonesty we were un- 
willing to write into a law which we were framing what we 
meant. We were forced to resort to the humiliating spec- 
tacle of passing a resolution asking a Cabinet member to 
tell us what we mean by what we do. We have been asked 
to sign on the dotted line because we desire to adjourn, 
because we desire for nine months to leave the American 
people at the mercy of some bureaucrat who has already 
misinterpreted the laws we have passed for the benefit of the 
American people, 
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I am reliably informed that the Cabinet members whose 
interpretation we asked in advance, whose assistance we 
asked by resolution in order that we might interpret our 
own minds, has made the statement that out of the $45,- 
000,000 which we appropriated, not $20,000,000 would ever 
go to the American farmers. Whether he did or did not 
make the statement I am satisfied that it is true, because 
he has thrown around the loaning of that fund such brutal, 
such harsh, such arbitrary restrictions that the average 
farmer who needs the money will never receive it. He has 
required that every man who has a claim against the farmer 
must go into a public place and waive all his rights to collect 
in order that Uncle Sam may have a first lien, in order that 
this great and generous and rich Government may get in 
on the ground floor in preference to every other creditor 
who may have advanced money to the individual farmer. 
Not only must he give a mortgage upon the crops which he 
produces with the money which he borrows from the United 
States, but he must give a first mortgage upon all crops 
grown upon his farm, regardless of the source of the money 
which he obtains with which to produce them. 

O Mr. President, I wish that William Shakespeare might 
come back to life and write another Merchant of Venice. If 
he did so he would change the name of Shylock ” to Uncle 
Sam.” The only difference would be, I fear, that now there 
is no Portia to save the victims of the Government's selfish 
and arrogant policy. 

Mr. President, I am unwilling to recognize by my vote or 
by my voice the fallacy that the United States Government 
owes more to those who have property than it owes to those 
who have nothing. I am not willing by my vote or by my 
voice to give approval to the selfish, narrow, bigoted, and 
arrogant theory that the great Government of the United 
States owes a greater obligation to a man who has security 
than it owes to a man who has no security. That is the 
question that confronts us here to-day. 

When the great World War came, and when we entered 
it in 1917, we passed a law reaching the strong arm of the 
Government into every home and taking from that home 
the best that was there in manhood. Did we exclude those 
who had no security? Did we say to the poor boy or to the 
poor farmer who had nothing, who was a tenant, who was 
a renter, who lived by the labor of his hands, who could 
not make a bankable note, “ You are excused from your 
obligation to the United States”? Did we say to them, 
“You need not fight”? We made no such exemption as 
that. And yet, now, when we are in the midst of a great 
disaster that has brought hunger and want and poverty and 
distress to millions of our people, we are asked to say that the 
United States of America owes some obligation to those who 
have property and who can pledge it in order that our 
Nation may first recover from its wounds, but those who are 
so unfortunate as not to have property, those who have been 
for years and generations the victims of others who have 
used the power of taxation for their own enrichment and for 
the impoverishment of millions of our fellow citizens, are to 
be unrecognized by this great, generous, rich Government 
which is four times as rich as any government in the world. 

I have great respect for the Red Cross; I do not desire to 
utter any sentiment here which would in any way reflect 
upon it; I do not know what is transpiring in Arkansas; 
but in the State which I have the honor in part to represent 
the efforts of the Red Cross have not been adequate and they 
are not adequate now. 

What has the President of the United States done in real 
relief or in effective work to cope with conditions? As early 
as last August the attention of the administration was 
brought to the dire conditions that existed in the country. 
Drought-relief committees were set up in all of the 21 
drought-stricken States. They came here and made their 
recommendations, but very few of them have been carried 
out by the administration. The whole course of our Govern- 
ment has been actuated and motivated by a lack of frankness 
with the people of the United States. The people have not 
been told the truth, and every Member of the Senate of the 
United States knows they have not been told the truth, about 
the real conditions in the country. A studied effort has 
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been made in every quarter to deceive the people about this 
condition. Responsible administrators have sought to blind 
themselves to unpleasant facts by denying them. 

We are about to adjourn for nine months and go to our 
respective homes, it is said, with 6,000,000 American work- 
ingmen out of employment and walking the streets, with 
the local authorities having already exhausted their re- 
sources of relief, and with the farmers of our country 
unable to borrow money even under the law we have already 
passed. We are to go to our respective homes for nine 
months without even placing a fund of $25,000,000, or any 
other sum, at the disposal of the United States Govern- 
ment for disbursement, through the President or any other 
officer, to meet the emergency that now exists and may 
increase during that nine months of our vacation. 

Mr. President, it may be that an extra session of Con- 
gress called soon after the 4th of March may scare some 
timid financiers for a few days, but if the conditions grow 
worse, as they may grow worse by midsummer, and the 
President of the United States is compelled to call us back 
here to meet that emergency, then it will be infinitely more 
injurious to business than it would be for us now, while 
we are here, to make some provision to take care of any 
possible situation that may arise during the absence of the 
legislative branch of the Government. 

The President sent his agent to Arkansas a few days ago. 
I do not know how he traveled, whether by airplane or by 
steam transportation, but when he was there about two 
days he announced that there was no hunger and no want 
in the great State of Arkansas. I hold in my hand a dis- 
patch from the city of Memphis, from Dr. Hugh S. Cum- 
ming, Surgeon General of the Public Health Service of the 
United States, who was in Memphis in conference with 
other health officers in the drought-stricken area, and he 
said that he found from his visit that in one county of 
Arkansas, the county of St. Francis, I believe, he found 
23,000 people in that one county who were in need of succor 
and were being fed and clothed by public charity, and that 
the conditions would grow worse instead of better as the 
months go by. I am willing to accept the word of Doctor 
Cumming in preference to that of some agent who has gone 
into one State for a day or two in order to make out a 
case for the administration. There are 21 drought-stricken 
States in this Union. Why did not the President send his 
agent to my State, which is in worse condition than is 
Arkansas, though we have not made as much noise about 
it. The people of Kentucky are entitled to as much con- 
sideration as the people of any other State, but their situa- 
tion can not be learned from an airplane or a sleeping car. 

O Mr. President, we are told that somebody's face must 
be saved. Well, I am not interested in anybody’s face. I 
have served in the House of Representatives; I have served 
in the United States Senate; I have seen most of the po- 
litical faces around the White House, and I am prepared to 
say that all the political faces in Washington are not worth 
saving compared to the pallid face of a single hungry woman 
or child in Arkansas, Texas, West Virginia, or Kentucky. 
Saving somebody's face! 

O Mr. President, we are in the habit of boasting here that 
the Senate is the greatest deliberative body in the world. 
That sounds well for us to boast of it, but I doubt if the 
boast can be sustained by any action that we have taken 
here in connection with the subject of drought relief. We 
have gone forth as the lion and put amendments on House 
bills and then we have crawled back like the lamb, every 
time yielding because we did not have the courage of our 
convictions, because we were too craven to stand up here 
and assert until the end of the row that this Senate is a 
part of the Government of the United States. All through 
this controversy there has been in existence a deliberate 
and designed effort to discredit this body. Not only have 
certain branches of our Government been used to that end 
but a great charitable institution in the United States has 
been used for the purpose of undertaking to discredit the 
Senate of the United States. 

The other day we on this side came out from a confer- 
ence—the only one we have held in two years—and boldly 
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announced what our program was. After that action I felt 
prouder. I felt that, after all, we had agreed on something 
in the interest of the American people and that we had the 
courage to stand by it; but it now turns out that we are 
like the master’s dog who rushes to the front gate, rears 
up on it and barks, and then when some opposition comes 
in his direction tucks his tail and goes under the house. 
We are still barking in the Senate, Mr. President, but we 
are under the house. 

What has happened to the $45,000,000 appropriation pro- 
vided by Congress? On day before yesterday I had a tele- 
gram from one of the county judges in my State that the 
agent who under that measure had been designated by the 
Department of Agriculture to take applications for loans 
from the distressed farmers was charging each one of them 
$5 apiece for filling out the blanks that would entitle them 
to get loans. I protested to the Department of Agriculture, 
and they promised to look into it, and they are still look- 
ing, so far as I have heard. 

On yesterday I received a telegram, Mr. President, signed 
by a number of farmers in Ballard County, in the old con- 
gressional district which I represented in the other branch 
of Congress for 14 years. I should like to read it. It is as 
follows: 

WICKLIFFE, Kr., February 12, 1931. 
Hon. ALBEN W. 


BARKLEY, 
Washington, D. C.: 

From present indications it appears that at least 1,000 farmers 
of Ballard County will seek Government aid in the way of loans 
with which to grow a crop during the present year. There is 
much complaint on the cost of the loan in the way of interest 
and commissions that one is required to pay in order to secure 
this aid from the Government. The interest charges on a $50 loan 
amounts to 21 per cent; for a $100 loan it is equal to 12.8 per 
cent. This extortionate charge will help to relieve the already 
bankrupt farmer of the little that remains and put a heavy burden 
on what he to receive in the future. In order to pay its 
outstanding obligations and take care of its current needs Ballard 
County was forced to dispense with the services of its county agri- 
cultural agent and home demonstrator. However, the county agent 
now appears from outside the county and is permitted to receive $5 
from each applicant for a loan for the performance of clerical 
labor that our county court clerk would gladly perform for one-fifth 
of the sum that is given to the county agent. We think this charge 
unjust and unfair, and many of our farmers are resen this 
unwilling tribute laid upon their already overburdened shoulders, 
If you could use your influence to help remedy the present situa- 
tion in this it will be greatly appreciated by a large ma- 
jority of the farmers of this county. 

Very truly, 


Mr. President, I regret that I have no more time. After 
nearly everyone else in the Senate has taken up days, we 
suddenly reached the point where a limitation of debate was 
in order, and I am unable to complete the remarks which I 
desired to make; but I will conclude by saying that I do not 
propose to vote for a policy which denies to hungry and des- 
titute Americans the equal protection of our Government. 
I do not propose to set up distinctions between the distressed 
people of my country. I voted to feed Russians by giving 
them $20,000,000 in food and clothing. I voted to send 
$100,000,000 to naked and starving people in the countries 
of Europe. I am not willing to do less for the people of my 
own country. 

WHY THE SENATE YIELDED 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I shall take 
but a few minutes. 

On yesterday I entered a motion to refer this conference 
report back to the Senate conferees with instructions to 
insist on Senate amendment numbered 64. Amendment 
numbered 64 struck from the bill the sum of $51,000 which 
was by the bill proposed to be taken from the trust funds 
of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Indians to be used for 
purposes contrary to the express provisions of the law creat- 
ing such fund. 

On every former occasion the Senate has sustained the 
position which I stood for on yesterday. I am assured now 
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bered issue, they would stand by that position upon this 
occasion. In order to simplify the issue I am now making 
this statement. 

I feel that all has been accomplished that can be accom- 
plished by taking time upon the floor at this time. I do not 
wish to force the friends of the Indians to vote upon an 
issue under the parlimentary status here now impossible 
and which might be misconstrued throughout the country. 

Some might wonder why we have been forced to yield. 
The question might be raised, Is the Senate right? If it is 
right, why has not the Senate’s position been sustained? 

Let me explain why we havé not secured favorable con- 
sideration of a just amendment. 

Through seniority, facts respecting Indian appropriations 
are in the hands of Senators who have not the information 
with which to combat the position taken by the Indian Office 
and the chairman of the House Subcommittee on Appro- 
priations. In a sense, this is a compliment to the House. 
If it be a compliment to the House, it must be an apology 
for the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. President, an army with the finest specimens of 
soldiers, with the most accomplished generals, but without 
fieldpieces, supplies, and ammunition, can not put up much 
of a fight. A comparable army, if only inadequately sup- 
plied and equipped with guns and ammunition, could put the 
other army to flight with little effort. “ Big Berthas,” Mr. 
President, if without ammunition, could not stand out against 
even bean shooters in the hands of an inferior enemy. 

My short experience here convinces me that three at- 
tributes are essential to success in this body: 

First. One must know the procedure. 

Second. One must have information and facts. 

Third. One must know how to use the facts and be able 
to adjust himself to any occasion that may arise. 

Knowing somewhat of the procedure here, and realizing 
the impossible barriers which confront me in urging the 
pending motion, I think it the part of wisdom, if not of 
valor, to withdraw the motion. I do this conscious that by 
so doing I am seemingly agreeing to the robbery by Con- 
gress of 4,000 citizens of my State, but I am convinced that 
any further insistence and fight would not prevent this 
unjustified, unjustifiable, and unconscionable perversion of 
simple justice. 

Mr. President, by and through this legislation Congress, 
the Government, the guardian, is forcing its wards to appeal 
to the courts to protect them and their property rights 
under the laws enacted by Congress and enforced by the 
executive department of the Government. The courts of 
our country have always been fair and just and sympathetic 
toward our Indian wards. Withdrawing from the hope that 
the Congress may afford relief and before we despair, we 
now look to another branch of our Federal Government for 
even academic justice. 

For the reasons stated I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to recommit is 
withdrawn. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, I desire to express to 
the Senator from Oklahoma my personal gratification on 
the battle he has fought on behalf of the Indians. He has 
fought it against great odds, and I do not want him to leave 
this fight without knowing that he has the gratitude of the 
people of my State. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I shall vote 
for the conference report, though I do not approve of the 
theory or policy behind the relief to be extended, nor do I 
consider the relief provisions agreed to adequate. 

I shall vote for this so-called compromise solely because 
the attitude of the administration and the other branch of 
Congress makes impossible a more liberal plan. I consider 
most unfortunate the opposition to the original plan adopted 
by the Senate for a direct, immediate, and generous con- 
tribution from the Federal Treasury for the amelioration of 
the sad plight of Americans, particularly women and chil- 
dren, who are being deprived of many of the necessities of 
life and are silently suffering because of the devastation 
wrought by last year’s drought and the economic depression 


by numerous Senators that if this were a straight, unencum- that has resulted in widespread unemployment. 
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To be denied the whole-hearted sympathy, understanding, 
and sustenance which those in distress had reason to expect 
from the Federal Government will not hearten our people, 
promote patient endurance, or tend to stimulate confidence 
in the Government. From the beginning of this economic 
catastrophe the Government has failed to appreciate its un- 
usual character and huge proportions, and has assumed a 
hesitant and niggardly policy. 

Even this miserable compromise has been reluctantly con- 
sented to by those who are at present in control of the 
Treasury. It has taken weeks of long and protracted dis- 
cussion, debates, and threats to get a few million doilars 
appropriated for the homeless and hungry, while in a few 
seconds we appropriate hundreds of millions of dollars for 
battleships and monumental buildings. Surely there must 
be a limit to the patience of our people when measures that 
affect their social welfare are so subordinated and minimized. 

I repeat I am not satisfied with this proposal. I assume 
those who have accepted the so-called compromise are not 
satisfied. I assume they are accepting it because it is the full 
extent of relief they can obtain at this time, in view of the 
opposition of the administration. 

To my mind the provisions of this compromise are analo- 
gous to crumbs falling from the tables of the rich. The poor 
must take the crumbs or suffer further privation. Under the 
terms here exacted, however, they must furnish security 
before the crumbs are distributed to them, and they must be 
prepared to pay back the price of the crumbs to the Federal 
Treasury at an early date. If this is Federal relief in a great 
emergency, God save the mark! 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, in view of what the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. WatsH] has just said with 
respect to the loan which the Government grants, it is ap- 
propriate to point out some of the conditions imposed by 
the Federal Government to enable the farmers to get relief. 

In the first place, I desire to point out some of the features 
in the application blank which the Government requires the 
borrower to fill out, which, in my judgment, could not have 
been imposed any more rigidly in Russia by the Soviet Gov- 
ernment than they are being imposed by our own Gov- 
ernment. 

I desire to point out the difference between the Govern- 
ment’s treatment of a poor borrower and its treatment of a 
rich taxpayer. 

For years the Senate have approved of income-tax returns 
being public property. They did not approve of publishing 
them in the press, but they approved of income-tax returns 
being available, but the plan was opposed by the other House 
so as to protect the income-tax payer from exposing any 
of his financial condition. When, however, the Govern- 
ment comes to deal with the poor farmer or the man who 
needs to borrow under such circumstances as these every 
sort of publicity is given to his poor condition. 

For instance, in making application and receiving this 
money the borrower not only certifies to a lot of things 
which I will not attempt to take up the time of the Senate to 
discuss but he says: 

I hereby certify that I do not have seed to sow or plant the 
acreage specified in this application, fertilizer to apply to the 
crops, feed for work stock and/or fuel and oil for tractors, and 
because of encumbrances on my real estate and personal property 
and lack of funds I am unable to procure the aforementioned seed, 
fertilizer, feed, and/or fuel and oil, and the failure to receive this 
loan will prevent me from farming in 1931. I also certify that I 
have the necessary power and equipment to prepare the land and 
sow and harvest the crop or crops herein described. I further 
certify that I am familiar with all of the conditions of this applica- 
tion, and that the answers given are true to the best of my knowl- 
edge and belief. 


Then, over on the reverse side of this application there is 
a form prescribed for a community committee’s certificate. 
In other words, after disclosing all of his abject conditions, 
the borrower must submit it to his neighbors, formed as a 
committee, to certify that he is poverty stricken; and, then, 
after that has been submitted to and signed by at least two 
members of a community committee, his condition must be 
presented to a county committee. Not only must the man’s 
neighbors know all about his condition, but it then must be 
spread out to the county, and there is room for three mem- 
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bers of a county committee to sign that they know and 
approve of the application because they know of his abject 
py and therefore they certify that he is entitled to 
a loan. 

Then, further, in the copy of the rules and regulations 
issued by the Department of Agriculture December 30, 1930, 
it is pointed out that the total loans to the tenants of one 
landlord in any county shall not exceed $600. No matter 
how much land the landlord may own or how many tenants 
he may have, the aggregate that all of the tenants on the 
farm may get is $600. 

Then, further down in the rules and regulations, under 
the sixteenth paragraph, is this question: 

What rate of interest is charged on the loans? Interest at the 
rate of 5 per cent will be charged on all loans. As all notes are 
due November 30, 1931, interest from the date of approval of the 
loan to November 30 will be deducted from the principal of the 
loan when the advance is made. 

In other words, the borrower must pay the interest almost 
a year in advance. It is taken out of the principal. That 
policy is practiced in some commercial undertakings, but I 
submit it is rather a Shylock practice, and it is more so, it 
seems to me, when we are dealing with our own citizens, who 
are admittedly in distressed condition. 

There is another thing which reminds me that Russia 
probably could not exact any greater condition than we are 
exacting under these loans, and that is in the application 
the farmer says when he signs the application: 

I further agree to use seed, fertilizer— 

Listen to this— 


and methods of farming as are approved by the Department of 
Agriculture. 

Just think of it! The farmer can not use his own methods 
of agriculture. No matter what he may think about the best 
method, he must follow the plans of agriculture devised and 
laid down by a bureaucracy in Washington. 

All those things are enough to discourage any farmer who 
has energy and self-respect enough to decline the Govern- 
ment loan, but there would be abject poverty and inability to 
get along otherwise. 

That is not the only reason why I am going to vote against 
the conference report. There are other reasons. One reason 
is the condition of the Indian legislation, and another is the 
fact that the Senate conferees, as usual, have abjectly sur- 
rendered to the House conferees. 

When the Committee on Appropriations submitted the In- 
terior Department appropriation bill, through its chairman, 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor], it stated on page 4 of 
the report that the committee had put in $248,194 to pro- 
vide promotions in underpaid grades. Not only have the 
underpaid Government employees been cheated and fooled 
by Congress for a number of years but that has been going 
on for eight years. They are going to continue to do it. 
Herein is a queer situation. In this case the President says, 
I am informed, that he approves of this appropriation, the 
Budget has approved it, the Senate has approved it, and 
yet in conference, in spite of all these agencies approving 
this appropriation, the House stands adamant and refuses 
to accede to these amendments put in by the Senate. 

If this conference report is accepted, it means the estab- 
lishment of a precedent for handling every other appropri- 
ation bill that is yet to come from conference. If we sur- 
render this appropriation for the payment of the underpaid 
Government employees in this bill, it will establish a prec- 
edent for surrendering on every other appropriation bill 
which is still to pass through conference. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 

Mr. COPELAND. As a matter of fact, have we not sur- 
rendered on all the other bills? 

Mr. COUZENS. The other bills have not been acted on 
by the conference committees in all cases, and I do not know 
which ones have been acted on, because they have not been 
presented to the Senate. 

Mr. COPELAND. I think that has been our policy. I 
think in every instance we have surrendered. 
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Mr. COUZENS. I assume it will be the case, of course. 

Mr. COPELAND, I am very much in sympathy with what 
the Senator has said. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr, President, will the Senator from 
Michigan yield? 

Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The only conference report contain- 
ing a surrender on the part of the Senate was the Treasury 
and Post Office appropriation bill, the conference report on 
which was rejected by an overwhelming vote. 

Mr. COUZENS. By a vote of nearly 2 to 1 we rejected 
that conference report, for the very reason that this item 
had been surrendered by the Senate conferees. Now we are 
asked to approve this conference report, with this item sur- 
rendered by the conferees. For that reason, if for no other, 
I would vote against the conference report. 

There is one other matter to which I want to draw the 
attention of the Senate and of the public before I take my 
seat. I was informed yesterday, before all of the press 
notices of this morning came to my attention, that there 
was a movement on foot to pass the buck on the soldiers’ 
so-called bonus bill over to the White House. I was informed 
that the House has been requested to be sure to see that all 
appropriation bills have been approved before they send 
over the so-called soldiers’ bonus bill. 

Of course I can not verify that. I have every reason, how- 
ever, to believe that the statement is accurate, that there is 
a movement on foot among leaders in Washington to see 
that every appropriation bill is out of the way before the 
passage of the soldiers’ adjusted-compensation certificate bill. 

I think that is an abhorrent situation. I think it is abhor- 
rent to attempt to fool the soldiers that way, to pretend that 
we seriously are going to consider and pass some legislation 
to pay them money which they earned in 1917, 1918, and 
1919, when, as a matter of fact, there is so much insincerity 
about it that we are going to try to pass the buck to some 
other branch of the Government. 

I hope the Senate will not approve or lend its encourage- 
ment to any such procedure. I hope the Senate will not 
pass or approve all of the conference reports and all the 
appropriation bills, and leave the passage of the adjusted- 
compensation certificate bill until the end of the session, and 
there will be no necessity for a special session. 

I want to point out that unless we get a soldiers’ bonus 
bill to the President by February 23, a week from next 
Monday, it is quite probable, or at least possible, that the 
bill might be pocket vetoed, because it will then be less than 
10 days the President will have to withhold his approval. 

Mr. President, that is a rather contemptible procedure, 
because it is perfectly plain that we can pass some sort of 
bonus legislation, we can pass it next week, and get it to the 
President next week, so that he will be required either to 
veto the legislation and give us a chance to deal with his 
veto, or he can approve it. But whatever is done ought to 
be openly, frankly, and honestly done, and I hope the Senate 
will not lend itself to any such scheme, which, in my judg- 
ment, is in the offing. 

Mr. BORAH obtained the floor. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, will the Senator from Idaho 
yield to me? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield. 

Mr. GLASS. A good deal has been said about the Red 
Cross supplying medicines to the afflicted districts in the 
country. I want to have printed in the Recorp as a part of 
my remarks a telegram from Mr. Howard W. Ambruster, of 
New York, who tells me that he offered to supply the Red 
Cross $500 worth of medicines for distribution, and the Red 
Cross officially declined to accept the donation. 

In this connection I want to print the official letter of the 
Red Cross, dated Washington, February 4, declining the 
donation, stating that the Red Cross is not engaged in 
supplying medicine. 

I also want to include as a part of my remarks here a 
letter from Mr. Ambruster, and inasmuch as we sought the 
other day to have the Secretary of Agriculture interpret 
for us what we intended to do in passing this conference 
report, I want to offer as a part of my remarks for the 
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Recorp a statement made by Mr. Hyde, Secretary of Agri- 
culture, on December 8, 1930, showing that if he interprets 
this bill as he assures us now he will interpret it, it is an 
interpretation absolutely the reverse of his interpretation 
of the original bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Virginia for the printing of the 
documents referred to? 

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

FEBRUARY 13, 1931. 
Hon. CARTER GLASS. 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

Secretary Hyde's telegram stating Red Cross is supplying medi- 
cine as well as food is directly contradicted by letter written me 
on 4th instant by Doctor DeKleine, medical assistant, Washington 
headquarters American Red Cross, refusing donation $500 worth 
medicine for drought relief and stating, “ We are not engaged in 
providing medical care.” Am mailing you copy Red Cross letter; 
also copy recent press release by Hyde indicating he objects to 
loans for food and clothing to starving farmers because of the 
later burden of repayment. 

Howann W. AMBRUSTER. 


THE AMERICAN RED Cross NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS, 
Washington, D. C., February 4, 1931. 
Mr. Howagp W. 


AMBRUSTER, 
261 Broadway, New York, N. Y. 

My Dear Mr. AMBRUSTER: I have your letter of February 2, 
offering to donate $500 worth of medicines to be distributed to 
the hospitals and other free clinics in Arkansas and other States 
afflicted by the drought. 

We are confining our efforts in the drought-relief program 
primarily to providing food and clothing for the needy. We are 
not engaged in providing medical care for the sick and injured. 
That is left, at the present time, entirely to the local medical 
profession. I would therefore suggest that you get in touch with 
the various hospitals in the drought-stricken area. I feel sure 
they would be glad to accept this generous gift from you. 

Please accept our sincere thanks for offering this splendid con- 
tribution. 

Very sincerely yours, 
WILLIAM DEKLEINE, M. D., 
Medical Assistant to Vice Chairman. 


New Tonk Crrr, February 13, 1931. 
The attached statement by Arthur M. Hyde is a true copy of a 
press release issued by the Department of Agriculture on December 
8, 1930. It is apparent from the last paragraph of same that Sec- 
retary Hyde’s most recent interpretation of “farm-relief" pro- 
gram of the administration is “let the farmers in the drought- 
stricken area die of starvation now so they don’t have to struggle 

under the burden of repayment of food loans later.” 
H. W. AMBRUSTER. 


DECEMBER 8, 1930. 
STATEMENT BY ARTHUR M. HYDE, SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE 


I have heretofore expressed approval of the principle of the pro- 
posed Federal loans to farmers who have suffered severely from 
the drought, provided such loans are limited to the purpose of 
purchasing feed for work animals and fertilizer. Loans made for 
such purposes provide the stricken farmer with the means of start- 
ing his agricultural operations anew. 

There are a great many objections to the Government making 
loans for human food. From a national point of view this latter 
class of loans approaches perilously near the dole system and 
would be a move in the wrong direction. 

Under the relief plans proposed by the administration a very 
large sum of money will be made available for road work, for 
rivers and harbors, and other purposes in the drought States. The 
road work especially has been proposed with the object in view 
of giving the farmers an opportunity to find employment during 
the winter, and thus provide for themselves their food and cloth- 
ing. To include loans for human food in the Federal drought re- 
lief bill would remove the occasion for an increase in the highway 
work in the States. 

The Red Cross has undertaken to take care of all cases of dis- 
tress. It has organized the committees in every county in the 
drought area, and is now engaged in the important work of re- 
lieving distress cases. The national chairman of the Red Cross 
states that his organization is able to carry the burden. I am 
sure that if their funds are depleted, public response will restore 
them, 

The only. argument against this method of relief is the claim 
that it is charity. In a broader sense the Red Cross is the Nation’s 
insurance t disaster, and not mere charity. The very people 
who, through no fault of their own, are now in distress have in 
times past contributed to the Red Cross and are now entitled to 
the assistance of that organization in their time of need. It is 
not charity in the accepted sense of that term. It is far more 
consonant to our institutions that we should alleviate such dis- 
tress as that caused by the drought by the efforts of the local 
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communities aided by such national nongovernmental institutions 


as the Red Cross. 

tion for the Government to furnish 
food to the farmers in the drought area than there would be in 
furnishing food to any section of the United States or to any 
other class of our people who may be in distress. I believe this 
attitude will be supported by the substantial farmers of the coun- 
try. If we go beyond the established precedents of loans for seed, 
feed for animals, and fertilizer, we are treading on dangerous 
ground from a national and governmental viewpoint, and in the 
long run will be doing great injury to the agricultural industry. 
The greatest loss which was suffered from the drought was in 
corn, There was no shortage of wheat or cotton. -The national 
production of both wheat and cotton was above the average. The 
real point, however, is that the greatest sufferers, and those for 
whom we must have concern, are the small farmers, both white 
and colored. To such farmers loans to provide seed and the means 
for making their next crop will be a real boon. The relief afforded 
in this way will ease their burden in other directions and enable 
them to provide their own food and clothing, and give them an 
opportunity to continue their business. 

An additional reason for limiting Federal loans to seed, feed for 
work animals, and fertilizer lies in the fact this is the extreme 
limit to which such loans have been applied in the past. If now 
such loans include such objectives as food and clothing for the 
family, a great injury will be done to the conscientious, hard- 
working farmer, many of whom will struggle under the burden of 
repayment for many years. Those who are shiftless and ne’er-do- 
well will probably repudiate their obligations, while the conscien- 
tious are still bearing theirs. To those who repudiate such loans 
become a form of charity much more damaging than relief by the 
Red Cross could possibly be. 


Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, for at least a hundred and 
eighteen years the Government of the United States has 
appropriated money, in one way or another, and under 
various circumstances, to take care of those who, either 
through drought or fire or flood or earthquake, were placed 
in a condition where they were unable to take care of them- 
Selves, and where great suffering seemed imminent. 

The first incident of the kind to which my attention has 

been directed was something like 118 years ago, and from 
that time until this the Government, in different emergen- 
cies, has met the situation through governmental benefac- 
tions direct from the Treasury of the United States. In some 
instances the Government has taken security, and in some 
instances it has granted the appropriations without security. 
Our record in this respect is clear, unbroken, and highly 
humane and honorable. 
_ The fact to which I want to call attention at this time is 
-that I have not found in any of the debates or discussions 
either in the press or upon the floor of either House of Con- 
gress any reference to a dole in connection with aid to 
those who were suffering by reason of flood or fire or 
earthquake or drought. I have never before known or read 
of an instance in which, when we undertook to appropriate 
for the benefit of those thus afflicted through the angry 
moods of nature, the assistance was referred to as a dole. 
This in the first instance, to my knowledge, when that ac- 
cusation has been brought against an effort to make an 
appropriation. 

I think it well to bear that in mind. There must be some 
reason back of this effort to convince the American people 
that we are seeking to establish a dole system when we are 
seeking to relieve the drought sufferers. I do not believe 
it is sincere. I think the falsity of it is apparent. The 
dole system has never been thought of under such circum- 
stances, nor had it any relevancy in the minds of the peo- 
ple to such conditions as those with which we are seeking 
to deal. 

Mr. President, I want to say something at this time in 
regard to those who are suffering by reason of the condi- 
tions which have been depicted here and who have no 
security. We have undertaken to take care of the man who 
has security, of the family which has means to guarantee 
the Government of the United States a return of the money 
loaned. We have been willing to help those who have 
security to give, and therefore able in a way to get loans 
elsewhere. Those best able to help themselves we are dis- 
posed to assist; those least able to help themselves we are 
like the Levite passing them by. 

But I want to say a word as to the condition in which we 
are leaving those who have no security. I particularly 
want to accentuate and condemn what seems to me a clear 
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discrimination in the treatment upon the part of the Gov- 
ernment of the man who has security and the man who has 
no security. I maintain that the Government of the United 
States is just as much interested and under no less obliga- 
tion in protecting the life and the health of those who have 
no security as of those who have security. We are under 
the same solemn duty to protect those who are left without 
means to assure repayment as we are those who have means 
for repayment. We are not interested alone in protecting 
property or in protecting the Treasury of the United States. 
We are interested in maintaining and protecting the lives 
of our people. 

The lives of those who have no security are as sacred as 
the lives of those who have security and ought to be so re- 
garded by the people of the United States and by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. This is a question of going 
to the rescue of men and women who have been visited by a 
fearful calamity, and we ought to make no distinction be- 
tween the partially helpless and the utterly helpless. 

As the situation has finally developed by this legislation, 
we have reached out and aided those who have the means 
to repay. I maintain that we have left out of our policy 
and our program, so far as the Government is concerned, 
all thought for the men, women, and children who have no 
security. They may be taken care of by charity. I shall 
discuss that later. What I am now speaking about is the 
policy of this Government as a government in refusing 
governmental benefaction to those who are hungry and suf- 
fering because they can not secure the Government. I do 
not think the Senate of the United States wants to go on 
record in favor of such a policy. That is the policy. It is 
a cruel and indefensible policy. If charity fails to take care 
of them the Government lets them hunger and sicken and 
die. 

We are concerned with the lives and the health of all 
those who are afflicted, and not alone of those who have 
property. But it is said to us, We have provided for those 
who have security, and we will turn over to charity those 
who have not security.” I want to call attention to the con- 
dition in which we leave them even under that state of facts. 

The President sent to the drought-stricken region his rep- 
resentative to ascertain the condition in those States with 
reference to the suffering and with reference to the health 
of the people in those regions. His representative said: 

Survey has covered 16 counties including hardest hit sections 


of State of Arkansas. Red Cross and local agencies are now ade- 
quately meeting the situation. 


This is a general declaration. No facts, but an opinion. 

That, Mr. President, has been the general statement which 
has come to us from the beginning. We were told that in 
January. We found later it was found to be a serious mis- 
take. It is the general statement which we are to give to 
the country as we adjourn upon the 4th of March—the 
general declaration that the Red Cross is in control of the 
situation, is master of the situation, is taking care of the 
situation. 

In the first place, I ask what can one, flying over a region 
of country, covering a number of counties in several States 
in three or four days, know about the actual grinding suf- 
fering of those who are huddled in their homes and are not 
in a position or condition to meet with the delegate from 
Washington and explain their condition? 

The Christian Science Monitor sent a representative of its 
own to that region of the country. He has been writing 
what seems to me very clear articles upon the situation. It 
seems to me that he was seeking to get at the facts regard- 
less of who they should help or hurt. I read one paragraph 
from one of his articles. Describing one of the homes which 
he visited, he said: 

The flour barrel exhibits a few pounds left at the bottom. 
The meal barrel is down to its last half inch. Several handfuls 
of beans, a half sack of rice, and a piece of lard the size of an 
egg complete the provisions for husband and wife and six chil- 
dren. One of these is digging up a couple of small turnips from 
what remains of the turnip patch. - 

A supply was scheduled that day from the Red Cross, but the 


mother declares that the relief food is not enough. So said the first 
family and the next to come. So said the planter. So said 
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W. F. Gordy, a township relief chairman present. So said also 
R. H. Winfield, office manager for the county Red Cross relief 
organization. 

He gives in some detail the conditions which he found in 
the different places which he had visited and also the in- 
adequacy of the supply of that territory over which the Red 
Cross was presuming to operate. 

Two days ago I received a letter from one of the high 
Officials of the State of Kentucky. In this letter, after de- 
scribing the situation throughout the territory over which 
the Red Cross was presuming to operate, he said: 


In the meantime we are still hauling water all over Kentucky 
and thousands of people are without the bare necessities of life. 
The little dribs of the Red Cross do not begin to take care of the 
situation. 

I have not time to comment on these letters. 

Another letter which I received some three days ago from 
a gentleman who lives in the District of Columbia, connected 
with charitable work, the head of a charitable organization, 
who has been traveling over that country, gives a description 
of the condition in which he found the people. Among 
other things he said: 

On a recent trip which I made through Kentucky I saw little 
children picking up grains of corn dropped from the mouth of a 
horse and eating them. They were hunting around the mangers 
for grain, and one little fellow had his pocket full that he was 
taking home. 

A few kernels of corn for the hungry child, the drippings 
from the mouth of a merciful mule! That is the situation 
extensively discussed and described here by a gentleman who 
is familiar with humanitarian work, whose life is given over 
to that kind of work. I have a feeling that he is not exag- 
gerating the facts. 

From another letter I read: 

I have been traveling about in Kentucky and Tennessee more 
or less for nearly three weeks. The suffering in some parts of 
those States has not been overstated. It could not well be over- 
drawn. I have seen family after family with not even what you 
would term a scanty meal left in their houses. They are sub- 
sisting in many instances on what one would call refuse. In 
one home I found a mother and three children. The oldest I 
should say was about 9, but it was hard to judge their ages be- 
cause of their emaciated condition. Two of the children were 
in bed. The mother was sitting on a box in the kitchen. The 
other child came in later, carrying something which I under- 
stood was turnips. There was nothing in the house to eat, unless 
those turnips could be called food. I say “nothing,” because I 
feel that is true. The mother became almost hysterical when I 
talked with her. She said she had been helped about a week 
before by the Red Cross, but it lasted only a couple of days. This 
was perhaps the most pitiful case I ran across, but I found 
many in scarcely less want. 

My friends, so far as the Government is concerned, we 
are turning over those who have the misfortune not to 
have any security to the tender mercies of the Red Cross 
and leaving them in the condition which is here described, 
and which anyone can verify who has any desire to know 
the facts. The proof is available that hunger and disease 
are preying upon these, but they have no “ security.” 

Is it the full duty of the Government of the United States 
to leave those without property and means to the hazard 
of feeding from the charitable hands of the Red Cross, and, 
secondly, to leave them under such conditions that it is 
practically impossible for them to escape hunger and disease? 
Have we as a Government become concerned alone in the 
health and the life of those who have property, and un- 
concerned in the life and health of those who have not? 
Time and time again in the history of this Government we 
have gone out with bounty from the Government and aided 
those who were in affliction, and asked for no return or 
security. It was the brave and the patriotic thing to do. 
We have not in the past been afraid to feed the hungry and 
administer to the sick for fear we would undermine their 
character. 

I have other letters, which I shall not take the time to 
read. I have received more than 500 letters along these lines. 
I want to call particular attention to another matter. I 
read: 

Pellagra, that dread ghost of famine, has invaded this county. 
A total of 800 cases have been 300 of which are in one 
township. Smallpox also is breaking out over a wide area. 

LXXIV——309 
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On February 10, the day after this statement appeared in 
the press, I read the following in an Associated Press report: 

Dr. William DeKleine, Red Cross medical director, told Federal 
and State health officers here to-day the Red Cross is not pre- 
pared at present to supply medicine and medical services to 
drought sufferers. Doctor DeKleine said the demand for food, 
clothing, and other necessities is so great and the drought effects 
are so widespread and long drawn out that the Red Cross can not 
be expected to furnish medicine and physicians’ care. 

Who is going to furnish them? Pellagra, which chums 
with famine, is following up the work of the Red Cross, and 
when the disease overtakes the children we have the an- 
nouncement from the Red Cross that they are not pre- 
pared to furnish medicine to the sick, the helpless, and to 
the hungry. Who is going to furnish it? Is the Govern- 
ment of the United States unconcerned? Dare we be indif- 
ferent? It is a dangerous policy! 

We have just passed another period of paying lip service 
to the memory of Abraham Lincoln. Can anyone imagine 
Mr. Lincoln at the head of the Government saying, “ You 
people who have security may be helped, may have aid; but 
you people who have no security, unless charity happens to 
find you and take care of you, may die”? My friends, that 
is precisely what will happen in my judgment if they have 
no security and must depend upon those charitable organi- 
zations. The task is evidently beyond their means. Hun- 
dreds and thousands of them will lose their lives or become 
so afflicted with disease that life will be worth very little. 

I invite attention to the following Associated Press dis- 
patch: 

Mempuis, February 11 (A. P.) —Surg. Gen. H. S. Cumming, of 
the United States Public Health Service, went into one of Arkan- 
sas’s Crought-stricken counties to-day and said he found reason to 
believe conditions would become worse instead of improving in the 
near future. 

Returning here to-night before leaving for Washington, he said 
his trip to St. Francis County impressed him with the magnitude 
of the relief problem. They are f 23,000 people over there 


eeding 
in that county,” he said. “From what they told me, conditions 
will become worse.” 


Although the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass] has put 
the telegram in the Recor, I want to read it in connection 
with my remarks. 

Secretary Hyde’s telegram stating Red Cross is supplying medi- 
cine as well as food is directly contradicted by letter written me 
on 4th instant by Doctor DeKleine, medical assistant, Washington 
headquarters, American Red Cross, refusing donation of $500 worth 
medicine for drought relief and stating: “We are not engaged in 
providing medical care.” * 

Senators, who is going to provide it? It may be that some 
of those in distress have sufficient security to secure that 
which is necessary for life and health, but I am asking to-day 
about those who have not that security. Is the Congress of 
the United States willing to adjourn and leave those people 
without medicine, without food, without help? Why? Sim- 
ply because they have not security. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield. 

Mr. COUZENS. Does the Senator from Idaho recall that 
the Associated Press carried a story this morning to the 
effect that the meager relief which the Red Cross is giving 
is to be withdrawn on March 1? 

Mr. BORAH. I note an Associated Press dispatch read- 
ing: 

The of the end of the Red Cross general feeding 
program is set for March 1 in southern plantation States. 

That is from the Associated Press dispatch in the New 
York World of February 14. 

So, Mr. President, although we know there are hundreds 
and thousands of people in the drought-stricken States who 
have not the means of giving security, that they are already 
impoverished, that they are on the verge of starvation, in 
many instances, and although we know that disease has 
accompanied the famine which has been prevailing, yet we 
are informed that upon the Ist of March even the present 
inadequate food supply is to be decreased, and that already 
medicine has been denied. If anything can be concluded 
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from that state of facts it is that those people are going to 
suffer beyond the power of language to print. I can not 
vote for a proposition which embodies as a matter of policy 
the theory that only those who have security are entitled to 
the help of their Government. 

Mr. President, so far as the constitutional question is in- 
volved, that has now been settled. Those who support this 
amendment concede the constitutional power. If we can 
appropriate money for the purpose of feeding those who 
have security the same constitutional power enables us to 
appropriate money to feed those who have no security. 

When we began this discussion there was much said about 
our lack of constitutional power, and the veto message of 
Grover Cleveland was cited, but the veto message of Grover 
Cleveland covered a bill which is identical in principle with 
the bill which we are incorporating in this report. The prin- 
ciple which he enunciated would cover the proposition which 
we are now incorporating in the bill. No one will contend, 
no one I venture to say will argue, that if we have the con- 
stitutional power to feed one person we have not the consti- 
tutional power to feed another, simply because one has se- 
curity and the other has not. Does anybody here contend 
that we are now lacking in constitutional power? Certainly 
not. We have passed over that hurdle. The constitutional 
power is now conceded by all of the gentlemen who are going 
to vote for this conference report. The Constitution for- 
tunately does not make any distinction between the man 
who has security and the man who has not. The power 
applies in one instance the same as in the other. 

So, Mr. President, we have the constitutional power to 
do what we ought to do for our citizens; and I sincerely 
hope that, in some way or other, we shall determine before 
this session is over to enact a measure which will guarantee 
relief for those who may not be able to give security to be 
used whenever necessary to save life and administer to the 
sick. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator from Idaho 
yield for a question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BORAH. I do. 

Mr. FESS. I am interested to learn the reason why the 
Red Cross declined to accept the $500 worth of medicine. 
I know nothing about it and I should like to get the facts. 
Was their declination because they do not receive contribu- 
tions other than money? Have they the facilities to accept 
and use medicine or anything else that I, for instance, might 
want to give rather than money? There must be some 
explanation for their action. 

Mr. BORAH. I presume the explanation is contained in 
Doctor DeKleine’s telegram, in which he stated: 


We are not engaged in providing medical care. 


According to the Associated Press, he announced that the 
Red Cross was not supplying medicine to the sick. 

Mr. FESS. Is it not true that the Red Cross supplies the 
funds with which to fill prescriptions rather than supplying 
the medicine itself? 

Mr. BORAH. I do not know. I merely have here Doctor 
DeKleine’s statement. 

Mr. FESS. I am trying to get at the practical side of it. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield. 

Mr. GLASS. It is not true that the Red Cross accepts 
nothing but money contributions, because in the case of the 
Mississippi flood in 1927 the Red Cross accepted supplies 
from the Army and other departments of the Government 
aggregating in cost more than $1,000,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. BORAH. I will yield in a moment. I notice accord- 
ing to press dispatches that several Western States have 
sent carloads of food, and so forth, direct to the Red Cross 
and the Red Cross is distributing those supplies. I do not 
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think that what the Senator from Ohio suggests is the 
answer; I think the truth is that they are not purporting 
to supply medicine. I now yield to the Senator from 
Connecticut. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Since the Senator made his original 
statement, which seemed to me so very striking, I called up 
the Red Cross and got in touch with one in authority there 
and was told that they were actually spending money for 
medicines in some parts of the drought area, but that doc- 
tors in some other parts of the drought area had insisted 
that the Red Cross pay for all their prescriptions, and there 
was some difficulty in that regard. He also stated that they 
had not heard at headquarters of any declination to receive 
gifts for medicine, and the question as to whether they have 
declined a specific amount of medicine is now being looked 
up. Apparently, no one at Red Cross headquarters was 
aware that such had been the case. He said that there had 
been a conference in Memphis within the last few days in 
which this matter had come up; that doctors had asked the 
Red Cross to pay their bills for services and for medicine, 
as is frequently the case in all emergencies of this kind, 
and that some of those requests had been declined, but that 
the Red Cross was actually spending a considerable amount 
of money for medicine. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. BORAH. I will yield in just a moment. 

Mr. GLASS. Will the Senator permit me to say that over 
and against that telephone message I have had put in the 
Recorp what purports to be an official letter from Doctor 
DeKleine, of the Red Cross here in Washington, declining 
a donation of $500 worth of medicine? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, on February 10 the Asso- 
ciated Press carried this statement: 

Dr. William DeKleine, Red Cross medical director, told Federal 
and State health officers here to-day— 

That was at Memphis, Tenn.— 
the Red Cross is not prepared at present to supply medicines and 
medical services to drought sufferers. 

I have a telegram from Mr. Ambruster, the man who 
offered to donate the $500 worth of medicine, in which he 
says: 

Secretary Hyde's telegram, stating Red Cross is supplying medi- 
cine as well as food, is directly contradicted by letter written me 
on 4th instant by Dr. E. DeKleine, medical assistant, Washington 
headquarters, American Red Cross, refusing donation $500 worth 
medicine for drought relief, and stating, “ We are not 
in providing medical care.” 

Mr. President, amidst all these contradictions one thing 
is likely true, and that is that the medicine is not being 
supplied, that women and children are ill, that no one is 
administering to them, and that the Congress of the United 
States on the 4th of March proposes to turn its back upon 
the sick and the dying, without giving them any relief what- 
ever. 

Mr. GLENN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield. 

Mr. GLENN. I wonder if the Senator from Idaho knows 
whether any one of the 21 States in the drought area which 
are affected has made any appropriation of any character 
to relieve its own people? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I do not care two cents 
whether they have or not. When we undertook to help a 
great municipality in Massachusetts, did we ask Massachu- 
setts to exhaust her resources? When we undertook to aid 
the people who were suffering in California from an earth- 
quake did we say to the great State of California “ Exhaust 
your resources?” When we helped the Dakotas did we ask 


“ Have you exhausted your resources?” When did these side- 
stepping, technical objections first appear with reference to 
feeding the hungry in the United States? They are some- 
thing new. They have never heretofore been advanced. 
Mr. GLENN. Will the Senator yield further? 
Mr. BORAH. I yield. 
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Mr. GLENN. I addressed to the Senator what I thought 
was a proper and pertinent question. 

Mr. BORAH. And the Senator got an answer. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GLENN. No; I did not; I got no answer, in my judg- 
ment. I asked whether the Senator knew whether a single 
one of the States, 21 or so in number, had appropriated a 
single dollar to care for its own people in this great emer- 
gency that has lasted now for nearly nine months? 

Mr. BORAH. Take, for instance, the State of Arkansas 
or take the State of Kentucky; we know the conditions in 
those States, superinduced by the drought; we know the 
condition of the banks; we know the financial conditions; 
we know the economic conditions in those States. I do not 
know whether those States have made appropriations for 
the relief of their own people or not, but I say to the Sena- 
tor, with all respect for his judgment, that I do not care. 
So far as my duty here is concerned, while people are hun- 
gry and suffering and dying I do not propose to wait for 
somebody else to help. Twenty-one States are afflicted. It 
is a national calamity and a national problem. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from 
Idaho has expired. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, does not the Senator from 
Idaho recall—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from 
Idaho has expired. Does he yield for a question? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield for a question. 

Mr. GLASS. I wanted to ask the Senatar if he has not 
seen it stated in the newspapers and not denied that the 
Legislature of Arkansas appropriated $1,500,000 for the relief 
of the people of that State? 

Mr. HAYDEN obtained the floor. 

Mr. GLENN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arizona has 
the floor. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I shall vote for the adop- 
tion of the conference report, not that the compromise 
made in it is satisfactory to me, but I am unwilling to vote 
against inadequate relief merely because adequate relief 
can not be obtained by any legislation which would be ap- 
proved by the President of the United States. I shall vote 
for this conference report without any apology for having 
voted in the Senate for an appropriation of $25,000,000 to 
be expended by the American National Red Cross in pro- 
viding food and clothing for American citizens who are in 
distress. 

When that proposal was under consideration by the 
Senate we were told that there was no precedent for it; that 
the Congress had never appropriated money to be expended 
by the Red Cross. There are precedents extending over a 
period of 50 years since the Red Cross was first organized in 
1881 whereby money out of the Treasury of the United 
States has been appropriated to repay the War Department 
for supplies furnished to the Red Cross. When the La Fol- 
lette resolution relating to drought relief and unemployment 
was under consideration by the Senate Committee on Ap- 
propriations a question was asked by the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Cope.anp] of Hon. John Barton Payne, the chair- 
man cf the American National Red Cross as follows: 

Senat, r Coprtanp. Has the Red Cross ever received funds from 


the Government? 
Mr. PAYNE. Never. 


Then I said: 


There has been this situation, though, that in the case of the 
Mississippi flood disaster, and elsewhere, the American Red Cross 
has been furnished material and supplies by the Army in very 
substantial amounts, for which afterwards the Congress reim- 
bursed the War Department. 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes, sir. a 

Senator Haypen. And that has amounted to large sums of 
money. 


On the 15th of January I wrote a letter to the Secretary 
of War, directing his attention to this colloquy as it appears 
in the printed hearings before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. About two weeks later I received a list of disasters 
which goes back to the year 1925, accompanied by the fol- 
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lowing letter from F. H. Payne, the Acting Secretary of 
War: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 30, 1931. 
Hon. CARL HAYDEN, 
United States Senate. 

Dear SENATOR Haypen: With reference to your letter of January 

15, 1931, 8 part of the hearings of Hon. John Barton Payne, 

chairman of the American National Red Cross, before the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations, relative to War Department prop- 
erty turned over to the Red Cross during the Mississippi River 
flood, and other disasters, for which Congress reimbursed the War 
Department, and requesting a statement showing the name of 
each the year in which it occurred, and the approximate 
value of Government property turned over to the Red Cross by 
the War Department, there is herewith a tabulated statement 
showing “ Value of Government property turned over to American 
Red Cross by the War Department for relief purposes,” amounting 
to $3,739,874.49 from March, 1925, to May, 1930, which property 
was consumed, lost, or not returned to the War Department in 
a serviceable condition. 

In some instances property is returned to the department in a 
serviceable condition, and in such cases no charge is made for 
the use of the property during the emergency. 

In this connection it should be stated that the property in 
question was issued from stocks required for the maintenance of 
the Army, but no reimbursement has been made to the War 
Department therefor. 

Sincerely yours, 
7 F. H. PAYNE, 
Acting Secretary of War. 


The list—which I shall not detain the Senate to read 
contains all of the major disasters that have occurred in 
the last five years, the greatest being the Mississippi flood, 
to which the Senator from Virginia referred a few moments 
ago. The amount of Government property turned over by 
the War Department to the Red Cross in connection with 
the Mississippi flood was valued at 82,800, 778.50. 

I ask to have the list published in the Recorp. 

There being no objection, the matter referred to was 
ordered to be printed in the Recor, as follows: 

Value of Government property turned over to American Red Cross 
by the War Department for relief purposes 


Tornado at New Albany, Ind., March, 1925......._.__ 
Murphysboro and De Soto, Ill., storms, March, 1925__ 51, 886. 46 
Collapse of Tubercular Hospital, at Springfield, III., 


/ areas S were ere aap rege 1, 213.00 
Storm at Miami, Fla., September, 1926——— 91, 296. 77 
Tornado at Rock Springs, Tex., April, 1927. 6, 232. 21 
Mississippi flood, 1927.._...........-.--.-.------... 2, 800, 778. 50 
New England flood, November, 19277 6, 943. 04 
Cyclone at St. Louis, Mo., September, 1927 12, 339. 83 
Breaking of San Francis Dam, Los Angeles, Calif., 

arne ⅛ 172. 80 
Tornado at McCook, Nebr., June, 192898: 873.99 
Cyclone at Covington, Tenn., June, 1928. 762. 72 
Cyclone at Snyder, Okla., June, 1928. 974. 00 
Florida hurricane. September, 1928. 33, 910. 40 
Porto Rican hurricane, September, 1928 422, 998. 29 
Earthquake in Venezuela, January, 19299 81, 820. 65 
Flood in Alabama and Florida, March, 1929 30, 171. 79 
Arkansas flood, March, 19299 10, 058. 00 
Georgia storm, April, 1929 6, 901. 45 
Cyclone at Carnegie, Okla., April, 1929 164. 79 
Explosion in fireworks factory at Devons, Mass., 

ADEN hs) Set SS ES ee ES a ee 127.30 
Oklahoma storm, May, 1930 2, 196. 45 
Kansas storm, May, 1930_----.----_ 292, 85 
Storm at Tekama, Nebr., May, 1930 793.40 
Storm at Jourdanton, Tex., May, 1930. 292.85 
Santo Domingo hurricane of 1930——- 10, 000. 00 

ROO n AN S CARN 3, 739, 874. 49 


Mr. HAYDEN. This list, it will be observed, covers only 
the past six years. I am satisfied that if a complete record 
had been made of all transfers of materials and supplies 
from the War Department to the American National Red 
Cross the amount contained in this list would be doubled 
and redoubled many times. I cite only one example, the 
San Francisco earthquake and fire in 1906, where the War 
Department informs me that over $1,200,000 worth of Army 
supplies was turned over to the Red Cross for the relief of 
the people of that stricken city. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President 

Mr. HAYDEN. I yield to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CONNALLY. May I ask the Senator if it is not true 
that these millions of supplies were turned over by the War 
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Department without any legislation whatever, simply upon 
the instructions of the Executive? 

Mr. HAYDEN. I do not know whether there is any au- 
thority of law for transferring property from the War De- 
partment to the Red Cross in case of emergency; but 
whether there is any law or whether there is no law it was 
the right thing to do. Congress has not hesitated subse- 
quently to appropriate the necessary sums of money to 
replace in the warehouses of the War Department all sup- 
plies that were thus freely handed over to and used by 
the American National Red Cross. I beg to inquire whether 
there is any difference in principle between giving goods and 
giving money to the Red Cross? 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arizona 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. HAYDEN, I yield to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. COPELAND. Is it the Senator’s view that the atti- 
tude of the Red Cross is such that we can not expect from 
them more than the suffering people are getting under the 
present plan of operation? 

Mr. HAYDEN. I am unable to predict what the Red 
Cross can accomplish. That organization has done great 
and wonderful work on other occasions, apparently to the 
satisfaction of the country. If the need is here, and the 
Officials of the Red Cross can find the funds, as they say 
they hope they can do, well and good; but for my own 
part, and I am sure that is the attitude of the Senator from 
New York, to insure and reinsure that the American Na- 
tional Red Cross shall have ample funds to relieve distress 
among the American people, we have supported a Federal 
appropriation of $25,000,000. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
further? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arizona 
further yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. HAYDEN. I do. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Red Cross has said that it will not 
accept or distribute any Government funds. Therefore, are 
we not placed in the position that so far as that organiza- 
tion is concerned, we have to take the meager help they 
will be able to give under their present system? 

Mr. HAYDEN, I think it is most unfortunate that the 
Officials of the American National Red Cross were placed by 
the President of the United States in position where they 
had to make to the country the statement to which the 
Senator refers. Having taken that position, I hope they can 
find means elsewhere to grant the full measure of relief 
which the existing emergency demands. So far as the Sen- 
ate is concerned, we are faced here to-day with the propo- 
sition that the President of the United States disapproves 
of our making an appropriation of $25,000,000, and the 
Red Cross officials say they will not accept it. Therefore 
there is nothing for the Senate to do but to approve this 
conference report. 

Mr. COPELAND. I take exactly the view that the Senator 
does. Is not the attitude of the President such that this 
is all we can hope for? 

Mr. HAYDEN. At this time, undoubtedly. 

Mr. COPELAND. All right. Then the position of the 
Senator from Arizona is that in view of the attitude of the 
Red Cross, and in view of the attitude of the President of 
the United States, we must take this compromise or nothing. 
The Senator and I will vote for this bill because we can not 
get all we want and what we believe the country needs. 

Mr. HAYDEN. The Senator from New York has stated 


my Arapa exactly. 
BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

7 VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arizona 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr, HAYDEN. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. How can anybody say that recreancy on 
the part of anybody else to perform his duty relieves us of 

our duty? How can anybody say that we would not get more 
if we would pass more, and put it up to the White House 
and let the President either veto it or approve it? Who can 
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say that the President would veto a bill placing at his dis- 
posal $25,000,000 to help relieve suffering in this country? 

Mr. HAYDEN. The President has stated his opposition 
so plainly that he has convinced me that he would do that 
identical thing, and this appropriation bill can not become a 
law without his approval. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not recall that the President has 
said that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arizona 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. HAYDEN. I do. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have now received from the Red Cross 
a copy of their official instructions to chapters, which state 
that chapters shall offer to pay for all medical prescriptions 
by physicians for families unable to pay. 

With regard to the question of whether or not they have 
declined to receive a certain gift of medicines, there is no 
one there who is familiar with the situation; but the fact 
remains that they have instructed their chapters to pay for 
all prescriptions for medicines for families unable to pay. 

Mr. HAYDEN, Mr. President, the letter I have read from 
the Acting Secretary of War was submitted to Hon. John 
Barton Payne, chairman of the American National Red 
Cross, before it was sent to me. Judge Payne has written 
me as follows: 


THE AMERICAN RED Cross, 
Washington, D. C., February 2, 1931. 
Hon. Carn HAYDEN, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear SENATOR HAYDEN: The Acting Secretary of War has 
sent over to me a copy of your inquiry as to supplies loaned by 
the War Department to the American Red Cross in disaster for 
which Congress later reimbursed the War Department, together 
with a copy of his reply. 

I did not have when you asked me the questions any itemized 
statement and was not able, therefore, to give you either the total 
amount or the different d 

The Red Cross does not have, and in a nature can not maintain, 
adequate supplies of tents, cots, blankets, etc., which in case of 
an emergency must be immediately available. Both the War De- 
partment and the Congress have been exceedingly cooperative; 
the War Department in supplying the needs promptly and the 
Congress in reimbursing it for the supplies. 

The only question, I take it, is whether the Red Cross should 
be required to pay for the supplies after they had been used, lost, 
or destroyed, and, of course, I am willing to deal with this situa- 
tion if in the opinion of Congress it should not reimburse the 
War Department. 

Cordially yours, 
JOHN BARTON PAYNE, Chairman. 


Of course the Red Cross should not reimburse the War 
Department. No one in Congress will ever ask that that 
be done. The program that is now carried out whenever a 
disaster occurs should continue to be in effect. No one can 
tell when or where an earthquake, a hurricane, or a great 
fire may occur. When disaster arrives and people are in 
distress, the Red Cross should be free to go to the nearest 
Army supply depot and take tents and blankets and clothing 
and food to care for the people immediately. Congress will 
always cheerfully appropriate the money subsequently to 
replace such military stores. 

Nobody has objected or will object to that. I can answer 
Judge Payne here and now, expressing the true sentiment of 
both the Senate and the House of Representatives that he 
need not worry that the American National Red Cross will 
ever be called upon to repay the value of any supplies issued 
to it in times of distress and disaster by the War Department. 
Such a request will never be made by the Congress. 

Mr. President, I can see no distinction between an appro- 
priation by a State to the Red Cross and an appropriation by 
Congress to the Red Cross for the relief of distress. Many 
States in times of disaster have appropriated money which 
was placed in the hands of the Red Cross and used to re- 
lieve human suffering, just as was proposed originally in the 
appropriation bill which is now before the Senate. 

I have asked the legislative reference service of the Library 
of Congress to prepare for me a list of acts of State legis- 
latures for the last 25 years wherein appropriations of money 
have been made to relieve distress. In most cases, the money 
is appropriated to be expended either by the governor or by 
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some department of the State, but in practically every in- 
stance the governor or the State department having dispo- 
sition of the appropriation inevitably turned to the Red 
Cross as the proper and most accessible and available agency 
for the prompt and effectual expenditure of the money. 

I ask to have this compilation printed at the conclusion of 
my remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

(See Exhibit A.) 

Mr. HAYDEN. Take the case of the great Dayton flood 
in Ohio. The Ohio Legislature in 1913 appropriated $250,000 
to be disbursed under order of the governor. The governor 
of Ohio turned that money over to the Red Cross. The Red 
Cross expended only $100,000 of it. That was all which could 
be used and the remainder was returned to the State. That 
was not money raised by public contribution. It was not 
solicited from the public at large. It was an appropriation 
by the State legislature and placed the Red Cross under the 
same obligation as if Congress appropriated money and gave 
it to the Red Cross. No harm came to the Red Cross from 
that action by the State of Ohio, and no harm would come 
to the Red Cross from accepting the funds which the Senate 
originally proposed to appropriate for its use. 

So far as my own State of Arizona is concerned, we are 
taking care of our own poor, our own distressed, and our own 
unemployed. I have directed the attention of Judge Payne, 
as the head of the Red Cross, and of Colonel Woods, as the 
head of the President’s Commission on Unemployment, to 
the fact that in that southwestern region we have a problem 
which is very different from that of the rest of the United 
States in that we have to deal with thousands of transients 
who are unemployed and in distress. 

I have in my hand a letter written by the famous author, 
Harold Bell Wright, addressed to the winter visitors in Tuc- 
son, Ariz., which I shall ask to have included in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


[From the Arizona Daily Star of February 4, 1931] 


A LETTER TO OUR WINTER VISITORS 
By Harold Bell Wright 


Dear Frrenps: You perhaps have heard that the people of Tuc- 
son are earnestly engaged in raising money to purchase food for 
unfortunate people who through no fault of their own but because 
of the general unemployment situation are suffering privation. 
Because I know how universally human hearts respond to the cry 
of actual hunger and distress I am presuming to offer you an op- 
portunity to join us in this good work. Perhaps I should add 
that I personally assume full responsibility for this invitation. 
I have no authority to speak for Tucson. I represent no civic 
organization nor city official; no commercial, political, nor social 
group. The truth is, I am not even a resident of Tucson—I live 
in the desert about 6 miles from the city limits. If, therefore, 
you feel inclined to hold this appeal as in poor taste from a host 
to a guest do not charge the discourtesy against Tucson. I am 
made bold to address you by the facts which I have to present. 

Every community has its charity problems. You, no doubt, are 
contributing to the annual budget for the relief of the unfor- 
tunate in your own home cities and you may say that Tucson 
should take care of its own. Under normal conditions Tucson does 
take care of its own and more. I have on my desk reports from 
our charity hospital. Out of the 19 cases only 4 are residents of 
Arizona, the other 15 are from 10 different States. 

To this necessity of caring for the nonresident health seekers 
in our midst we are accustomed and we meet it year after year. 
But we find ourselves just now facing an emergency to meet which 
our regular charity funds are wholly inadequate. 

The general unemployment situation throughout the country is 
reflected in Tucson in ways not apparent to the casual observer. 
John Doe is here with his family. He came to Tucson from the 
East upon the advice of his home physician. His brothers, Jim 
and George, back home have been helping to finance him until 
he is restored to health. Jim and George are now out of work. 
They have no money to send to their sick brother and his family 
away out here in Tucson. Thus, the citizens of this community 
must meet a desperate need caused by the unemployment situa- 
tion in a community thousands of miles away—and this is in 
addition to our own local unemployment needs, 

A group of our citizens are doing excellent work in finding jobs 
for the unemployed. Those in need of work are listed and prefer- 
ence is given to the heads of families. The city is canvassed to 
find employment for these people. But in spite of this effort 
there are between 250 and 300 families, averaging five children 
each, that must be fed. 
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Every case which comes to us Is carefully investigated by trained 
workers. The professional moocher is eliminated and food and 
medicines are supplied to the worthy as needed. The money 
which you give to this emergency relief will not be paid into 
the organized charity fund but will be carried as a special 
account and every penny of it will be spent for food. This food 
is purchased at the lowest wholesale price and is distributed with- 
out one cent of charge for investigating the cases, for overhead, 
nor for handling. 

Tucson would not think of asking our winter guests to con- 
tribute to the activities of our local civic organizations nor to our 
ordinary charity work, but I feel that considering the nature of 
this emergency—that it is not wholly local in its origin—and be- 
cause of the desperate need for food you will be glad to help. 

Make your check payable to Tucson Emergency Relief Committee 
and hand it in or mail it to the committee in care of the Sunshine 
Climate Club, on Congress Street next the Rialto Theater. 


Mr. HAYDEN. I want to read an extract from the letter: 
Out of the 19 cases— 


Referring to charity hospital cases in Tucson— 


only 4 are residents of Arizona, the other 15 are from 10 different 
States. 


The general unemployment situation throughout the country 
is reflected in Tucson in ways not apparent to the casual observer. 
John Doe is here with his family. He came to Tucson from the 
East upon the advice of his home physician. His brothers, Jim 
and George, back home have been helping to finance him until 
he is restored to health. Jim and George are now out of work. 
They have no money to send to their sick brother and his 
family away out here in Tucson. Thus the citizens of this com- 
munity must meet a desperate need caused by the unemploy- 
ment situation in a community thousands of miles away—and 
this is in addition to our own local unemployment needs. 


If the appropriation of $25,000,000 which the Senate pro- 
posed were included in this bill, Federal funds could be used 
to meet the transient problem in all that southwestern region 
where the local Red Cross chapters are required to take 
care, not of their own but of persons in distress from other 
States. That form of relief from a Federal source is denied 
by the adoption of this conference report. It is imperative 
that the relief be granted. I hope that the American Na- 
tional Red Cross will provide funds from some national 
source and give the assistance that its local chapters in 
Arizona so greatly need. 

I am not satisfied with this compromise. I would not 
have made the kind of arrangement that is contained in 
this conference report, but, as I have stated before, it is all 
that is now obtainable, and I shall therefore vote for its 
adoption. 

Exuisit A 
STATE APPROPRIATIONS FOR DISASTER RELIEF, INCLUDING APPROPRIA- 
TIONS TO THE AMERICAN RED CROSS 
(Digest of State laws covering disasters from 1905 to 1930 1) 


California 


(Laws 1929, c. 662) 


Creates a State emergency council, one member to represent 
the American Red Cross; $15,000 made available for expenses. 


Florida 
(1929, c. 13631, p. 143) 

Emergency relief fund: Upon the happening of any major emer- 
gency the board of commissioners of State institutions is author- 
ized to transfer from any fund available to the treasury, not 
exceeding $50,000, to be used under direction of the governor for 
purchase and distribution of food, clothing, and medical supplies. 

The governor may work in cooperation with any nationally 
represented relief organization or with any local or state-wide 
relief organization as he may deem to the best advantage in giving 


relief. 
Illinois 


(Laws 1909, Ex., p. 6) 
Cherry mine disaster: Appropriated $100,000 to be administered 
through a State agency. 
(Laws 1925, p. 134) 


Cyclone sufferers in southern Illinois: Establishes a commit- 
tee consisting of three members of thè senate and four members 
of the house to act with the governor in furnishing temporary 
and immediate relief to cyclone sufferers in area visited by a 
cyclone on March 18; $500,000 appropriated. 

Funds expendable on vouchers certified by the governor and 
approved by a majority of the committee. 


Over 125 major disasters listed in annual reports of the 
American Red Cross were used as a basis for search. 
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(Laws 1927, p. 51) 
Flood relief: Appropriates to the department of purchases and 
construction for the biennium commencing July 1, 1927, the sum 


of $1,500,000 for emergency relief and for making temporary repairs 
to or reinforcements for levees. 


(Laws 1927, p. 86) 

Cyclone sufferers: Establishes a committee of three members of 
the senate, appointed by the president of the senate, ‘and four 
members of the house, appointed by the speaker, to act with the 
governor in furnishing relief; $50,000 appropriated. 

Funds expendable on vouchers certified by the governor and 
approved by a majority of the committee. 


(Laws 1927, p. 87) 
Illinois River Valley flood relief: Establishes a committee of five 
citizens, appointed by the governor, to act with him in relief of 
flooded areas; $250,000 appropriated to the governor. 


(Laws 1929, p. 99) 


Flood relief: Appropriates $600,000 to the department of pur- 
chase and construction for construction and tion purposes 
and to furnish relief in areas which have been inundated. 


(Laws 1929, p. 100) 

Flood relief: Gp by Smaps $30,000 for flood relief at Quincy. The 
department of purchase and construction may contribute such 
part of the money appropriated as it deems necessary to secure the 
cooperation of the agencies of the United States Government or 
other governmental agencies. 

Indiana e 
(Laws 1919, ch. 15, p. 44) 

Legalized a; tion of public money during the war to the 

Red Cross and other patriotic and philanthropic organizations. 
(Laws 1925, ch. 21, p. 58) 

Sullivan mine disaster: Appropriates $10,000, to be expended 

under direction of the governor, for relief of families of miners. 


Kentucky 
(Laws 1920, ch. 138, p. 628) 

Provides for an annual appropriation of $5,000 to the Red Cross 
Association (colored) of Louisville, to be used for hospital purposes. 
(Laws 1928, ch. 125) 

Increased the annual appropriation to $10,000. 


Louisiana 


(Laws 1918, Ex. No. 11, p. 12) 


Hurricane sufferers: Authorizes the governor to aid hurricane 
sufferers of Cameron and Calcasieu Parishes to the amount of 
$20,000 in relieving destitution, such amount to be expended under 
his advice and direction. 

(Laws 1920, No. 1, p. 3, S. C. R.) 

Flood relief: Authorizes the governor to use balance of appro- 
priation made for the State council of defense to assist people in 
flooded sections of the State. 


Massachusetts 


(Laws 1914, ch. 785, p. 943) 

Salem fire sufferers: Appropriates $100,000 for preservation of 
the health and safety and the relief of the needy and destitute 
inhabitants of Salem. 

Expenditures shall be made by the State board of charity under 
direction of the governor during July, August, and September of 


1914 only. 
Minnesota 
(Laws 1911, ch. 7, p. 11) 

Forest-fire sufferers: Legalized payment of public moneys made 
by cities and county boards for purpose of aiding relief of sufferers 
from forest fires in 1910. 

(Laws 1919, ch. 4, p. 6) 

Tornado; forest-fire sufferers: Legalizes action of local governing 
bodies in granting aid to Tyler tornado sufferers and forest-fire 
sufferers in northern Minnesota. 

(Laws 1919, ex. ch. 35; laws 1921, ch. 418) 

Creates a State board of relief in emergencies caused by storms, 
floods, fires, etc., consisting of the governor, auditor, and treasurer. 

Fifty thousand dollars appropriated. 

Five-hundred-thousand-dollar loan authorized. 

(Laws 1919, ch. 37, p. 33) 

Forest-fire sufferers: Continues the Minnesota forest-fire relief 
commission of nine members, appointed by the governor, for 
purpose of providing temporary relief of persons in need by reason 
of the forest fires of October, 1918. 

The commission is authorized to spend $1,850,000 in such 
manner and at such times as it may seem advisable. 

(Laws 1919, ch. 62, p. 55) 

Tornado sufferers: Creates the Tyler Tornado Relief Commission 
of five members, appointed by the governor. 

Thirty-five thousand dollars authorized to be expended by the 
commission. 
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(Laws 1919, ch. 133, p. 133) 

Forest-fire sufferers: Authorizes any county having an assessed 
valuation of $250,000,000, exclusive of money and credit, to appro- 
priate money for purpose of furnishing temporary relief to persons 
residing within said county who have suffered loss by forest fire or 
other extensive calamity. 

The relief may be granted directly to such person by furnishing 
of supplies or assistance or by cooperating with any organized or 
incorporated relief association. 
nite heretofore made in furnishing temporary relief are 


l 
Missouri 
(Laws 1913, p. 55, sec. 37) 


Flood relief: Appropriation bill contains provision for $7,610.56 
for relief of south Missouri flood sufferers. 


Montana 
(Laws 1919, Ex. c. 8, p. 19) 

Drought sufferers: Authorizes the county commissioners to fur- 
nish relief to inhabitants suffering from drought or other climatic 
conditions. If the amount required exceeds $10,000, a special elec- 
tion must be called on the question of incurring the indebtedness. 


Ohio 
(Laws 1913, p. 136) 

Flood relief: Appropriates $250,000 to be disbursed on order of 

the governor? 
Pennsylvania 
(Laws 1913, No. 741, p. 1217) 

Austin flood relief: Created the Austin Dam Commission, con- 
sisting of the law judge of the fifty-fifth judicial district and two 
citizens of Pennsylvania to be appointed by the governor. 

Appropriations: $150,000 for recompensing individuals who sus- 
tained loss and damage except municipalities, corporations, or 
owners of the dam; $60,000 for sundry other purposes. 


South Carolina 
(Laws 1930, Act 846, p. 1497, sec. 70) 

Hailstorm sufferers: State appropriation act contains the fol- 
lowing item: D-9, contributions for hailstorm sufferers in Spar- 
tanburg County, $1,500. 

Tennessee 


(Laws 1927, c. 53, p. 146—general appropriation bill) 

Flood relief: Appropriates $25,000 for relief of the homeless, sick, 
and starving victims of the flood in west Tennessee, to be used in 
the discretion of the governor, said fund to be available imme- 
diately, subject to order of the governor. 


(Laws 1927, c. 69, p. 229—miscellaneous appropriation bill) 
Flood relief: For flood relief as per Senate Joint Resolutions 
No. 44 and No. 42 of the sixty-fifth general assembly, said appro- 
priation being in addition to the . made in the gen- 
eral appropriation bill of 1927, 612,500. (This sum to be expended 
on approval of the governor.) 


(Laws 1927, S. J. Res. No. 42, p. 453) 


Flood relief: Authorizes the governor to use, out of the emer- 
gency fund of the State or any other available fund, a sum not to 
exceed $7,500 for relief of flood sufferers in western Tennessee. 

The governor will appoint a committee composed of three re- 
sponsible citizens in the affected area to supervise and control the 
proper expenditure of the fund. 


(Laws 1927, S. J. Res. No. 45, p. 454) 


Flood relief: Authorizes the State to cooperate with the Ameri- 
can Red Cross, the Federal Government, and local authorities, and 
to place all of the resources and facilities of the State at the dis- 
posal of those who are in dire need. 


(Laws 1929, ch. 82, p. 183) 


Flood relief: Appropriates $20,000 for relief of needy and home- 
less victims of fiood conditions in Tennessee, to be expended under 
direction of the governor. 

The funds may be paid over, at the direction of the governor, to 
such relief agencies as may be designated 2 him, but he shall 

of such agencies a detailed report of expenditures not 
later than 60 days after such expenditures are completed and the 
return of such amount as is not so shown to have been expended. 

That in the discretion of the governor he may use so much of 
the above appropriated funds as may be necessary to reimburse 
such relief agencies for any and all sums which they may have 
heretofore spent for the relief of such sufferers in Tennessee since 
March 15, 1929. 


(Laws 1929, H. J. Res. No. 33, p. ton} superseding H. J. Res. No. 30, 
P. 


Flood relief: Authorizes the governor to use the unexpended 
balance of the funds appropriated for flood relief in 1927, amount- 
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2“ In relief work following this flood the Red Cross expended 
$2,472,287. This sum included the administration of the Ohio 
State appropriation of $250,000, which was intrusted to the Red 
Cross and of which $150,000 was returned to the State treasury 
as not needed * * .“ (From the American National Red 
Cross, Sarah Elizabeth Pickett, 1923.) 
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ing to $25,500, to be expended under direction of the governor 
through such committees and agencies as in his judgment and 
discretion may be necessary for the judicious expenditure of said 
funds for relief of flood sufferers. 

The expenditure hereby authorized shall be included in the 
appropriation bill of the present session.’ 

(Laws 1929, S. J. Res. No. 33, p. 559) 

Flood: Resolved, That $20,000 be, and is hereby, appropriated 
out of the general funds of the State for the immediate use of 
and paid over to the American Red Cross through its proper rep- 
resentatives, and that the same be added to the miscellaneous 
appropriation bill.“ 

West Virginia 


(Laws 1927, H. J. Res. No. 22, p. 362) 

Concerning the Mississippi Valley flood sufferers: Resolved, 
* + * That West Virginia * * * should contribute such 
sum or assistance as the Governor of West Virginia might deem 
proper to suggest, the same to be appropriated out of any fund or 
funds which may be available. 

Wisconsin 
(Laws 1912, Ex., ch. 21, p. 24) 

Flood relief: Appropriates $35,000 to committee to relieve desti- 
tution and suffering caused by flood at Black River Falls on Oc- 
tober 6, 1911. 

Note.—Attempt has been made to include only those acts which 
appear to be appropriations for emergency relief of personal suffer- 
ing and destitution. 

References: American National Red Cross reports for 1908, 1910, 
1911, 1912, 1914, 1915, 1916, 1917-18, 1918-19, 1919-20, 1920-21, 
1921-22, 1924-25, 1926-27, 1927-28, 1928-29. 

Pickett, Sarah Elizabeth: The American National Red Cross, 
Century Co., 1923. 

Deacon, J. Byron: Disasters and the American Red Cross in 
Disaster Relief, Russell Sage Foundation, 1918. 


“A CRUEL AND PITILESS MASTER 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, if I vote for the conference 
report, I shall do so most reluctantly. This report should 
be sent back to conference in order that some of the wrongs 
which it seeks to perpetuate might be corrected. Complaints 
have frequently been made in this body, when conference re- 
ports have been presented, that the conferees disregarded 
the views of the Senate. I have often thought that the Sen- 
ate conferees did not sufficiently insist upon carrying out the 
will of the Senate; and it has almost become proverbial that 
when a controversy arises between the House and the Senate 
the latter yields and the House is crowned with victory. 

When this bill was before the Senate not long ago a large 
number of proper and just amendments were adopted. Many 
of them were adopted only after they had been fully con- 
sidered. The bill, as it comes back to the Senate from the 
hands of the conferees, is shorn of nearly every amendment 
which was adopted when the bill was in the Senate. This 
is particularly true of the amendments offered to that part 
of the bill dealing with Indian affairs. Senators will recall 
that for days the provisions relating to the Indians were 
discussed, and the amendments offered were adopted after 
prolonged debate. No explanation is given as to the reason 
for the rejection by the conferees of these amendments. Ap- 
parently the wishes of the Senate were wholly disregarded 
and, indeed, treated with contumely. 

Mr. President, I am unable to understand why the con- 
ferees rejected the scores of amendments offered to the 
Indian appropriation provisions of the bill. Perhaps I should 
qualify this statement. The Indian Bureau was opposed to 
these amendments because some of them tended to diminish 
its power and to curtail its expenditures. That bureau has 
become so powerful that its demands are acceded to by the 
National Legislature, and its policies, defective and too often 
unwise and unjust, receive legislative approval. 

Mr. President, a number of investigations have been made 
of the Indian Bureau and the treatment accorded to the 
Indians by that Federal organization as well as by the Gov- 
ernment. These investigations have proven that the Indians 
have been robbed and subjected to the most bitter and in- 

*Tennessee Laws 1929, ch. 85, p. 204 (miscellaneous appropria- 
tion bill). Appropriates $25,000 for relief of the flood sufferers of 
western Tennessee, to be expended upon vouchers approved by the 
e7 5 $25,000 for relief of the flood sufferers of western 
Tennessee, to be expended upon vouchers approved by the goy- 


ernor. Tennessee Laws 1929, ch. 85, p. 204 (miscellaneous appro- 
priation bill). 
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human treatment. No one can defend the course pursued 
by the Government toward these helpless wards. Scores of 
treaties haye been made with them only to be violated. 
Solemn promises upon which they relied have been broken, 
and the Indian has beheld the ruthless march of the white 
man over his territory, and I might say over his prostrate 
form. The Indian Bureau, which should have been a wise 
and just guardian, has been a cruel and pitiless master, and 
under its rule the Indians have been subjected to cruel and 
heartless treatment. Possessed, as the Indians are, of capac- 
ity for progress and development, policies have been adopted 
respecting them which have been insuperable obstacles to 
their development. 

Illuminating speeches have been delivered by the Senator 
from Oklahoma [Mr. Tuomas] and the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. Frazier] during the consideration of the pend- 
ing bill and upon this conference report, portraying some of 
the injustices which the Indians have suffered at the hands 
of the Government, the Indian Buredu, and the white man. 
Under a resolution of the Senate calling for a comprehensive 
investigation of the Indian question a committee was ap- 
pointed of which the Senator from North Dakota was chair- 
man. Pursuant to authority conferred upon it, the com- 
mittee conducted investigations, not only in Washington but 
upon many reservations, and obtained the testimony of wit- 
nesses, which confirms the charges which I have made, and 
constitutes an indictment of the Indian Bureau and the Gov- 
ernment, to which a plea of not guilty may not honestly be 
offered. 

COMPLETE REORGANIZATION NEEDED 

It is time, Mr. President, that fundamental changes be made 
in the laws dealing with the Indians; that new policies be 
adopted; that a program be followed that will promote the 
welfare of the Indians and protect not only their persons 
and lives but also their property. Under present policies 
their property is being dissipated and their health impaired. 

Mr. President, if the life of this Congress were four or five 
months instead of only two remaining weeks I would plead 
with the Senate to reject the conference report and send 
the bill back to conference, instructing the conferees on the 
part of the Senate to insist upon the amendments adopted 
by the Senate and incorporated in the bill. Indeed, I should 
avail myself of all parliamentary weapons to prevent the 
passage of this bill until many of its provisions were changed. 
But it is regarded as imperative, because of the situation, 
that the bill receive Executive approval at as early a date as 
practicable. Because of this situation I did not object to a 
limitation of debate to vote upon the conference report at 
2 o'clock to-day. With the limited time which is at my 
disposal I can not take up the various amendments adopted 
by the Senate and rejected by the conferees nor enter into a 
discussion of the Indian question. When the bill was before 
the Senate I discussed some angles of the Indian problem 
and a number of questions growing out of provisions found 
in the bill. When the deficiency appropriation bill is before 
the Senate I may take the opportunity of discussing some- 
what in detail some of the questions involved in the Indian 
problem. 

May I say that there would be no Indian problem if the 
United States had done its duty to the Indians, and the 
problem—serious and important as it now is—would lose 
much of its seriousness and complexity if the Government, 
even at this late date, should make fundamental changes in 
the bureaucratic methods which now prevail in dealing with 
the Indians and uproot many of the policies and practices 
of the present Indian Bureau. What is needed is a drastic 
revision of the Federal statutes relating to the Indians, and 
material, and, indeed, drastic changes in the Indian Bureau. 
The dead timber must be cut away; red tape must be abol- 
ished; many changes made in the personnel, and policies 
adopted calling for cooperation between the Government 
and the Indians, and which will result in their protection, 
development, and civilization. 

I repeat, there must be fundamental changes in the system 
under which the Government and the Indian Bureau oper- 
ate. May I say, Mr. President, that the recommendations 
which have been made from time to time for changes and 
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reforms have encountered the open and secret hostility of 
the Indian Bureau. It has resisted investigations and has 
refused to carry out policies that would have redounded to 
the advantage and welfare of the Indians. 

A few years ago the House of Representatives named a 
commission, known as the Snyder Commission, to study the 
various phases of the Indian question. Months were spent 
by this commission in executing the commission given it by 
the House. It discovered abuses and wrongs and injustices 
which bore heavily upon the Indians. Recommendations 
calculated to rectify some of the wrongs and to effectuate 
some important reforms were made, but its recommenda- 
tions were flouted and the condition of the Indians, in my 
opinion, is worse now than it was when the Snyder Com- 
mission made its report. The Frazier committee has pointed 
out reforms which were imperatively required and changes 
in the policy of the Indian Bureau and the Government, 
but their recommendations have been treated with con- 
tempt by the Indian Bureau. It was hoped when recent 
changes were made in the personnel of the Indian Bureau 
that more humane and progressive and rational policies 
would be adopted. Those who were expecting changes for 
the better and in the interest of the Indians find no basis, 
in my opinion, for such hopes. As I view the situation, the 
Indian Bureau is as reactionary as at any time in the past, 
and is as bitterly opposed to proper reforms as were pre- 
ceding administrations. 

The bureau’s demands are usually for larger appropria- 
tions and for more employees, and the present administra- 
tion in that regard is following in the paths of preceding 
administrations. The present Indian Commissioner and his 
assistant are seeking under the bill which is now before us 
appropriations far in excess of appropriations ever made in 
behalf of the Indians; and a careful examination of the 
purposes for which the appropriations are to be used demon- 
strate that the interests of the Indians are not better con- 
served, and certainly their funds are materially depleted. 
It is only a few years ago that the total Indian appropria- 
tions were less than $10,000,000. In 1923 they were $10,- 
425,000; but the present bill which, of course, the Indian 
Bureau is responsible for, demands more than $28,000,000. I 
make the prediction now that the present bureau officials 
in the next Indian appropriation bill will demand more than 
$30,000,000. 

MILLIONS SQUANDERED AND TO BE SQUANDERED 

Millions are being squandered on irrigation projects, some 
of which have been condemned by engineers appointed by 
the Interior Department to examine them, and some of 
which it was recommended should be abandoned. Projects 
were adopted by the Indian Bureau where it was palpable 
they would fail and where it was certain they would prove 
of no advantage to the Indians. 

In a number of places projects were started where the 
climatic conditions were such as to make it certain that fail- 
ure was inevitable. No one can read the Preston-Engle 
report without reaching the conclusion that millions have 
been wasted and millions more will be wasted in imprac- 
ticable Indian projects. Senators may recall that in 1928 
Secretary Work named a commission consisting of engi- 
neers to make a survey of these so-called Indian projects 
upon Indian reservations. After an exhaustive survey a 
report was submitted—known as the Preston-Engle report— 
which condemned, as I have stated, a number of these proj- 
ects and revealed that the Indians were receiving little, if 
any, benefit from any of them. Already more than $42,000,- 
000 have been expended upon these projects, and the bureau 
reports that more than $28,000,000 will be required to com- 
plete them. The total acreage irrigated by the Indians is 

` only 113,000, being less than the area irrigated in 1924. Al- 
though $13,700,000 was expended between 1924 and 1929, the 
estimated cost to complete them has not been reduced, but 
increased to the extent of more than $3,270,000. The net 
cost to the Government and the net reimbursable amount to 
be met by the Indians and the settlers for each irrigated 
acre has increased from $87 in 1924 to $118 in 1929. 

Mr. President, the lands allotted to the Indians under 
most of these irrigation projects will soon be lost to them 
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and pass into the ownership of white settlers.. I repeat, 
these irrigation projects are draining the tribal funds of the 
Indians, and also making heavy demands upon the Treasury 
of the United States. I make the prediction that the In- 
dians will lose tens of millions of dollars, and the losses of 
the Government in these projects will be fully as great. My 
information is that the Indians had in the Treasury of the 
United States a few years ago funds amounting to more 
than $40,000,000. But up to the present time there is to 
their credit in the Treasury less than $25,000,000. As I have 
stated, their allotments are passing from them; their lands 
are being reduced in area, their tribal funds are being de- 
pleted, their resources are being attacked and under the 
present policies of the Indian Bureau and the Government, 
within 25 years most of the Indians will be landless and 
homeless and without any means of support. Though for 
140 years they have been the wards of the Government they 
have not received the training necessary to prepare them 
to care for themselves and for their families. Millions have 
been wasted by an inefficient bureaucracy, and the Govern- 
ment seems to have been indifferent to the wrongs which 
they have suffered. 

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. KING. I yield. 

Mr. NORBECK. I have listened with a good deal of in- 
terest to the remarks of the Senator from Utah. As I 
understand his view, the worst feature in this bill is the 
way we deal with the Indians. 

Mr. KING. Yes. 

Mr. NORBECK. I share the Senator’s views. I am per- 
fectly willing to vote for the Arkansas compromise. I am 
not willing to accept all the other parts of this conference 
report. I feel that our policy toward the Indian is entirely 
too penurious.” : 

BUREAU HAS NO CONSTRUCTIVE POLICY 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, if it were only penurious I 
would be less critical; if back of the policy there was any 
constructive plan for the development and civilization and 
preservation of the Indians, I should look with some hope 
to the future; but, in my opinion, the primary cause of the 
lamentable condition of the Indians is not deficiency appro- 
priations but the unjust and cruel course pursued by the 
Government toward the Indians and the unsound and too 
often cruel policies pursued by the Indian Bureau in deal- 
ing with them. No broad, constructive policy has been 
inaugurated to make the Indians self-sustaining, to teach 
them manual pursuits, and to give them such educational 
advantages as would qualify them to discharge the duties 
of citizenship. They have been driven from their reserva- 
tions and often herded into inhospitable lands. They have 
been driven from fertile valleys and plains and prairies into 
deserts and mountain fastnesses where it was almost im- 
possible for human beings to exist. The Government has 
felt at various times, when they were starving and helpless 
and often deprived of their property and all means of sup- 
port, that it was sufficient to furnish them limited rations. 
If the money which has been so improvidently and un- 
wisely expended had been devoted in preparing them to be 
self-sustaining and in educating them for ultimate citizen- 
ship, there would be no Indian problem to-day and most of 
the Indians would have answered to the call and measured 
up to the standard required at their hands. We have op- 
pressed and submerged them, and done, it seems to me, a 
thousand things to destroy their morale and to prevent 
them from developing the fine qualities with which they 
are endowed. They are God’s children and have divine 
qualities and attributes, and have the capacity to reach a 
high level in the world’s civilization. But we have weakened 
them and destroyed many. 

I have reports before me showing not only the loss of 
property but the ravages of disease resulting from the 
unwise policies pursued by the Government. 

Mr. President, amendments were offered to the Indian 
appropriation bill which have been eliminated by the con- 
ferees, which would have better conserved their interests, 
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The Klamath Indians protested against appropriations car- 
ried in the bill, most of which were absorbed in unnecessary 
expenses and in meeting the salaries of a horde of employees 
of the Indian Bureau. The uncontradicted reports show 
that upon the Klamath Timber Reservation the cost of 
handling and selling the timber was 3 per cent of the gross 
receipts derived from the sale of timber. The Senate fixed 
the limit at 3 per cent but the conferees struck out the 
provision and fastened upon the Klamath Tribe the obliga- 
tion to pay 8 per cent of the total amount received from 
such sales. It was desired by the Indians that policies should 
be adopted to conserve the timber, but the Indian Bureau 
pursues a course which means that the timber reserves upon 
this reservation will be exhausted within a few years. 

Mr. President, the Indian Bureau is determined to coerce 
the Indians into the acceptance of its bureaucratic policies, 
and amendments adopted by the Senate looking to greater 
liberty upon the part of the Indians were rejected by the 
conferees. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Utah yield to me to make one statement of two sentences? 

Mr. KING. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I want simply to emphasize that I can 
not by my vote assist in establishing an infamous policy 
such as is endeavored to be foisted upon the Congress to-day 
in this report. 

I once went through a mass disaster. I went through a 
time when the earth rocked under us, and when people in 
the city from which I came went to the public squares of the 
city, and into the presidio, where they were hungry, where 
they were not clad, where they were cold, where they were 
suffering, and where disease hung over them. When the 
United States Government came to the rescue of those peo- 
ple, when it fed them, and when it clothed them during that 
period, no man living then in that disaster thought of a 
dole, security for relief expenditures the most hardened 
would not have dared to suggest, none thought a policy would 
ever be adopted on the part of our Government at any time 
when the Government would decline to feed its destitute and 
its hungry citizens suffering from sudden catastrophe in a 
great emergency, and when it would decline in that emer- 
gency to succor those who needed succor. Such a policy 
openly declared now, I decline to subscribe to. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, undoubtedly the views ex- 
pressed by the Senator from California are entertained by 
other Senators. However, I am not discussing that feature 
of the conference report. I am briefly calling attention to 
the provisions of the bill dealing with the wards of the Gov- 
ernment, and I am protesting against the provisions of the 
bill which are so unfair to the Indians and which are dic- 
tated by an oppressive Indian Bureau determined to per- 
petuate its authority and, indeed, to increase its power. I 
am protesting against the action of the conferees in striking 
out amendments accepted by the Senate and which would 
afford some little relief to the Indians. I am protesting 
against the inhuman and unjust policies of the Government 
towards the Indians; I am expressing my regret that with 
the change in administration there has been no change in 
the bureau’s policies. It supports the same old officials with 
all their faults and mistakes; it retains in office various per- 
sons who should be removed; it keeps in authority on the 
Klamath Reservation an agent whom the Indians do not 
want and whom the Frazier committee recommended should 
be removed. 

The bureau seeks to coerce the Pueblo Indians into accept- 
ing an organization which they do not want and which 
would deprive them of their own organizations which they 
have had perhaps for hundreds of years. 

I want to make one qualification in these generalizations. 
Doctor Ryan, who has been placed in a position of responsi- 
bility in the bureau, is attempting reforms along educational 
lines. If left alone I believe his services would be valuable 
and most helpful to the Indians; but I predict that if he 
assails the bureaucratic policies he will meet with relentless 
opposition and will be ultimately driven from the bureau. 

The boarding school system is a parasitic growth which 
has been harmful to the Indians, but which still exists and 
which I fear will continue to exist. I have before me letters 
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and statements showing that when reforms have been sug- 
gested or that when complaints have been made against 
oppression and heartless bureaucratic methods by employees 
of the bureau, the suggestions were ignored, and the com- 
plainants either dismissed from the service or rebuked be- 
cause of their temerity. 


PUEBLOS AND PUEBLO LANDS 


Mr. President, I perceive that the hour is at hand when 
a vote is to be had upon the conference report so I can not 
longer retain the floor. I should like to discuss the Pueblo 
land situation, to which reference has been made by a num- 
ber of Senators, but can not do so because my time has 
expired. I ask unanimous consent, however, to insert a brief 
memorandum bearing on the procedure employed in de- 
termining the rights of the Indians in certain Pueblo lands— 
prepared by Mr. John Collier, who is familiar with the 
Pueblo situation and who is earnestly seeking to protect the 
Indians and to secure for them their undoubted rights. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The following is the matter referred to: 


THE FACTS AS TO THE REPRESENTATION OF THE PUEBLOS BEFORE THE 
PUEBLO LANDS BOARD AND THE COURTS 


I. George A. H. Fraser, special assistant to the Attorney General, 
is legal adviser to the Pueblo Lands Board. He is not the parti- 
san attorney for the Indians before the board. He appears in 
court in the following matters exclusively. 

1. When the Pueblo Lands Board decrees that land shall be re- 
covered for the Pueblos, Fraser, for the Attorney General, prose- 
cutes in the Federal Court a suit to quiet title, to carry out the 
decree of the lands board. 

2. When the Indians appeal from the Pueblo Lands Board's 
award of compensation Mr. Fraser represents the Government in 
fighting against the Pueblo appeal. 

Mr. Fraser in no case has conducted any appeal against the 
judgments of the lands board. 

II. Mr. Walter Cochrane is the attorney employed by the In- 
dian Bureau for general work among the Pueblos. He, as a tech- 
nical matter, could conduct appeals from the Pueblo Lands Board 
in behalf of the Indians. But as a matter of record he never 
has conducted any such appeal. 

III. The Pueblo lands act gives the Pueblos a right to appeal 
from the compensation awards of the lands board and it gives 
them a further right to bring independent suits to assert their 
title to lands. The attorneys furnished to the Pueblos by the 
American Indian Defense Association are Hanna & Wilson of 
Albuquerque and Barker & Fahy of Santa Fe. Likewise Mr. 
Dudley Cornell has assisted Judge Hanna. 

Without exception, every appeal taken from the Pueblo Lands 
Board has been taken through these attorneys, who represent 
the tribes, holding authority from the tribes, though not receiv- 
ing compensation from the tribes. 

The appeals have been as follows: 

A. Compensation appeals. 

There have been four (4) appeals. 

1. Nambe appeal: The district court increased the compensa- 
tion awarded by approximately 30 per cent. 

2. Cochiti appeal: The district court set this case for trial 
with only a few days’ notice. The attorney handling it was Dud- 
ley Cornell, who was absent in Denver. A notice was put in the 
mails and did not reach Cornell until after the trial. Hence, 
no record was made and no appeal could be taken. Thus far a 
rehearing has not been granted. 

3. San Juan appeal: The district court affirmed the lands board 
and the case is now pending on appeal before the circuit court 
of appeals. 

4. Santa Clara appeal: The district court affirmed the lands 
board and the case is now on appeal before the circuit court of 


appeals. 

B. Appeals on possession of land. 

(a) Taos appeal: Taos Pueblo has appealed for the recovery of 
425 irrigated acres, this appeal being a contest against the 
Pueblo Lands Board decree. The white settlers have stipulated 
the facts which include their acknowledged nonpayment of taxes 
prior to 1924. This case is now before the circuit court of appeals. 

(b) As a result of the refusal by the Attorney General to appeal 
to the Supreme Court for a construction of the tax-payment pro- 
visions of the lands act and of his refusal to hold the cases open 
until the Supreme Court has decided the Taos case and of his 
action in losing the cases and passing them to final judgment 
against the Indians in advance of the Supreme Court’s decision, 
which will be forthcoming, the Pueblos have now filed, through 
Judge Hanna, independent suits in ejectment, which are suits 
levelled all of the land adversely held by whites. Unless 
the Pueblo land act can be amended to prevent the Government's 
cases passing final judgment prior to the Supreme Court action, 
and to extend the Pueblo's period of option in the matter of 
independent suits, several Pueblos will be obliged to bring these 
omnibus ejectment suits, with the resulting expense, incon- 
venience and controversy injurious to the Indians and white 
settlers alike, 


4900 


The above are the facts of record, and no argument is con- 
tained in them, 
It should be added that Mr. 


increased compensation. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 


Ashurst Fess King Shi 
Barkley Pletcher La Follette Shortridge 
B Frazier McGill Smith 
Black George McKellar Smoot 
Blaine Gillett McMaster Steiwer 
Blease Glass McNary Stephens 
Borah Glenn 
Bratton ft Morrow Thomas, Idaho 
Brock Goldsborough ‘Thomas, Okla. 
Brookhart Gould Norbeck Townsend 

ussard Hale Norris Trammell 
Bulkley Harris Nye Tydings 
Capper Harrison Oddie Vandenberg 
Caraway Hatfield dge Wagner 
Carey Hayden Patterson Walcott 
Connally Hebert Phipps Walsh, Mass. 
Copeland Heflin ell Walsh, Mont. 
Couzens Howell Wa 
Cutting Johnson Robinson, Ark. Watson 

e Jones Robinson, Ind er 
Davis Kean Schall 
Dill Kendrick Sheppard 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-six Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The question 
is on the adoption of the conference report. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas and others demanded the 
yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAINE (when his name was called). On this ques- 
tion I have a pair with the senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
Prrrman]. If permitted to vote, I would vote nay.” 

Mr. BROOKHART (when his name was called). I have a 
pair with the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Hawes]. 
I can obtain no transfer and therefore withhold my vote. 
If permitted to vote, I would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. GILLETT (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Smmons]. I understand if he were present he would vote 
as I shall vote and that he has been specially paired on this 
question. I therefore vote “ yea.” 

Mr. KING (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Keyes]. I understand if he were present he would vote as I 
intend to vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. NORBECK (when his name was called). On this 
question I have a pair with the senior Senator from Illinois 
Mr. Dxxxxxl. If he were present, he would vote “yea.” If 
I were permitted to vote, I would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. NYE (when his name was called). Upon this vote I 
have a pair with the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Wrttramson]. If permitted to vote, I would vote “nay.” 
If the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMSON] 
were present, he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MORRISON (when Mr. Smomons’s name was called). 
On this question the senior Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Simmons] has a pair with the Senator from Oklahoma 
[Mr. PE]. If the senior Senator from North Carolina 
(Mr. Summons] were present, he would vote yea.” 

Mr. TYDINGS (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Rhode Island IMr. 
MetcatF]. I understand if he were present he would vote 
the same as I shall vote. Being at liberty to vote, I vote 
“ yea.” 

Mr. BARKLEY (when Mr. WILLIaMson’s name was called). 
My colleague the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WiL- 
LIAMSON] is unavoidably detained from the Senate. An- 
nouncement has already been made that if he were present 
he would vote “ yea.” 

The roll call having been concluded, 

Mr. TOWNSEND. My colleague the senior Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Hastrincs] is unavoidably detained from the 
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Senate. He is paifed with the senior Senator from Iowa 
(Mr. Steck]. If present, my colleague would vote yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 67, nays 15, as follows: 


YEAS—67 
Ashurst Gillett McGill Smith 
Bingham Glenn McKellar Smoot 
Black Goff McMaster Steiwer 
Blease Goldsborough McNary Stephens 
Bratton Gould m 
Brock Hale Morrow Thomas, Idaho 
Broussard Harris Moses Townsend 
Capper Harrison Oddie 
Caraway Hatfield dge 
Carey Hayden Patterson Vandenberg 
Copeland Hebert Phipps Wagner 
Dale Heflin ell Walcott 
Davis Howell Walsh, Mass. 
Dill Jones Robinson, Ark. Walsh, Mont 
Fess Kean Robinson, Ind. Waterman 
Fletcher Kendrick ppard Watson 

King 

NAYS—15 
Barkley Couzens Johnson Shipstead 
Borah Cutting La Follette Thomas, Okla, 
Bulkley Prazier orris Wheeler 
Connally Glass 

NOT VOTING—14 

Blaine Hawes Nye Steck 
Brookhart Keyes Pine Williamson 
Deneen Metcalf Pittman 
Hastings Norbeck Simmons 


So the conference report was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Haltigan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee on conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8159) to authorize appropria- 
tion for construction at the United States Military Acad- 
emy, West Point, N. Y.; Fort Lewis, Wash.; Fort Benning, 
Ga.; and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to each of the following 
bills of the House: 

H. R. 3394. An act to amend section 19 of the immigration 
act of 1917 by providing for the deportation of an alien con- 
victed in violation of the Harrison narcotic law and amend- 
ments thereto; and 

H. R. 11968. An act to reserve for public use rocks, pin- 
nacles, reefs, and small islands along the seacoast of Orange 
County, Calif. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES 


Messages in writing from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the Senate by Mr. Latta, one 
of his secretaries. 


SENATOR FROM SOUTH CAROLINA 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the creden- 
tials of James F. Byrnes, chosen a Senator from the State of 
South Carolina for the term commencing March 4, 1931, 
which were read and ordered to be filed, as follows: 

To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES: 

This is to certify that on the 4th day of November, 1930, JAMES 
F. Byrnes was duly chosen by the qualified electors of the State of 
South Carolina a Senator from said State to represent said State 
in the Senate of the United States for the term of six years, be- 
ginning on the 4th day of March, 1931. 

Witness: His excellency our governor, I. C. Blackwood, and our 
seal hereto affixed at Columbia this 18th day of February, A. D. 


1931. 
I. C. Blackwood, Governor. 
By the governor: 
[SEAL.] W. P. BLACKWELL, Secretary of State. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate petitions 
of sundry citizens of New Orleans, La., praying for the adop- 
tion of the so-called Sparks-Capper “stop-alien repre- 
sentation amendment, which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration. 

Mr. SHEPPARD presented a petition of members of the 
Commerce, Tex., branch, American Association of University 
Women, praying for the ratification of the world court 
protocols this winter or spring, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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Mr. REED presented petitions of sundry citizens of the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of legislation 
for the exemption of dogs from vivisection in the District 
of Columbia, which were referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLAINE presented a resolution adopted by the board 
of directors of the Farmers and Merchants State Bank, of 
Hortonville, Wis., opposing the passage of legislation provid- 
ing for the present cash payment of World War endowment 
insurance policies, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. BROOKHART presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Corning, Iowa, praying for the passage of the so-called 
Brookhart bill, being ‘a bill for the payment of annuity to 
widows of deceased civil-service employees, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Civil Service. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 
State of Iowa, praying for the immediate payment in cash 
of the full face value of adjusted-compensation certificates 
of ex-service men, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a letter in the nature of a memorial 
from Jean Loras Circle, No. 181, Daughters of Isabella, of 
Fort Madison, Iowa, protesting against amendment of the 
tariff act and criminal code so that literature and material 
for use in contraception or artificial birth control could be 
imported and distributed throughout the country, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BROUSSARD presented a letter in the nature of a 
memorial from the Louisiana Chapter, International Federa- 
tion of Catholic Alumnæ, signed by Violett OReilly, gov- 
ernor, New Orleans, La., remonstrating against the passage 
of Senate bill 4582, permitting the importation, distribution, 
and sale of contraceptive literature and instruments, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


BIRTH CONTROL 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President, I have re- 
ceived letters from Mrs. R. Babcock, secretary of the Irving- 
ton Catholic Woman’s Study Club, 5012 University Avenue, 
Indianapolis, Ind., and Mayme Speaks and Edna Jay, 
regent and recording secretary of Mother Theodore Circle, 
No. 56, of the National Circle Daughters of Isabella, In- 
dianapolis, Ind., protesting against Senate bill 4582. 

My constituents, in their communications, ask that their 
protests be written into the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp. I there- 
fore ask unanimous consent that these letters in full be 
incorporated in the Recorp and appropriately referred. 

There being no objection, the letters in the nature of 
memorials were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


INDIANAPOLIS, IND., February 9, 1931. 
Hon. ARTHUR R. ROBINSON, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Deak SENATOR ROBINSON: We, as members of the Irvington 
Catholic Woman's Study Club, a club of 35 members, and as 
individuals, wish to voice our protest against Senate bill 4582, 
introduced last May by Senator GILLETT, of Massachusetts, and 
up for public hearing on February 13. 

We feel that the passage of this bill would be very dangerous 
to public health and morals, and would vitally affect the standards 
of right and public morality of our young people. 

We wish to have our protest, with the great many others which 
we know you will receive, printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

We earnestly ask you to do all in your power to keep this bill 
from being passed. 

Sincerely yours, 
THe IRVINGTON CATHOLIC WomMAN’s STUDY CLUB, 
By Mrs. R. Bascocx, Secretary. 


INDIANAPOLIS, IND., February 12, 1931. 
Hon. ARTHUR ROBINSON, 


Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sm: We, Daughters of Isabella, Circle, No. 56 (800 mem- 
bers), Indianapolis, Ind., formally enter our protest against bill 
S. 4582, to amend tariff act (1930) and Penal Code to permit 
importation, distribution, and sale of contraception literature 
and instruments. 

We further request that this protest be printed in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Very truly yours, 
NATIONAL CIRCLE DAUGHTERS OF ISABELLA, 


YME SPEAKS, Regent. 
Epna Jar, Recording Secretary. 
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PROPOSED PURCHASE OF SILVER 


Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I ask that there 
be incorporated in the Recorp as a part of my remarks a 
letter from Chester T. Kennan, of Los Angeles, Calif., relating 
to the silver question. 

There being no objection, the letter was referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Los ANGELES, CALIF., January 24, 1931. 
Senator THOMAS J. WALSH, 
1661 Crescent Place, Washington, D. C. 

Desk Senator: In view of the facts that so many countries 
have now adopted the gold standard and have practically de- 
monetized silver; that there is not enough gold money in the 
world to do a tithe of the world’s business; that the gold money 
of the world is now chiefly hoarded by the Federal reserve banks 
of the United States and the banks of France; that owing to 
the aforesaid general demonetization of silver its value as money 
and medium of exchange is rapidly vanishing and has already 
become practically useless in world trade; that many people 
of many countries of great population are practically deprived of 
their trading and buying power by their scarcity of both gold 
and silver, and the practical demonetization of their silver which 
always has been and is virtually the only medium of exchange 
among the masses of those populations; and, whereas by all the 
foregoing reasons the people of the United States are now prac- 
tically cut off from trading with more than 800,000,000 people 
on this earth, the author of this article suggests the following 
remedy: 

1. That Congress immediately pass a law authorizing and direct- 
ing the United States Treasurer to purchase from the mines in the 
United States 1,000,000,000 ounces of silver at $1 per ounce. 

2. That said 1,000,000,000 ounces of silver be coined into dollars, 
50-cent pieces, quarters, and 10-cent pieces of exactly the same 
weight and fineness as our present dollars, 50-cent pieces, quar- 
ters, and dimes. 

3. That the United States Treasurer be authorized and directed 
to ship said coined silver, as fast as possible, to responsible banks 
in India and China and such other countries as Congress may 
from time to time designate and to send a representative of the 
United States Treasury to each of said principal banks of deposit 
to oversee the distribution of said coin with a view to its becoming 
a common medium of exchange in said foreign countries, and also 
to be used as a medium of exchange in exportation and importa- 
tion of goods. When our importers buy goods from those foreign 
countries they should pay for the goods with a check against 
said silver coin in the banks of the foreign country from which 
the goods come and when an importer in said foreign country 
buys goods from our country he can send our exporter a check on 
said silver coin, which our exporter can take to any bank and 
receive bank credit for it, less a small exchange rate, whatever 
it may happen to be, if any. 

4. That said silver coin, so exported, be redeemable in gold and 
circulated in said foreign countries on the same basis of value as 
in the United States (less customary exchange or discount, if 
any). 

5. That the United States Treasury have as remuneration for 
such services all that said silver coin passes for above $1 per 
ounce. è 

The above plan would make for the miners in the United States 
a good market for their silver production, and would make a good- 
paying business for Uncle Sam, and would enable the foreign 
peoples to buy from us. 

For many decades, not to say centuries, the English have bought 
bar silver from us at a fraction of what it was really worth to 
them, and then coined it into English money and passed it into 
circulation in those foreign countries at $1.25 per ounce and more, 
and are doing this very thing at the present moment. Four men 
in London have heretofore, and do now, virtually control the bar- 
Silver markets of the world. By this method the English have 
always secured an enormous trade in foreign countries. 

Most respectfully, 
CHESTER T. KENNAN. 


THE COTTON INDUSTRY 


Mr. McKELLAR. I have two very interesting letters on 
the subject of cotton, which I ask to have printed in the 
Recor as a part of my remarks and appropriately referred. 

There being no objection, the letters were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be 
printed in the Rrcorp, as follows: 


CHERRY CoTTON MILLS, 
Florence, Ala., November 19, 1930. 
Mr. A. E. HOHENBERG, 
Care of M. Hohenberg & Co., Montgomery, Ala. 

Dear Mr. HomENBERG: In conversation with your Mr. Markstein 
in our office to-day I incidentally learned you were on the com- 
mittee of several cotton shippers trying to formulate some plan 
for the repeal of the iniquitous farm relief bill which was passed 
by the last Congress. 

I am more than pleased to learn that such steps are being 
taken, for if it is not repealed—and that very soon—the entire 
structure of the cotton business and cotton textile business, 
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well as the farmer himself, will be destroyed. In fact, we are just 
about gone now, after only about one year of the operations of 
the Farm Board. I have been in the cotton-spinning business for 
36 years and gone through many depressions, but have never 
yet seen conditions as demoralized and so utterly hopeless as they 
are now, and every indication points to still worse conditions. 

It is very conservatively estimated that the cotton mills have 
already lost from $150,000,000 to $175,000,000 this year, due to 
the Government going into the cotton business through the op- 
erations of its Farm Relief Board: From all indications they are 
now actively engaged in the cotton business, selling cotton to a 
favored few at prices much lower than the legitimate cotton dealer 
can sell it for, or for what the average cotton 8 can buy 
it for, so how are we going to remain in business? We can not— 
and we are all facing bankruptcy. 

How can the Government give relief to the farmer when they 
sell his cotton on such a cheap basis and lose millions of dollars 
and take the tax money we all have to pay to make up the loss, 
or buy up the cotton by thousands or millions of bales, and ap- 
parently store this away and have this hanging over the market 
all the time and no one knowing when they might likely throw 
it on the market, or at what price? 

Then, too, they are operating in the futures market, all of 
which has absolutely demoralized the whole business fabric; and 
as a consequence, almost the entire business world has lost con- 
fidence in practically everything and are afraid to do anything 
and most business concerns are losing what little they have been 
able to save up in the past, this more especially so among 
merchants, cotton men, and textile plants, and due very largely 
to the operations of the Farm Relief Board. 

It is my firm belief that as long as they are allowed to con- 
tinue our conditions are going to get worse until we are prac- 
tically all destroyed. 

There is so much fear as to the future that no one will hardly 
dare operate, except on a basis far below normal. 

Such legislation is dangerously near Bolshevism, and I regard 
it as the worst piece of legislation that Congress has ever passed. 

I hope your efforts for an early repeal will be entirely success- 
ful, for we must have relief from this farm-relief legislation if we 


ve. 
With sincere regards, I am yours very truly, 
M. W. Darsy, Treasurer. 


New Orteans, La., February 9, 1931. 
Senator KENNETH Mi 


CKELLAR, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Senator McKeLLAR: Replying to your letter of February 6: 

Mr. Legge's testimony covers nobility of purpose, farmers’ needs, 
the public’s desire that the farmer be helped, and the failure of 
the Farm Board, but it does not cover the tragic results to the 
farmer following the Government's interference with the very 
delicately balanced facilities upon which the farmer has so long 
relied for a market outlet for his product. 

He does not tell the Senate committee some most vital 

The Federal Farm Board is not responsible for Europe’s desire to 
be independent of American cotton, but it is responsible for 
changing that desire into very acute action. 

Because of Government interference domestic merchants can 
not now risk normal purchases of cotton; spinners will not pur- 
chase stocks ahead, and foreign merchants and spinners prefer 
to buy foreign cotton whenever and wherever they can. 

In other words, the actions of the Farm Board have worked 
against American cotton in all the markets of the world, and day 
after day those actions continue to work against American cotton. 

The result is a rapid loss of markets open to American cotton, 

Last year, with the Farm Board in control, the world consumed 
only 13,000,000 bales of American as against 15,000,000 bales the 
year before. In 1930-31 the estimated consumption of American is 
only 11,000,000 bales. 

While world consumption of American last year dropped 2,053,000 
bales, world consumption of growths other than American in- 
creased 1,400,000 bales. 

A few years ago world consumption was made up of 70 per cent 
American and 30 per cent foreign. The world is now consuming 
more foreign than American cotton. 

I am convinced, from many letters I have received from abroad, 
that rapid substitution of foreign for American cotton will con- 
tinue so long as the Government holds control of the cotton 
market. 

The ultimate will be the total elimination of export business. 
That would mean a forced permanent reduction in the production 
of American cotton of more than 50 per cent, because American 
mills could not make cloth out of controlled raw cotton and sell 
it abroad in competition with cloth made out of free cotton. 

Such a reduction in production would automatically force just 
about 1,000,000 cotton farmers out of business. 

They would have to seek occupation in competition with other 
workers or join the bread lines. 

Under these circumstances the situation confronting the cotton 
farmers is more tragic than they themselves yet realize, 

Best regards. 

Very truly, 
WALTER PARKER. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


Mr. SHEPPARD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 506) for the relief of 


- CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


FEBRUARY 14 


Patrick P. Riley, reported it with an amendment and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 1617) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill (H. R. 3368) for the relief of Joseph Marko, reported 
it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 1618) 
thereon. 

Mr. PARTRIDGE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 589) for the relief of 
Abram H. Johnson, reported it without amendment and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 1625) thereon. 

Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

S. 988. An act for the relief of Franz J. Jonitz, first 
lieutenant, Quartermaster Corps, United States Army (Rept. 
No. 1619); 

H. R. 2550. An act for the relief of Joseph Pulitzer (Rept. 
No. 1620); 

H. R. 5470. An act for the relief of Mary L. Dickson (Rept. 
No. 1621); and 

H.R.9215. An act for the relief of Jessie Axton (Rept. 
No. 1622). 

Mr. McMASTER, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6259) for the relief of Alma 
Rawson, reported it without amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 1623) thereon. 

Mr. GLENN, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill (H. R. 458) for the relief of Catherine 
Panturis, reported it with amendments and submitted a 
report (No. 1624) thereon. 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 16738). making appropria- 
tions for the government of the District of Columbia and 
other activities chargeable in whole or in part against the 
revenues of such District for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1932, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments 
and submitted a report (No. 1626) thereon. 

Mr. McNARY, from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, to which was referred the bill (S. 6119) to provide 
for an investigation and report of losses resulting from the 
campaign for the eradication of the Mediterranean fruit fly, 
reported it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 
1628) thereon. 

Mr. FESS (for Mr. Keyes), from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, to which was referred the bill 
(S. 6105) to authorize the construction on Government 
Island, Alameda, Calif., of buildings required by the Bureau 
of Public Roads and Forest Service of the Department of 
Agriculture and the Coast Guard of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, reported it without amendment and submitted a re- 
port (No. 1629) thereon. 

Mr. FESS also, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was re- 
ferred the resolution (S. Res. 432) increasing the limit of 
expenditures by the Committee on Indian Affairs in its in- 
vestigation of the relationship of the Federal and State Gov- 
ernments respecting Indian reservations (submitted by Mr. 
Srerwer), reported it without amendment. 


COPYRIGHT REGISTRATION OF DESIGNS 


Mr. HEBERT. I report back favorably with amendments 
from the Committee on Patents the bill (H. R. 11852) 
amending the statutes of the United States to provide for 
copyright registration of designs, and I submit a report 
(No. 1627) thereon. I wish to state that the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. DIL] reserves the right to file the views 
of the minority. : 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator has reported back the copy- 
right bill? 

Mr. HEBERT. It is one of the copyright bills. It is the 
designs copyright bill. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the Senator state when the Vestal 
copyright bill will be reported? 

Mr. HEBERT. The committee is actually in session now 
considering the many amendments proposed to that meas- 
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ure. The committee hopes to be able to report upon it, 
perhaps, early next week. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the 
calendar. 
REPORTS OF NOMINATIONS 


As in executive session, 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Finance, reported 
favorably the nomination of Curtis M. Johnson, of Rush 
City, Minn., to be collector of customs for customs collection 
district No. 36, with headquarters at Duluth, Minn., to fill an 
existing vacancy, which was placed on the Executive 
Calendar. 

Mr. PHIPPS, from the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, reported favorably sundry post-office nomina- 
tions, which were placed on the Executive Calendar. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unani- 
mous consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. VANDENBERG: 

A bill (S. 6156) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
construct a water main to Selfridge Field, Mich.; 

A bill (S. 6157) to authorize an appropriation for the 
construction of a building at Selfridge Field; and 

A bill (S. 6158) to authorize an appropriation for the 
completion of a sea wall at Selfridge Field, Mich.; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HATFIELD: 

A bill (S. 6159) for the relief of Joseph E. Myers; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAREY: 

A bill (S. 6160) to remove certain restrictions on the ex- 
penditure of funds on the distribution system, Pilot Butte 
division, Riverton reclamation project, Wyoming; to the 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation. 

By Mr. NORBECK and Mr. HOWELL: 

A bill (S. 6161) granting the consent of Congress to Mis- 
souri Valley Pipe Line Co., of Iowa, to construct, maintain, 
and operate a pipe-line bridge across the Missouri River; 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED 


The bill (H. R. 16969) making appropriations for the 
Navy Department and the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 


INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION OF COLONIAL AND OVERSEAS 
COUNTRIES 

Mr. COPELAND submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 416) to 
increase the amount authorized to be appropriated for the 
expenses of participation by the United States in the Inter- 
national Exposition of Colonial and Overseas Countries to be 
held at Paris, France, in 1931, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed. 


COLVILLE RESERVATION (WASH.) PUBLIC SCHOOL 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, day before yesterday I made 
motions regarding the bill (H. R. 11675) to authorize the 
issuance of a patent in fee for certain land and buildings 
within the Colville Reservation, Wash., for public-school 
use, a motion for reconsideration of the bill and a motion 
to have the papers brought back from the House. I find 
that the Speaker of the House has already signed the en- 
rolled bill, and it is necessary to make a motion to ask the 
House to rescind the action of the Speaker in signing the 
bill and to return the engrossed bill to the Senate. I desire 
to make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). 
order will be entered. 


GUILT FOR THE WORLD WAR 


Mr. SHIPSTEAD. I ask unanimous consent to submit a 
resolution, and have it printed in the Recorp and lie on the 
table. 


That 
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There being no objection, the resolution (S. Res. 450) was 
read and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 


Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate, in the light of 
documentary historical evidence accumulating since 1919, that 
the Government of the United States ought to take such steps as 
will make it clear that it no longer will permit itself to be re- 
garded, even by implication, under the terms of the treaty of 
Berlin of June, 1921, as acquiescing in the formal charge made in 
article 231 of the treaty of Versailles to the effect that Germany 
alone was responsible for the war terminated by those treaties, 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE CLASSIFIED CIVIL SERVICE 


Mr. HEFLIN (by request) submitted the following reso- 
lution (S. Res. 451), which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary: 


Whereas William C. Deming, president of the Civil Service Com- 
mission, and his experts, Dr. Morgan, Mr. Bartlett, John T. 
Doyle, advised the Senate Civil Service Investigating Committee, 
and Commissioners Wales and Dell stated in reports, that the 
civil service law for apportionment of Federal positions at Wash- 
ington, D. C., among the States and the District of Columbia on 
the basis of population is “discretionary” as to appointment; 
that neither the State quota law nor statutory notice for dis- 
charge of civil-service employees provided by section 6, act of 
August 24, 1912, apply to “ reductions of force,” and under which 
ruling by the Civil Service Commission thousands of permanent 
civil-service employees from States whose quotas are in arrears 
have been discharged since November 11, 1918, by notice that 
their services were not needed because of “reduction of force,” 
while the District of Columbia, Virginia, and Maryland received 
15.178 additional appointments in excess of their quotas since 
November 11, 1918, as shown by Senate Document 224; and 
Senate Document 263 shows that some of the State people who 
were discharged in 1926 under “reduction of force” were em- 
ployed at “reduction in salary” of $300 per year, which indicates 
that the notice “reduction of force was fraudulent: Now, there- 
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the president of the Civil Service Commission, 
in accordance with section 354, Revised Statutes, secure for the 
Senate by February 20, 1931, an opinion from the Attorney Gen- 
eral on the following: 

1. Is apportionment of classified civil service positions at Wash- 
ington among the States and District of Columbia a matter of 
discretion with the Civil Service Commission, or does the word 
„shall“ make the law mandatory? 

2. Since appointments are provided for on the basis of popu- 
lation, is it not unlawful to deprive the States of their perma- 
nent appointments by “reduction of force” and give the States’ 
positions to residents of the District of Columbia, Virginia, and 
Maryland in excess of their quotas? 

8. Is it not fraud to give a notice “reduction of force” when 
additional appointments were made and some discharged were 
reemployed at reduced salaries, as shown by Senate Document 
263? 

4. Is it not the duty of the Civil Service Commission under 
section 2 of the civil service law of January 16, 1883 (22 Stat. 
404), to have the apportionment requirements of the civil service 
law carried into effect, both as to appointments and reductions, 
since reduction is incident to appointment? 

5. Does not the statutory notice required by section 6, act of 
August 24, 1912 (37 Stat. 555), of the reason in writing why a 
civil-service employee's discharge would promote the efficiency 
of the service apply to “reduction of force,” as no exception or 
any other provision is made for reduction of force"? 

6. Can the Civil Service Commission or the President exceed the 
authority of Congress to deprive any State of its quota in the 
Federal service at Washington and give its positions to residents 
of the District of Columbia, Virginia, and Maryland or any other 
State in excess of its quota? 


REDUCED FARE FOR DISTRICT SCHOOL CHILDREN 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12571) to provide for 
the transportation of school children in the District of 
Columbia at a reduced fare, and requesting a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

Mr. CAPPER. I move that the Senate insist on its 
amendment, accede to the request of the House for a con- 
ference, and that the Chair appoint the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President ap- 
pointed Mr. Capper, Mr. BLAINE, and Mr. COPELAND conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 


ANDREW J. BROWN 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9872) to extend the benefits of 
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the employees’ compensation act of September 7, 1916, to 
Andrew J. Brown, a former rural mail carrier at Erwin, 
Tenn., which was, in line 6, of the Senate amendment, after 
the name “ Tennessee,” to insert a colon and “ Provided, 
That no benefits shall accrue hereunder until after the en- 
actment of this act.” 

Mr. HOWELL. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House to the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN M. FLYNN 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3644) for compensation in 
behalf of John M. Flynn, which was, in line 8 of the Senate 
amendment after the name “ Illinois,” to insert a colon and 
“Provided, That no benefits shall accrue hereunder until 
after the enactment of this act.” 

Mr. HOWELL. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House to the Senate amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF REPORT ON COMMUNIST ACTIVITIES 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the concurrent 
resolution (S. Con. Res. 38) to provide for the printing of 
additional copies of the report of the special committee to 
investigate communist activities in the United States, which 
were on page 1, line 2, to strike out “ thirty-three” and in- 
sert twelve; on page 1, line 6, to strike out twenty-five ” 
and insert “four”; on page 1, line 7, after the word “of,” 
to insert the House ”; and on page 1, line 7, to strike out 
all after the word “of” down to and including the word 
Representatives,“ in line 8. 

Mr. MOSES. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE WORLD COURT 


Mr. GILLETT. Mr. President, I ask to have printed in 
the Recorp an address by Hon. George W. Wickersham, re- 
cently delivered before the George Washington University 
Law School, on the subject of the World Court. 

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. Wickersham said: 


In an address before the Council on Foreign Relations, in New 
York City, delivered March 15, 1928, the Hon. Frank B. Kellogg, 
then Secretary of State, declared, “ The Government of the United 
States will never be a laggard in any effective movement for the 
advancement of world peace.“ Unfortunately the facts 
of history do not support this proud boast. The history of the 
efforts of scholars, statesmen, and many citizens to bring about 
the adherence of our Government to the World Court, estab- 
lished for the settlement of controversies between nations, is a 

example of great lagging on our part in one of the most 
effective movements in all history for the advancement of world 


From its very foundation, the Government of the United States 
has been a consistent advocate of the principle of settling differ- 
ences between nations by arbitration, although Executive efforts 
to bring about general treaties of arbitration time and again have 
failed because of opposition in the Senate. Notwithstanding this, 
many special treaties of arbitration have been entered into by our 
3 resulting in the peaceful settlement of important 
controversies. But the defects of arbitral procedure are obvious, 
and because of those defects the thoughts of statesmen have turned 
to the conception of a permanent court of international justice. 

John Hay, Secretary of State in the Cabinet of President Mc- 
Kinley, in his letter of instructions to the American delegates at 
the First Hague Peace Conference in 1899, gave expression to this 
idea when he wrote: 

“The long-continued and widespread interest among the people 
of the United States in the establishment of an international 

+ + œ gives assurance that the proposal of a definite 
plan of procedure by this Government for the accomplishment of 
this end would express the desires and aspirations of this Nation. 
The delegates are therefore enjoined to propose, at an opportune 
moment, the plan for an international tribunal, * * * and to 
use their influence in the conference in the most effective way 
possible to procure the adoption of its substance or of resolutions 
directed to the same purpose.” 

This proposal failed, but progress was made by the creation of 
an arbitral tribunal for the consideration of questions which might 
be submitted to it from time to time by agreement of the nations 
concerned, This tribunal was composed of arbitrators chosen for 
each proceeding, from a panel made up of four persons nominated 
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by each nation signatory to the agreement reached at that con- 
ference. While called a court, it was merely a board of arbitra- 
tion, lacking that continuity of organization and function which 
is the essential nature of a court. It was a step toward the goal of 
those concerned with the establishment of an adequate judicial 
body for the determination of international controversies; but only 
& step. 

At the Second Hague Peace Conference in 1907 another effort 
was made to develop the arbitral tribunal into a real court. Sec- 
retary of State Root (with the approval of President Roosevelt) 
instructed the delegates to that conference, as follows: 

“It should be your effort to bring about * * a develop- 
ment of The Hague tribunal into a permanent tribunal composed 
of judges who are judicial officers and nothing else, who are paid 
adequate salaries, who have no other occupation, and who will 
devote their entire time to the trial and decision of international 
causes by judicial methods and under a sense of judicial responsi- 
bility. These judges should be selected from the different coun- 
tries in order that the different systems of law and procedure and 
the principal 1 shall be fairly represented. The court 
should be of such ty, consideration, and rank that the best 
and ablest jurists accept appointments to it, and that the 
whole world will have absolute confidence in its ju ts.” 

That conference approved a general scheme for the establish- 
ment of a court of international justice, but failed to agree upon 
a method of selecting the judges which was satisfactory to both 
large and small States. The effort to establish the court failed 
on account of that circumstance. 

In the naval appropriation act of August 29, 1916, a program 
of extensive naval construction was authorized, but it was de- 
clared to be the policy of the United States to adjust and settle 
its international disputes through mediation or arbitration, to 
the end that war may be honorably avoided,” and the President 
therefore was authorized, at an appropriate time, not later than 
the close of the war in Europe, to send delegates to a conference, 
charged with the duty of formulating a plan for a court of arbi- 
tration or other tribunal, to which disputed questions between 
nations shall be referred to adjudication and peaceful settlement, 
and if at any time before the construction authorized by the act 
should have been contracted for there should have been estab- 
lished with the concurrence of the United States “an interna- 
tional tribunal or tribunals competent to secure determi- 
nations of all international disputes, and which shall render un- 
necessary the maintenance of competitive armaments,” then the 
President was authorized to suspend such naval tures as 
were inconsistent with the engagements made in the establish- 
ment of such tribunals, 

It is familiar history that the covenant of the League of 
Nations, which was embodied in the peace treaties negotiated at 
the close of the World War, contained a proyision for the estab- 
lishment of a world court in the following language: 

“ART. 14. The council [of the League of Nations] shall formu- 
late and submit to the members of the league for adoption plans 
for the establishment of a Permanent Court of International 
Justice. The court shall be competent to hear and determine any 
dispute of an international character which the parties thereto 
submit to it. The court may also give an advisory opinion upon 
any 3 or question referred to it by the council or by the 
assembl 

Shortiy after the organization of the league the council invited 
10 jurists of international repute (including the Hon. Elihu Root) 
to prepare a plan for such a court. That body found in the 
organization of the league a means of overcoming the obstacles 
to a satisfactory method of choosing judges that had baffled The 
Hague conference of 1907. It was provided that the members of 
each national delegation represented in The Hague arbitral tri- 
bunal should nominate not more than four persons,. not more 
than two of whom should be of their own nationality, from 
among whom the assembly and the council should proceed, inde- 
pendently of each other, to elect judges, those candidates who 
obtained an absolute majority of votes in the assembly and the 
council to be considered elected. In the assembly all states, 
great and small, have an equal voice. In the council the great 
powers predominate. By the method adopted, therefore, each 
class of states was protected from the undue dominance of the 
other, and thus was removed what at The Hague conference had 
been found to be an insuperable obstacle to the establishment of 
the court. The first panel of judges by this method was duly 
chosen and the court so constituted organized in 1920. It now 
has completed 10 years of activities, during which it increasingly 
demonstrated its usefulness and won the esteem of men. Three 
distinguished Americans have sat as judges of the court—John 
Bassett Moore, Charles Evans Hughes, and Frank B. Kellogg. 

The permanent court was constituted by a “ 8 of signa- 
ture,” or treaty, whereby the states, members of the League of 
Nations, declared their acceptance of an annexed document 
called “statute,” which in effect is the constitution of the court, 
the signatures to the protocol being required to be ratified by 
the proper authorities of each state. The protocol, by its terms, 
was to remain open for signature by the members of the League 
of Nations and the states mentioned in the annex to the cove- 
nant of the league which includes the United States. Unless a 
signatory chooses to expressly accept what is known as the op- 
tional clause of the statute, such acceptance binds it to nothing 
but the payment of its proportional share of the expenses of the 
court. It is not bound to submit to the jurisdiction of the court 
except as and when it shall specifically agree so to do. The court 
has jurisdiction only of cases which the parties refer to it and 
matters specially provided for in treaties and conventions in force. 
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In February, 1923, President Harding sent to the Senate a mes- 
sage, based upon the recommendation of Secretary of State 
Hughes, asking the advice and consent of the Senate to the ad- 
hesion of our Government to the protocol of the court, subject 
to four expressed conditions. No action was taken on this 
recommendation. 

In December, 1923, President Coolidge renewed the recommenda- 
tion of his predecessor. He summed up the question in his 
characteristically terse phrase as follows: 

“The proposal is not a partisan question. It should not as- 
sume an artificial importance. The court is merely a convenient 
instrument of adjustment to which we could go but to which we 
could not be brought.” 

The platforms of both the Republican and the Democratic parties 
adopted at their national conventions in 1924 declared for the 
adherence of the United States to the court. The Republican 
platform of 1928 briefly declared its approval of the foreign 
policies of President Coolidge. 

Not until January, 1925, however, did the Senate committee 
take up the consideration of these recommendations. Finally, on 
January 27, 1926, the Senate adopted a resolution advising and 
consenting to the adherence of the United States to the court, 
but subject to five reservations. The Senate, in its resolution of 
January 27, 1926, added to these, making five resolutions in all, 
and out of these—especially the fifth—has arisen the delay in 
adherence and the pending question upon which final action by 
the Senate is necessary. 

These resolutions briefly are (1) that adherence to the court 
shall not involve any relation on the part of the United States 
to the League of Nations; (2) that the United States may par- 
ticipate in the election of judges on an equality with other states; 
(3) that the United States shall pay its fair share of the expenses 
of the court; (4) that the United States at any time may with- 
Graw is adherence to the protocol of the court and that the 
statute may not be amended without its consent; and (5) that the 
court may not render any advisory opinion except publicly after 
due notice to all states adhering to the court and after public 
hearing or opportunity for hearing given to any state concerned: 
“Nor shall it without the consent of the United States entertain 
any request for an advisory opinion touching any dispute or ques- 
tion in which the United States has or claims an interest.” 

A word of explanation about the last reservation is necessary. 

The statute of the court makes no specific mention of advisory 
Opinion, but article 36 provides that “the jurisdiction of the court 
comprises all cases which the parties refer to it and all matters 
specially provided for in treaties and conventions in force.” It is 
by virtue of this clause that the provision of article 14 of the 
covenant of the League of Nations—a part of treaties in force— 
becomes part of the jurisdiction of the court. 

As already mentioned, article 14 provides for the establishment 
of a court which, besides the hearing and determination of inter- 
national disputes, may also give advisory opinions upon any dis- 
pute or question referred to it by the council or the assembly of 
the League of Nations. 

Now, it is quite probable that the framers of the provision in- 
tended that the court should render opinions on request in the 
same way the Supreme Court of Massachusetts and the highest 
courts of several other American States always have done. 

When the judges of the permanent court met to frame rules to 
govern its procedure, they, however, rejected this idea, and adopted 
rules providing that questions upon which advisory opinions are 
asked should be laid before the court by written request from the 
council or the assembly of the League of Nations, whereupon the 
registrar of the court should give notice of the request to the 
member states of the league, as well as to all other states en- 
titled to appear before the court, which include the United States 
and all other states named in the annex to the covenant; that the 
court should receive written statements from any of these states 
and hear oral argument when desired; and that the advisory opin- 
ion should be read in open court on notice to the secretary general 
of the league and the states and any international organizations 
concerned. 

The procedure thus adopted is very different from that fol- 
lowed by the American States whose courts render opinions on 
request of the governor or the legislature. It amounts in effect 
to the rendering of a declaratory judgment, a procedure which 
Bas been adopted in a number of the States of our Union. 

Article 59 of the statute of the court provides: 

“The decision of the court has no binding force except be- 
tween the parties and in respect to that particular case.” 

This is in conformity with the jurisprudence prevailing on the 
continent of Europe which does not recognize the doctrine of 
stare decisis. An advisory opinion of the court has even less force 
than a decision. It is merely what its term imports—an ad- 
visory opinion, rendered after hearing argument on the part of 
the interested parties, and delivered precisely as a Judgment would 
be rendered in a litigated case. 

This jurisdiction in practice has proved very useful and has 
aided in the settlement of a number of difficult questions. By 
securing an authoritative pronouncement of the law states have 
been able to settle controversies without litigating over conten- 
tious controversies concerning facts. The court has refused to 
render an opinion which involves rights and interests of any 
state which is not a member of the league and objects to the court 
acting. 

For some reason which I never have been able to understand, 
certain Members of the United States Senate seized upon this 
jurisdiction to render advisory opinions as something that con- 
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cealed a deadly menace to American interests and which presented 
serious objections to our adherence to the court. To be sure, the 
court now is free to render advisory opinions which might involve 
matters in which we have or claim an interest, and the fact that 
we might help to elect judges and pay part of the cost of main- 
taining the court would not seem to add to the effect upon our 
national interests of any expression of opinion by the court. The 
Senate, however, in its resolution imposed the following condition 
upon our adhesion: 

“5. That the court shall not render any advisory opinion except 
publicly after due notice to all states adhering to the court and 
to all interested states and after public hearing or opportunity for 
hearing given to any state concerned —Which the court rules 
already provided—but also— 

“Nor shall it, without the consent of the United States, enter- 
tain any request for an advisory opinion touching any dispute or 
question in which the United States has or claims an interest.” 

The fourth reservation empowers the United States at any time 
to withdraw its adherence to the court and provides that the 
statute of the court shall not be amended without its consent. 

Neither the original protocol nor the statute of the court con- 
tained any provision allowing any of the signatory powers to 
withdraw from its adherence to the court. 

In September, 1926, a meeting of the representatives of a large 
number of the signatory powers was held in Geneva at which the 
Senate resolutions were considered. In a document which they 
drew up at that time it was set forth that, while the conference 
was confident that the United States Government entertained no 
desire to diminish the value of advisory opinions in connection 
with the functioning of the league, yet the terms employed in the 
fifth reservation were of such nature as to lend themselves to 
possible interpretation which might have that effect, and that it 
therefore was desirable that the manner in which the consent 
provided for in the second part of the fifth reservation to be given 
should form the object of a supplemental agreement which would 
insure that the peaceful settlement of future differences between 
members of the league would not be made more difficult, and they 

that the manner in which the consent is to be made 
should be the subject of an understanding to be reached by the 
United States Government with the council of the league. 

In response to this document, Secretary Kellogg suggested that 
possibly the interests of the United States might be protected in 
some other way or by some other formula than that suggested by 
the states in the meeting referred to. Thereupon the signatory 
states invited a group of jurists, including Mr. Elihu Root, to meet 
in Geneva in March, 1929, to consider the subject. It appeared 
“that the hesitation felt by the delegates to the conference of 
1926 as to recommending acceptance of those conditions was due 
to apprehensions that the rights claimed in the reservation formu- 
lated by the United States might be exercised in a way which 
would interfere with the work of the council or the assembly and 
embarrass their procedure.” The task of the committee of jurists 
as they stated was to discover some method of insuring that 
neither on the one side nor the other should these apprehensions 
prove to be well founded. 

The jurists recommended that the provision in the fourth reser- 
vation that the United States might at any time withdraw its 
adherence to the court protocol should be accepted and that in 
order to insure equality of treatment the signatory states, acting 
together and by not less than a majority of two-thirds, should 
possess a corresponding right to withdraw their acceptance of 
the special conditions attached by the United States to its adher- 
ence to the protocol and that in this way the status quo ante 
could be reestablished if it were found that the agreement reached 
was not yielding satisfactory results. The conference further 
recommended acceptance of that part of the fifth reservation 
which provides that the court shall not, without the consent of 
the United States, entertain any request for any advisory opinion 
touching upon any dispute in which the United States has or 
claims an interest, but it pointed out that by the form of this 
reservation its incidence was upon the court alone. It did not 
impose any prohibition or demand upon anyone who might re- 
quest an advisory opinion or who might be interested in them 
and made no provision as to how it might be enforced. The con- 
ference agreed to the express acceptance of that provision which 
would make it part of the statute controlling the conduct of the 
court, but certain procedural provisions relating to mat- 
ters entirely outside the prohibition of that reservation, namely, 
as to how the matter should be brought to the attention of 
states interested before formal request was submitted to the court. 
These requests for advisory opinions normally arise after ques- 
tions have been raised by discussion among member states which 
reach a certain point, when it becomes probable that if a ruling 
upon a controlling question of law involved could be secured from 
the court the controversy might be adjusted. The United States 
not being a member of the League of Nations, and its representa- 
tive therefore not being present at the discussions, nor informed 
concerning them, but merely receiving notice of an application 
to the court for an opinion on a given proposition, might, with 
imperfect information as to precisely what was involved, file an 
objection, which would, in effect, deprive the court of jurisdiction 
to advise on the question, and thus seriously interfere with the 
adjustment of some important matter, 

It was therefore suggested that the United States should be 
admitted to participate upon equality with the signatory states, 
members of the League of Nations, represented in the council or in 
the assembly, in any proceeding of the council or the assembly 
for the election of judges for the permanent court, the vote of the 
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United States being counted in the number of absolute votes re- 
quired by the statute; that no amendment of the statute might 
be made without the consent of the contracting states; that the 
court shall render advisory opinions only in public session, after 
notice and opportunity for hearing substantially as provided in 
the existing rules of the court; and that, as a matter of procedure, 
with a view to insuring that the court should not, without the 
consent of the United States, entertain any request for an ad- 
visory opinion touching any dispute or question in which the 
United States has or claims an interest, the secretary general of 
the League of Nations shall, through any channel designated for 
that purpose by the United States, inform the United States of 
any proposal before the council or the assembly for obtaining an 
advisory opinion from the court, and thereupon, if desired, an 
exchange of views as to whether-an interest of the United States 
is affected shall proceed with all convenient speed between the 
council or the assembly and the United States; that whenever 
a request for an advisory opinion comes to the court, the regis- 
trar shall notify the United States, among the other states men- 
of the court, stating a reasonable time limit 
fixed by the procedure of the court in which written statements 
ncerning the request will be received. If 
y reason no sufficient opportunity for an exchange of views 
upon such request should have been afforded, and the United 
States advises the court that the question upon which the opinion 
of the court is asked is one that affects the interest of the United 
States, proceedings shall be stayed for a period sufficient to enable 
such exchange of views between the council or the assembly and 
the United States to take place. That with regard to requesting 
an advisory opinion in any such case there shall be attributed 
to an objection of the United States the same force and effect as 
attaches to a vote asking for the opinion given by a mem- 
ber of the League of Nations in the council or the assembly. 

It is a matter which is yet unsettled in the league as to 
whether or not a request for an advisory opinion, made in either 
the council or assembly, must receive the unanimous vote of 
the states represented, or whether such a request may be made 
by a majority vote only. Members of the league were unwilling 
to have settlement of this question forced at the present time. 
Until now, all requests have been made by unanimous vote, but 
until the question should arise as to whether or not a majority 
vote only is sufficient, it was felt unwise to finally accept the 
conclusion that unanimity was requisite. Therefore the pro- 
posed agreement provides that the vote of the United States 
should have precisely the effect attributed to it which is ascribed 
to the vote of every other state member of the league. It is 
then further provided in the proposed agreement that if, after 
the exchange of views above referred to, it should appear that no 
agreement can be reached and the United States is not prepared 
to forego its objection, either the United States or the signatory 
powers represented by a majority vote may withdraw from this 
supplemental protocol, thus restoring the status quo ante; and 
that this withdrawal might be done “without any imputation 
of unfriendliness or un ess to cooperate generally for 
peace and good will.” ‘These provisions were embodied in an 
agreement or protocol supplemental to the protocol of 
the court which has been accepted by the President and is now 
before the Senate. The sum and substance of the matter there- 
fore is this: Under fifth reservation, accepted by the signatories, 
if the United States objects on the ground that it has or claims 
an interest in the subject of the inquiry, and is unwilling that 
the court should act on the request, that ends the matter. 

But when a proposal to submit a question to the court comes 
up in council or assembly, notice shall be given to the United 
States and exchange of views had. The objection of the United 
States to requesting the opinion is to be given the same force 
and effect as that of any other state represented in the council 
or assembly. If unanimity is required, objection by the United 
States would end the matter. If not, and the majority vote for 
it and the United States still objects, it may exercise the right 
to withdraw its adherence to the court and the status quo ante is 
reestablished. On the other hand, if it persists in its objection 
and so notifies the court, the other signatory powers may exercise 
their right to withdraw from the protocol, and the status quo 
ante is restored. The exercise of this right of withdrawal, it is 
stipulated, shall not be deemed an unfriendly act on the part of 
the acting state. As Mr. Root said in his testimony before the 
Senate committee: 

“That is all there is in this protocol in the way of terms and 
conditions upon which acceptance of the fifth reservation is 
predicated,” and, he added, “it seems to me ludicrously small 
for so much fuss to be made.” One might observe with respect 
to the whole matter in the language of Alexander Pope: 


Such labor’d nothings, in so strange a style, 
Amaze th’ unlearned and make the learned smile. 


All this pother over advisory opinions is the last obstacle in the 
way of the full American recognition of this great court, which 
largely is the product of the genius of our own statesmen, and 
the fulfillment of recommendations made by seven Presidents and 
five Secretaries of State of the United States. In 1920, the estab- 
lishment of the court was experimental and adherence was an act 
of faith. To-day the court is an actuality. Its place in world 
judicial institutions is established, and American recognition is 
but the recognition of an existing and most important organism 
for the maintenance of world peace. 

By the pact of Paris, executed with the advice and consent of 
the United States Senate on January 15, 1929, to which more 
than 50 governments have given their adherence, all of the 
signatories, including our own Government, solemnly renounce 
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‘war as an instrument of national policy in their relations wi 
each other, and agree that the po — or solution of all ‘ie 
putes or conflicts of whatever nature or whatever origin that 
they may be, which may arise among them, shall never be sought 
except by pacific means. 


be adjusted through processes of conciliation, eee where 
ere remain from 


most 

made a prodigious start toward the abolition of war when it ac- 
cepted the terms of the pact of Paris. It surely can not afford to 
longer hesitate at the approval and tance of such a judicial 
tribunal for the determination of international controversies as 
the Permanent Court of International Justice. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATIONS 


Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 16654) making 
appropriations for the legislative branch of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. KING. Under the rule is there any precedence to 
be given to appropriation bills over the consideration of a 
motion to reconsider? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No preference is to be given 
except that when a Senator is recognized he is entitled to 
make whatever motion he pleases and no substitute can be 
offered for the motion to proceed to the consideration of an 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. KING. Is the motion of the Senator from Wash- 
ington debatable? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is debatable. 


CAUSES AND RESULTS OF COMMUNISM—ADDRESS BY SENATOR ODDIE 


Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, I take great pleasure in pre- 
senting for the Recorp an address delivered by the Hon. 
Tasker L. ODDIE, of Nevada, before the Legion of Honor at 
Philadelphia, Pa., on the evening of February 12, 1931. In 
the course of his remarks the distinguished Senator from 
Nevada discusses and analyzes the causes and the direct re- 
sults of communism. It is a very appealing dissertation. 
It goes into the question of world unrest, impoverishment, 
and misinformation. It shows that the public mind is 
poisoned against the safeguards of free institutions. Man- 
kind is thinking too much of its rights and too little of its 
duties. We are justified in seeking our rights, but not in 
seeking them selfishly and blindly. 

The issue is moral, economical, constitutional, and not 
political. We must cease thinking in terms of class and 
begin to think and determinedly act in terms of impartial 
justice. The man who works with head and hands owes an 
obligation. The man with capital owes an even greater 
obligation. Every person, even the defective demagogue, is 
a national servant; otherwise he has no rights and is entitled 
to no consideration under our form of government. I am not 
an alarmist when I say that America is threatened and cer- 
tain superintellectuals are inoculated by and with the poison 
of communism. This is a question which must be met and 
the sooner we meet and grapple with it the better for all con- 
cerned. I commend this very carefully thought-out dis- 
course to every man and woman who believes in constitu- 
tional government and who loves the American home and 
its God-fearing fireside. 

I ask unanimous consent that it may be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


It is always an honor to be invited to participate in the celebra- 
tion of the birth of the great emancipator, Lincoln. No one under- 
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stood so well as he the conflict between slavery and freedom. 
No one realized better than he that slavery and freedom could not 
both endure—that a nation could not long exist part slave and 


part free. 

The world to-day is menaced by a form of organized slavery on 
a scale far greater than when the war between the States was 
fought. Then the problem of slavery was wholly domestic; now 
it is international, and the world can not long exist part slave and 

art free. 
> Confronted as the world is to-day by the most thoroughly 
organized plan in history to create world revolution, it is more 
than an honor; it is a patriotic privilege of the highest order to 
be invited by the Legion of Honor on this most auspicious 
sion to speak on the war against communism. May we receive th 
inspiration of the great President we meet here to honor and 
rededicate ourselves to the welfare of the Nation and the cause 
of humanity throughout the world. 

The Soviet Government has recently put into effect decrees that 
leave no room for doubt that the people of Russia are compelled 
to accept wages arbitrarily set by the State. There is no com- 
petitive or free labor market in Russia. There is but one em- 
ployer, the Soviet Government, which sets the terms and condi- 
tions of employment, and no system of slavery on a more colossal 
scale has ever been conceived or organized. 

By confiscating private property the Soviet Government has 
further destroyed the freedom of the individual. The issuance 
of fiat currency, becoming more and more worthless, is another 
device designed effectively to rob the Russian people and main- 
tain serfdom and extend the system of slavery. The incentive 
of the individual to accumulate from the savings of his labor 
has been completely destroyed. 

Furthermore, religious worship in any form is punishable as a 
political offense against the Soviet Government. To become a 
communist one must subordinate God to the state. Nothing 
could be conceived more directly opposed to individual freedom 
and free institutions than the code of communism. Communism 
is the antithesis of freedom. Communism is itself slavery. 

The Russian people who are being crushed under the spying 
police and military systems of the soviet realize that slavery in 
the most offensive form is their lot and with no avenues of escape 
but exile, starvation, or death. To many death by execution 
would be a welcomed substitute for life in the Cheka prison 
camps. Food cards are given only to those who accept com- 
munism and promise allegiance to the Soviet Government. By 
this edict starvation, a slow, tortuous form of death, is the only 
alternative to the acceptance of the code of communism. 

The central objective of the communists is world revolution and 
the dominance of the world by the establishment of soviet com- 
modity monopolies. Much progress has been made. Soviet com- 
modity dumping operations in the world’s markets have been 
effective in undermining commodity prices and the present eco- 
nomic depression is in no small degree a result. Furthermore, 
the continuance of soviet dumping of commodities at artificially 
low prices is recovery from the world depression not only 
dificult but impossible. ; 

The dislocation of world trade resulting from soviet dumping 
has created a more intensive competition for gold, further influ- 
encing commodity price declines. Not only has the soviet dump- 
ing program adversely affected silver exchange, seriously impairing 
the purchasing power of the Orient, but also the activities of the 
red army have limited exports so that China is compelled to sell 
silver to complete payment for her imports, further decreasing 
the price of silver to the lowest level in history. 

The soviet attack on the present economic system has been 
and is now being intelligently directed against its foundations— 
the gold standard in the Occident and the silver standard in the 
Orient. The purchasing power of both gold and silver standard 
countries has been seriously reduced, and, if soviet dumping is 
allowed to continue, still more serious reductions may be expected. 
Unemployment and poverty will expand throughout the world 
unless an economic quarantine is effectively established against 
Soviet Russia. 

The soil of unemployment, poverty, and distress is fertile for 
the planting and growth of soviet propaganda. The adoption of 
constructive measures to regain full-time employment and normal 
prosperity are the best possible defenses against the menace of 
communism. There is no more constructive remedy than pro- 
hibiting the importation of soviet products into the United States. 

The domestic manganese industry is shut down and the coal 
and glue industries, of particular interest to the State of Penn- 
sylvania, are seriously affected by soviet dumping. One of the 
largest steel plants in the world is being erected in Russia, and in 
the not distant future will be dumping steel products on this 
market. The American steel industry will then be compelled to ask 
that an embargo on imports from Soviet Russia be established. 
There are other important products fundamental to the prosperity 
of this country, such as wheat, gluten, lumber, pulpwood, wood 
pulp, matches, etc., which have been and are now adversely affected 
by soviet dumping. Day by day the list of products suffering 
Bom eens dumping operations is extended and there is no end 

sight. 

The enactment of a law prohibiting all soviet imports would 
result in expanding employment in all these industries and in 
increased tonnage for the railroads. Such a law is, therefore, a 
most important unemployment relief measure, and should be 
passed at this session of Congress. If allowed to make further 
inroads on our industries, the soviet dumping campaign may 
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gain such impetus that its momentum could not be readily 
checked next 


year. 

As a specific example of the paralyzing effect of soviet dumping 
let me analyze the situation of the domestic manganese industry. 
In the 1930 tariff bill I had the honor of leading the fight for a 
duty on manganese ore, and, consequently, am informed of the 
details of this industry. Just as soon as the tariff act was passed 
manganese operations were expanded, and on the basis of ore de- 
velopments and plants actually installed for producing metal- 
lurgical grade ore the industry was prepared to supply 200,000 
tons of a grade of ore or, both in manganese content and 
in freedom from objectionable impurities, to that exported to 
this country by the Soviet Government from the Georgian de- 
posits. The deposits being operated by the soviet are located in 
the Republic of Georgia and were confiscated by them. 

The American plants had been in operation and the ore pro- 
duced was used by the steel industry and found satisfactory for 
the manufacture of ferromanganese when soviet dumping began, 
and the ore laid down in Pittsburgh at about 50 cents per unit of 
22.4 pounds of metallic manganese. This price is 18 cents under 
the average paid by the steel industry for a 5-year period ending 
December, 1929, and so far below the cost of production that the 
manganese industry in the United States was compelled to shut 
down in July, 1930, and is still unable to operate. 

Even if domestic producers could meet the low price of 50 cents 
per unit at Pittsburgh the soviet agents have threatened to lower 
the price to meet any price for which the ore might be offered 
in this country. Had this industry been allowed to continue on 
normal prices it would have produced about 25 per cent of the 
domestic requirements this last year, and year by year the output 
would have materially increased. 

Since the soviet confiscated the ore deposits there are no capital 
charges. The use of forced labor and fiat currency reduces to a 
nominal basis the cost of production. The first charge on soviet 
manganese exports is the overseas freight which must be d in 
gold, then the American duty of 22.4 cents a unit, and the freight 
to Pittsburgh, all of which total about 30 cents a unit, leaving 
a gold profit of some 20 cents a unit. This is being dumped in 
other countries and the m ese mines in India, Brazil, and 
South Africa can not profitably compete with these artificially 
low prices. Consequently, the soviet is rapidly establishing a 
world manganese monopoly. 

The Assistant Secretary of War delivered an address before the 
recent meeting of the American Manganese Producers Association 
and emphasized again the national importance of manganese as 
an indispensable constituent of steel and necessary in its manu- 
facture, and urged the development of the domestic manganese 
industry in the interests of national defense. It is no accident 
that the soviet seeks to establish a world monopoly in manganese, 
a metal on which the defense of this Nation is dependent in 
time of war. If soviet manganese is prohibited from entrance 
into this country, the domestic manganese industry will be 
permitted to develop and this nation will no longer be dependent 
on the soviet or any other foreign source of supply. 

The fact that the soviet decrees to completely enforce labor 
in Russia have just been promulgated while legislation is under 
consideration by Congress is to be viewed with suspicion. Such 
action was probably taken to deceive us into believing that the 
prohibiting of articles produced by convict or forced labor would 
adequately protect our domestic industries from the continued 
dumping of low-priced soviet products. If such a law were en- 
acted the Soviet Government could circumvent it by changing 
its decrees and quickly establishing a subterfuge in the form of 
a new system of production which might include the letting of 
production contracts, establishing the pretense of a free labor 
market, and using depreciated currency. It could thus continue 
to dump products here at prices below American costs of pro- 
duction. Why not accept as final the recent soviet decrees that 
enforce all labor in Russia, which is a challenge to American 
labor, and immediately enact a law prohibiting entirely imports 
of all soviet products. I have introduced such a bill in the Sen- 
ate and Congressman WILLIAM WILLIAMSON has introduced an 
identical bill in the House. This bill constitutes the only ade- 
quate protection against the soviet dumping menace and should 
be enacted into law at this session of Congress. 

Every American dollar paid for a soviet product helps to strengthen 
the machine of communism to establish world monopolies. In 
fact, a world war is being waged now by the Soviet Government, 
the most insidious and unfair warfare that has ever been waged 
by any country in history, and so long as we purchase Russian 
goods we are helping to finance it. If we remain blind to these 
serious co ces, our domestic and foreign trade will be de- 
stroyed and we will be compelled to yield our liberty and freedom 
to the enforced slavery imposed by the military machine of the 
comm: " 

Many times this Nation has gone to the rescue and defense of 
peoples who were being persecuted. It is, therefore, inconsistent 
in the highest degree for this country to continue buying from 
the Soviet Government which still further aids the communists in 
extending their cruel system of sweating the blood out of the 
Russian people to manufacture products at starvation wages for 
sale in this country. 

The least this country can do is to establish economic isolation 
from the communist machine. Other nations have already sensed 
the of further trading with Soviet Russia and have erected 
safeguards. Still other nations will follow action by the United 
States in excluding soviet products from their markets, extending 


the economic quarantine. Unless this is done promptly unem- 
ployment and poverty will reach still greater proportions and the 
communist machine will have developed sufficient strength to 
make a world war unavoidable. 

In meeting this great communist menace the Nation can now 
benefit greatly by the advice and inspiration of Lincoln's exhorta- 
tion at Gettysburg: 

“It is rather for us to be here dedicated to the great task re- 
maining before us; that from these honored dead we take in- 
creased devotion to the cause for which they here gave the last 
full measure of devotion; that we here highly resolve that the 
dead shall not have died in vain; that the Nation shall under God, 
have a new birth of freedom, and that government of the people, 
by the people, and for the people, shall not perish from the earth.” 


OIL COST FACTS 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I send to the desk an edi- 
torial from the Tulsa (Okla.) Tribune commenting on the 
report recently issued by the Tariff Commission as to the 
importation of foreign oil, and also commenting on the 
need of a tariff for the protection on domestic oil. The edi- 
torial is written by Richard Lloyd Jones, and I ask unani- 
mous consent to have it printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the editorial was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

[From the Tulsa Tribune, February 9, 1931] 
OIL COST FACTS 


The Federal Tariff Commission's report on the difference in the 
cost of crude oil delivered at Atlantic seaboard refineries from 
Venezuela and mid-continent fields is filled with factual and 
statistical evidence of the need for a cost-equalizing tariff as a 
means of limiting imports. The commission, it is true, reports 
nothing more than has long been known by the independent oil 
industry and citizens of the oil-producing States, but the com- 
parisons offered may be highly enlightening to Congressmen who 
so far have refused to study conditions in the oil industry. 

Most glaring of the inequalities of competition between the 
domestic oil industry and the importing interests revealed in the 
report is the difference between the actual cost of producing oil 
in the mid-continent fields and in Venezuela. This directly in- 
volves the American standard of living, which is so highly regarded 
by the politicians who apply the tariff to other industries. Oil 
produced by American labor paid American wages, from leases 
purchased at American prices, costs 64 cents more per barrel at 
the well than oil produced by cheap Venezuelan labor on politi- 
cal Venezuelan concessions, Those who demand that oil be im- 
ported are demanding that the standard of living in American oil 
fields be lowered by half. 

-The difference in transportation costs is also impressive. It 
costs an average of 88 cents per barrel to ship oil by pipe line and 
railroad from mid-continent fields to the seaboard, and only 23 
cents to transport it in tank steamers from Venezuelan ports to 
the same point of delivery. This advantage not only works against 
the domestic oil industry, but it hits the United States rail and 
pipe line transportation companies that pay American wages and 
taxes toward the upkeep of State and Federal Governments. 

Other American industries are affected by oil imports, even in 
those States whose Senators are most actively opposing all at- 
tempts to relieve the domestic oil industry from this unfair com- 
petition. No industry as large as the independent oil industry 
can be destroyed without weakening the entire economic struc- 
ture, especially not when the group that profits by its destruction 
contributes nothing to other domestic industry beyond the profits 
distributed among a few stockholders or the savings in fuel costs 
given a few favored manufacturers. 

The commission's report gives only one fact that can be used 
by the opponents of the tariff and embargo measures sponsored 
by Senators THomas and Capper. It points out that Venezuelan 
oil is of low gravity, and consequently is better suited for use as 
fuel oil. Political representatives of the selfish, privilege-fattened 
industries of New England and the seaboard States will play this 
one fact above all others. They will warn Congress that if Vene- 
zuelan oil is excluded, the oil-burning industries of their States 
will be paralyzed. 

Suggestions have already been made that perhaps the pending 
measures should be amended to permit these manufacturing in- 
dustries to import enough oil for their fuel uses. Compromise 
may be necessary, in order to obtain any relief whatever. But it 
certainly is not justified. 

Those industries that are demanding the right to buy cheap 
foreign oil do not accord the same privilege to others. The oil 
industry is not permitted to buy its materials at foreign prices. 
It pays the foreign price plus whatever tariff charges the favored 
interests may succeed in forcing Congress to levy. These charges 
are seldom lower than the diference between foreign and domestic 

rices. 

The oil-burning industries of the Eastern States have no right 
whatever, under the United States Government’s protective sys- 
tem, to buy cheap foreign oil. They could be forced to buy fuel 
on the United States market, from coal mines operated at Amer- 
ican wage scales or from mid-continent oil. fields, and still not 
be penalized as much by the tariff as are many other industries. 
They are getting more than their share out of the tariff without 
taking the fuel advantage into consideration. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


FEBRUARY 14 


Gifford Pinchot, Governor of the industrial State of Pennsyl- 
vania, recognizes this fact. He cuts straight through the dog- 
matic and selfish arguments of the tariff opponents to the justice 
of the oil-tariff demands. He sees that American principles are be- 
ing violated and economic injustices perpetrated by the special- 
privilege groups of business and politics. His telegram to the 
United States Senators from his State Saturday puts him just 
where he might be expected to be found: on the side of the oil 
tariff, and on the side of justice. 

Unfortunately, the United States Congress is not made up of 
Gifford Pinchots. The clear case for the oil tariff made by pres- 
entation of the facts may not be enough to win over a majority. 
There are some who are always blind to facts. There are others 
who make no pretense of believing in justice. They will stand 
together, and they may be enough to defeat both the tariff bill 
and the embargo bill introduced as an emergency measure by 
Senator Capper. 

Recent developments, however, are encouraging. The support 
given the oil tariff by Governor Pinchot should command tor it 
the respectful attention of all fair-minded men in Congress. 
And the facts being revealed are so powerful that no Congress- 
man may oppose the tarif without admitting that he is either 
ignorant or a servant of the interests that are wrecking the 
American experiment in democracy with their special-privilege 
manipulations through our Government. 


M’KINLEY DAY 


Mr. FESS. Mr. President, on the evening of the 29th of 
January last President W. O. Thompson, of the State Uni- 
versity of Ohio, delivered in Washington, D. C., an unusually 
interesting address on the life and public services of Presi- 
dent McKinley. I ask unanimous consent to have the ad- 
dress printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


It is now a short generation since the tragic event of 1901 took 
from the people of the United States a President as sincerely 
beloved as any man who ever filled the office. In the opinion of 
many, perhaps the majority of our citizens living at that time, 
he was without question the most beloved President known to the 
White House. This statement I recognize as a matter of opinion 
on which the admiring friends of Mr. McKinley might in a measure 
disagree. However, his place in the affections of our people is so 
secure that no one would now question the sincerity of that affec- 
tion any more than they would the integrity of his character. 

This appreciation of public men has been so characteristic of 
our history as to guard us against the dangers of excessive state- 
ments. So far as my memory goes, since I began to vote in 1876 
there never has been a President who was entirely free from 
adverse criticism much of which was so false and unjust as not 
to command the verdict of history. From Mr. Washington on, 
every President has paid in sacrificial suffering and service a 
high price for the honor and honors of his office. Mr. McKinley 
was as free from malicious criticism as any man in the list. The 
adverse criticism which he received was largely due to diversity 
of public opinion upon the political issues current in his day. 
He was what we know as a regular party man, sincerely attached 
to the principles and policies of the organization. As a conse- 
quence he was the object of criticism politically rather than 

mally. 

No one ever questioned the honor and integrity in his domes- 
tic life, the genuineness and simplicity of his manhood, his devo- 
tion to the principles he espoused and to the country to which 
he was devoted. He was not free from mistakes. No President 
ever has been. Fortunately for Mr. McKinley, as for others, these 
mistakes have been either corrected or eliminated in the ordinary 
progress of events. They do not reflect upon his public service or 
so mar his record as to leave with us unpleasant memories, I 
venture the opinion that among the generation yet remaining 
there has developed a steadily increasing and abiding esteem and 
affection. This in itself is a demonstration of the thoroughly 
human character not only of men but of the organizations devel- 
oped in the modern social order. 

In many particulars Mr. McKinley was a representative citizen. 
He was born of good parentage for two or three generations. They 
had been sturdy, God-fearing, hard-working, honest people. No 
finer background can ever be given for any boy or girl. He was 
favored with a rural mind, a village citizenship, and later on a 
larger city citizenship. His education was the best there was in 
his community. He took advantage of it and made as much of it 
as circumstances permitted. It was broken up by illness and the 
Civil War. After the war his education was completed in the law 
school at Albany, and he entered upon his professional life with a 
pretty satisfactory background for a public career. With this 
background the Civil War made a very important contribution. 

There were five women who came into the life of Mr. McKinley; 
his mother, whom some people now living remember; more of us 
remember the beautiful devotion of Mr. McKinley to his mother. 
Her gracious influence never left him for an hour. There were 
his two sisters, slightly different in temperament but still making 
an important contribution to the intellectual and social life of 
their brother. His teacher also came into his life, as teachers 


always do, with a different point of view, an intellectual awaken- 
ing, and some personal guidance that no one but a teacher seems 
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able to give. One should not overlook the contribution that 
McGuffey’s Readers made or Ray's Arithmetics. 

The romance of his life grew around the fifth of these women, 
Ida Saxton, who later became his wife and whose companionship, 
beginning in boyhood, reached its dramatic climax after the assas- 
sin’s bullet had determined his fate. The beauty of that domestic 
life charmed the whole Nation. The simple, straightforward piety 
and godliness of the boy and the man protected him and strength- 
ened him against the temptations to dissolute life so abundant in 
the Army. He was immune to these vices because he had been 
thoroughly devoted to the principles of moral integrity and honor 
inculcated by his mother and stimulated by his prospective bride. 
Pure women by the grace of God kept William McKinley a clean 
and pure man for all his life. 

Mr. McKinley’s experience in the Civil War is but another chap- 
ter in his life. at 18 years of age, after 14 months’ 
service as a private, we can not believe that he was uninfluenced 
by such men in command as Colonel Rosecrans, Stanley Mathews, 
and Maj. Rutherford B. Hayes, all of whom were to take their 
place later on in the esteem of the country and in public service. 
His first promotion was to that of commanding sergeant, in April, 
1862. His military behavior at South Mountain influenced Gover- 
nor Tod to mote him to a second lieutenancy. In due time he 
became lieutenant. His regiment, the Twenty-third Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry, was active in the pursuit of the followers of 
Morgan. After the battle of Winchester Mr. McKinley was pro- 
moted to a captaincy and assigned to Company G in his own 
regiment. This assignment may be taken as a distinct compliment 
and recognition of the quality of the young officer. In January, 
1865, Rutherford B. Hayes became brigadier general and toward 
the close of the war Mr. Lincoln promoted the young captain to 
the rank of brevet major. I have heard the story repeatedly that 
upon Major McKinley’s return after the war he was not a little 
embarrassed in social circles, at the age of 22, in carrying so 
dignified a title as that of major. However, he soon grew up to 
the title. This military record, so familiar to students of history, 
was marked by the same loyalty, promptness of service, recognition 
of his superior officers, and devotion to his duty that characterized 
his life in other circles. 

Mr. McKinley’s public career began when he was a candidate 
for Congress after some service as local prosecuting attorney. At 
that time he was comparatively unknown. People were disposed 
to think lightly of his prospects. However, the young man made 
a diligent campaign and came through with a majority of 3,300, 
a very handsome majority for the district at that time. This 
was in 1876, the same moment when his life-long friend, General 
Hayes, became President. These two men, I am creditably in- 
formed, never lost their friendship for each other or the affection 
which had grown up between them during the war. 

The gerrymander of the district in which Mr. McKinley lived 
brought about his defeat for Congress, followed by his nomination 
and triumphant election as governor in November, 1891, where he 
served for two terms. He received the high compliment after his 
gerrymander defeat for Congress of an election from more than 
one solidly Republican district, but graciously declined to accept 
them. He bore his defeat with optimism and courage. 

Into the campaign for the Presidency in 1896, Mr. McKinley 
brought all the earnestness of his life, while showing something of 
the development that had taken place in his political views. In 
Congress he had been known as the author of the tariff bill which 
carried his name. Out of this matter alone he won a national 
reputation. It is a mistake, however, to assume that this was the 
limit of his interests. The public addresses made in Congress and 
elsewhere led people all over the country when scanning their 
morning papers to raise the question as to “ what Major McKinley 
had said in Congress yesterday.” His congressional experience was 
contemporaneous with some of the most brilliant names of that 
generation in congressional life. Coming into at the age 
of 33 one can readily see why a young man would find it necessary 
to bide his time before achieving the leadership which subse- 
quently came to Mr. McKinley. During these years there was 
much uncertain thinking. Mr. McKinley was in the woods just as 
a lot of other men were. The silver question and the gold stand- 
ard were matters of debate for years. In 1878 Mr. McKinley, an 
inexperienced , voted for free silver and voted to pass 
the bill over the veto of his chief, General Hayes. That veto was 
so well stated and the issues so clearly drawn that it furnished 
every important principle that went into the Republican platform 
in 1896, on which Mr. McKinley was elected President. In 1878 
the country was not clear on the money question. At the present 
time: the country is not clear on farm relief. We are tra 
around in the woods just as they were at that time on the silver 
question. In 1896 Mr. McKinley won on the ratio, Mr. Bryan on 
the quantity theory, but the result of that election was to put the 
money question into the markets where it naturally belongs. The 
theoretical issue was settled in the minds of Congress and the 
country. One of these days, or perhaps I should say one of these 
years, the farm relief bill will be stripped of the hazy thinking of 
farmers, Congressmen, and executive officers, and some well- 
digested legislation may become possible. 

As the years advanced Mr. McKinley widened his horizon. His 
experience as governor had brought him to a consideration of the 
problems of capital and labor in a way he had never known be- 
fore. When he came to the White House these questions were 
seen in national outlines. The S -American War served to 
bring Mr. McKinley’s mind into a consideration of the relation 
of the United States to the rest of the world. His public ad- 
dresses clearly demonstrate that he was steadily approaching the 
larger questions and issues involved in our international rela- 
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which he had held. He had begun to see the evils of organized 
capital in the form of trusts but had not yet faced that problem 
with completeness of effort or purpose. His reverent mind and 
his straightforward honesty led him to sympathize with the more 
humane side of every question presenting itself. 

I venture to express the opinion that Mr. McKinley was a rare 
man in his ability to sense public opinion. I do not believe 
that history will put him down as a man of marked ability in 
originality and initiative when compared with men like Daniel 
Webster, Henry Clay, and others of that school, but I think no 
man of the whole list was able to interpret public opinion more 
accurately or to express it more adequately. He seems to have had 
the gift of discovering what people were thinking about, of talk- 
ing with them and then later on of putting into public address 
their ideas in a most attractive form. His public speaking was 
always characterized by earnestness, fervor, and conclusiveness. 
In the days when he was governor the campaigns brought him 
into relation to Gov. James E. Campbell and to Gov. J. B. Foraker. 

Campbell was gracious, tactful, sometimes humorous and 
witty, not dependent altogether upon his logic but always im- 
pressive with his dignity of character. Senator Foraker on the 
other hand was the „brilliant, and courageous advocate. 
McKinley on the other hand lacked the spontaneity of wit and 
humor but excelled in the logical completeness of what he had to 
say. 

All these men won their friends and took their places in the 
public life of Ohio, Governor McKinley becoming President, Mr. 
Foraker going to the United States Senate, and Governor Campbell 

the nomination for the Presidency on the Democratic 
ticket by one of those fortuitous situations so liable to develop 
in a national convention. McKinley carried into his higher office 
all the strength of his earlier experience. His conduct of the 
Spanish-American War and of the sentiment as to the Philippine 
Islands to his broadening vision, his high moral purpose, 
and his ability to be firm when firmness was a required virtue. 

Perhaps a word ought to be said about the Cabinet of a Presi- 
dent as a measure of the man. Mr. Lincoln, as we all know, had 
a Cabinet that was always interesting and entertaining, if not 
instructive. It was rarely a unit. Mr. McKinley, after a brief 
service with the Hon. John Sherman, one of the most distin- 
guished names in the financial history of the country, as Secre- 
tary of State called to his assistance the Hon. W. R. Day and 
later on John Hay. Lyman J. Gage, a man of substantial quality, 
was Secretary of the . Russell A. Alger, of Civil War 
fame, brought another contribution, although it should be said 
that the problems of war in the Tropics were not understood in 
his time as they are now. Mr. Elihu Root came into the Cabinet. 
It is a comfort now to know that there was some doubt in certain 
quarters about that appointment. Joseph McKenna, of California, 
later a member of the Supreme Court of the United States, served 
as Attorney General. Hon. John D. Long, of Massachusetts, ren- 
dered high service as Secretary of the Navy. The Hon. James 
Wilson, affectionately known as “Tama Jim,” from Iowa, served 
with distinction as the Secretary of Agriculture. He continued in 
office under Mr. Roosevelt and Mr. Taft. The splendid building 
which graces the city of Washington to-day for the Department 


high-minded men, whose abilities would not be questioned, that 
Mr. McKinley revealed his superior leadership. No doubt these 


GOVERNMENT LOANS FOR SHIPBUILDING r 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I have here an article entitled 
“The West Coast Can Build Ships,” published in the Log, 
a West coast magazine devoted to marine engineering. The 
article goes into some detail showing how all of the money 
being loaned by the Government to build ships is being 
loaned to shipyards on the Atlantic coast. I ask unani- 
mous consent to have the article printed in the Appendix 
of the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

[From the Log, February, 1931] 

THE WEST COAST CAN BUILD SHIPS—PACIFIC SHIPYARDS HAVE PROVED 

THEIR ABILITY IN THE PAST, BUT THEY ARE GETTING NO SHARE OF THE 

CONSTRUCTION CONTRACTS AWARDED TO-DAY 


By Robert McAlpin 


In the two years since the Jones-White bill became a law 
contracts totaling about $140,000,000 have been awarded to pri- 
vate shipyards for the construction of 41 modern merchant ves- 
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sels. Government loans, provided for in the act are responsible 
for this tremendous impetus to shipbuilding in the United States. 
The benefits of this provision for the rebuilding of the American 
merchant marine are far-reaching, but they fall about 3,000 miles 
short of reaching far enough. They fail to extend to the western 
seaboard, The Pacific coast shipbuilding plants are still waiting 
for some crumbs from this rich feast. 

Certainly the sponsors of this act, which was designed to create 
new merchant vessels in American yards, had no thought of 
discrimination; one of the authors of the bill, Senator JONES, 
is from the west coast; the shipping interests of the far West 
stood solidly behind this legislation. The first thought was a 
merchant marine built in America and owned by Americans; 
no provisions were made for the small differential in cost which 
would enable the west coast to compete with the east coast in 
the construction program. Because of this, not one dollar of this 
ship-construction money has gone to a Pacific coast shipyard. 

Capt. C. A. McAllister, president of the American Bureau of 
Shipping, has summed up this situation fairly and sensibly in 
the bulletin of his organization. He says, in part: “In the build- 
ing of new ships all the contracts thus far awarded have gone 
to the eastern shipyards. On the Pacific coast there are at least 
five great yards still in existence and hundreds of skilled men 
available who need this kind of employment. The Pacific coast 
yards. did marvelous work during the great ship-construction 
period incident to the late war. In rapidity of construction and 
in excellence of output they ranked with the best yards else- 
where in the country. 

“Up to now not a dollar of the money for new ships built under 
the provisions of the Jones-White law has been awarded that sec- 
tion of the country. This is not just, and the eastern shipbuilders 
so agree, but economic conditions are such that under present laws 
it can not be otherwise, While the Pacific coast has excellent 
mechanics and a wonderful climate, they must get the bulk of the 
material from the East, and the cost of transportation of this 
material thus far has formed an insurmountable barrier to their 
being awarded contracts.” 

He proceeds to offer a suggestion for correcting this condition: 
“There seems to be a very simple remedy for this state of affairs. 
Those of us who can remember the conditions under which battle- 
ships and cruisers were constructed on the Pacific coast will recall 
that Congress in the naval appropriation bill each year allowed a 
small differential of cost to Pacific coast yards in order that they 
might overcome the freight rates on the material which they had 
to purchase in the East and Middle West. From the bids recently 
received, it would appear that a differential of but 2½ to 3 per 
cent of the cost of the ship would enable the Pacific coast yards to 
receive some of these contracts, and it is earnestly suggested that 
in order to right this apparent discrimination against Pacific coast 
yards that the Representatives from that region take action in 
Congress to relieve this unfortunate condition. 

“Our merchant marine can not afford to have these highly effi- 
cient shipyards and personnel go into disuse, and in addition the 
people of the Pacific coast are entitled to their proportionate share 
of the benefits of the Jones-White Act.“ 

And as this article is being written word comes that action has 
been taken. On January 26 Representative WELCH, of San Fran- 
cisco, and Representative CARTER, of Oakland, opened a campaign 
in Congress to “relieve this unfortunate condition.” 

WELCH announced in his speech on the floor that he would offer 
an amendment to the Shipping Board appropriation bill which 
would specify that 40 per cent of the money loaned for the build- 
ing of ships hereafter must be assigned to ships to be built on the 
Pacific coast. Such an amendment, of course, will run into plenty 
of opposition, but it is expected that during the ensuing debate 
many facts showing discrimination in the past will be made clear. 

to this discrimination, he said, Pacific coast shipyards are 
idle. Work is at a standstill and shipbuilding in California, 
Oregon, and Washington threatens to become a lost art. 

Representative Carrer followed with a speech in which he 
stated that he would offer an amendment ing that all 
vessels built under the ship loan act shall be let to the lowest 
responsible bidder. This amendment is aimed particularly at the 
treatment accorded the General Engineering & Dry Dock Co., of 
Oakland and San Francisco, a situation well known in marine 
circles. General was the low bidder by $55,000 and three months’ 
time on the vessel for the Red D Line, in spite of geographical 
location, but did not receive the contract. 

Something must be done to equalize matters between the two 
coasts if the long-established shipbuilding industry of the West is 
to survive. Perhaps something will come of the congressional work 
undertaken by Representatives WELCH and CARTER. If any reader 
questions the seriousness of the problem, let him consider the fig- 
ures in the following paragraph: 

Of the splendid total tonnage of shipbuilding in the United 
States during 1930, 5.6 per cent was built by west coast yards. 
Of the tonnage now under construction only 1.2 per cent is being 
built on the Pacific coast. But as low as these are, they do 


figures 
not express the true situation with regard to the merchant marine. 


act; neither percentage represents tonnage awarded by virtue of 
this act. To repeat: No contracts for merchant ships built with 
Government loans have been awarded on this coast since 1928, 
habeas) merchant ships have been contracted for on the eastern 
sea 5 

A stranger to the situation, studying this distribution of con- 
tracts, might think that the West lacked facilities and skill in ship- 
building. He would be wrong. The West has ample of both, as 
will be shown below. It is economic conditions, not lack of equip- 
ment or ability, that so far has worked against an equable dis- 
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tribution of construction work between the two seaboards. 
Whether the barrier can be lifted remains to be seen; justice to 
all parts of the country demands that something be done. As 
Representative WELCH asked in his speech at Washington: “Is it 
safe for us as a Nation to maintain shipyards in one small section 
and 3 the shipyards go to rack and ruin on our entire Pacific 


In truth, this picture is exaggerated. Our Pacific coast shipyards 
have not gone to rack and ruin, although they have had a long, 
hard struggle. They have not closed down. They have kept thes 
nucleus of trained men. Their building ways and shops are intact 
and fully equipped. These shipyards are ready for big work, the 
sort of work they did prior to and during the war period. Their 
background is the same as that of eastern yards. Let’s go back a 
little and see what this consists of. 

During 1914 the large shipyards of the United States were prin- 
cipally engaged in building naval vessels. From 75 to 80 per cent 
of the naval vessels had been built in private shipyards. The 
facilities of the yards were installed primarily for this work, and 
their technical and mechanical organizations were largely trained 
to design and construct such vessels. There had been no mer- 
chant shipbuilding of consequence for the foreign trade for many 
years. Merchant-ship construction had been confined to vessels 
for coastal trade and to miscellaneous small craft for sound, bay, 
and harbor service. 

With the war, foreign vessels were withdrawn from the American 
trade. This gave an immediate impetus to shipbuilding in 1915 
and 1916, which developed into the unprecedented shipbuilding 
program of 1917 and 1918. At the beginning of 1916, 22 shipyards 
were building naval and merchant seagoing vessels. At the end 
of 1918, 211 shipyards were building merchant vessels, of which 76 
were building steel ships and the remainder were building wooden 
or concrete ships. For every person in the United States engaged 
e Sei during 1916 there were eight so employed at the 
en > 

It was the existence of the technical and mechanical staffs in the 
older shipyards, developed as described above, that made possible 
the great war program of shipbuilding in the new shipyards. 
Trained men were available at these old plants; these men, sent to 
new plants, were able to meet the emergency. Such men, employed 
to-day in west coast shipyards to do ship repair work, should be 
“saved” from dropping out óf the industry. And the loyal west- 
ern yards that have hung on without construction contracts—the 
country can not afford to lose what they can offer in another 
national emergency. For the present-day shipyards of the Pacific 
coast have the men, the docks, and the equipment—now employed 
in repair work but ready to build ships if given the opportunity. 
They built good ships in the past, and can again. 

The Union Iron Works at San Francisco, the first steel shipbuilding 
plant to be established on the Pacific coast, had been constructing 
naval and merchant g since 1881. Among the products of this 
plant were the U. S. 8. Charleston, Wisconsin, California, and 
numerous other war vessels, including many submarines and de- 
stroyers, as well as various types of war vessels for foreign govern- 
ments. Perhaps the most famous of all was the Oregon, Bulldog 
of the Navy,” which made the spectacular run around Cape Horn 
EE E E T ER EA 

antiago. 

Naturally, with highly trained personnel continuously employed, 
it was possible to submit attractive bids on merchant work, and 
many large merchant ships were built, including tankers, freight- 
ers, and the big turbine liner Maui, at that time the finest 3 
ger ship sailing between San Francisco and the Hawaiian Islands. 

The second oldest established steel 1 5 787 on the Pacific coast 
was the Moran plant at Seattle, which built a number of vessels 
for the Navy and for the merchant marine. The battleship 
Nebraska might well head the list as the outstanding bit of naval 
construction handled by this yard; submarines and coastwise 
freight and passenger ships came from the Moran ways. When war 
was declared this yard had under construction a very large 
freighter for the Luckenbach Line. 

At the outbreak of the war steel shipyards sprang up like mush- 
rooms along the Pacific coast, and each plant acquitted itself with 
credit. Pacific coast yards were responsible for more records in 
time delivery than the yards of other sections of the country, and 
despite the speed with which ships were launched and delivered, 
the workmanship and materials were of the highest quality. 

During the war and the boom the shipbuilding equip- 
ment of the west coast was ely expanded, and as a natural con- 
sequence the industry has since been going through a period of 
adjustment. Those yards which were purely of the “ war-baby” 
type have been liquidated, their sites put to other industrial pur- 
poses, and their plants largely scrapped. Old established yards, 
however, turned their attention to ship repairing and ship recon- 
ditioning, with some new construction work. Thus have they 
kept their organizations intact. 

Of the shipyards that have remained in business in the North- 
west, we find a very live, going concern in the Todd Dry Docks 
(Inc.), of Seattle, the largest plant of its kind on Puget Sound. 
This conveniently located plant contains three floating dry docks 
with lifting capacity varying from 3,000 tons to 15,000 tons, and 
fully equipped shops to handle any type of ship repair. One of 
the outstanding jobs performed by this yard since the war was the 
complete rebuilding of the former naval hospital ship Com/ort, 
which is now operating as the Atlantic coastwise liner Havana of 
the Ward Line. 

San Francisco Bay is properly classed as the shipbuilding center 
on the Pacific coast, for here are located the largest and finest 
shipyard facilities to be found anywhere in the United States. The 
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Bethlehem Shipbuilding Corpora 

yards on the bay—the Hunters Point Works, the Potrero Works, 
and the Alameda Works. The General Engineering & Dry Dock Co. 
operates a complete and active shipbuilding plant in Oakland, a 
smaller yard in Alameda, and busy repair shops in San Francisco. 
The Moore Dry Dock Co. has its big plant in Oakland, where ships 
are built and repaired, 

Bethlehem's Hunters Point Works represent the largest privately 
owned dry docks in America. One of these two docks is 1,020 feet 
long and is capable of docking the largest vessels afloat; the other 
dock is 750 feet long. At the Potrero Works are three floating 
docks, building ways, and complete shipbuilding equipment. At 
the Alameda Works also is found shipbuilding equipment for the 
construction of large merchant vessels. Two giant ore carriers 
have been constructed by this plant since the war-time boom, as 
well as two beautiful passenger steamers for the Inter-Island 
Navigation Co. of Hawaii, and many smaller craft, including ferry- 
boats and barges. 

The General Engineering & Dry Dock Co. started with a small 
shipyard on the Alameda shore of San Francisco Bay since the 
war. The organizers were shipbuilding officials, and they gath- 
ered together a staff of skilled shipbuilders. In their program 
of expansion they absorbed the big Hanlon Dry Dock & Ship- 
building plant in Oakland, which included in its facilities the 
largest electric marine railway in the world. This plant offers 
complete shipbuilding and repair facilities. The Alameda plant 
is a repair unit, and the large shop in San Francisco is fully 
equipped to handle voyage repairs of all types. Many ferryboats 
and bay craft have been constructed by the General Engineering 
& Dry Dock Co.; recently four turbine-electric cutters of the Itasca 
type were built for the Coast Guard. 

The plant of the Moore Dry Dock Co. on San Francisco Bay 
operates a complete repair unit of 5 dry docks, 2 of which 
are of the floating type and 3 of the marine railway type. 
During the war period this plant established an enviable record 
for the number of ships it launched. Since that period it has 
constructed several splendid ferryboats, also several tankers and 
barges. At present this yard is engaged in the construction of a 
steel vessel for the United States Lighthouse Service. 

Two shipbuilding and repair yards offer complete service to 
vessels at Los Angeles Harbor. The Bethlehem Corporation is now 
operating the shipyard which was formerly the Southwestern 
Shipbuilding Co. on Terminal Island. At this plant will be found 
a 15,000-ton floating dry dock and complete ship-repair service. 

The Los Angeles Shipbuilding & Dry Dock Corporation operates 
a shipyard for the building and repair of vessels at Los Angeles 
Harbor, where it has a 12,000-ton floating dry dock. One of the 
largest reconditioning jobs done on this coast in recent years—the 
complete rebuilding of the former German liner President Arthur 
— 8 beautiful steamer City of Honolulu, was done at this 

ant. 

In addition to the splendid facilities for building and repairing 
ships on the Pacific coast, the great distances between harbors 
has created a large deep-sea towing and salvage fleet which has 
established a fine reputation for prompt and efficient service to 
vessels in distress. Principal salvage and towing equipment com- 
panies are based at Los Angeles, San Francisco, Columbia River, 
and Puget Sound, thus effectively covering the entire coastline. 

It goes without saying that special equipment and supplies are 
maintained at Pacific coast ports for speedy ship repair and 
maintenance service. In fact, a considerable part of the equip- 
ment, furnishings, interior decorative treatment, and the auxiliary 
machinery of several of the large passenger liners now building at 
Atlantic coast yards is designed and completed on the Pacific coast 
and shipped east for installation. 

toners kA Pavia ee year-round weather conditions, ship 
operators r e grea vantages to be gained in docking 
their vessels on the Pacific coast, wheré at any time Of the year 
the hulls may be washed and thoroughly dried before paint is 
applied. These advantages are also of great value in ship construc- 
tion, as was clearly demonstrated during the shipbuilding boom. 
It will be recalled that a very large percentage of the emergency 
fleet was built on the west coast, and largely due to this fact 
the ples are properly equipped and manned to-day for important 
work. 

Skilled shipbuilders are still to be had—craftsmen who know 
their job. These men are the nucleus for the busy crews that 
will build proud merchant ships on the west coast—when con- 
tracts for such work are granted on both seaboards instead of on 
one. 

To those who know the splendid facilities—building ways, shops, 
equipment, and expert men—of the Pacific coast shipyards, the 
lack of opportunity to do a share of the construction work under 
way and planned seems an injustice. With a cost differential of 
3 per cent or less between the two coasts, the American spirit of 
fair play should be shown in some manner that will preserve these 
efficient shipyards, keep intact the organizations that have proved 
their worth so well in the past. Given the opportunity, these 
Pacific coast shipyards can again show the world that they can 
build good ships. 


POST-OFFICE LEASES 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I present two editorials 
from the St. Louis Star and another from the New York 
Evening World, with reference to what is known as the 
scandal growing out of post-office leases, which I ask may be 
printed in the RECORD. 
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be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


[Prom the St. Louis Star, February 6, 1931] 
CLEAN THE AUGEAN STABLES 


A stench worse than that of Teapot Dome begins to rise from 
the post-office leasing scandal. When a former Assistant Post- 
master General says that all power over large leases was taken 
out of his hands by Postmaster General New, and when Senator 
BLAINE discloses that the beneficiaries of those leases contributed 
$1,125,000 to the last two Republican presidential campaign funds, 
something is going to explode. 

Indefensible contracts, bilking the Government of millions, 
would be enough in themselves to create a presumption of rotten- 
ness. But the disclosures made and promised in the Senate com- 
mittee involve the entire party organization. They point to a state 
of moral debauchery appalling to contemplate. 

James W. Good, former Iowa Congressman, is revealed as the 
man who put over, with Postmaster General New, the noncan- 
cellation clause in the burglarious St. Paul post office lease. Mr. 
Good became western campaign manager for the Republicans in 
1928. He then was appointed Secretary of War by Mr. Hoover, 
and died while holding that office. Mr. Good’s connection with the 
post-office scandal and the connection between that scandal and 
Republican finances made him an ideal liaison officer. His sub- 
sequent promotion and political influence in the Hoover adminis- 
Seve ormed a fine prelude to Huston, Lucas, and “ Grocer 

Senator BLAINE is performing a service for which this Nation, 
if it has any sense of political morality, must feel profoundly 
grateful. Who can imagine the pressure upon him to conceal the 
truth or the rewards that would be his if he consented to suppress 
3 5 5 can measure the consternation now felt in high political 
circles 

For 10 years this thing has been going on. It is time to cleanse 
the Augean stables. 


[From the St. Louis Star, February 12, 1931] 
THE POST-OFFICE SCANDAL 


It would be “incompatible with the public interests,” says Post- 
master General Brown, to tell the United States Senate what 
valuation has been placed on leased post offices by post-office 


inspectors, 

Mr. Brown is asking Congress to appropriate $40,000,000 to buy 
these leased buildings. But he refuses to give Congress informa- 
tion to show whether the buildings are worth more or less than 
$40,000,000. So the question is whether he should be trusted with 
a free hand. 

Mr. Brown says that to make the appraisals public would put 
the Government at a disadvantage in ay Seer for the purchase 
of these buildings. That would be true a private business deal, 
where the object is to skin the other fellow, but not in a public 
purchase, where the aim is to pay exactly what property is worth. 
Theoretically, then, the Postmaster General's claim is invalid. 
What about it practically? 

This whole post-office leasing scandal, with the resulting pro- 
posal to buy the buildings, was precipitated by the discovery that 
the Post Office Department was paying $120,000 a year rent for a 
building in St. Paul valued by Federal court appraisers at $290,- 
000. By accident it became known that postal inspectors ap- 
praised the building at $405,000. If the Government hoped to 
buy the building for less it might be considered incompatible 
with the public interest to make the appraisal public. On the 
surface it supports Mr. Brown’s claim. 

Last September when Postmaster General Brown asked for this 
$40,000,000 appropriation he called the St. Paul post office an 
$800,000 property, twice as much as the valuation of his own 
inspectors. That statement, made publicly, raises this question: 
Does Mr. Brown want the appraisals kept secret because he hopes 
to buy the buildings for less than they are worth, or because 
he fears to have their real value known? 

The St. Paul appraisal, excessive as it was compared with the 
condemnation figures in Federal court, emphasized the scandalous 
rental paid by the Government. Wouldn’t other appraisals have 
the same effect? The importance of appraised values becomes 
even more apparent when one considers the manner of finan 
these leased buildings. The St. Paul building, worth $290,000 or 
$405,000 or $800,000, as you please, is bonded for $1,100,000, repre- 
senting not the cost of the building but the capitalized value of 
the rental. The bond issue was based on the action of former 
Postmaster General New in making the lease noncancellable—an 
action, it has been revealed in the past few days, which involved 
the forcible affixing of the signature of an Assistant Postmaster 
General who refused to sign the outrageous document. 

The only conclusion one can draw, looking at the plain record 
of proven facts, is that it would be incompatible with the inter- 
ests of the post-office lease grafting ring and their political friends 
to make these appraisals public. Mr. Brown has given final evi- 
dence of the attitude of the Hoover administration toward cor- 
ruption that raises a stench to Heaven. 


[From the New York Evening World, February 13, 1931] 
“ NOT IN THE PUBLIC INTEREST!” * 


Postmaster General Brown has extended the scope of the plea 
of not compatible with the public interest to demands for in- 
formation on the leasing of post offiees. The Senate committee 
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investigating the leases has made some very serious charges that 
even hint at criminality and certainly charges impropriety of the 
most flagrant sort. The Federal grand jury inquiry into the 
lease at St. Paul can hardly be brushed aside lightly. 

Under these circumstances the Postmaster General is summoned 
before the committee and asked for certain information and 
public papers relating to the leases. And the politician from 
Ohio, who is the head of the Post Office Department, replies airily 
that he will not let the Senate see the papers or furnish the in- 
formation asked because it is not in the public interest.“ 

It is commonplace for a President to refuse the request of 
Congress for papers relating to international affairs upon that 
ground. It is easy enough to understand how the publication of 
such papers or their contents might cause international trouble. 

But how, in the name of common sense, information to the 
public from a public servant regarding the leasing of public prop- 
erty, with public money involved, can be withheld on the ground 
that it is “not in the public interest” is something that can only 
be explained by one of the Ohio gang.” 

An issue of the utmost importance has been raised by Mr. 
Brown, and it is to be hoped that the committee will meet it and 
thus determine to what extent public servants can conceal their 
public actions from the public. 


WORK OF CONGRESS 


Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in the Recorp an article entitled Unfinished 
Business,” published in the New Republic of February 18, 
1931, and having reference to the work of Congress. 

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

[From the New Republic, February 18, 1931] 
UNFINISHED BUSINESS 


Now that a compromise has been reached on drought relief and 
another is in sight on the cashing of bonus certificates, administra- 
tion and other conservative forces are beginning to heave sighs 
of relief because the chances of an extra session of Congress look 
slimmer, All that remains for Congress to do, it is argued, is to 
provide in some way the minimum of funds necessary to carry on 
the Government until next December, and then disperse. Why is 
it assumed that the country wants nothing from its legislative 
body except inaction? Are national affairs in such perfect order 
that we should seek as little change as possible for another year? 

There has been a vigorous propaganda to the effect that the 
prime necessity of the moment is to leave business alone, so that it 
will revive. Anything Congress is likely to do, it is argued, will 
disturb business, or at least arouse the fears of business men, and 
this may postpone revival. This is not the time to consider new 
measures, investigations, advances, or changes in policy. In so far 
as Congress plays a part in government, a moratorium on govern- 
ment is demanded. Every question of policy is, for the time being, 
to be left to the limited powers and vision of the White House. 

Just what are the things which Congress might do, if an extra 
session of that body, as it was constituted by the election of last 
November, were to come into session on March 1? How would 
these things disturb business and postpone revival? The most 
prominent pieces of unfinished business now on the calendar are 
easily identified. There is the proposal to appropriate a greatly 
enlarged sum for public works and thus to enable the Federal 
Government to help the relief of unemployment and the revival 
of business to a degree somewhere commensurate with the need. 
This measure is supported by a large group of the Nation’s most 
prominent and scholarly economists. There is Senator WAGNER'S 
program to begin the establishment of a permanent system of deal- 
ing with unemployment. Only two of his measures—and the most 
elementary—have been adopted, those calling for better statistical 
information and advance planning of public works. There remain 
a nationally coordinated system of employment exchanges, and 
Federal encouragement for State unemployment insurance. This 
program also has the almost unanimous support of the experts. 
Senator Norris’s plan for public operation of Muscle Shoals, re- 
peatedly adopted by the Senate, languishes because the House will 
not agree—the principal obstacle raised by a lame-duck 
member of the House committee, defeated in the last elections 
because of his friendship to the power interests—Mr. REECE, of 
Tennessee. Senator Norris's constitutional amendment to avoid 
the absurdity of such lame-duck activities, long approved by all 
intelligent commentators, is suspended in the House. The Senate 
Judiciary Committee’s bill to remove the abuse of antilabor in- 
junctions, supported by the weight of expert authority in this 
field, awaits action. The Interstate Commerce Commission has 
asked for power to deal with railroad holding companies and to 
pursue a more intelligent policy of valuation and rate regulation, 
which would be made possible by repeal of the recapture clause. 
The proposal for Federal regulation of the interstate activities of 
the electric utilities is under consideration. And the investigation 
of banking policy and its effect on speculation, now under way, 
might lead to action. 

There is not the slightest excuse for delay in any of these mat- 
ters. Those projects which have not already had the benefit of 
long consideration are supported by the best nonpolitical authority 
in the Nation. They are not half-baked nostrums proceeding from 
temporary excitement, or from demagogic desire to play politics 
and win votes. Not one should injure any legitimate business. 
Some, indeed, are not only urgent, but have been far too long 
delayed. If they are not passed during a depression, they are not 
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likely ever to be passed. These are the measures for temporary 
and permanent relief of unemployment: There is barely a trace of 
reality in the plea that for Congress to act during the next 10 
months would tend to delay revival of business. 

The only reality there is in this plea is created by the very 
propaganda against an extra session. Business men have been told 
so emphatically and so frequently that prosperity and congressional 
activity are mutuaily incompatible that they have come to believe 
it, and this belief itself may undermine any confidence they might 
otherwise feel, if the Capitol at W: m remains busy. And 
why have they been told this? A combination of two types of 
influence has been brought to bear for. this purpose. 

One consists of predatory, profiteering, and reactionary private 
interests which are opposed to specific pieces of legislation now 
under consideration. The power companies are afraid of public 
operation of Muscle Shoals because they think it may succeed and 
reveal how much they are overcharging the public. The anti- 
union employers want to block the injunction bill, labor ex- 
changes and unemployment insurance. The railroad holding com- 
panies want complete freedom for financial and trading profits. 
The big taxpayers want to avoid increased expenditures for public 
works. ‘These interests have done their best to scare the public by 
pretending that their interests are identical with the public in- 
terest. They think that if action can only be postponed long 
enough, revival may come and the public will be less ready to 
rapport progressive measures. Or some new obstacle may be 

ev. 

The other influence is self-seeking politics. The administration, 
dominated by Mr. Hoover's desire for renomination and reelection, 
wants on the one hand to avoid offending the powerful interests 
mentioned above by sanctioning anything they dislike, and on the 
other hand to avoid issues which a fight with Co on these 
measures would sharpen, and which would make the President still 
more unpopular with large groups of voters. Wheel-horse politi- 
cians and newspapers find it natural to support him and the 
interests which his position protects. This fear on the adminis- 
tration's side finds its counterpart in a fear among conservative 
Democrats. They also do not want to offend private interests 
which are capable of financing campaigns and influencing opinion. 
And they are afraid that, if they did insist on an extra session and 
support progressive measures, business might not revive and they 
would be the scapegoats. They want to enhance their chances of 
winning the next election by avoiding any responsibility for what 
happens in the meantime. They want to win, not on their merits, 
but by the default of their opponents. 

Fear is the dominant motive of the bipartisan coalition which 
is stifling action in a national emergency, which is preventing the 
American Nation from taking even the most elementary measures 
to make its business order behave in a barely endurable way. The 
President, the great Republican and Democratic newspapers, and 
the sinister forces behind them, are really “ in human 
misery.” They are telling the country that it can not have relief 
from depression unless reaction is allowed to have its way. But 
those among them who are capable of disinterested thought should 
reflect on the long-time risks they are taking. How long can our 
civilization continue to creak along with a governmental machine 
which is so nearly prevented from functioning? 


ALIGNMENT OF THE ELECTRIC AND GAS UTILITIES 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I have in my hand an 
article printed in the Wall Street Journal of Saturday, Feb- 
ruary 7, 1931, upon the alignment of electric and gas utili- 
ties, showing not only the article but in a diagram attached 
thereto the combinations now being made and that exist be- 
tween various public-utility corporations. I think from the 
fact that this article is printed in the Wall Street Journal it 
will command great respect from conservative men, and I 
should like to have them get the viewpoint of the journal 
referred to. I ask unanimous consent that the article may 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp as follows: 


[From the Wall Street Journal, February 7, 1931] 


ALIGNMENT OF THE ELECTRIC AND Gas UTILITIES IN GRAPHIC Form— 
UTILITY LINKING Am ror FUTURE—REGIONAL GROUPING LIKELY TO 
BE Factor IN NEXT MERGER MOVEMENT 


Looking back at the rapid developments within certain divisions 
of the public-utility industry during the past 10 years, the investor 
and perhaps the politician may be pardoned for any bewilderment 
at what appears to have been a veritable orgy of mergers, stock 
split-ups, new financing, and the creation of “super” holding, 
management, and investment companies, writes Harry T. Rohs in 
Barron’s the National Financial Weekly. The outgrowth has been 
an extremely complicated interrelationship of by no means simple 
corporate entities. Only those who have grown up with and in 
the industry have a clear picture of the details, but it is possible 
for the layman to obtain a relatively comprehensive view of the 
more important groups and their relationships. For this purpose 
the chart accompanying this article has been prepared. 

It was but natural that in the development of the electric and 

divisions of the public utility industry a trend toward cen- 
tralization should have evolved. This trend covered management, 
corporate control, system integration and correlation, and had 
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as its goal greater economy and efficiency in operation which 
would lead to larger income and reduced rates. It was inevitable 
that during this developmental period investors and the public 
should have been confused as to the purpose and the relation, 
both physical and corporate, of the organizations involved. 

SOME OF THE BENEFITS 


Annoying as the present utility corporate maze may be to the 
investor, this detail is insignificant compared to the benefits that 
have accrued to the utilities and their customers. But a decade 
ago utilities were for the most part serving only reasonably densely 
populated communities within a strict territorial circle, and most 
companies were fighting a hard battle for existence and new capi- 
tal, even at high interest rates, which was essential to continue 
their more or less legally prescribed duties. To-day the situation 
is well known. The present systems, with their extensive inter- 
‘connections, transmission and distribution lines, extend service at 
greatly reduced rates to even the smallest communities. The acme 
of scientific research, directed by experienced, centralized manage- 
ment, and supported by capital enjoying the highest credit rating, 
is carrying forward service improvements aiming at even higher 
efficiency and lower costs. 

While present corporate structures and relationships in the 
utility field have evolved rapidly during a period of unusual finan- 
cial development, there is no indication that the existing align- 
ment will be final. On the contrary, only the groundwork has 
been laid for further maneuvers which suggest greater concentra- 
tion and eventually decided simplification of corporate set-ups 
and managements. { 

THE PICTURE OF A $17,000,000,000 INDUSTRY 


The accompanying chart shows the principal utility systems in 
the United States, with their major subsidiaries, as well as certain 
affiliated investment companies. It is designed to indicate as 
clearly as possible from the information available the interrela- 
tion of the organization involved in this $17,000,000,000 business. 
Its purpose is primarily to facilitate the understanding of the 
broad utility groupings, and in this sense will most likely prove 
disappointing to those political aspirants who have been endeavor- 
ing to create an illusion of the “ utility octopus.” 

The placement of the various organizations on the chart has 
nothing whatever to do with their relative importance to the 
industry as a whole. Their location is merely a matter of ex- 
pediency to permit presentation in the simplest possible manner. 
Anything but a broad general analysis of the chart might prove 
misleading, since for obvious limitations of space many important 
details have been omitted. 

SEGREGATING THE COMPANIES 


The various organizations, however, may be divided into groups 
by their corporate relationships and by their banking sponsorship, 
or both. On such a basis the 23 holding companies shown may be 
segregated into 8, or at the most 10, specific divisions, as follows: 

1. Electric Bond & Share Co, and its affiliates, which includes the 
American Power & Light Co., National Power & Light Co., Electric 
Power & Light Co., American Gas & Electric Co., and American & 
Foreign Power Co. (Inc.). 

2. The group of properties having as bankers Bonbright & Co., 
J. P. Morgan & Co., Drexel & Co., National City Bank, and the 
Guaranty Trust Co. These companies include Commonwealth & 
Southern Corporation, Niagara Hudson Power Corporation, Con- 
solidated Gas Co. of New York, Public Service Corporation of New 
Jersey, United Gas Improvement Co., and Columbia Gas & Electric 
Corporation. 

3. A group identified largely through Harris, Forbes & Co. with 
the Chase National Bank. This group includes United States Elec- 
tric Power Corporation, with its control of Standard Gas & Electric 
Co., Associated Gas & Electric Co., Utilities Power & Light Corpora- 
tion, Cities Service Co., and the Public Utility Holding Corporation, 
controlling Central Public Service Corporation. H. M. Byllesby & 
Co, also is prominently identified in this group. 

4. The Insull properties, important working positions in which 
are controlled in the Insull menage through personal investments 
and holdings of the various Insull investing companies. These 
properties include Middlewest Utilities Co., Commonwealth Edison 
Co., Peoples Gas Light & Coke Co., and Public Service Co. of 
Northern Illinois. 

5. The North American Co., one of the largest independent work- 
ing groups, with assets of around $700,000,000. In addition to its 
wholly owned subsidiaries, it also has a substantial interest in 
Detroit Edison Co. and in Pacific Gas & Electric Co. Its 32 per 
cent holdings in the latter were obtained in the spring of 1930 
through the sale of North American's Western Power properties to 
Pacific Gas & Electric in exchange for 1,820,000 shares of the lat- 
ters common stock, It also shares with Middle West Utilities Co. 
an 86 per cent interest in the North American Light & Power Co. 
* oie Light & Power Co., dominated by Cyrus Eaton and his 


7. The Stone & Webster group. Stone & Webster (Inc.), a 
holding company, controls Engineers Public Service Co., owns 
Sierra Pacific Electric, and has management or engineering ar- 
rangements with Tampa Electric, Eastern Utility Associates, and 
other properties. 

8. The Koppers Co. While primarily interested in the gas 
business and production of coke ovens, it has sizable interests 
through various investment affiliates in electric properties, out- 
standing among which is a large block of United States Electric 
Power Corporation, which controls Standard Gas & Electric Co. 
through the Standard Power & Light Co, 
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9. American Water Works & Electric Co., a company standing 
more or less alone. W. C. Langley & Co. has long been identified 
with this organization’s financing, and is also closely related to 
the United Founders group, which controls United States Elec- 
tric Power Corporation. Recently officials of American Water 
Works created a voting trust of five years’ duration, to which was 
pledged a majority of the stock, thus safeguarding control by the 
present management, 

10. American Commonwealth Power Corporation, headed by 
hoe E Hulswit. This is the last and smallest of the 10 groups 
spec: Á 

Neither this article nor the chart pretends to embrace all of 
the Nation's utilities. For instance, on the Pacific coast, in addi- 
tion to Pacific Gas & Electric Co., there are the Southern Cali- 
fornia Edison Co. and the Pacific Lighting Corporation, both large 
organizations with ownership vested in a widespread stockholders’ 
list. Neither of these companies falls into any specific category. 
In addition, there are the properties identified with the b 
firm of Aldred & Co,—namely, the Consolidated Gas, Electric Light 
& Power Co., of Baltimore, and its affiliated Pennsylvania Water 
Power Co. 

UNITED CORPORATION'S INVESTMENTS 


Early in 1929 the financial community was startled by the 
entrance of J. P. Morgan & Co. into the utility field through 
sponsorship of the United Corporation. It was organized with the 
object of promoting closer relationship among the companies 

the Atlantic seaboard. At the time of its formation it 
was indicated that United Corporation would not acquire majority 
interests but would confine itself to minority positions. To date 
it has adhered to that program. The fact that it will be of vital 
influence in utility developments in the East, however, is quite 
apparent from a study of the chart, showing the relationship be- 
tween that company and those in the Bonbright-Morgan-Drexel 
group outlined above. For instance, while United Corporation 
itself owns but 18 per cent of Public Service of New Jersey, a 54 
per cent interest is represented by its holdings plus those of 
United Gas Improvement in which United Corporation has a 
27 per cent stock interest. 

United Corporation, while not perhaps the first, was neverthe- 
less the of a new type of corporation superimposed on the 
utility picture. A brief description of the three main types of 
“ supercorporations ” in the utility field may, therefore, be in order. 


HOLDING, MANAGEMENT, AND INVESTMENT COMPANIES 


The first is the holding company, by which is meant a corpora- 
tion owning all or a substantial majority of the voting stock of 
various holding and operating subsidiaries. Typical examples are 
the North American Co., American Gas & Electric Co., and Middle 
West Utilities Co. The relationships of these top companies to 
their subsidiaries vary. Some take a direct part in financing, 
management, and engineering, for which they receive specific fees, 
whereas others confine their activities principally to financing and 
indirect management without recompense. 

A second type of supercompany is the management company, 
It does not control majority 
ownership of any of its domestic affiliates, although it holds sub- 
stantial stock interest as more or less permanent investments, 
This company receives fees for supervising engineering and financ- 
ing services to its affiliates. It considers its affiliates as clients. 

The last type is the investment company, illustrated by the 
United Corporation, and American Superpower Corporation, Com- 
panies of this type do not control either operating or holding 
companies, and take no direct share in management or financing. 
They have been formed for the most part either for purely invest- 
ment purposes or as vehicles for the working out of eventual 
mergers and regroupings. 

There is contrast, however, between the American Superpower 
Corporation and the United Corporation. United Corporation was 
formed y to foster a “community of interest” among At- 
lantic seaboard utilities. On the other hand, American Super- 
power, organized in 1923, with assets of only slightly over $1,000,000 
and directed by farseeing utility executives and bankers, was 
formed primarily to participate in the expansion of the electric and 
gas industry through investment in equities. Its assets have in- 
creased to more than $150,000,000 (at the 1929 market highs assets 
were in excess of $300,000,000). Its investments rarely exceed 15 
per cent of any individual issue, and its largest equity holding at 
present is 18 per cent of Commonwealth & Southern Corporation. 

OTHER IMPORTANT INVESTMENT COMPANIES 

The more important investment companies, shown on the chart 
in addition to American Superpower Corporation and United Cor- 
poration, are Central States Electric Corporation, which holds 
with its affiliates well over 20 per cent of North American Co. 
common stock. Continental Shares (Inc.), the Insull investing 
companies, Niagara Shares Corporation, Public Utility Holding Cor- 
poration, St. Regis Paper Co., and United Founders, Continental 
Shares, St. Regis Paper, and United Founders are not primarily 
interested in utilities. 

The major utility interests of the Niagara Share Corporation 
and St. Regis Paper Co. both converge on Niagara Hudson Power. 
The latest figures available indicate ownership by the former of 
more than 3,600,000 shares of Niagara Hudson Power common 
and a substantial block of option warrants. St. Regis Paper had 
in its portfolio approximately 4,200,000 shares of Niagara Hudson 
Power Corporation, as well as a large block of warrants, The 
combined holdings of these two companies in Niagara Hudson 
Power represent about 30 per cent of the total shares outstand- 
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ing. The individuals dominant in both organizations are also 
important officials of Niagara Hudson Power Corporation. The 
Niagara Share Corporation is sponsored by the Schoellkopf interests 
of Buffalo, and the St. Regis Paper Co. by the Carlisle interests, 

The picture would not be complete, however, without mention 
of several other investment organizations which have substantial 

rtions of their funds in utility securities. They are Eastern 
Btiities Investment Corporation, Electric Power Associates, and 
Utility & Industrial Corporation. 


ASSOCIATED GAS & ELECTRIC CO, UNITS 


Eastern Utilities Investing Corporation belongs in the Associ- 
ated Gas & Electric group. Its investments comprise substantial 
holdings of that company’s securities and affiliated tions, 
as well as ownership of equities of many substantial New England 
utilities. Another company belonging in this group is the Gen- 
eral Gas & Electric Co., which was acquired by the Associated Gas 
& Electric Co. at the close of 1929. Its major utility properties 
were transferred to direct contact subsidiaries of Associated Gas & 
Electric Co., through which action General Gas & Electric became 
primarily an investment organization holding sizable blocks of 
Associated Gas & Electric securities as well as miscellaneous hold- 
ings in a wide list of other utility issues. 

Electric Power Associates is sponsored by W. C. Langley & Co. 
and its principal investments comprise large holdings of American 
Water Works & Electric, Standard Gas & Electric, and United 
States Electric Power, although its list covers many other utility 
issues also. 

Utility and Industrial Corporation was organized by H. M. Byllesby 
& Co. Its principal holdings are blocks of Standard Gas & Elec- 
tric, Northern States Power, and Philadelphia Co., all under the 
control of United States Electric Power. 

It is but natural that where such close corporate, working, or 
banking relations exist as are indicated in the different groupings 
on the chart, directorates should interlock to a degree. While 
this is frequently portrayed in vivid terms by the Pinchots, 
Walshes, and Norrises as the symbol of “a slowly power 
trust stretching its tentacles to enmesh the public in its coils,” it 
really functions as an effective medium for bringing about proper 
cooperation between the various systems involved. It has yet 
to be proven that such developments have not redounded favor- 
ably to the consumer. 

Conditions in the security markets in 1929 and 1930 brought 
merger developments to a temporary standstill. There is little 
doubt, however, that the trend toward concentration will soon 
get underway . Every indication points to mergers along 
different lines than those followed in the past. 

Prior to 1930 the industry went through a series of consolida- 
tions which achieved both operating economies and higher equity 
earnings for the major holding companies involved. But these 
consolidations were not primarily guided by the principle of 
building up regional interconnected systems; rather there was a 
tendency for holding companies to acquire control of strategic 
situations which were frequently widely separated geographi- 
cally. In this manner a talking point for the holding companies 
was built up in the feature of diversification, which unquestion- 
ably proved a valuable attribute toward financial stability. At the 
present time the composition of most holding companies has been 
made without regard to State lines or to any specific division of 
properties based upon their geographical relation to others, 


REGIONAL GROUPS TO BE STRESSED 


Recently, however, utility opinion seems to be leading toward a 
new phase of property consolidation. In any future merger steps 
the emphasis, no doubt, will be placed upon regional groupings. 
These regional groupings will be effected, probably, through ex- 
changes of properties rather than solely by acquisition of prop- 
erties through purchase as in the past. Within recent months a 
preliminary indication of this trend was seen in an exchange of 
several small properties between Middle West Utilities Co. and 
Associated Gas & Electric Co. 

The fact that the chart legend indicates but two companies 
with merger possibilities should not be taken as implying that 
such developments are limited only to the so shown. The 
emphasis placed upon an tion be m Niagara Hudson 
Power and Consolidated Gas Co. of New York was merely the re- 
flection of the unusual news interest built around those two com- 
panies at a time when negotiations involving a closer relationship 
were near to completion but subsequently failed. The same ex- 
planation applies to the indicated possible relationship between 
American Water Works & Electric and Standard Power & Light. 
These two organizations have long been in the limelight as merger 
prospects due to the geographical location of major subsidiaries. 

The organizations shown on the chart—that is, those actually 
engaged in the utility business, and excluding the investment 
companies—represent all but a small percentage of the electric 
and gas utilities operating in the country. The gross earnings of 
the electric and gas divisions of the utility industry are, roughly, 
in excess of $3,000,000,000 annually, while the aggregate capital 
probably would exceed $17,000,000,000. 


DEPORTATION OF ALIEN SEAMEN 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, a number of years ago a so- 
called seamen’s deportation bill was introduced into the 
Senate of the United States. Prior thereto there was of- 
fered to an immigration bill which was then under con- 
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sideration in the House of Representatives the provisions 
contained in the bill to which I have just referred. I have 
forgotten for the moment whether the amendment ten- 
dered was ruled out on a point of order or whether it was 
considered that the subject was hardly germane to the 
measure then under consideration. Later the bill was of- 
fered in the Senate and referred to the Committee on Im- 
migration. The distinguished Senator from California 
(Mr. JoHnson] was chairman of the committee. After 
hearings, at which the proponents and opponents of the 
measure were heard, the bill was reported, as I recall unan- 
imously, from the committee, and it passed this body. Sub- 
sequently, in a succeeding Congress, a similar bill was 
offered, and again that bill, Senate bill 202, was reported 
to the Senate and passed by the Senate. In April of last 
year, as I recall, it received the approval of this body. 
A motion was made by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Govtp] to reconsider the vote by which the measure was 
passed. Owing to illness I was away from the Senate at 
the time, and the motion to reconsider has been pending 
since April or May of last year. I have urged from time to 
time that the motion to reconsider be disposed of, as I 
think it should be disposed of. I have tried to secure recog- 
nition from the Chair in order that the motion to recon- 
sider might be taken up and acted upon by the Senate. I 
had hoped, when the conference report which has just been 
approved had received the final assent of the Senate, that 
it would then proceed to the consideration of the motion 
to reconsider. 

I do not think, Mr. President, that there is anything so 
urgent in the appropriation bill the consideration of which 
the Senator from Washington has moved as to call for its 
immediate consideration rather than the consideration of 
the motion to reconsider, and therefore I appeal to my 
friend from Washington that he will now permit me to take 
up the motion to reconsider at this time. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, inasmuch as the bill for 
which I have asked consideration is a regular appropriation 
bill and, in my opinion, we have reached the time in this 
session when we should get the appropriation bills at least 
into conference as soon as possible, I think its consideration 
should be proceeded with now. The bill will not take more 
than 10 or 15 minutes, and, if the Senator will allow it to 
go along, we can dispose of it in a few moments, and then 
he will have an opportunity to try to secure consideration 
of the motion to which he has referred. I can not, however, 
let the appropriation be laid aside for the motion to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. KING. Does the Senator know of any other measure 
to which preference will be given by the steering committee 
representing the majority or of any Senator representing 
the Appropriations Committee? 

Mr. JONES. I am not a member of the steering commit- 
tee. but there is no other appropriation bill immediately 
ready. That is all I can tell the Senator. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
to a question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. KING. I yield. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. The bill the Senator has in mind, as I 
understand, has for its purpose, in part, to stop the boot- 
legging of orientals into this country and also to shut the 
door against immigrants who, under the guise of seamen, 
come into this country illegally by the thousands through the 
side door. 

Mr. KING. That is the object of the bill. It is to pre- 
vent mala fide seamen coming into the United States, to 
prevent persons coming into the United States who, under 
the immigration laws, are excluded from entrance. We are 
very much concerned apparently these days to exclude aliens, 
and yet apparently we are unwilling to consider here a 
measure which would do very much to meet the situation. 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Does the Senator know of any oppo- 
sition to this bill except from the shipowners who hire aliens 
and orientals as members of the crews of their vessels? 
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Mr. KING. I have not received any information that it 
is opposed by any other group. i 
- Mr. SHIPSTEAD. And also by shipping companies who 
bootleg immigrants into this country illegally? 

Mr. KING. Those falling within the category referred to 
by the Senator, so far as I know, are the only opponents of 
the measure, 

Mr. President, I appreciate the fact that Members of the 
Senate would be reluctant to postpone the consideration 
of an appropriation bill which is upon the calendar, and, 
if I can have reasonable assurance that the pending appro- 
priation bill will be passed shortly, I shall be disposed not 
to ask that the motion of the Senator from Washington 
be rejected, because I fear, in view of the anxiety of Sena- 
tors to have action on the appropriation bills, that I might 
be defeated in the movement which I should like to 
inaugurate. 

Mr. JONES. As I said a moment ago, we ought to pass 
the pending appropriation bill in 15 or 20 minutes, or in 
even less time than that. 

Mr. KING. In view of the statement made by the Senator 
from Washington and for fear that a motion to displace 
the appropriation bill might not succeed, I shall not now 
press for a vote upon the motion to reconsider. 


MEDITERRANEAN FRUIT FLY 


Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I have a little bill here 
the consideration of which, I think, will not take over two 
minutes. The chairman of the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry reported the bill a little while ago, and it is 
now on the desk. The bill was introduced by me and pro- 
vides for a board of inquiry to consider the question of 
losses occasioned by activities to eradicate the Mediterra- 
nean fly in the State of Florida. It is a matter that has 
been pending for a long time. The bill has been unani- 
mously reported by the committee with an amendment, and 
has been approved by the Agricultural Department. I ask 
unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let it be reported to the Senate. 

The legislative clerk read by title the bill (S. 6119) to 
provide for an investigation and report of losses resulting 
from the campaign for the eradication of the Mediterranean 
fruit fly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the im- 
mediate consideration of the bill? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the bill may require some 
debate, and it seems to me, if we are going to have other 
measures now considered, in advance of the consideration of 
the appropriation bill, we might recur to the deportation 
bill to which I have referred and take that up for consid- 
eration. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. I had hoped that the bill for which I 
have asked consideration would not provoke any discussion. 
It involves merely the appointment of a board to make an 
inquiry and submit a report. It has been delayed for two 
years, and it seems that this is about the only way we can 
get at it. The bill involves no appropriation or anything of 
that character. 

Mr. KING. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida 
if the board is to be composed of officials of the Agricultural 
Department? If so, I will have some objection. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Two of the members of the board are 
to come from the Agricultural Department, two are to come 
from the State of Florida, and one at large. 

Mr. KING. The reason I made the statement I did is 
that I have received a number of communications from per- 
sons living in Florida and from persons who visited Florida 
for the purpose of ascertaining whether any Mediterranean 
fly was there, and they reported that there were no evi- 
dences of the Mediterranean fly. This seems to be the basis 
for demand to be made for a very large appropriation out of 
the Treasury, and if the Agriculture Department shall make 
the investigation, as officials of that department are the 
-ones who, I believe, made the improper report, obviously 
they will try to defend and excuse the report which they 
submitted. 


FEBRUARY 14 


Mr. TRAMMELL. I appreciate that situation; but; as I 
have said, there will be two members of the board from the 


Agricultural. Department and two citizens of Florida, and 


then one at large. That is the idea that I have been trying 
to have adopted, namely, a board that will look at the mat- 
ter from a purely impartial standpoint. That, I think, is 
better than to have the department itself make the investi- 
gation. The method proposed is about the best that could 
be devised. 

Mr. KING. I think the Senator’s bill ought to provide 
for an independent board, because there is no question that 
the department will attempt to justify what I regard as 
some of its illegal proceedings. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from 
Utah will not object to the consideration of the bill. It 
provides for a preliminary survey to be made in order to 
base any possible claim for compensation. Some mistakes 
were made in Florida in connection with the eradication of 
the fruit fly, and this is a necessary preliminary survey. 
The funds are available with which to make it, and I think 
the board will be a perfectly fair and proper board. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Florida 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. TRAMMELL. I yield. 

Mr. WATSON. Reserving the right to object, I desire te 
make the observation that if the bill will occasion debate 
I shall object to it, because it, will supplant the appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. I do not think it will occasion any 
debate. It has been very carefully considered and has been 
reported unanimously, with an amendment, and in its pres- 
ent form, with the amendment, has been recommended 
by the Agricultural Department. This seems to be the only 
way that we can get this matter investigated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator consent to 
amend the bill so that there will be some independent mem- 
ber of the board? I confess that I should be utterly un- 
willing to allow the Department of Agriculture, in view of 
the report they made which has caused all this trouble, to 
make the survey; and, of course, the member selected from 
Florida would be interested in obtaining an appropriation. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, for the time being I object. 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATIONS 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. The ques- 
tion is upon the motion of the Senator from Washington. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. 16654) making appropriations for 
the legislative branch of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Appropriations with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. JONES. I ask unanimous consent that the formal 
reading of the bill may be dispensed with and that the bill 
may be read for amendment, the committee amendments to 
be first considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The clerk will read the bill. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

ADJUSTED COMPENSATION OF WORLD WAR VETERANS 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I do not want to in- 
terrupt for but a moment the progress of the pending appro- 
priation bill; but I have here an exhibit which I think should 
be in the hands of the Finance Committee of the Senate and 
available to the Ways and Means Committee of the House 
in connection with their consideration of the veterans’ 
adjusted-compensation problem in the phase in which it now 
comes to a climax. 

Apparently it comes to a climax in a form contemplating 
the increase of the loan privilege upon these certificates to 
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50 per cent and a reduction of the interest rate at least to 
444 per cent, and apparently all objections heretofore urged 
against prior plans have disappeared except the suggestion 
that the Treasury will find it impossible or difficult to finance 
the undertaking. Therefore we make progress. But we still 
confront the Treasury view that this financing will be 
fatefully perplexing. 

I desire to present for the Recorp a newspaper release 
which was given to the public by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury on January 2, 1925, that being the day when he estab- 
lished the initial system for setting up the Veterans’ Bureau 
maturity fund, out of which money should be available for 
loans upon the compensation certificates and for the retire- 
ment of the certificates when their maturity should be 
reached. 

I am going to ask subsequently that the entire statement 
be referred to the committee and printed in the RECORD; 
but for the moment I wish to call attention to one or two 
paragraphs in it. 

I call attention to the paragraph which describes what 
the Secretary of the Treasury contemplated in arranging 
for the financing of these certificates. I read: 

Cash demands of the fund can be immediately satisfied by the 
redemption by the Treasury of the special certificates of indebted- 
ness and the whole plan has great flexibility. 

The special certificates referred to in this quotation are 
the Treasury certificates of indebtedness deposited from 
year to year in the fund to amortize the maturity values of 
the adjusted-compensation certificates themselves. There 
now are over $700,000,000 of these Treasury certificates in 
the amortization fund in the Veterans’ Bureau. 

Now, Mr. President, if the Secretary of the Treasury 
created a system which had in it sufficient flexibility, as he 
said, so that the maturity fund could be called upon for 
the obligations which it might confront, he also created 
a fund out of which the present situation can be adequately 
and easily met, for the following reasons: 

There is to-day-a 22 per cent loan liability upon every 
outstanding certificate. That existing liability to-day totals 
$725,000,000 without any change in existing law whatever. 
In other words, the veterans who have these certificates in 
their possession to-day have an indisputable right at present 
to demand $725,000,000 by way of loans from the Treasury. 
They have a right to expect that the system, as set up by 
the Secretary of the Treasury and as described by him on 
January 2, 1925, has sufficient fiexibility—that being his 
word—to liquidate the loans that are eligible under the 
certificates as they are to-day. 

I repeat that the loans to which that fund could be made 
responsible at this hour, without any additional legislation, 
total at least $725,000,000, although much less than half of 
this sum has been called for by the veterans. However, not 
a single penny of this maturity fund has been drawn upon 
for any certificate loans at all, because they have been 
financed from the war-risk insurance fund; and if that 
$725,000,000 were liquid to-day, as it was contemplated that 
it should be available when the Secretary set up his system 
as described on January 2, 1925—if it were available in the 
“ flexible form” which he there described, there would be 
ample funds, in my humble judgment, available at the 
moment to liquidate every loan which will be demanded 
by the veterans who might embrace the new loan privilege 
which we are contemplating. 

That, of course, involves the question of how many vet- 
erans are going to seek the increased advance. 

At the present moment, out of 3,500,000 veterans who 
have an existent loan privilege, only 1,500,000 have exer- 
cised it—only 1,500,000, in spite of the fact that we have 
gone through what we certainly all hope is the peak of our 
- economic difficulties. Therefore, within the numbers of 
1,500,000 of these veterans is probably accumulated the 
maximum of those who are in need. If that is a fair as- 
sumption, and if the average loan which those veterans al- 
ready have made is the limit of 22 per cent, and if they in 
turn would be permitted to enjoy an average maximum 
right of additional loans at $300 apiece under the new plan, 
the total draft upon the Treasury for loans under the plan 


contemplated would be but $450,000,000, which would be, I 
repeat, only a little more than half of the actual liability 
which the Treasury confronts to-day under the existing loan 
schedule if all veterans were to embrace their loans. 

The thing I am emphasizing is that the Secretary of the 
Treasury, when he set up this system as described in his 
release of January 2, 1925, insisted that he had created a 
system with enough flexibility in it to meet the obligations 
thus involved, and I believe he really did. 

Now, he also says—and I speak with the greatest respect 
for him—in the statement that he gave the Associated Press 
respecting the situation which we contemplate, he says: 


This proposal— 
Meaning the increased loan proposal— 
This proposal establishes a potential liability of $1,720,000,000. 


I submit that it takes a very literal reading of the pend- 
ing proposal to come even remotely within that statement 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. Why? Because out of 
that $1,720,000,000 there exists to-day a liability for 
$725,000,000, and therefore the new proposal does not create 
a liability of $1,720,000,000. It creates only a portion of 
this total liability. It seems to me that as we are approach- 
ing the climax of this legislation all of us should be ex- 
ceedingly careful to be scrupulously accurate when we are 
submitting our figures to the public and when we are dis- 
cussing the problem in the Congress lest the public be given 
a needless scare respecting what may be involved in the 
pending legislation. 

The distinguished Secretary of the Treasury also says in 
this statement respecting the pending loan plan, as he 
defines the various fiscal situations that must be met in 
the near future, that something like $6,000,000,000 of obiga- 
tions will mature in the year 1938; and he says: 

It is unthinkable that $6,268,000,000 of obligations should be 
allowed to mature in the single year 1938. 

If it is unthinkable that this particular obligation should 
be allowed to mature in 1938 all at one time and without 
arrangements to retire it, then it is unthinkable that the 
ultimate maturity of these veterans’ compensation certifi- 
cates in 1945 should approach without a single penny of 
actual cash to meet them; and, if the situation in the one 
instance is wrong, it is wrong in the other. One of the 
virtues of this loan plan which is contemplated—a plan, 
please let it be remembered, which does not increase the tax 
cost of compensation certificates by a single penny—one of 
the virtues of it is that it does put a cushion underneath 
the maturity in 1945, and permits us to approach step by 
step the ultimate necessity to pay out three and one-half 
billion dollars. 

I insist that if there is in the Treasury’s program, as an- 
nounced in 1925, the flexibility which was contemplated 
when it was set up pursuant to the exhibit I am offering, 
there must be enough flexibility in it, if it is in remote 
degree true to the specifications under which it was created, 
to meet this simple program, which has no other object 
except to unfreeze inherent values already existing in these 
certificates in the possession of these veterans. 

I want to call attention to just one other paragraph in 
this release. This bears upon the question of what rate 
of interest it would be appropriate to charge against the 
veterans’ loans, if and when the new legislation shall be 
perfected. As I understand it the bill as it impends in the 
House is proposing to charge 4½ per cent on the loans. I 
read as follows from the release by the Secretary of the 
Treasury on January 2, 1925: 

No purpose is gained by the investment of the fund in securi- 
ties returning more than 4 per cent compounded annually, since 
this would simply mean an accumulation in the fund of more 
money than was necessary to meet payments. 

In other words, there is no object whatever in putting 
any investment into the maturity fund which yields more 
than 4 per cent, because the maturity fund is figured upon 
a 4 per cent amortization. Therefore these loans which are 
to be put into the maturity fund in substitution for exist- 
ing certificates of indebtedness in that fund do not need to 
carry more than 4 per cent, and under the specific state- 
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ment of the Secretary of the Treasury himself not more 
than 4 per cent is needed in order to keep the system abso- 
lutely upon an even keel. 

The thing I am saying is in no sense a criticism of the 
Secretary for being scrupulously careful in a very difficult 
and delicate guardianship with which he is charged. What 
I do think is that when the problem finally has come down 
to the irreducible minimum of a loan plan which is abso- 
lutely sound in its inherent fundaments, it is about time for 
us to have a bit of sympathetic consideration instead of a 
constant and unyielding negative attitude. 

Mr. President, none of us wants to impair the country’s 
general situation or impede the country’s general recovery 
by any well-meaning but ill-advised action respecting these 
veterans’ certificates. It would be disservice to the veteran 
himself, because he will get a larger dividend from renewed 
prosperity and a recaptured job than from a partial liqui- 
dation of his certificate. The Treasury has rather formi- 
dably sustained its original objections to full and immediate 
cash payment in so far as those objections involved pos- 
sible fiscal repercussions in the general economic life of the 
Nation. I do not criticize these original objections of this 
particular type. Nor do I criticize the business men of the 
Nation who in good conscience have supported this same 
view. Foresight is better than hindsight in these matters. 
But now that all other plans have been apparently put aside 
except the loan plan, the plan which I originally presented 
to the Congress on January 21, I do beg of Congress a fair 
conception of this prospectus. Let it be assessed with cou- 
rageous wisdom, free of needless and unsustained timidity. 
It is an optional plan. Veterans who do not want it need 
not embrace it. Those who are in distress can turn to it 
with substantial measure of relief. No new tax is created, 
because the plan is self-contained. No new values are added 
to the adjusted compensation, because we merely make in- 
herent but heretofore unrecognized values liquid. 

The Government has complete security for every dollar 
advanced. The Government’s sole task is to finance these 
secured loans. There is no good reason to expect them to 
overrun $750,000,000, approximately the sum now repre- 
sented by Treasury certificates in the compensation maturity 
fund. In addition, this next fiscal year’s appropriation to 
the general sinking fund is $409,000,000, and this money, 
under the law, may be dedicated to these Treasury certifi- 
cates. I have enough confidence in the Treasury to believe 
that it can meet the situation without any element of dis- 
aster if it be so minded. It promised as much, at least 
within the limits of my prophecy respecting the operation of 
this loan plan when it made its initial arrangements respect- 
ing these certificates in 1925. The veterans are entitled to 
any consideration we can give them without doing greater 
general harm than we do specific good. Within this loan 
plan is some degree of relief, better far than none at all. 
Within this plan is the economic stimulant of a substantial 
mass distribution of now frozen credits. 

I ask that the Treasury statement of 1925 in full be printed 
in the Recorp and referred to the Finance Committee for 
its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
statement will be printed in the Recorp and sent to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The statement is as follows: 

For release, afternoon papers, Friday, January 2, 1925] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

The Secretary of the Treasury to-day made the following state- 
ment: 

The adjusted compensation act provides for an appropriation on 
the 1st of January in each year to the adjusted-service certificate 
fund of an amount, based upon the American experience table of 
mortality, which, if kept invested at 4 per cent compounded 
annually, would be sufficient to pay the face value of the adjusted- 
service certificates upon their maturity in 20 years or upon prior 
death of the veteran. The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized 
to invest and reinvest the moneys in the fund in interest-bearing 
obligations of the United States and to sell these obligations for 
the purposes of the fund. 

In order that the fund shall be sufficient to meet the payments 
in accordance with the plan outlined by the act, it is necessary 


that the moneys be invested when received and kept invested until 
payments out of the funds are required. No purpose is gained by 
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the investment of the fund in securities returning more than 4 
per cent, compounded annually, since this would simply mean 
an accumulation in the fund of more money than was necessary to 
meet payments. On the other hand, if less than 4 per cent, com- 
pounded annually, is received, the fund will be insufficient to 
meet all payments to become due. There are no Government 
securities in the hands of the public bearing interest payable 
annually (as distinguished from semiannually) and none which 
give the exact return of 4 per cent annually on their market price. 
During each year the fund will be drawn upon to pay certificates 
matured on account of death, and this continuous liability will 
require almost daily realization of cash, which can only be ob- 
tained by the sale or redemption of securities in the fund. The 
greater part of the fund will remain intact until the maturity of 
the certificates at the expiration of 20 years, at which time cash 
will have to be realized. Since the securities then in the fund 
will probably not be suited to existing market conditions, the 
likely solution at that time will be for the Treasury to redeem 
the securities in the fund with the proceeds of new securities 
which will meet the market then existing. It is apparent, there- 
fore, that the purchase for the fund of any of the present out- 
standing Government securities will not meet the exact require- 
ments of the fund and will probably be unsatisfactory for sale 
when on maturity of the certificates the major fiscal operation to 
provide cash must be undertaken. 

If the Treasury were in the Government bond market on the 
Ist of January in each year to buy $100,000,000 of its securities, 
the purchases could not be made in one day, nor could such a 
large order be filled without unduly increasing the market price 
which the fund would have to pay. If, also, the Treasury in the 
course of the year were required to sell securities to provide the 
fund with cash, the tendency would then be to depress Govern- 
ment securities on the market. So if the practice of buying and 
selling on the open market were used, the Treasury would be 
ERY purchasing on a high market and selling on a low 
market, 

The $100,000,000 called for by the adjusted compensation act 
for January 1, 1925, was authorized by the deficiency appropria- 
tion bill signed December 5, 1924. The Secretary of the Treasury 
has invested this sum in $50,000,000 par amount 5-year special 
Treasury notes, dated January 1, 1925, and payable January 1, 
1930, and in $50,000,000 par amount special Treasury certificates 
of indebtedness, payable one year from date, with right in each 
case of certain prior redemptions. Both securities call for interest 
at 4 per cent per annum, payable annually, or on the prior re- 
demption of the security. It is expected that these special cer- 
tificates of indebtedness will be redeemed from time to time dur- 
ing the year to provide the fund with cash with which to meet 
current obligations; that any such certificates remaining unre- 
deemed at the expiration of the year will be refunded into other 
certificates or into notes; and that at the maturity of the notes 
they will be refunded into securities of similar tenor until pay- 
ments become due on the maturity of the adjusted-service cer- 
tificates, some 20 years later. 

This method of handling the adjusted-service-certificate fund 
has the following advantages: 

1. The securities exactly fit the actuarial requirements which 
we ay law made the basis for fixing the appropriations for the 
fund. 

2. The bond market is not disturbed by a purchase of a very 
large block of securities early in January and by a subsequent 
continuous pressure for the sale of securities to provide cash for 
the fund throughout the year, the effect of which would be buy- 
ing on a high market and selling on a low market. 

3. Commissions to brokers on the purchase and sale of Govern- 
ment securities are saved. 

4. It is not necessary to borrow on December 15 (the usual 
financing day nearest January 1) additional cash and carry this 
cash, with a consequent loss of interest, until it can be invested 
in Government securities on the market after the first of the 
year when the appropriation becomes available. 

5. Cash demands of the fund can be immediately satisfied by 
the redemption by the of the special certificates of 
indebtedness, and the whole plan sonar hp flexibility. 

6. When the adjusted-service ce: cates mature, about 1944, 
the Treasury will be in position to do the necessary financing to 
meet the conditions then existing, without being compelled to 
sell a lot of miscellaneous Government securities, perhaps un- 
suited to the market and to the Treasury's program. 

The working of this plan can best be illustrated by its first 
operation. On December 15, 1924, the Treasury, in addition to any 
money to purchase investments for the fund, required $225,000,000 
to carry it through to the next financing period in March, 1925, and 
sold for cash about $225,000,000 of its 4 per cent bonds of 1944- 
1954. As of January 1, 1925, the Treasury sold to the fund $100,- 
000,000 of its special notes and special certificates of indebtedness, 
making total sales in December and January of $325,000,000 of 
Government obligations. This was the plan actually used. Had 
the other method of applying the appropriation to the purchase of 
securities in the open market been adopted the Treasury would 


have had to sell for cash $325,000,000 of its bonds on December 15, - 


1924, and consequently would have lost the interest on $100,000,000 
from December 15 until the securities for the fund could be bought 
on the market after January 1, 1925. There is, as will be noted, no 
difference in the final amount of public debt incurred between the 
plan of selling special securities direct to the fund and the plan of 
using the fund to buy securities in the market. In either case the 
fund would hold $100,000,000 of Government obligations and there 
would be $100,000,000 less of such obligations in the hands of the 
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general public. It seems quite clear, therefore, that the sale of the to Chairman Hawtey, of the Ways and Means Committee 
special securities direct was the only feasible way of handling the | of the House. 


investment required by the Congress. 


Mr. REED. Mr. President, the bill about which the Sena- 
tor from Michigan speaks is not now before the Senate. I 
understand that it was introduced only a few hours ago in 
the House of Representatives, and, of course, it is difficult to 
discuss it without having seen it and without knowing in 
what form it will pass the House of Representatives. 

We have had before the Finance Committee proposals 
which call for increases in the loan value or immediate cash- 
ing at a percentage of the face value of the bonus certifi- 
cates and others which call for an immediate bond issue to 
pay the full face value of the bonus certificates outstanding. 
Those proposals have ranged all the way from half a billion 
dollars or thereabouts up to three and one-half billion dol- 
lars which it was proposed to raise by an immediate issue of 
bonds by the United States Government. 

Most of those measures are now recognized to be impos- 
sible, but the same sort of criticism which is now made of the 
Secretary of the Treasury by the Senator from Michigan 
was made two weeks ago by the advocates of the bond issue 
of three billion and a half dollars. The same denunciation, 
and even more severe denunciations, was voiced by those who 
thought that the Treasury at this time, in the midst of the 
worst depression we have ever seen in American industry, 
could go out and sell to the public an issue as big as was 
one of the Liberty bond loans, which required organized 
effort, and an appeal to the strongest motives of patriotism 
of the American people, to sell in the middle of the World 
War. > 

The advice of the financiers who said that to sell such an 
issue in peace time, even when prosperity was reigning, 
would be impossible, and that to try to sell such an issue 
now in the middle of this depression would be doubly im- 
possible, and would be disastrous to American business, has 
been ridiculed by the proponents of the bonus-cashing 
scheme from the moment it was first uttered, and it is only 
now that they are beginning to realize that the common 
sense of the American people was affronted by that sug- 
gestion. 

We can argue this question next week when the bonus bill 
gets over here, and I am not going to delay the considera- 
tion of the appropriation bill by a long discussion of the 
pros and cons of the thing. I do want to say, however, that 
my correspondence—and it has been very voluminous—indi- 
cates that a very substantial body of opinion among the vet- 
erans themselves is opposed to such imposition upon the 
Treasury at this time, and that the veterans who rose to the 
defense of their country when it was in danger 12 years ago 
do not want now to lean so heavily upon its Treasury, when 
its industry and commerce are in danger, as they seem to 
have been during recent months. 

I have one letter from a post of the American Legion in 
Pittsburgh, to which no one is eligible unless he served a 
year in the American Expeditionary Forces. There are no 
home stayers in it. The qualification for admission to that 
post is a year’s service in France. More than half of the 
members were wounded in action, some of them permanently 
and totally disabled. There was a big meeting of the post; 
and, mind you, the members of this post are no rich fellows; 
they live in one of the less fashionable parts of the city of 
Pittsburgh. They were unanimous in denouncing all of these 
bonus bills. They said, “ That is not what we want to do to 
our country.” 

I have a letter from one of the members of that post tell- 
ing of the meeting and of the unanimous vote which they 
cast against these bills, and I will put that letter into the 
Record when we get to the consideration of the bill next 
week, together with lots of other letters from veterans in 
Pennsylvania and other States, all saying that they do not 
want the bonus thrust on the Treasury now as an additional 
burden in these times of difficulty. But enough of that for 
the present. 

I ask permission to insert in the Recorp at this point the 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, written yesterday, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be 
printed in the Recor, as follows: 


My Dran Mr. Hawer: In response to your request that the 
Treasury comment on H. R. 17054, with particular reference to 
the financial requirements which it creates and the probable 
effects on the Government finances and public-debt operations, I 
submit the following: 

The bill amends the war adjusted compensation act by increas- 
ing the loan value of certificates up to 50 per cent of their face 
value. As the face value of these certificates is $3,440,000,000, in 
round numbers, this proposal establishes a potential liability of 
$1,720,000,000. What proportion of these loans will be demanded 
by the veterans can not be determined. It will depend upon the 
circumstances. The estimates run all the way from $550,000,000 
to $1,000,000,000 of loans beyond those already made. The sug- 
gested use of the adjusted-service-certificate fund does not alter 
the situation, as these reserves are in Treasury obligations, which 
will need to be converted into cash by means of sales of securities 
to the public in order to pay cash to the veterans, 

ONLY $751,000,000 AVAILABLE 

In this connection I think I should call attention to the fact 
that the only funds made available for meeting this liability of 
$1,720,000,000 are those in the adjusted-service-certificate fund, 
amounting to $772,000,000, less $21,000,000 which must be reserved 
for the payment of death claims this year. This would indicate 
that unless Congress is prepared to incur an obligation without 
providing means of meeting it an appropriation of approximately 
$1,000,000,000 is necessary. 

Aside from the merit or demerit of the proposal, the important 
consideration is the amount of cash that can be obtained by the 
Treasury through borrowing without disorganizing the finances 
of the Government and adversely affecting the security market, to 
which the Government must resort to cover its obligations. 

This question can not be dissociated from the present financial 
situation of the Treasury. That position is at best a trying one 
at this time, and the difficulty of obtaining these additional great 
sums can not be fairly appraised if considered alone or as if times 
were normal but only if this consideration is made a part of the 
general picture and viewed against the background of the great 
financial problems already facing the Treasury. 

We are confronted with a probable deficit of not less than a half 
billion dollars for this fiscal year which must also be made good 
by borrowing. The revenues of the Government are steadily falling 
behind not only the figures of last year, but below what we rea- 
sonably expected to receive at the beginning of this year. 

RELIEF ADDS TO DRAIN ON TREASURY 


In addition to the normal expenditures of the Government we 
have been called upon to find funds for emergency purposes of 
various kinds, including relief measures and an increase in public 
works and construction activities of the Government for purposes 
of increasing employment. For construction work alone we will 
2 this year over 600,000, 000, as compared with 6275, 000,000 
in ; 

If the bill in its present form becomes law, the funds to be pro- 
vided must be raised either in the first instance or at a compara- 
tively early date by long-term bond issues. The Treasury, even 
without this burden, is already in a difficult position, A statement 
of the public-debt situation will make this entirely clear. 

There is at present outstanding a short-term debt of approxi- 
mately 62,000,000, 000, which, under existing circumstances, is 
already too large. On March 15 next, $1,109,000,000 of old obliga- 
tions mature. In June, 1932, $1,933,000,000 of first Liberty Loan 
bonds become callable, of which $536,000,000 bear 4½ per cent 
interest. In October, 1933, $6,268,000,000 of fourth Liberty Loan 
4% per cent bonds become callable. Irrespective of the desira- 
bility of retiring the $536,000,000 first Liberty Loan 4% per cent 
bonds and the $6,268,000,000 of fourth 414 per cent Liberty Loan 
bonds because of the high interest rate they bear, it is obvious 
that refunding operations must be undertaken in 1933, since it is 
unthinkable that $6,268,000,000 of obligations should be allowed to 
mature in the single year 1938. It is evident, therefore, that im- 
portant refunding operations must be undertaken both in the im- 
mediate and in the near future. 

SEES INCREASE IN PUBLIC DEBT THIS YEAR 


On June 30 our short-term debt amounted to something over 
$3,000,000,000. At that time it was reasonable to anticipate that 
ordinary debt retirements through sinking fund, foreign repay- 
ments, and other smaller amounts, would permit the reduction of 
the short-term debt by about $1,800,000,000 in the 3-year period 
ending June 30, 1933. Present indications are that there will be 
no decrease in the public debt but rather an increase this fiscal 
year, and a very material cut in the estimated debt retirement 
figures for 1932 and 1933. So that in the 3-year period the public 
debt will be reduced by probably not more than $800,000,000, or 
$900,000,000, leaving a short-term debt outstanding on June 30, 
1933, of approximately $2,200,000,000. This is altogether too large 
an amount in view of the necessity of making provision for the 
fourth Liberty Loan bonds in October, 1933. At least a billion 
dollars should be refunded sometime before that date. If to this 
be added $700,000,000 or more required for loans on adjusted-serv- 
ice certificates, it becomes apparent that, leaving out of considera- 
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tion the first 4% per cent Liberty Loan bonds, it will become 
necessary to undertake in the course of the next 28 months, ex- 
clusive of those of March 15 next, refunding operations to the 
extent of $1,000,000,000 and, in addition, to raise $700,000,000 more 
or less of new money which directly or indirectly must be obtained 
through the medium of long-term securities. 

Coming to the operations that must be confronted next March, 
if the Treasury is obliged to borrow $400,000,000 to take care of 
the poténtial loans that may have to be made until the June 
quarter day, the Treasury will be obliged to offer $1,500,000.000 
in securities in a single month, of which $1,100,000,000 will be of 
a refunding character and $400,000,000 will have to be sold to 
new buyers to obtain additional funds. 

CITES DIFFICULTY IN FINANCING 

The Treasury wishes earnestly to call attention of the commit- 
tee to the cumulative effect of all these factors which make the 
problem of current financing extraordinarily difficult, particularly 
in view of the desirability of the Government’s not making too 
great demands upon the investment market at this time. I 
regret that I can not, in view of the situation explained above, 
rr ed of the Treasury assuming the obligations imposed by 
this bill. 

I can not too urgently recommend that this measure should 
have consideration in order that it should be placed upon a basis 
which will not damage our whole financial position. 

Sincerely yours, 
A. MELLON, 


W. $ 
Secretary oj the Treasury. 
WILLIS C. HAWLEY, 
Chairman Committee on Ways and Means, 
House of Representatives. 
HOOVER AND LINCOLN 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I send to the desk an 
editorial appearing in the Washington News of last night, 
and ask unanimous consent that it be read, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
clerk will read as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

HOOVER'S LINCOLN 

Listening to the President's radio address last night we gath- 
ered that Lincoln was an early edition of Hoover. We learned 
that there was a close similarity between Hoover policies and what 
the policies of Lincoln would be were he living to-day. 

Lincoln would be pleased with the status of the negro to-day, we 
were told. We had supposed that Lincoln would be grieved by 
the nullification of the negro’s political, legal, and economic rights. 

Lincoln was a great party man, we were told. We had sup- 
posed that his indifference to party regularity drove him to form 
a new party. As to the Republican party, we were rather sur- 
prised to hear Hoover say that Lincoln’s “ tradition has dominated 
it to this day.” It had never occurred to us to link the name of 
the Liberator to the methods of Hoover's party managers, Huston 
and Lucas. 

“You will find,” said Hoover, “Lincoln addressing the country 
in strong and urgent support of the protective tariff.” We are 
still trying to figure out any connection between Lincoln’s desire 
to protect the infant industries of 1860 and Hoover's recent tariff 
subsidies to the giant no-longer-infant industries which dominate 
the Nation. 

To the 7,000,000 unemployed and equal number of part-time em- 
ployed, Hoover gave the solace that his Government has “ avoided 
the opiates of Government charity and the stifling of our national 
spirit of mutual self-help.” He added that this was “ Lincoln's 


We had supposed that Lincoln's way would be to feed the 


But after all, what we think or what Hoover thinks Lincoln 
might have done in 1931 is a rather futile guessing game best 
left to Republican politicians accustomed to using a great name 
for their own purposes. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, an inquiry. Who is 
the learned Theban who wrote that document which has just 
been read? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is an editorial from the 
Washington News of yesterday, presented by the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Author unknown? 

Mr. WHEELER. It is one of the many Scripps-Howard 
papers, and I presume this editorial will appear as one of 
the leading editorials in all of the Scripps-Howard papers 
throughout the United States, including California. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. The author thus far is unknown to 
the world, I take it? 

Mr. WHEELER. Oh, no. The editor of the paper is Mr. 
Lowell Mellett, and if the Senator has any remarks to make 
concerning the editor of the paper, I would be very pleased 
to have him make them at this time. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. He never wrote that article. 
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Mr. WHEELER. He is the editor of the paper, and his 
name appears just above the editorial. 


NOMINATION OF EUGENE MEYER 


Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, I would like at this time to 
present a unanimous-consent request for the consideration 
of the Senate. I ask that the clerk read it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed unanimous- 
consent agreement will be read for the information of the 
Senate. 

The Cuter CLERK. The Senator from New York proposes 
the following unanimous-consent request: 

Ordered (by unanimous consent), that on Saturday, February 21, 
1931, at 12 o’clock noon, the Senate proceed to the consideration, 
in executive session, of the nomination of Eugene Meyer to be a 
member of the Federal Reserve Board; that pending its considera- 
tion no other business shall be transacted except by unanimous 
consent, and that a vote on the question of the confirmation of 
the said nomination be had on Monday, February 23, 1931, at not 
later than 2 o'clock p. m. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
calling of a quorum. 

Mr. WAGNER. I am informed that the rules do not re- 
quire that. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I think we should have a quorum, 
and I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will call the 
roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, ‘and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


That would require the 


Ashurst Fess King Shipstead 
Barkley Fletcher La Follette Shortridge 
Bingham Prazier McGill Smith 

Black George McKellar Smoot 
Blaine Gillett McMaster Steiwer 
Blease Glass McNary Stephens 
Borah Glenn Morrison Swanson 
Bratton Goff Morrow Thomas, Idaho 
Brock Goldsborough Moses Thomas, Okla. 
Brookhart Gould Norbeck Townsend 
Broussard Hale Norris 

Bulkiey Harris Nye Tydings 
Capper Harrison Oddie Vandenberg 
Caraway Hatfield Partridge Wagner 
Carey Hayden Patterson Walcott 
Connally Hebert Phipps Walsh, Mass. 
Copeland Heflin Ransdell Walsh, Mont 
Couzens Howell Reed Waterman 
Cutting Johnson Robinson, Ark. Watson 
Dale Jones Robinson, Ind. 

Davis Kean Schall 

Dill Kendrick Sheppard 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Eighty-six Senators hay- 
ing answered to their names, a quorum is present. The 
Senator from New York proposes a unanimous-consent 
agreement, which will be read for the information of the 
Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The Senator from New York offers the 
following order: 

Ordered (by unanimous consent), that on Saturday, February 21, 
1931, at 12 o'clock noon, the Senate proceed to the consideration, 
in executive session, of the nomination of Eugene Meyer to be a 
member of the Federal Reserve Board; that pending its considera- 
tion no other business shall be transacted except by unanimous 
consent, and that a vote on the question of the confirmation of 
the said nomination be had on Monday, February 23, 1931, at not 
later than 2 o'clock p. m. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr, COUZENS. Mr. President, I am going to object to any 
unanimous-consent agreement of any kind until the ques- 
tion of World War veterans’ adjusted-compensation certifi- 
cates has been disposed of by the Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATIONS 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
16654) making appropriations for the legislative branch of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, 
and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill 
will be resumed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, under the heading ‘“ Senate—Office of the Secretary,” 
on page 3, line 3, before the words “ file clerk,” to strike out 
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“two executive clerks” and insert executive clerk,” and 
at the end of line 12, to strike out “$121,700” and insert 
“$118,520,” so as to read: 

Salaries: Secretary of the Senate, including compensation as 
disbursing officer of salaries of Senators and of contingent fund 
of the Senate, $8,000; assistant secretary, Henry M. Rose, $4,500; 
Chief Clerk, who shall perform the duties of reading clerk, $5,500 
and $1,000 additional so long as the position is held by the present 
incumbent; financial clerk, $5,000 and $1,000 additional so long 
as the position is held by the present incumbent; assistant finan- 
cial clerk, $4,200 and $600 additional so long as the position is 
held by the present incumbent; minute and journal clerk, $4,500 
and $1,000 additional so long as the position is held by the pres- 
ent incumbent; principal clerk, $3,840; legislative clerk, enroll- 
ing clerk, and printing clerk at $3,540 each; chief bookkeeper, 
$3,600; librarian, $3,360; executive clerk, file clerk, and assistant 
journal clerk at $3,180 each; first assistant librarian, and sooper 
of stationery at $3,120 each; assistant librarian, $2,460; skilled 
laborer, $1,740; clerks—two at $3,180 each, one $2,880, one $2,760, 
two at $2,400 each, two at $2,040 each; two assistant keepers of 
stationery at $2,040 each; assistant in stationery room, $1,740; 
messenger in library, $1,560; special officer, $2,460; assistant in 
library, $2,040; laborers—two at $1,620 each, three at $1,380 each, 
one in stationery room, $1,680; in all, $118,520. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Capitol 
Buildings and Grounds,” on page 24, line 3, after the words 
“city directory,” to strike out “$345,555” and insert 
“ $352,695,” so as to read: 

Capitol Buildings: For necessary expenditures for the Capitol 
Building and electrical substations of the Senate and House Office 
Buildings, under the jurisdiction of the Architect of the Capitol, 
including minor improvements, maintenance, repair, equipment, 
supplies, material, fuel oil, waste, and appurtenances; furnishings 
and office equipment; personal and other services; cleaning and 
repairing works of art; purchase or exchange, maintenance, and 
driving of motor-propelled passenger-carrying office vehicles; pay 
of superintendent of meters, and $300 additional for the main- 
tenance of an automobile for his use, who all gas 
and electric meters of the Government in the District of Columbia 
without additional compensation; and not exceeding $300 for the 
purchase of technical and necessary reference books, periodicals, 
and city directory; $352,695, of which $28,000 shall be immediately 
available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 4, to 
insert: 

The unexpended balance of the appropriation of $500,000 for the 
reconstruction of the Senate of the Capitol, contained in the 
legislative appropriation act for the fiscal year 1929, is hereby 
continued and made available until expended. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I hope this amendment will 
not be agreed to. This was originally an appropriation of 
$500,000 to change the Senate Chamber. The plan was to 
move it to the northward so it would be against the extreme 
outside north wall of this wing. The whole appropriation 
remains unexpended although it was made about three years 
ago. The plans that were prepared and submitted to the 
Rules Committee for the change were so unsatisfactory that 
no member of the committee was willing to proceed with the 
change according to those plans. The architects came back 
with a new set and still no one was satisfied with the plans. 

Mr. President, the Chamber in which we are meeting is 
acquiring a tradition. It is amply adequate for the work 
of the Senate. We are all accustomed to it and the country 
is accustomed to it. There is plenty of room here. The 
acoustics is good. The ventilation has been much im- 
proved. We get better air at all times and cool air in the 
summer time. Why not stay where we are and not spend 
$500,000, which comes out of an overtaxed Treasury, merely 
in order to give a momentary satisfaction to us of having 
changed the architecture of the Chamber? It may be that 
in generations to come that this will be far handsomer in 
their eyes than the Chamber we propose to build up against 
the north wall of the Senate wing. It may be they will 
like this Chamber better than anything our taste will pro- 
duce in this day. As long as this is adequate, as long as 
most of us are thoroughly well satisfied with it, and as long 
as an extravagance like this is not necessary in this time, 
let us not doit. Let us ourselves set the example of economy 
in things like this, which we are going to ask the rest of the 
country to follow. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Copetanp] is a member of the Rules Committee 
and is interested in this amendment. He stepped out of the 
Chamber for a moment, and it had been my intention to 
occupy the floor merely until he returned. I see that he has 
returned and is in his seat. 

While Iam on my feet, however, may I say that there is 
no intention so far as I know of spending the money imme- 
diately. It has already been appropriated and reappro- 
priated twice, but the appropriation will lapse now unless 
it is continued. It is true that the plans which have been 
prepared are not satisfactory, and that nothing will be done 
until satisfactory plans have been prepared. But I do hope 
that the Senator from Pennsylvania will withdraw his ob- 
jection for the reason that I believe it will be possible to 
prepare plans which would be attractive and, all questions 
of taste aside, would at least give this Chamber access to 
outside light and reflection from the sky, which would be 
far better for us than being in this bomb-proof cellar which 
was devised at a time when Senators were afraid lest some- 
body might throw a bomb into this body, at a time when 
presumably it was less popular than it is now, if such may 
possibly be the case. 

Mr. President, the idea is not to beautify the Chamber. 
It is to make it more healthy, as I am sure the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Corrtanp] will tell us in a few moments. 
It is a very striking fact and one which can not be too often 
called to the attention of Senators that there is no other 
body of this size in the world which has as high a death rate 
as this body. Out of the 96 Senators, during the past 7 or 8 
years at least 3 have died each year, and if there is anything 
that can be done to cause the Members of this body to enjoy 
greater health and to prolong their lives, it seems to me 
that no one should object to it even though future genera- 
tions may prefer the shape of this room to that which might 
be designed by the architects. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, we prepared some plans 
for remodeling the Chamber and after they had been more 
or less perfected serious opposition developed from the press 
gallery. Under the plans as they were proposed, in the 
first place the north wall of the Chamber was to be carried 
to the outside north wall of the Senate wing. The press 
gallery was to be located where the Members’ gallery now 
is. It was pointed out by members of the press gallery that 
that would be a serious objection to them, that they could 
not hear perhaps all that was said on the floor, and perhaps 
it would be to their disadvantage to miss some of it. 

However, a study of the plan reversed the seating arrange- 
ment so that the Vice President would sit where the main 
entrance door is toward the House side of the Capitol, and 
the press gallery would be a widened part of the space where 
the diplomatic gallery now is, with enough more added to 
give them ample room for their labors. 

Then more recently a subcommittee of the Committee on 
Rules, with the United States Bureau of Efficiency and the 
Bureau of Standards, have been making a survey of the fire 
hazards of this building. I hate to speak of this because it 
always makes us uncomfortable to think that we may be 
burned up. We seem to be more distressed about that than 
we may be about other things even more important. But 
the Bureau of Standards has reported this fact: 


The sloping wooden floors of the Senate and House legislative 
Chambers, built above fireproof floors with a space at the rear 
of the rooms of several feet between the floors, endanger these 
Chambers seriously. Fires might be started above the wooden 
floors or beneath them from the electric wiring or from careless- 
ness. The wooden flooring of the galleries and the wooden furni- 
ture add to the danger which involves not only the two legislative 
Chambers, but also the cloak rooms, retiring rooms, and adjacent 
committee rooms and offices. The only effective way to eliminate 
the fire hazard in the legislative Chambers lies in replacing the 
wooden floors with fireproof material, 


It develops that in the construction of this Chamber the 
fire hazards were not given the same consideration that 
they are given at present, and that the entire structure on 
which we stand and which we see here is of wood. A cig- 
arette dropped or a live wire beneath the floor would start a 
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fire which, unless given immediate.and prompt attention, 
would destroy the Chamber; not only destroy it structurally, 
but the smoke would destroy valuable frescoes and proper- 
ties in other parts of the building. 

The galleries which we see here are built upon wood. 
Even the walls are camoufiaged, in a sense, being merely 
plaster on wood, constituting what may be termed a “ tinder 
box,” which might readily take fire and destroy the Cham- 
ber and ruin the building. 

Mr. President, I was long ago convinced—and the position 
which I take is indorsed by very prominent medical and 
scientific advice—that nothing can be more insanitary or 
unhealthful than to live in a room devoid of natural light. 
We spend much time here in artificial light. At present the 
light from the ceiling is not sky shine or daylight; it is arti- 
ficial light. The only natural light coming into the Cham- 
ber is just a little bit that filters through the doorway at the 
east entrance and the doorway at the opposite entrance, 
causing a condition that is most dangerous to health. Un- 
fortunately the physical effects which come from such bad 
living conditions are most severe upon the Senators who are 
most faithful in their attendance here. A premium really is 
put upon absence. The Senators who come here day after 
day and live in this atmosphere—and I am speaking now of 
the physical atmosphere—are sure to suffer physically. 
Since I have been in the Senate, if I remember correctly, 36 
or 37 Senators have died. Of course, the majority of them 
would have died anyway, no doubt, but I have no question, 
Mr. President, that the life of many a faithful Senator has 
been shortened by living under these conditions. It is not 
normal; it is not proper that men should live in this way. 
It is not right that members of the press gallery who are 
faithful to their duty should be subjected to the conditions 
that prevail here. 

Mr. President and Senators, you know the story just as 
well as I do. On several occasions—I think this is probably 
the fifth or sixth occasion since I have been in the Senate— 
I have presented this matter. I have told of a blind asylum 
where it was thought since the inmates were blind they 
needed no expensive windows, and the building was erected 
without them. An elaborate system of ventilation was pro- 
vided, but only artificial light for the attendants; and the 
patients sickened and died because people can not live in 
that way. The ultra-violet rays of natural light, the sun- 
light, and the sky shine are just as necessary to the health 
of the people as the food they eat and the other natural 
agencies which come into play in promoting health and 
vigor. 

The seasons of the year when we have less sunshine than 
we have during the long days of summer and the sections 
of the world where people are deprived of sunlight are the 
times, the seasons, and the places where life is shortened 
and death comes too early. 

So far as I am personally concerned I have been blessed 
by heredity and by a kind Providence with a strong, vigor- 
ous body, and I am as capable of resisting the evil influences 
of this Chamber—speaking of the physical conditions—as 
any man in it; but I appeal to Senators to adopt the amend- 
ment, in the first place, because the lives of Senators are 
significant and, in my opinion, the country wants Senators 
to live under conditions which will make their bodies healthy 
bodies and their thinking clear thinking. 

It is important that we should have contacts with the 
outside world, not alone to make our thinking straight but 
that we may have the sky shine coming through the great 
windows which it is proposed to place in the north wall in 
order that natural light may penetrate here. In addition, 
however, to the arguments which I have used every time 
I have spoken heretofore, I now refer to the necessity of 
the protection of this valuable building against fire, which 
is likely at any time to shock us. I am not now speaking 
about that phase of the subject so much as it relates to the 
saving of life, because it is quite probable that in the daytime 
or when we are in session there would be easy escape from 
the building; but if we were to wake up in the morning and 
read that this beautiful structure had been ruined or the 
building had been mutilated we could hardly face our con- 
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stituents or the public. I appeal to my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania to withdraw his opposition. I think we should permit 
provision to be made for improving conditions here. 

So far as the immediate use of the money is concerned, I 
will speak of that in a moment. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield to the Senator from California. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. When is it proposed to go forward 

with the work of reconstructing this room or the Senate 
portion of the building? What is the law with respect to 
that, and who is to determine the question? 
- Mr. COPELAND. The Committee on Rules will determine 
the question. But here are the practical difficulties asso- 
ciated with the remodeling. If this debate had occurred last 
fall, and we had then determined to make the appropria- 
tion available, the plans could have been perfected, and we 
might be ready on the 4th of March to go forward with the 
work; but questions have arisen as regards the plans which 
have been prepared, particularly the question of acoustics. 

Mr. Lynn, whom I regard as a very able man and a faith- 
ful servant of the public, is very anxious indeed, before any 
attempt shall be made at remodeling so radically this Cham- 
ber, that the plans may be restudied, particularly with ref- 
erence to the acoustics; because it would be a calamity, in- 
deed, if we were to make this a beautiful structure in 
appearance and yet find it unsuitable because of inability 
to hear. That is the first item, and it takes time to find 
out about it. In the next place, we should have the stone 
ready from the quarry, whatever stone may be selected; and 
also the main timbers, the structural material, the steel, 
and so forth, must be prepared. It is utterly impossible to 
think of undertaking the work this year; and, of course, if 
it shall not be done this year, it can not probably be carried 
on next year, because there will then be a long session, and 
much work must be done by Mr. Lynn in the study of these 
plans. As one member of the Committee on Rules, the pur- 
pose I have in mind, if this amendment shall be accepted, 
is that Mr. Lynn shall be instructed to go forward with a 
study of the plans and with securing advice regarding the 
acoustics and the other questions involved. That is going to 
take some time, and he ought not to be embarrassed or 
hurried, for he has now many projects upon his shoulders; 
but what I am seeking is merely to continue the appropria- 
tion until such time as wisdom shall dictate that the work 
should proceed. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Who finally will pass on the plans 
or the designs for remodeling the Chamber? 

Mr. COPELAND. The Committee on Rules. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. And no further action will be re- 
quired by the Senate or by Congress? 

Mr. COPELAND. No; no further action will be required; 
but, needless to say, any Senator who has views or thoughts 
regarding the matter would be given the freest opportunity 
to express them. I have no doubt that we probably would 
have proceeded long ago except for an objection which was 
raised. I am glad that objection was made; I think it was 
a proper one, because it would not have been right to put 
the members of the press gallery in a section so remote, if 
I may say so, from the Democratic side. Anyway, however, 
the proposed arrangement provides for the press gallery 
larger space and better rooms. The press gallery is con- 
stantly increasing in its membership; it needs more space. 
I think I am right in saying that there are nearly 100 mem- 
bers of the press gallery. Of course, they are not always 
here; but when important events are transpiring they are 
here. They are crowded; it is impossible to give them 
adequate space to enable them to hear all that is said, and 
their working space also is very limited. So I trust Senators 
will accept the amendment and will let the appropriation be 
continued until such time as it shall seem wise to go for- 
ward with the reconstruction of the Senate Chamber. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I have not been ashamed, 
metaphorically, to sit at the feet of the Senator from New 
York [Mr. CorkLAND] to glean much wisdom. As his service 
here has lengthened out, my admiration for his character 
and for his ability has increased, until I feel for him a fond- 
ness almost akin to that of a brother. 
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Mr. COPELAND. I thank the Senator from Arizona. 

Mr. ASHURST. When the Senator from New York argues 
in favor of some particular question it requires more than 
ordinary mental strength on my part to oppose a proposi- 
tion which he has studied with care and which he advocates. 

However accustomed as I am to follow his views on most 
public questions, upon this occasion I can not agree with 
his conclusions. I feel keenly on this particular question, 
and doubtless the Senator from New York feels keenly. I 
would cut a foolish figure to attempt to argue against his 
conclusions respecting any program looking toward the 
health of Senators. I admit my incapacity and inability to 
meet him in argument respecting the particular question of 
what may or may not involve the health of Senators. With- 
out wishing to be facetious, suffice it to say that valetudi- 
narians come to the Senate and remain here for many 
years. It is within our knowledge that men with whom we 
have served have remained here for 30 years. Only re- 
cently we committed to his final resting place one of, our 
beloved colleagues who had been here for 35 years or more. 
So with deference to the able and warm-hearted Senator 
from New York, I fail to perceive that the present or even 
the past arrangements of the Senate Chamber have been 
deleterious to the health of Senators. The country does not 
believe the Chamber is an unhealthy place, because in our 
several States are men who are willing to take their chances 
here if they can secure the support of the electorate. 
(Laughter.] 

The question of economy does enter into a consideration 
of this question. This proposed change would necessitate 
an expenditure at no remote date of $500,000—a consider- 
able and sizable sum to spend for our own comfort and con- 
venience. But to my mind there are larger questions in- 
volved than the question even of economy, important as it 
is. Possibly I am too sentimental; but, Mr. President, this 
Chamber is one of the memorials of the rise and the tri- 
umphant progress of a great nation. Whatever others may 
say or we may think, the Senate is one of the important 
forums of human freedom; it is the only place in all the 
world where the people's servants may say what they please 
at any time and at any length without intimidation. 

Mr. President, the Senate Chamber is not only a very 
great memorial of the triumphant progress of a powerful 
Nation but clustering around this very Chamber are frag- 
ments of history pregnant with the great events of the 
latter half of the last century and the early part of the 
present century. We should, in my judgment, alter the 
arrangement of this Chamber only for the most overwhelm- 
ing reasons. 

When the construction of the Capital was begun our 
country was destitute of what is called architecture and 
Europeans who visited this country were inclined to smile 
patronizingly upon our modest attempts at art, but when 
the House wing of the Capitol in 1857 and the Senate wing 
in 1859 were added, and its beautiful white dome was later 
erected, men familiar with architecture and of refined judg- 
ment, skilled in the fine arts, said that America had made 
the happiest hit of the century in architecture in that her 
great Capitol, white as it is, with its wings outstretched, 
appeared as if some giant bird had peacefully alighted 
safely on a hill. So, in my judgment, the arrangements of 
the building on the exterior as well as the interior are 
superb. 

Mr. President, sitting as you do in your seat, you may, 
with the clear vision which you possess on all things, descry, 
if these doors are open, the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives 640 feet away. It was another architectural 
“hit” to which Europeans familiar with the fine arts 
adverted. 

I do not share the belief that there is serious danger 
from fire. Since the Senate began its sessions here in, I 
think, January, 1859, we have not been in danger from a 
conflagration. There has been no fire of any considerable 
consequence. Moreover, nothing in this world, Mr. Presi- 
dent—nothing in the transitory and fleeting existence we 
undergo and endure here in this world—is permanent in a 
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large sense. It is impossible, in a true sense of the word, 
to build a Senate Chamber that could not be destroyed by 
some fire. 

It gives me no pleasure to disagree with the conclusions 
of my beloved friend, the Senator from New York; but I 
beg Senators not to be swept off their feet. The American 
people have grown accustomed to this Chamber. It is 
eligible for our purposes; it is poignant with the history 
of our country. Its architecture is ample, and I will say 
superb, for all the purposes for which it was created. 

So far as the press gallery is concerned, it is able to take 
care of itself at any time. It is not a part of my policy 
in public life to pay much attention to the press. They 
will take care of themselves, and will take care of us also; 
so I am not particularly concerned about that feature, except 
that the press is entitled to a commodious and convenient 
place in the Chamber, in which to see, hear, and report. 

The present arrangement of the Chamber, in my judg- 
ment, could not easily be improved upon; and quite likely— 
if you will pardon me for using a word that is used only 
in the British House of Lords—we would probably “ worsen” 
it. It is very doubtful if we could improve it in any way. 

Here is the Vice President facing the Speaker of the 
House, the press gallery facing the Senate, with ample space 
in the press gallery, and their room behind where they may 
prepare their dispatches. Then, surrounding the Chamber 
are seats adequate to seat a thousand persons; and whilst 
at times we implore our colleagues to speak louder because 
of confusion in the Chamber, and whilst at times some one 
in the gallery may not hear every word we utter, I have 
never yet heard a Senator, even of poor audition, complain 
of the acoustic properties of the Senate Chamber. 

The Chamber’s facilities for debate, its conveniences for 
public occasions, the fragrant and fascinating history clus- 
tering around it, the architecture of which it forms a part, 
plus and added to the fact that we are wholly uncertain 
as to what might come from a rearrangement, make me feel 
that we would be liable to commit a tragic blunder if we 
were to attempt at this time, without overwhelming reasons, 
to change the architecture of this Chamber. 

Here is a commodious and majestic and ample Chamber, 
with committee rooms surrounding, whence the Senators 
may come from their committee meetings into the Chamber 
without any trouble and without delay. 

I have brought forward all the arguments that now occur 
to me. No sound argument appears to me for any change 
in the arrangement of the Chamber; and many, many argu- 
ments exist as to why we should not make a change. 

My opposition to a change of the Chamber may be 
ascribed to the fact that I am getting old-fashioned. Well, 
be it so; I shall rest peacefully under that epithet; I have a 
feeling of respect and admiration for the man who regret- 
fully sees a great memorial of the heroic past disappear. 

Too many of the memorials in this city—memorials con- 
secrated to liberty and freedom, to valor, sacrifice, eloquence, 
and history—are now disappearing. The advance of indus- 
try and of business year by year, month by month, removes 
some mark of a precious past. Let us, if you please, with ' 
most profound respect for the ability and the warm-hearted- 
ness of my good friend from New York, keep the old Senate 
Chamber as it was. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I want to tell these Senators 
who wish the Senate Chamber changed, remodeled, and 
made into such an ideal and healthy place, as my good friend 
from New York [Mr. Coretanp] is seeking to do, that you 
are sowing the seeds of senatorial ambition in the brain of 
countless politicians who will blossom out as candidates for 
the Senate by the dozens when you are ready to run again. 
Senators, as soon as they find out what a splendid health 
resort the newly constructed Senate Chamber is they will 
stay awake late at night planning and scheming to come 
here. [Laughter.] 

If this is such an unhealthy place, so dangerous to the 
physical well-being of Senators, is it not exceedingly strange 
that in generation after generation so many men will exert 
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themselves to the uttermost to get elected to a place where 
such unhealthy conditions surround them every minute and 
death stands threatening them all the time? [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, on the contrary I have seen men come here 
who were thin and frail and in a little while after living 
and laboring in this invigorating and health-restoring at- 
mosphere become healthy and strong. The late Senator 
from Wyoming, Mr. Warren, grew stronger through the 
years of his service here, and was keenly alert and active 
until he had served some thirty-odd years in the Senate, 
longer than any other man ever served here continuously. 
He was nearly 90 years old when he died. 

I see around me to-day fine, wide-awake, robust Senators 
who seem to be enjoying the best of health, and I have asked 
several of them if they were going to resign if the Senate 
should decide to leave this splendid, historic old Chamber 
as it is; and, Mr. President, without a single exception, 
eyeryone with whom I have talked have assured me that 
he would not resign. ([Laughter.] So it is gratifying to 
know that we are not going to lose their services even if 
this historic old Hall shall remain as it is. 

The truth is, Mr. President, that this is a place of oppor- 
tunity and service. A very inviting and fascinating place. 
Every Senator here will support me in the statement that 
every ambitious citizen in every State in the Union regards 
it as such. [Laughter.] Practically every Member of the 
House has his eye on and yearns for a seat in the Senate. 
{Laughter.] And, oh, how they do regard this place, un- 
healthy as it is, as the goal of their ambition while we here 
to-day are told that in this place “death rides on every 
passing breeze and lurks in every flower.” [Laughter.] 

I realize, Mr. President, what a terrible thing it is for 
Senators to have to come in here and work for the great 
American masses who sent them here under such trying, 
such hard and terrible health-breaking conditions. And yet, 
Mr. President and Senators, you know that in spite of all 
these things that when a United States Senator dies, lo, 
around his empty shoes the hungry legions swarm. [Laugh- 
ter.] No, Mr. President, they are not afraid to risk their 
health here. They are not even afraid to risk their all to 
come here and serve in the Senate. 

I submit, Mr. President, that such an inviting, such a 
charming, such a beautiful and fascinating place as that 
ought not to be mutilated and changed; and when you 
change this historic old Hall, you violate a principle in which 
the Bible says: 

Remove not the ancient landmarks of the fathers. 


Thousands of fathers have come here young, and they 
have served and grown gray in the service, many of them, 
until pressed by time, they drooped and died of “sheer 
old age.” God bless those old patriarchs. And yet we are 
told that this Senate Chamber must be changed. Do not 
bother about that. Do not worry in the least. There will 
always be plenty of candidates seeking places in the Senate. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. President, a desire to come to this place is of robust 
growth in every State in the Union; and as long as you 
have that situation you will never find the seats in this 
Chamber empty when Congress is called to assemble. 
(Laughter.] 3 

Why, old Senator Pettus from my State—I helped to elect 
him here when he was 75 years old; and he grew stronger 
and more vigorous until, pressed by time, he fell and died 
86, nearly 87 years old. 

Senator Morgan, of my State, one of the greatest in- 
tellects that ever sat in this body, served here some thirty 
years and died away up in the eighties, 

So I submit to my friend that statistics are “agin” him. 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I desire to add just one in- 
stance to those given by our friend from Alabama [Mr. 
HEFLIN]. 

Mr. Shuey, the veteran reporter of the Senate, is 86 years 
old. He came into the service of the Senate in 1868. In 
spite of the unhealthy conditions of this Chamber about 
which we have been shuddering, he who has been here for 
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63 years, and is still “ going strong,” has been in the Cham- 
ber longer, probably, each legislative day, than any Senator 
in the body. As we all know, he spends nearly all of his 
time at the tables here in front of the clerks, and he has 
stood this unhealthy condition for 63 years. 

If the Chamber has contained such characters as that, it 
would seem to be not necessarily immediately fatal. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I want to add just one 
word to what the Senator from Pennsylvania has said. 

Mr, Shuey has not only served all that time here, but I 
believe he has been in the Senate Chamber practically every 
day the Senate has been in session during the entire period 
of 63 years; and I want to say just this about Mr. Shuey: 
No man ever did his duty more faithfully, more splen- 
didly, more honestly and sincerely than Mr. Shuey; and I 
wish for him many, many, many, many more days here in 
this body. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I have been very much 
entertained by what has been said. 

Before I came into the Senate I had been for a long time 
health commissioner of New York City. We became im- 
pressed with the idea that the oysters which came out of 
certain beds on the south shore of Long Island were not 
safe to be consumed by the citizens of my city. We had 
a meeting of the board of health to announce to the oyster 
men that it was in the mind of the board to close those 
bays and not permit the sale of the oysters coming there- 
from. We felt that way about it because a million gallons 
of sewage was being dumped into the bays in question, 
21 typhoid carriers were living in the section, and fecal 
matter was found floating over oyster beds. It did seem 
as if on account of the conditions any foodstuff coming 
from those waters was improper to be sold in our community. 

We had a meeting of the board of health, and there were 
brought before the board 17 men varying in age from 87 
to 103; men who had always lived on the banks of those 
bays and had always eaten those oysters. That was said 
to be proof conclusive that oysters grown under such cir- 
cumstances were entirely wholesome. 

I realize that Mr. Shuey and I are vigorous men of our 
years and that we have resisted very well the surroundings 
of the Chamber. But once more, lest the matter simply be 
laughed out of court, let me say to Senators here that they 
need not accept my word regarding the conditions. They 
have been surveyed and a report made to the Committee 
on Rules, bringing together the expert advice of men who 
know about the importance of sunlight, sky shine, and fresh 
air, and there is no difference of opinion as to the fact 
that men who live under the surroundings of this Chamber 
are living in an improper atmosphere. Simply because 
Mr. Shuey and I live on is no reason at all why we need 
not feel that others may be adversely affected. 

While it is a matter of no concern to me personally 
except as regards my general attitude toward the public 
health, I do feel that this is a thing with which we should 
go forward and not change our course. We have adopted 
this before. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
New York yield to me? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 

Mr. SWANSON. As I understand, this proposition has 
passed the Senate, and we are about to act on it again. 
We called a meeting of the Committee on Rules to ascer- 
tain what the effect of the change would be. We ascer- 
tained from that hearing that there would be exactly the 
same air system of bringing air into the Chamber if we had 
the windows that we now have, the same air they have 
in the House of Representatives; that the air would be the 
same, brought in through the same system. The only ques- 
tion was whether we would get some sunshine from these 
windows which were to be put in. I have been in favor of it 
because I had an idea we were to have an entire new system 
of getting air, that the present system was bad, and I was 
Willing, if the air was bad and we were to have a new system, 
that this Chamber, with all the historic associations, should 
be destroyed. 
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Mr. COPELAND. The ventilation system would be used 


ascertained that the only question was whether we would | in the wintertime, but we get no ultra-violet rays through 


get more sunshine by extending the Chamber to the north, 
where the sun shines very little. The air that comes in 
here each day when the sun is shining is invigorated with 
the violet rays from the sun. 

When I reached the conclusion that the only thing we 
would get for this tremendous expenditure, and after de- 
stroying this Chamber with its historic associations, was a 
few minutes of sunshine that would be on the north side of 
this Chamber, I voted against it, and I am opposed to it. 

I have not heard from these experts anything except a 
mere statement that the Chamber would be improved if we 
extended it to the north. We could not put the windows up. 
I do not see where there would be enough change to justify- 
ing destroying this historic Chamber, especially when 95 per 
cent of the people of America have the same office sur- 
roundings that we have. I was in favor of this change until 
I asked the committee to summon before it the experts, be- 
fore we entered upon it, to let us see what we would get. 
I know all about these oysters. That is a different propo- 
sition. When I was Governor of Virginia I had a survey 
made of the oyster fields, and wherever there was any doubt 
about their being pure we stopped the sale of the oysters. 
But I would like to hear any really scientific man tell me 
why this entire Chamber should be destroyed, with all its 
historic associations, in order to get such a, little sunshine as 
would come in if we extended the Chamber and put in 
windows. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. SWANSON. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I simply wanted to confirm what the 
Senator from Virginia said with reference to the little sun- 
shine. The trouble is that the lobby back of the Vice Presi- 
dent’s desk, in which most of us spend a good deal of time, 
gets now what sunshine there is. So that there would be 
very little additional fresh air available for the Senate 
Chamber than we are now able to get, even though we may 
not be in the Chamber. 

Mr. SWANSON. I fully agree with the Senator; when 
Senators are speaking, and the Senate is in a perpetual state 
of talking, most Senators go out there and get the sun- 
shine there. The speaker can not get it. But when the 
speaker concludes, he usually goes out and gets the sunshine. 
I was for the change, and voted for it, until I saw what 
little benefit would accrue from it. I reversed my position 
after hearing the evidence. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I have been much inter- 
ested in what the Senator from Virginia has said, although 
I confess I have not followed him in his scientific conclusion. 

I shall always regret, may I say to the Senator, that I was 
not at the meeting where the matter to which he has re- 
ferred was discussed. It so happened that I was absent in 
New York on the day the resolution came in from the press 
gallery. It was said, I understand, that there would be no 
outside air. That is not the case. If this plan is adopted, 
there are to be three great windows, to go from the floor 
clear up to the ceiling, and portions of those windows are to 
be readily opened. 

Mr. SWANSON. In the wintertime? 

Mr. COPELAND. Not in the wintertime. 

Mr. SWANSON. We are in session mostly in the winter 
time. 

Mr. COPELAND. But any man who has sat here, as we 
will, in the spring days, in a sultry place, in spite of the 
improvement in the ventilation, knowing that if those win- 
dows could be opened we could get God’s fresh air and the 
breezes from outside, any Senator who is interested in 
health, would be interested. I know Senators sit in the 
room back of the President’s chair, between there and the 
marble room, where there is no air at all. It is an outra- 
geous place from the standpoint of ventilation. 

Mr. SWANSON. I ask the Senator this question. As I 
understand, the ventilation system would not be changed 
at all. Is that true? 


the air that comes in. We get the sky shine. It is not neces- 
sary to have direct sunshine. 

Mr. SWANSON. This thing was discussed for hours and 
hours, and I favored it, until I ascertained there was to be 
no change in the ventilation system, no change in anything, 
except the possibility of getting some sunshine out there in 
the wintertime, and having the windows open in the sum- 
mer. If that is true, I do not think it justifies the change. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the sun does not shine in the 
north. It is only sky shine. 

Mr. SWANSON. I was in favor of this proposition. I 
sat here and voted for it, and the members of the press 
gallery asked me to look into it. I said, “Let us have a 
meeting of the committee and investigate it, and see what 
the changes are, what the benefits are, what the profit 
would be.” 

“Do you change the ventilation? ” 

s No.” 

“ Is this air coming in here through water, and cleaned? ” 

“ Yes.” 

Is there any proposition to change the ventilation?“ 

oe No.” 

What benefit do we get for this expenditure, destroying 
this magnificent Chamber, which is unequaled almost in 
the world? 

When we stay here in July and August we might put the 
windows up. The noise and dust would come in, and when 
I realized that there was to be no benefit except the pos- 
sibility of a little sunshine on the north side, I reversed my 
position. I said, “I am opposed to it.” I have not yet heard 
any argument which changed my position. I would like to 
have the Senator tell me whether the ventilation system is 
to be changed. Would we get any more fresh air for nine- 
tenths of the time? We would get the same ventilation, 
the same air, except that there might be a little sunshine 
from the north; and I have never gotten any from the north 
yet since I have been in this country. You might south 
of the equator. We could put the windows up in July and 
August. 

Mr. SMITH. And we would get the same hot air, 

Mr. SWANSON. The same hot air. The Senate will 
continue to have it, and the Senator from South Carolina 
will indulge in it to an unlimited extent, as he has in the 
past. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, it is very apparent to me 
that this important matter is to be laughed out of court. I 
am entirely satisfied to have it go that way if the Senate so 
decides. But it is perfectly silly for any man to stand here 
and say that health depends upon fresh air alone. There is 
no system of artificial ventilation that was ever devised by 
man that is a substitute for light, not one. Senators may 
think because air which has been denatured, and destroyed, 
largely, by the process of bringing it in, is being pumped in, 
that is a thing which has to do with their welfare. That is 
not true at all. If there is anything in science, and in the 
conclusions of science, it is that there must be light in order 
for people to live. Let a plant be brought up in the dark— 
I do not care how perfect the ventilation of the room in 
which it is supposed to grow is—it is a white, withered thing, 
and the blood of every Senator here is whitened and low- 
ered in its vigor by him being compelled to live under these 
conditions. 

Nobody has ever said that sunshine comes in from the 
north; but the same light, the same virtue, the same ele- 
ments that have to do with growth of the plant, and the 
welfare of the animal, and the welfare of the human being, 
are found in sky shine, in the light which comes from the 
sky, which is reflected from the sun. 

Go ahead. I will outlive a lot of you anyhow, but I want 
to say that you have entirely disregarded a new element, 
which is the element of fire. If a fire comes some day in 
this historic Chamber and all the things which make its 
history fascinating shall be destroyed in an hour, it is your 
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fault, because by this reconstruction we could make this not 
only a place of health but we could make it a place of safety 
against destruction by fire. 

Let Senators do as they think best. I have done my part 
conscientiously, and put the matter before the Senate, and I 
shall be content with the decision of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon 
agreeing to the amendment proposed by the committee as 
amended. 

The amendment as amended was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 24, line 22, before the word of, to strike out 
“ $256,726 ” and insert “ $261,326,” so as to read: 

Capitol Grounds: For care and improvement of grounds sur- 
rounding the Capitol, Senate and House Office Buildings; Capitol 
power plant; personal and other services; care of trees; plantings; 
fertilizers; repairs to pavements, walks, and roadways; purchase of 
waterproof wearing apparel; and for snow removal by hire of men 
and equipment or under contract without compliance with sections 
3709 (U. S. C., title 41, sec. 5) and 3744 (U. S. C., title 40, sec. 16) 
of the Revised Statutes; $261,326, of which $158,000 shall be imme- 
diately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 14, after the 
word “agent,” to strike out “$191,963” and insert $221,- 
463, of which $9,000 shall be immediately available,” so as 
to read: 

Senate Office Building: For maintenance, miscellaneous items 
and supplies, including furniture, furnishings, and equipment and 
for labor and material incident thereto and repairs thereof; and 
for personal and other services for the care and operation of 
the Senate Office Building, under the direction and supervision 
of the Senate Committee on Rules, acting through the Architect 
of the Capitol, who shall be its executive agent, $221,463, of which 
$9,000 shall be immediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 15, to 
insert: 

Completion of Senate Office Building: To complete the Senate 
Office Building by the erection of the First Street wing; the archi- 
tectural treatment of the C Street side; the completion of all ap- 
proaches to the building as are now incomplete and the land- 
scape treatment of the court, in accordance with the report of 
the Architect of the Capitol to the United States Senate dated 
November 29, 1929, with such modifications as the Senate may 
direct, to be immediately available and to remain available until 
expended, $3,079,350, to be expended by the Architect of the Cap- 
itol under the supervision of the Senate Office Building Commis- 
sion, without compliance with sections 3709 and 3744 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States. And the Architect of the 
Capitol is hereby authorized, within the appropriations herein 
made, to enter into contracts in the open market, to make ex- 
penditures for material, supplies, equipment, technical and refer- 
ence books and instruments, ad 


employ all necessary ngin 

sistants without regard to section 35 of the public buildings act, 
approved June 25, 1910, as amended. Appropriations made here- 
under to be disbursed by the disbursing officer of the Interior 
Department. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I want to say just a word 
with reference to the amendment. When it was first sug- 
gested I felt very much inclined to oppose it. I did not 
think, with all the work going on about Washington City, 
that we were justified in appropriating some $3,000,000 to 
go further with the addition to the Senate Office Building. 
But let me call attention to this fact. I was assured by 
those who claimed to know, and who I had reason to believe 
do know, that there are from 15 to 20 Senators, if not more, 
who have but two rooms for their offices. 

I know that the work of Senators is increasing every year. 
I know that a Senator with four or more clerks—and 
there are none with fewer—can not get along very well with 
only two rooms. He must have some privacy. He must 
have some means of meeting the people from his State in a 
private sort of way. That fact and that fact alone led me to 
believe that we ought to make provision for the completion 
of the Senate Office Building. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I suppose 
it is futile to attempt to oppose the amendment, but I think 
we are making a very serious mistake. It seems to me to 
add this additional wing to the Senate Office Building is 
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going to make less desirable every inside room in the build- 
ing. It certainly will curtail ventilation and is likely to in- 
terfere with the light. What we will have, after the com- 
pletion of the additional wing, will be a mad scramble for 
outside rooms and no Senator willing to take inside rooms. 
I think it is better for new Senators to carry on for a 
couple of years with two rooms with the assurance that 
when they do get three rooms they will have them well 
ventilated and well lighted, than to have three rooms im- 
mediately, one-half of which will naturally be inside rooms 
and dark and not having the opportunity of being ventilated 
such as is enjoyed at the present time. 

The inside rooms are among the most desirable at the 
present time. It seems to me it is plain common sense that 
walling in the fourth side of the building is going to make 
the inside rooms very much less desirable. Personally I 
have no complaint to make because I have outside rooms, 
but I advise those who have inside rooms to get ready to 
secure outside rooms if this addition goes through. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, may I inquire what is the 
proposed plan? I did not understand it, as I just came into 
the Chamber. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. It is to build an additional 
wing and make a quadrangle building out of the Senate Of- 
fice Building. I suggest that we pause before we run madly 
into this matter. After all, how much of a hardship is it? 
We have all been through it. I come from a large State; I 
have a fairly large mail and a fairly large number of callers. 
I occupied two rooms for three years. It was unpleasant 
and there was some discomfort, but what harm is there in 
having 15 or 20 new Senators for a year or two being con- 
tent with two rooms, with the assurance that finally they 
will get three good rooms, whether inside or outside rooms, 
and that they will be properly ventilated and are not going 
to be inside of a tunnel? 

Perhaps that is exaggerating the picture a little, because 
I can appreciate that the open space within the quadrangle 
is so large that perhaps there will not be the discomforts I 
suggest about the inside rooms. But I am sure that it will 
be found that nobody wants to take inside rooms in the 
building after the additional wing is built. I think we 
should let the building stand as it is, let new Members have. 
two rooms, and then when they get three rooms, whether 
inside or outside rooms, they will know that the rooms will 
be desirable, comfortable, well ventilated, and amply lighted. 

Mr. President, I hope the amendment will not be agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, recurring to the item just 
agreed to, I think the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WatsxH] is correct. It seems to me the amount appropriated 
is entirely too large. I can not conceive of closing up the 
quadrangle of the Senate Office Building costing over 
$3,000,000. 

Mr. JONES. I will say to the Senator that the amount 
covers really more than that. It covers a sort of change 
and rearrangement along the north side of the Senate Office 
Building, which, of course, is going to front the Union 
Station Plaza. It covers some approaches that will have to 
be made and finished. This is the estimate of the Architect 
of the Capitol. 

Mr. KING. What is the appropriation of $500,000 for? 

Mr. JONES. That is just for the one entrance upon 
which work is proceeding now. Of course, when we get the 
work completed there will be an additional entrance. It is 
contemplated, and I think very properly so, that there 
should be a change along the north side of the building 
fronting the Union Station. The real main front of the 
building ought to be put in nice shape architecturally. 

Mr. KING. As I understand it, the appropriation. of 
$500,000 is for that purpose. 

Mr. JONES. No; the appropriation of $500,000 is esti- 
mated to be the cost of the new entrance that is under way 
now, the Delaware Avenue entrance. It is an expensive 
proposition. 
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Mr. KING. I understand the appropriation of $500,000 is 
being devoted to making changes upon the entire north side 
of the building? 

Mr. JONES. No; except as connected with the Delaware 
Avenue entrance. 

Mr. KING. But the $500,000, as I understand it, takes 
care of the entrance and makes such changes as are deemed 
necessary on the north side of the building. 

Mr. JONES. Oh, no; the Senator is mistaken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. May the Chair suggest 
that this sum of money is to be used not only to complete 
the entrance at the Delaware Avenue corner of the building, 
but also to put carvings and pilasters and other ornamenta- 
tions on the north side of the building toward the Union 
Station, and also to carry out the original architect’s plans 
for a terrace along the north side of the building. The main 
entrance is to be completed according to the original plans 
of the architect of 1906. If the Chair may be permitted to 
continue, it will be remembered that the late Vice President 
Marshall referred to the Senate Office Building as having a 
Queen Ann front and a Mary Ann back. 

Mr. KING. The chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations has stated the use to which the $500,000 is to be 
put, as I understand it. It is to take care of the north side 
of the building and to make the necessary changes there. 
The $3,000,000 is merely to complete the east wing, if I may 
use that term, of the Senate Office Building. 

_ Mr. JONES. Not entirely. The very language of the item 
shows that it covers more than that: 

To complete the Senate Office Building by the erection of the 
First Street wing; the architectural treatment of the C Street side; 
the completion of all approaches to the building as are now incom- 
plete, and the landscape treatment of the court, in accordance 
with the report of the Architect of the Capitol to the United 
States Senate dated November 29, 1929, with such modifications as 
the Senate may direct. 

The architect estimates the cost of that work at this 
amount of money. 

Mr. KING. It seems to me a most extravagant appro- 
priation to take more than $3,000,000 to close that open 
space and to make changes in the landscape of the interior 
lawn or plaza. I regard it as entirely too much. I should 
be glad to move to cut down the appropriation, but I know 
it would be futile. I think it is very unwise that we should 
make such an expenditure at this time. Moreover, there 
are enough rooms, as I recall it, in the Capitol and in the 
Senate Office Building to give three rooms to each Senator. 
It seems to me with a proper allocation and distribution of 
rooms each Senator would have at least three rooms. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions was, on page 26, after line 13, to insert: 

The unexpended balance of the appropriation of $500,000 for 
the completion of the approach to the Senate Office Building 
at the corner of Delaware Avenue and C Street NE., in general 
conformity with other treatments adjoining such building at the 
main entrance thereto, contained in the legislative appropriation 


‘act for the fiscal year 1931, is hereby continued and made avail- 
able for the same purposes for the fiscal year 1932. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 24, before the 
word “of,” to strike out $198,265 ” and insert $201,245,” 
so as to read: 


House Office Building: For maintenance, including miscellane- 
ous items, and for all necessary services, $201,245, of which $26,000 
shall be immediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, at the end of line 
17, to strike out $359,450 ” and insert $362,070,” so as to 
read: 


Capitol power plant: For lighting, heating, and power for the 
Capitol, Senate and House Office Buildings, Supreme Court Build- 
ing, Congressional Library Buildings, and the grounds about the 
same, Botanic Garden, House garage, folding and storage rooms 
of the Senate, Government Printing Office, and Washington City 
post office; personal and other services, engineering instruments, 
fuel, oil, materials, labor, advertising, and purchase of waterproof 
wearing apparel, in connection with the maintenance and opera- 
tion of the heating, lighting, and power plant, $362,070. 
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Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, is that an increase to take 
care of some of the underpaid clerks? 

Mr. JONES. Les. 

Mr. COUZENS. What is the sense of going through this 
motion of putting through these increases when the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations know they are going to yield 
on the matter in conference? 

Mr. JONES. Of course, the committee clerks have had 
the bill prepared for some little time. We thought it was 
wiser for us to wait until the House had acted and the 
matter was closed up in that way, and then in conference 
we could let these items go out. I appreciate the Senator’s 
suggestion, but I think really the best way is to wait until 
the final conclusion of the matter and then we can take these 
items out. 

Mr. COUZENS. As a matter of fact, it is a perfectly silly 
procedure to go through, to have the Senate agree to all of 
these amendments and then recede after they go to con- 
ference. I do not approve of it. I think the amendments 
ought to be rejected now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, under the subhead “ Library Building and grounds,” on 
page 28, line 5, after the word “law,” to strike out $46,960 ” 
and insert “ $50,980,” so as to read: 

Salaries: For chief engineer and all other personal services at 
rates of pay provided by law, $50,980. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the heading “ Botanic 
Garden,” on page 30, line 3, before the word “all,” to strike 
out “$102,082 ” and insert $103,282,” so as to read: 

Salaries: For the director and other personal services, $103,282, 
all under the direction of the Joint Committee on the Library: 
Provided, That the quarters, heat, light, fuel, and telephone service 
heretofore furnished for the director’s use in the Botanic Garden 
shall not be regarded as a part of his salary or compensation, and 
such allowances may continue to be so furnished without deduc-. 
tion from his salary or compensation notwithstanding the provi- 
sions of section 3 of the act of March 5, 1928 (U. S. C., title 5, 
sec. 678), or any other law. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, on page 30 I desire to offer an 
amendment on behalf of the committee. 

Riese PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 30, line 16, after the word 
“work,” insert the following: 

Disposition of waste, for which the appropriations under this 
head for the fiscal year 1931 shall be available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, under the heading “ Library of Congress,” on page 31, 
line 17, to increase the appropriation for salaries for the 
Librarian, Chief Assistant Librarian, and other personal 
services, from $834,165 to $845,785. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 19, to increase 
the appropriation for salaries for the register of copyrights, 
assistant register, and other personal services in the Copy- 
right Office, from $247,940 to $250,820. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Legislative 
Reference Service,” on page 32, at the end of line 3, to strike 
out “ $73,990 ” and insert “ $75,210,” so as to read: 

To enable the Librarian of Congress to employ competent persons 
to gather, classify, and make available, in tions, indexes, 
digests, compilations, and bulletins, and otherwise, data for or 
bearing upon legislation, and to render such data serviceable to 
Congress and committees and Members thereof, including not to 
exceed $5,700 for employees engaged on piecework and work by 
the day or hour at rates to be fixed by the Librarian, $75,210. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Distribu- 
tion of card indexes,” on page 32, line 13, after the words “in 
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all,” to strike out “ $170,500 ” and insert “ $171,360,” so as to 
read: 
DISTRIBUTION OF CARD INDEXES 

For the distribution of card indexes and other publications of 
the Library, including personal services, freight charges (not ex- 
ceeding $500), expressage, postage, traveling expenses connected 
with such distribution, expenses of attendance at meetings when 
incurred on the written authority and direction of the Librarian, 
and including not to exceed $56,510 for employees engaged in piece- 
work and work by the day or hour at rates to be fixed by the 
Librarian; in all, $171,360. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Index to 
State Legislation,” on page 33, line 8, before the word “ and,” 
to strike out “ $33,460 ” and insert $34,320,” so as to read: 

To enable the Librarian of Congress to prepare an index to the 
legislation of the several States, together with a supplemental 
digest of the more important legislation, as authorized and directed 
by the act entitled “An act providing for the preparation of a 
biennial index to State legislation,” approved February 10, 1927 
(U. S. O., Supp. III, title 2, secs. 164, 165), including personal and 
other services within and without the District of Columbia (in- 
cluding not to exceed $2,500 for special and temporary service at 
rates to be fixed by the Librarian), travel, necessary material and 
apparatus, and for printing and binding the indexes and digests of 
State legislation for official distribution only, and other printing 
and binding incident to the work of compilation, stationery, and 
incidentals, $34,320, and in addition the unexpended balance of the 
appropriation for this purpose for the fiscal year 1931 is reappro- 
priated for the fiscal year 1932. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, on behalf of the committee I 
submit the following amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 22, after line 13, insert the 
following, under the heading “Joint Committee on the 
Library ”: 

To enable the Joint Committee on the Library to procure for 
the court room of the Supreme Court of the United States a 
marble bust, with bracket or pedestal, of the late Chief Justice 
William Howard Taft, $3,000. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator withhold 
the suggestion for a moment? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The absence of a quorum 
having been suggested, the clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 


Ashurst Fess King 
Barkley Fletcher La Follette Sheppard 
Bingham Frazier McGill Shipstead 
Black George McKellar Shortridge 
Blaine Gillett McMaster Smith 
Blease Glass McNary Smoot 
Borah Glenn Steiwer 
Bratton Goff Morrison Stephens 
Brock Goldsborough Morrow Swanson 
Gould Moses Thomas, Idaho 
Broussard Hale Norbeck Thomas, Okla. 
Bulkley Harris Norris Townsend 
Capper Harrison Nye 
Caraway Hatfield Oddie dings 
Carey Hayden Partridge Vandenberg 
Connally Hebert Patterson Wagner 
Copeland Heflin Phipps Walcott 
Couzens Howell Walsh, Mass. 
Cutting Johnson Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Dale Jones Reed Wa 
Da vis Kean Robinson, Ark. Watson 
Dill Kendrick Robinson,Ind. Wheeler 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Eighty-eight Senators 
having answered to their names, a quorum is present. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the 
committee. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is still on its 
second reading and is open to amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I am authorized by the 
Committee on Appropriations to offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk, to which I particularly call the attention 
of Senators from Western States. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 10, after line 17, it is proposed 
to insert the following: 

The Secretary of the Senate is authorized and directed to pay 
from the contingent fund of the Senate to the secretary or to one 
assistant secretary of the Vice President, or of any Senator, who in 
the course of his official duties is required to travel from Wash- 
ington, D. O., to the legal residence of the Senator and return, a 
the cost of such travel, which shall be calculated on 

a mile by the most direct and customary route: 
Provided, That such travel shall not exceed one round trip for any 
regular, extra, or special session of Congress: Prov further, 
That such payment shall be made only upon certification by the 
Vice President or by the Senator by whom the secretary or assist- 
ant secretary is employed, that the travel was requisite and 
necessary in the discharge of his official duties. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment offered by the Senator from Con- 
necticut. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is still on its 
second reading and is open to amendment. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I am entirely satisfied 
with what the Senate did a little while ago regarding the 
reconstruction of the Chamber, because, as I stated, it will 
be two years anyway before the work could be undertaken. 
However, we have spent $50,000 on the plans; we are talking 
much now about long-distance planning, and various criti- 
cisms have been brought out here. The architect has been 
desirous of studying the question of acoustics and of gen- 
eral arrangement. I now offer the provision which I send 
to the desk as an amendment to the committee amend- 
ment on page 24, beginning in line 5. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee amend- 
ment having been rejected, it will be necessary for the vote 
whereby the committee amendment was rejected to be re- 
considered. In the absence of objection, it is so ordered. 
The amendment proposed by the Senator from New York 
to the committee amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 24, line 5, before the word 
“ wnexpended,” it is proposed to strike out “The” and to 
insert That $10,000 of the,” and after the word ex- 
pended,” at the end of line 9, to insert the words “for 
study of the plans for such reconstruction so far as they 
relate to ventilation, acoustics, proper lighting, fire protec- 
tion, and general arrangements,” so as to make the clause 
read: 

That $10,000 of the unexpended balance of the appropriation of 
$500,000 for the reconstruction of the Senate wing of the Capitol, 
contained in the legislative appropriation act for the fiscal year 
1929, is hereby continued and made available until expended for 
study of the plans for such reconstruction so far as they relate to 
ventilation, acoustics, proper lighting, fire protection, and general 
arrangements. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New 
York to the committee amendment. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I think we ought to 
perfect these plans. Then if at any future time we desire 
to go ahead with the plans we may do so. It may well be 
that the architect will decide that there are difficulties as 
regards acoustics, so that the plan as contemplated is not a 
wise one, but I think that it would be wise to go this far in 
the matter. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I really see no serious objec- 
tion to the suggestion of the Senator from New York. I 
myself have no objection to it. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from New 
York for information: What are the functions of the Archi- 
tect of the Capitol? As I understand, the Architect of the 
Capitol is a permanent officer. I wonder what he has been 
doing all these years. I am asking, not by way of criticism 
but for information, and I was wondering whether in view 
of the salary which he receives—and I am advised he has 
assistants—an additional appropriation is required? 

Mr. COPELAND. Let me say to the Senator that I regard 
the Architect of the Capitol as a very conscientious, intelli- 
gent, diligent man. It is not intended at all that the Archi- 
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tect of the Capitol should make plans for the reconstruction 
of the building. His work is largely supervisory. He is a 
very wise counselor on all these matters. I would not ex- 
pect that the Architect of the Capitol should be the man to 
determine the various questions which I have presented here, 
but I do think that, by and large, there are few em- 
ployees of the Government who render more valuable serv- 
ice than does Mr. Lynn. As I understand, the chairman 
of the committee is willing to accept the amendment which 
-I propose. 

Mr. JONES. I make no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New 
York to the committee amendment. 

Mr. DALE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
New York—we could not hear on this side of the Chamber 
the conversation going on on the other side—does his amend- 
ment apply solely to the changes in the Capitol Building 
respecting fire protection? 

Mr. COPELAND. Oh, no. Let me again read the part of 
the amendment which will cover the Senator’s inquiry: 

That $10,000 of the unexpended balance— 


I leave out at this point a part of the language— 


is hereby continued and made available until expended for study 
of the plans for such reconstruction so far as they relate to 
ventilation, acoustics, proper lighting, fire protection, and general 
arrangements, 


That amendment, if agreed to, will cover all the matters 
the Senator has in mind, I am sure. 


Mr. DALE. It seems to me that is a proposition having Fess 


such scope that it ought to go to the Committee on Rules 
and have consideration there in regular order and ought not 
to be snapped up to-night without a minute’s consideration. 
I doubt, Mr. President, if the amendment is in order, and I 
make the point of order that it is not in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is compelled 
to hold that the amendment is in order, but, if the Chair 
may so suggest, he will state that he is of the opinion, with 
the Senator from Vermont, that this matter should go to 
the Rules Committee and be later brought forward as an 
item on the deficiency appropriation bill rather than to be 
taken up here. However, the question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York to the 
committee amendment. [Putting the question.] The “noes” 
seem to have it. 

Mr. COPELAND. I ask for a division on the adoption of 
the amendment to the amendment. 

On a division, the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is still before the 
Senate and open to amendment. 

If there be no further amendment to be proposed, the 
question is, Shall the amendments be engrossed and the bill 
be read a third time? 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the 
bill to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Chaffee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14675) making appropriations 
for the Department of the Interior for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1932, and for other purposes. 

The message returned to the Senate, in response to its 
request, the engrossed bill (H. R. 11675) to authorize the 
issuance of a patent in fee for certain land and buildings 
within the Colville Reservation, Wash., for public-school use, 
the Speaker having been authorized to rescind his action in 
affixing his signature to the enrolled copy of the bill. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed 

his signature to the enrolled bill (H. R. 14675) making ap- 
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propriations for the Department of the Interior for the fiscal 


-year ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, and it 


was signed by the President pro tempore. 
CONSTRUCTION OF NAVAL VESSELS 


Mr. HALE and Mr. KING addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Order of Business 1358, Senate bill 
5288, the naval construction bill. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

1 PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


The clerk will call the 


Ashurst George McKellar Shortridge 
Barkley Glass Smith 
Black Glenn McNary Steiwer 
Borah ff Morrison Stephens 
Bratton Goldsborough w Swanson 
Brock Hale oses Thomas, Idaho 
Broussard Harris Norbeck Thomas, Okla, 
Bulkley Harrison Norris Townsend 
Capper Hatfield Nye Trammell 
Caraway Hayden Oddie Tydings 
Carey Hebert Partridge Vandenberg 
Connally Heflin Patterson Wagner 
Copeland Howell Phipps Walcott 
Couzens Johnson Ransdell Walsh, Mass. 
Cutting Jones d Walsh, Mont 

e Kean Robinson, Ark. Waterman 
Davis Kendrick Robinson, Ind Watson 

King 1 Wheeler 

Fletcher La Follette Sheppard 
Frazier ill Shipstead 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Seventy-eight Senators 
having answered to their names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is—— 

Mr. KING. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Let the Chair state the 
motion. The question is on agreeing to the motion pro- 
posed by the Senator from Maine, that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Senate bill 5288, to authorize the 
construction of certain naval vessels, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I think I was recognized by 
the Chair, and the Chair stated that he was about to state 
the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is correct. 5 

Mr. KING. It seems to me that in fairness the Chair 


should have recognized me after he had stated the motion. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah 
is recognized. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, for some time I have been 
trying to obtain recognition to have a motion to reconsider 
disposed of. 

As I was stating this afternoon when I sought recognition 
unsuccessfully, and thereafter obtained it, but too late, Sen- 
ate bill 202 received the approval of the Senate—I may say 
the unanimous approval of the Senate—nearly a year ago. 
After the passage of the bill a motion was seasonably made 
for reconsideration. Since that time efforts have been made, 
but unsuccessfully, to secure the consideration of the motion 
to reconsider and to have the matter disposed of. 

I send to the desk the bill to which I have referred, and 
I propose that we shall have some little discussion with re- 
gard to that bill. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. BRATTON. Is not a motion to reconsider a privileged 
matter? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. According to the notation 
on the bill, the motion to reconsider was entered on April 
16, 1930; but that is not privileged. The pending question 
is the motion proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On that motion the Sena- 
tor from Utah was recognized. 
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Mr. KING. Mr. President, I have just sent to the desk 
the bill which passed the Senate, and as to which this mo- 
tion to reconsider was interposed. 

Before the clerk reads the bill I should like to state that 
we are evincing a great deal of interest in immigration mat- 
ters. A bill is now pending before the Senate Committee 
on Immigration to restrict immigration, and indirectly to 
deal with the illegal entry into the United States of persons 
who under the law have no right to the hospitality of our 
shores. Quite recently the President of the United States 
recommended, as I remember, an appropriation of $500,000 
in addition to the very large appropriation heretofore made 
to the Bureau of Immigration for the purpose of deporting 
aliens who are illegally in the United States and subject to 
deportation. 

I think a bill is pending to strengthen the border patrol 
and to increase the appropriation there to the extent of 
several hundred thousand dollars, for the purpose of keeping 
illegal entrants from coming into the United States. 

While we are evincing so much interest in new legislation 
and in strengthening existing laws, we are silent and in- 
active with respect to what some have denominated the 
side-door entrance by which and through which some twelve 
to twenty-five thousand illegally enter into the United States 
annually under the guise of being alien seamen. 

The bill to which I have referred aimed to cure that situa- 
tion and to prevent persons pretending to be seamen from 
entering the United States. That bill, as I stated, received 
the unanimous approval of the Committee on Immigration 
on two separate occasions. It passed the Senate of the 
United States without opposition upon two separate occa- 
sions, 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Utah yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. KING. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr, McNARY. I am obliged to the Senator from Utah. 

It is desired to have a short executive session. A number 
of the Senators have requested it. If the Senator from Utah 
will yield for that purpose, I shall move an executive session; 
and then, under the rules, the Senator would be entitled to 
be heard. 

Mr. KING. If I shall be entitled to recognition on Mon- 
day, I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the event of a recess 
being taken, the situation from a parliamentary standpoint 
will be that the pending question is the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. Hate] and that the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Ko! has the floor. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION 


Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to 
the consideration of executive business in open session. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT REFERRED 

Messages from the President of the United States making 
nominations were referred to the appropriate committees. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a message from the President of the United States, 
which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate: 

To the end that I may receive the advice and consent of 
the Senate to its ratification, I transmit herewith a supple- 
mentary agreement signed at Vienna on January 20, 1931, 
to the treaty of friendship, commerce, and consular rights 
signed between the United States of America and Austria at 
Vienna on June 19, 1928, together with a report from the 
Secretary of State regarding it. 

HERBERT HOOVER. 

THE WHITE House, February 14, 1931. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The treaty will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. Reports of 
committees are in order. There being no reports of commit- 
tees, the calendar is in order. 
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THE CALENDAR 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Ex. G (7ist Cong., 3d sess.). Agreement with Sweden for the 
arbitration of claims growing out of the alleged detention of the 
motor ship Kronprins Gustaf Adolf and the motor ship Pacific, 
signed at Washington on December 17, 1930. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, this is a simple arbitration 
treaty to settle certain controversies between the United 
States and Sweden with reference to the charge that the 
United States detained certain Swedish ships, and to ascer- 
tain in the first instance whether the United States is liable, 
and in the second instance, if so, what the damages should be. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the treaty, which was read, as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States: 

With a view to receiving the advice and consent of the 
Senate to ratification, I transmit herewith an agreement 
signed on December 17, 1930, for the arbitration of certain 
claims presented to the Government of the United States by 
the Government of Sweden on behalf of a Swedish corpo- 
ration for losses said to have been incurred as a result of 
the alleged detention in ports of the United States, in 
contravention of provisions of treaties in force between the 
United States and Sweden, of the motor ship Kronprins 
Gustaf Adolf and the motor ship Pacific, belonging to said 
Swedish corporation. 

HERBERT HOOVER. 

Tue Warre House, January 5, 1931. 

The PRESIDENT: 

Claims presented to the Government of the United States 
by the Government of Sweden on behalf of Rederiaktie- 
bolaget Nordstjernan, a Swedish corporation, for losses said 
to have been incurred as a result of the alleged detention in 
ports of the United States, in contravention of provisions 
of treaties in force between the United States and Sweden, 
of the motor ship Kronprins Gustaf Adolf and the motor 
ship Pacific, belonging to the said Swedish corporation, hav- 
ing failed of adjustment diplomatically, the two Govern- 
ments on December 17, 1930, entered into a special agree- 
ment, subject to ratification, for the arbitration of the 
claims in pursuance of the treaty of arbitration between the 
United States and Sweden signed on October 27, 1928, and 
proclaimed by the President on April 15, 1929. 

The undersigned, the Secretary of State, has the honor 
to lay the agreement before the President with a view to its 
transmission to the Senate to receive the advice and con- 
sent of that body to ratification, if his judgment approve 
thereof. 

Respectfully submitted. 

H. L. STIMSON. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Washington, January 3, 1931. 

Whereas, the Government of Sweden ħas presented to 
the Government of the United States of America certain 
claims on behalf of Rederiaktiebolaget Nordstjernan, a 
Swedish corporation, for losses said to have been incurred 
as a result of the alleged detention in ports of the United 
States of America, in contravention of provisions of treaties 
in force between the United States of America and Sweden, 
of the motorship Kronprins Gustaf Adolf and the motor- 
ship Pacific belonging to said Swedish corporation; and 

Whereas, the Government of the United States of Amer- 
ica has disclaimed any liability to indemnify the Govern- 
ment of Sweden in behalf of the owners of the said motor- 
ships, therefore: 

The President of the United States of America and His 
Majesty the King of Sweden being desirous that this mat- 
ter of difference between their two Governments should be 
submitted to adjudication by a competent and impartial 
Tribunal have named as their respective plenipotentiaries, 
that is to say: 

The President of the United States of America, 

Henry L. Stimson, Secretary of State of the United States 
of America; and 

His Majesty the King of Sweden, 
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W. Bostrém, Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Pleni- 
potentiary at Washington; 

Who, after having communicated to each other their re- 
spective full powers found in good and due form, have 
agreed upon the following articles: 

ARTICLE I 

There shall be submitted to arbitration pursuant to the 
Convention for the Pacific Settlement of International Dis- 
putes, signed at The Hague, October 18, 1907, and the Ar- 
bitration Convention between the United States of America 
and Sweden, signed at Washington, October 27, 1928, the 
following questions: 

First, Whether the Government of the United States of 
America detained the Swedish motorship Kronprins Gustaf 
Adolf between June 23, 1917 and July 12, 1918, and the 
Swedish motorship Pacific between July 1, 1917 and July 
19, 1918, in contravention of the Swedish-American Treaties 
of April 3, 1783 and July 4, 1827. 

Second, Whether, if the first question be decided in the 
affirmative, the Government of the United States of Amer- 
ica is liable to the Government of Sweden in behalf of the 
owners of the motorships for damages resulting from such 
unlawful detention; and, 

Third, Should the reply be in the affirmative what pecu- 
niary reparation is due to the Government of Sweden on 
behalf of the owners of the motorships above mentioned. 

ARTICLE II 

The questions stated in Article I shall be submitted for a 
decision to a sole arbitrator who shall not be a national of 
either the United States of America or Sweden. In the event 
that the two Governments shall be unable to agree upon the 
selection of a sole arbitrator within two months from the 
date of the coming into force of this Agreement they shall 
proceed to the establishment of a Tribunal consisting of 
three members, one designated by the President of the 
United States of America, one by His Majesty the King of 
Sweden, and the third, who shall preside over the Tribunal, 
selected by mutual agreement of the two Governments. 
None of the members of the Tribunal shall be a national of 
the United States of America or of Sweden. 

ARTICLE IIM 

The procedure in the arbitration shall be as follows: 

(1) Within ninety days from the date of the exchange of 
ratifications of this Agreement, the agent for the Government 
of Sweden shall present to the Agent for the Government 
of the United States of America a statement of the facts on 
which the Government of Sweden rests the claim against the 
United States of America, and the demand for indemnity. 
This statement shall be accompanied by the evidence in 
support of the allegations and of the demand made; 

(2) Within a like period of ninety days from the date on 
which this Agreement becomes effective, as aforesaid, the 
Agent for the Government of the United States of America 
shall present to the Agent for the Government of Sweden at 
Washington a statement of facts relied upon by the Govern- 
ment of the United States of America together with evidence 
in support. 

(3) Within sixty days from the date on which the exchange 
of statements provided for in paragraphs (1) and (2) of 
this Article is completed each Agent shall present in the 
manner prescribed by paragraphs (1) and (2) an answer 
to the statement of the other together with any additional 
evidence and such argument as they desire to submit. 

ARTICLE IV 

When the development of the record is completed in ac- 
cordance with Article III hereof, the Government of the 
United States of America and the Government of Sweden 
shall forthwith cause to be forwarded to the International 
Bureau at The Hague for transmission to the Arbitrator or 
Arbitrators, as the case may be, three complete sets of the 
statements, answers, evidence, and arguments presented by 
their respective Agents to each other. 

ARTICLE V 

Within 30 days from the delivery of the record to the Ar- 

bitrator or Arbitrators in accordance with Article IV, the 
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Tribunal shall convene at Washington for the purpose of 
hearing oral arguments by Agents or Counsel, or both, for 
each Government. 

ARTICLE VI 

When the Agent for either Government has reason to be- 
lieve that the other Government possesses or could obtain 
any document or documents which are relevant to the claim 
but which have not been incorporated in the record -such 
document or documents shall be submitted to the Tribunal 
at the request of the Agent for the other Government and 
shall be available for inspection by the demanding Agent. 
In agreeing to arbitrate the claim of the Kingdom of Sweden 
in behalf of Rederiaktiebolaget Nordstjernan the Govern- 
ment of the United States of America does not waive any 
defense which was available prior to the concluding of the 
Agreement. 

ARTICLE VII 

The decision of the Tribunal shall be made within two 
months from the date on which the arguments close, un- 
less on the request of the Tribunal the Parties shall agree 
to extend the period. The decision shall be in writing. 

The decision of the majority of the members of the 
Tribunal, in case a sole Arbitrator is not agreed upon, shall 
be the decision of the Tribunal. 

The language in which the proceedings shall be conducted 
shall be English. 

The decision shall be accepted as final and binding upon 
the two Governments. 

ARTICLE VIII 

Each Government shall pay the expenses of the presenta- 
tion and conduct of its case before the Tribunal; all other 
expenses which by their nature are a charge on both Gov- 
ernments, including the honorarium for the Arbitrator or 
Arbitrators, shall be borne by the two Governments in equal 
moieties. 

ARTICLE IX 

This Special Agreement shall be ratified in accordance 
with the constitutional forms of the Contracting Parties and 
shall take effect immediately upon the exchange of ratifica- 
tions, which shall take place at Washington as soon as 
possible. 

In witness whereof, the respective plenipotentiaries have 
signed this Special Agreement and have hereunto affixed 
their seals. 

Done in duplicate at Washington this seventeenth day of 
December, nineteen hundred and thirty. 

Henry L. STIMSON [SEAL] 
W. Bostrom [SEAL] 

Fe treaty was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of ratifi- 
cation will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators present concurring 
therein), That the Senate advise and consent to the ratification 
of Executive G, Seventy-first Congress, third session, an agree- 
ment with Sweden for the arbitration of claims growing out of 
the alleged detention of the motor ship Kronprins Gustaf Adol/ 
and the motor ship Pacific signed December 17, 1930. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree- 
ing to the resolution of ratification. [Putting the question.] 
Two-thirds of the Senators present having voted in the 
affirmative, the resolution of ratification is agreed to. 

Mr. BORAH. I ask that the seal of secrecy be removed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be en- 
tered. 

GOVERNOR OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Paul M. Pearson 
to be Governor of the Virgin Islands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
nomination is confirmed. 

THE JUDICIARY 


The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Walter H. 
Evans, of Oregon, to be judge of the United States Customs 
Court. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
nomination is confirmed. 

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Alf O. Maloy to 
be United States marshal, southern district of Indiana. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
nomination is confirmed. 

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Bernard Ander- 
son to be United States marshal, district of Minnesota. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
nomination is confirmed. 

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Nathan Cayton 
to be judge of the municipal court, District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Without objection, the 
nomination is confirmed. 

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Charles F. Par- 
sons to be associate justice of the Supreme Court, Territory 
of Hawaii. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
nomination is confirmed. 

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Albert M. Cristy 
to be second judge, first circuit, Territory of Hawaii. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
nomination is confirmed. 

The Chief Clerk read the nomination of James H. Ham- 
mons to be United States marshal, eastern district of Ken- 
tucky. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
nomination is confirmed. 

COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY 


The Chief Clerk read sundry nominations in the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
nominations in the Coast and Geodetic Survey will be con- 
firmed en bloc. 

FEDERAL RESERVE BOARD 


The Chief Clerk read the nomination of Eugene Meyer 
to be a member of the Federal Reserve Board. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. BROOKHART] 
is interested in this nomination. In his absence I ask that 
it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over. 


POSTMASTERS 


The Chief Clerk read sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. PHIPPS. I ask that the postmasters be confirmed en 
bloc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, all 
postmaster nominations on the calendar will be confirmed 
en bloc. 

IN THE ARMY 

The Chief Clerk read sundry nominations in the Army. 

Mr. REED. I ask that the Army nominations be con- 
firmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, all 
Army nominations on the calendar will be confirmed en bloc. 

The Senate resumed legislative session. 


CONSTRUCTION OF PAVEMENTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, as I have explained to 
the Senate, the officers of the District are anxious to pro- 
ceed with the paving assessment, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent, as various lawyers in the Senate have expressed them- 
selves as satisfied with the constitutionality of the bill, that 
we proceed to the consideration of Calendar No. 1500, with 
a view to its passage. If there is any debate, I shall with- 
draw it. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the junior Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. BLAINE] was to look into that matter. Should 
we proceed in his absence? 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator from Wisconsin has as- 
sured me that he is entirely satisfied. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will not 
press the request, because I promised some Senators that 
there would be no action on the calendar to-day. 

Mr. COPELAND. Very well. 
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DEATH OF MAJ. GEN. CLARENCE R. EDWARDS 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I regret 
to announce the death to-day in Boston of a very dis- 
tinguished American, Maj. Gen. Clarence R. Edwards. 

Major General Edwards was assigned from the Regular 
Army to mobilize the troops in the New England section of 
the country upon the outbreak of the World War. He com- 
manded very ably and successfully the Twenty-sixth Division, 
composed of more than 25,000 New England citizen-soldiers. 
who were the first American troops to embark for France 
within a few months after the declaration of war in 1917. 

After his retirement from the Army a few years after 
the war General Edwards took up his residence in Boston 
where he resided until the time of his death. 

In my judgment, no man in New England has so endeared 
himself to the people of New England in recent years as 
has General Edwards. He seemed to be the antithesis of 
the conception of the stern, austere, “ hard-boiled” Regular 
Army officer many people visualize. His sympathetic inter- 
est in each individual private soldier, his personal devotion 
to the welfare of the officers and men under him, his cham- 
pioning of their relief problems following the war, his kindly 
and sympathetic nature, made him the most outstanding 
private citizen, after his retirement from the Regular Army, 
in that section of the country. 

I want to express my personal regret on his departure 
from this life, and to have the Recorp show the apprecia- 
tion not only of the people of the United States as a whole, 
but particularly of the people of New England, of his mili- 
tary services during the war and his public service in stimu- 
lating patriotism and courageously espousing his views on 
public questions since the war, and to express the belief that 
his fine example and the influence he exerted will live long 
after his body shall be committed to Arlington National 
Cemetery next Monday. 

RECESS 

Mr. McNARY. I move that the Senate take a recess, as 
in legislative session, until Monday at 12 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 4 o’clock 
and 50 minutes p. m.) took a recess until Monday, February 
16, 1931, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 14 
(legislative day of January 26), 1931 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS 

Emery J. San Souci, of Providence, R. I., to be collector 
of customs for customs collection district No. 5, with head- 
quarters at Providence, R. I. (Reappointment.) 

COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION 

John D. Nagle, of California, to be commissioner of immi- 

gration at the port of San Francisco, Calif. 


CONFIRMATIONS 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 14 
(legislative day of January 26), 1931 
GOVERNOR OF VIRGIN ISLANDS 
Paul M. Pearson to be Governor of Virgin Islands. 
JUDGE OF THE UNITED STATES CUSTOMS COURT 

Walter H. Evans to be judge of the United States Customs 

Court. 
UNITED STATES MARSHALS 

Alf O. Meloy to be United States marshal, southern dis- 
trict of Indiana. 

Bernard Anderson to be United States marshal, district 
of Minnesota. 

James H. Hammons to be United States marshal, eastern 
district of Kentucky. 

JUDGE OF THE MUNICIPAL COURT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Nathan Cayton to be judge of the Municipal Court, Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 
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ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE SUPREME COURT, TERRITORY OF 
HAWAN 


Charles F, Parsons to be associate justice of the Supreme 
Court, Territory of Hawaii. 


SECOND JUDGE; FIRST CIRCUIT, TERRITORY OF HAWAII 


Albert M. Cristy to be second judge, first circuit, Territory 
of Hawaii. 


COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY 
TO BE AIDE, WITH RELATIVE RANK OF ENSIGN IN THE NAVY 


William Francis Deane. Thomas Malcolm Price, jr. 
Edgar Flanay Hicks, jr. Arthur Loren Wardwell. 
Emmett Hugh Sheridan. 


TRANSFER IN THE ARMY 


First Lieut, Daniel Jerome Martin to Ordnance Depart- 
ment. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY 


Alfred James Booth to be colonel, Adjutant General’s De- 
partment. 

Clark Porter Chandler to be lieutenant colonel, Cavalry. 

John Walton Lang to be lieutenant colonel, Infantry. 

Henry Harley Arnold to be lieutenant colonel, Air Corps. 

Thomas Courtenay Locke to be major, Quartermaster 
Corps. 

George Aloysius Corbin to be major, Infantry. 

Harry William Osborn Kinnard, to be major, Field Ar- 
tillery. 

Howard Noah Scales to be major, Infantry. 

William Arthur McAdam to be major, Infantry. 

Leland Wilbur Miller to be captain, Air Corps. 

Raphael Baez, jr., to be captain, Air Corps. 

Robert Halbert Finley to be captain, Air Corps. 

Don Lee Hutchins to be captain, Air Corps. 

Clarence Herbert Welch to be captain, Air Corps. 

Ennis Clement Whitehead to be captain, Air Corps. 

Joseph Lawrence Erickson to be captain, Quartermaster 
Corps. 

Alfred Jefferson Lyon to be captain, Air Corps. 

Joseph Cyril Augustin Denniston to be first lieutenant, Air 
Corps. 

John Franklin Bird to be first lieutenant, Field Artillery. 

Henry Beane Margeson to be first lieutenant, Infantry. 

Claude Franklin Burbach to be first lieutenant, Field 
Artillery. 

Raymond Miller Barton to be first lieutenant, Cavalry. 

William Lloyd Burbank to be first lieutenant, Infantry. 

Donald Hudson Bratton to be first lieutenant, Cavalry. 

Wallace Hallock Honnold to be first lieutenant, Infantry. 

Emmor Graham Martin to be first lieutenant, Coast 
Artillery Corps. 

Walter Scott Strange to be first lieutenant, Infantry. 

Welborn Barton Griffith, jr., to be first lieutenant, In- 
fantry. 

John Halliday McCormick to be first lieutenant, Air Corps. 

William Nelson Gillmore to be first lieutenant, Field Ar- 
tillery. 

Frederick Hultman Foucar to be lieutenant colonel, Medi- 
cal Corps. 

Paul White Gibson to be lieutenant colonel, Medical Corps. 

Sydney Smith to be colonel, Infantry. 

Walter Raymond Wheeler to be lieutenant colonel, In- 
fantry. 

Frederick LeRoy Black to be major, Quartermaster Corps. 

Harold Lyman Clark to be captain, Air Corps. 

Hubert Whitney Ketchum, jr., to be first lieutenant, Cav- 


Marcel Gustave Crombez to be first lieutenant, Infantry. 

Henry Poindexter Carter to be lieutenant colonel, Medical 
Corps. 

REAPPOINTMENT OFFICERS’ RESERVE CORPS—GENERAL OFFICER 


Brig. Gen. John Henry Sherburne to be brigadier general, 
Reserve. 


Raymond Henry Tryon, jr. 


POSTMASTERS 
ALABAMA 
Annie H. Smith, Fort Deposit. 
i ARIZONA 


Mary A. McGee, Florence. 
Patrick D. Ryan, Fort Huachuca. 


ARKANSAS 
O. John Harkey, jr., Ola. 
CALIFORNIA 


Edna J. McGowan, Belmont. 
Ethel R. Nance, Coachella. 
Marjorie E. Stover, Crannell. 
Henry Metzler, Fowler. 
James C. Tyrrell, Grass Valley. 
Bert W. Miller, Hilts. 
Emerson B. Herrick, Lodi. 
Charles G. Brainerd, Loomis. 
Charles S. Graham, Pleasanton. 
Peter A. Stenberg, Rio Linda. 
Richard J. Doyle, St. Mary’s College. 
Sherman G. Batchelor, San Bernardino. 
Bernice C. Downing, Santa Clara. 
Leonard G. Hardy, jr., South San Francisco. 
Anna R. Armstrong, Woodland. 
COLORADO 
Frank E. Stewart, Golden. 
FLORIDA 


Ola L. Head, Avon Park. 

Milton F. Thrasher, Bradenton. 
Henry E. Duttenhaver, Bunnell. 
Bessie S. May, Holly Hill. 
Lewis A. Morris, Leesburg. 


HAWAII 
Arcenio H. Silva, jr., Kahului. 
IDAHO 


John W. Reid, Bonners Ferry. 
ILLINOIS 
Carl J. Ekman, Batavia. 
George H. Warnecke, Bensenville. 
Robert B. Marshall, Capron. 
Samuel H. Lawton, Delavan. 
James E. Seabert, Dwight. 
William D. Chambers, East Moline. 
Edward S. Breithaupt, Gifford. 
Richard W. Miller, Hamilton. 
Fannie Hicks, Ivesdale. 
Anna M. Tennysen, Manhattan. 
Lester B. McAllister, Oak Park. 
George P. Wilson, Orion. 
Fred A. Sapp, Ottawa. 
George S. Faxon, Plano. 
David S. Cossairt, Potomac. 
William H. Fahnestock, Rushville. 
Anton J. Berta, South Wilmington. 
Joseph C. Painter, Stronghurst. 
George J. Duncan, Villa Grove. 
Sylvester H. DePew, Zion. 
INDIANA 
William H. Hailway, Hope. 
Miles B. Staley, Lawrence. 
Edward M. Ray, Scottsburg. 
Charles R. Jones, Summitville. 
IOWA 
Lloyd M. Poe, Blockton. 
Harry Carver, Fontanelle. 
Benjamin H. Todd, Ida Grove. 
Charles B. Abbott, Imogene. 
Oscar W. Larson, Odebolt. 
Calvin L. Sipe, Sioux Rapids. 
Paul F. Wilharm, Sumner. 
Joseph C. Allen, Zearing. 
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KANSAS 


William B. Underwood, Downs. 
William H. Dittemore, Severance. 
Franklin S. Adams, Waterville. 


KENTUCKY 


William S. Jaggers, Hodgenville. 
Walter W. Crick, Madisonville. 


LOUISIANA 


Charles F. A. Brown, Baton Rouge. 
Lillian Causey, Bonita. 


MICHIGAN 
Joseph D. Watson, Homer. 
MINNESOTA 
Clyde W. Long, Osakis. 
MISSISSIPPI 
Mable C. Whitaker, Gunnison. 
MISSOURI 


Leeta F. Wagy, Adrian. 

Jesse E. Fette, Alma. 

William A. Edwards, Bagnell. 

J. Orville Gochnauer, Belton. 

I. Scott Jones, Bonne Terre. 
George L. Pemberton, Charleston. 
William R. Lytle, Fredericktown. 
George S. Lorimer, Hickman Mills. 
Thomas J. Richardson, Koshkonong. 
Robert F. Stalling, Lexington. 
Edwan H. Laubert, Mayview. 
Harvey H. Fluhart, Stewartsville. 


NEBRASKA 
Julius J. Weidner, Humphrey. 
NEW JERSEY 


Alan W. Knowles, Budd Lake. 

Timothy J. Nevill, Carteret. 

Madge B. Vanderpoel, Montvale. 
Everett N. Crandell, North Hackensack. 
Frederick C. Docker, Oxford. 

James R. Dick, Phillipsburg. 


NEW YORK 


Naomi S. Thompkins, Copiague. 
Ella E. Wood, Elizabethtown. 
T. Frank Walker, Lockport. 


NORTH CAROLINA 


Isaac F. Snipes, Ahoskie. 
Mortimer H. Mitchell, Aulander. 
Theron C. Dellinger, Crossnore. 
Frank Colvard, Robbinsville. 
Mattie C. Lewellyn, Walnut Cove. 


OHIO 


Herbert O. Tinlin, Carrollton. 
John P. Cramer, Fredericksburg. 
Harley F. Hambel, Glouster. 
William F. Lyons, Mentor. 
Edward J. Cranmer, Ostrander. 
Minnie A. Jackson, Rockford. 
John M. Washington, Sabina. 
Clyde S. Perfect, Sunbury. 


OKLAHOMA 


John R. Wilson, Crescent. 
J. Ward McCague, Ralston. 


OREGON 


Robert N. Torbet, Albany. 
Arlington B. Watt, Amity, 
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PENNSYLVANIA 


Ida M. Mingle, Birmingham. 
Harry H. Wilson, Blairsville. 
Norman Baily, Coatesville. 
Malcolm F. Clark, Coudersport. 
Jennie C. Sample, Crum Lynne. 
William T. Cruse, Derry. 
Merton R. Himes, East Berlin. 
Edward A. P. Christley, Ellwood City. 
Thomas M. Brown, Glen Rock. 
George R. Fleming, Haverford. 
Raiph B. Kunkle, Homer City. 
William A. Kessler, Homestead. 
Norman S. Helff, Hummelstown. 
Frank H. Cratsley, Imperial. 
Harry A. Borland, Indiana. 
Otto R. Baer, Irwin. 
Frank R. Diehl, Lehighton. 
Samuel F. Williams, Le Raysville. 
William H. Young, McDonald. 
Harrison J. Kromer, Merion Station. 
Bess L. Thomas, New Bethlehem. 
James B. Anderson, Pittsburgh. 
Clarence A. Majer, Pocono Pines. 
John S. Steinmetz, Richland. 
Carrie A. Fritz, Rimersburg. 
William J. Winner, Sandy Lake. 
Joseph L. Roberts, Sharon. 
Franklin Clary, Sharpsville. 
Jane R. Lohmann, Trucksville. 
Maude McCracken, Volant. 
William Evans, West Grove. - 
RHODE ISLAND 
William H. Godfrey, Apponaug. 
SOUTH CAROLINA 
Charles C. Withington, Greenville, 
TEXAS 
Clyde H. Risley, Asherton. 
Manley J. Holmes, Baird. 
Lock M. Adkins, Beeville. 
John A. Weyand, Carmine. 
McDougal Bybee, Childress. 
Frank A. Blankenbeckler, Cisco. 
Maude Cavender, Eneinal. 
Sidney O. Hyer, Frost. 
William E. Singleton, Jefferson. 
Oscar O. Ashenhust, Lorena. 
William F. Rayburn, Lovelady. 
E. Otho Driskell, Mansfield. 
Robert C. Fechner, Pleasanton. 
William J. Whitson, Spearman. 
UTAH 
Clifford I. Goff, Midvale. 
VIRGINIA 
Abram K. Sampson, Burkeville. 
Robert E. Berry, Green Bay. 
Matilda W. Campbell, Greenville. 
Lawrence L. Jacobs, Hanover. 
John W. Rodgers, Hampden Sydney. 
Susie F. Jarratt, Jarratt. 
Charles F. Flanary, Jonesville. 
Grace H. Jenkins, Powhatan. 
John J. Kivlighan, Staunton. 
Dandridge W. Marston, Toano. 
WEST VIRGINIA 
John W. Kastle, jr., Martinsburg. 
WISCONSIN 
Herman Rau, Chilton. 
Alice E. Ford, Pelican Lake. 
Frederick N. Lochemes, St. Francis. 
Wilbur H. Bridgman, Stanley. 
Earl G. Lawsha, Wonewoc. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 14, 1931 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., 
offered the following prayer: 


Father of Mercy, do Thou hearken unto our prayer. Thou 
who art the foundation of life’s way, the vine with clustering 
food, the shadow of a great rock against life’s heat, the 
great physician when the traveler falls, the friend all along 
the journey, and the open door at the end of the way, con- 
sider us and bless us and accept the offerings of our grateful 
hearts. We praise Thee for Him who is the one perfect 
flower of divine manhood. To-day, O God, may our very 
best judgment and wisdom be translated into service. Make 
all our institutions sacred, beautiful, sweet, and human. 
Oh, for that life that shall transform the individual, soften 
government, give humanity to law and sanctity to society! 
The Lord be gracious and merciful and hear our longing. 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

SMALL ISLANDS ALONG THE SEACOAST OF ORANGE COUNTY, CALIF. 

Mr. COLTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 11968) to 
reserve for public use scenic rocks, pinnacles, reefs, and small 
islands along the seacoast of Orange County, Calif., and 
agree to the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Utah? 

Mr, GARNER. Reserving the right to object, there are a 
number of bills of this character on the Speaker’s table, and 
while the Senate amendment is only to change a word, it 
might make considerable difference in the effect of the bill. 
I dislike to take the time on Private Calendar day, but I do 
think that the gentleman ought to explain briefly to the 
House what effect the Senate amendments will have. 

Mr. COLTON. I shall be glad to do that, and I yield to 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Swine]. 

Mr. SWING. In this particular bill the amendments 
make no substantial change in the effect of the bill. The 
House passed the bill with the provision for the reservation 
of these small rocks, these little islands, running along the 
fringe of the coast and the Senate inserted the word “ tem- 
porarily "—pending proper legislation by Congress. The 
amendment of placing the word “or” instead of the word 
“and” is simply a taste in phraseology and does not change 
the effect. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendments, as follows: 

Page 1, line 6, after “ hereby,” insert “ temporarily.” 

Page 1, line 6, after “ reserved,” insert “, pending enactment of 


appropriate legislation by the Congress of the United States.” 
Page 1, line 7, strike out “and” and insert or.“ 


The Senate amendments were agreed to. 


IMPORTS OF PRODUCTS PRODUCED OR MANUFACTURED BY CONVICT 
OR FORCED LABOR 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp and to include therein 
a memorial from the Legislature of the State of Washington 
on the Russian situation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
Russian imports into the United States, the production of 
convict, forced, or indentured labor is the outstanding men- 
ace to free American labor and free American production. 

The people of the Pacific coast, and especially of the State 
of Washington, are alive to this threatening situation. The 
great industries of that State are the production of lumber 
and pulpwood, and in these the Russian imports, if allowed 
to enter this country, can and will crush even the prosperity 
of that State. 
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The menace has become so alarming that the Legislature 
of Washington has memorialized Congress to exclude these 
productions of Russia in the following memorial: 


STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
SENATE CHAMBER, 
Olympia, February 10, 1931. 
Hon. JOHN F. MILLER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Sm: Inclosed is a true and correct copy of Senate Joint 
Memorial No, 3, passed by the legislature of this State and for- 
warded to you, as requested by the legislature. 

Respectfully yours, 
HERBERT H. SIELER. 


Senate Joint Memorial No. 3 


We, your memorialists, the Senate and the House of Representa- 
tives of the State of W. n in legislative session assembled, 
8 respectfully represent and petition your honorable body as 

ollows: 

Whereas many of the basic industries and pursuits of the West, 
particularly the State of Washington, are engaged in wheat raising 
and in the manufacture and production of pulpwood, lumber, 
other forest products, and anese; and 

Whereas large sums of money have been invested in the farms 
and plants and equipment for the production or manufacture of 
all such products, and large numbers of people are directly de- 
pendent upon the productions and operations of all such activities 
for the livelihood of themselves and their families; and 

Whereas the welfare and prosperity of the West, particularly the 
State of Washington, is directly dependent upon the continuance 
of productions of wheat, pulp and paper, lumber manufacture, 
logging and manganese mining, and upon the continuance of 
operations of allied and dependent activities; and 

Whereas continued and increased importations of all such prod- 
ucts from Russia present distinct menaces to and threaten the 
continued employment of American labor and American produc- 
tion, and the development, growth, progress, and prosperity of the 
West, particularly the State of Washington, as well as its several 
manuufacturing and commercial activities; and 

Whereas it is necessary in the promotion of our general welfare 
and to create and continue progress and prosperity that American 
labor and industry shall not be forced into competition with con- 
vict or forced or indentured labor in the production of products, 
and it is believed that the Congress of the United States is duly 
and fully authorized to enact laws preventing and prohibiting 
such competition, that of necessity tend to force lowering the 
standard of American living and wages, and operate to produce 
idleness to labor and distress and depression to business and com- 
mercial activities, and as it is believed the enactment of such laws 
would be in strict accord with the spirit of the Constitution of 
the United States of America; 

Therefore your memorialists most sincerely and respectfully 
memorialize your honorable bodies to enact at the present session 
of Congress a law or laws that will prevent and prohibit the 
importation into the United States of any and all products pro- 
duced or manufuactured by convict or forced or indentured labor 
of any kind. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 

Passed by the Senate January 30, 1931. 

Passed by the House February 6, 1931. 


AMENDING SECTION 19 OF THE IMMIGRATION ACT OF 1917 


Mr. VINCENT of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 
3394, “An act to amend section 19 of the immigration act of 
1917 by providing for the deportation of an alien convicted 
in violation of the Harrison narcotic law and amendments 
thereto,” and agree to the Senate amendments. I ask this 
by the direction of the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization at a meeting this morning. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan, by direc- 
tion of the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 
asks unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s table 
the bill H. R. 3394, with Senate amendments, and agree to 
the same. 

The Senate amendments were read, as follows: 

Page 1, line 3, strike out “except an addict, if not a dealer or 
peddler and insert “(except an addict who is not a dealer in, or 
peddler of, any of the narcotic drugs mentioned in this act).” 

Page 1, lines 4 and 5, strike out “violate or conspire to violate" 
and insert “be convicted and sentenced for violation of or con- 
spiracy to violate.” 

Page 1, line 6, after “ compounding,” insert “ transportation.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “An act to provide for the depor- 
tation of aliens convicted and sentenced for violation of any law 
regulating traffic in narcotics.” 

Mr. SABATH. Reserving the right to object, is there any 
special need for this legislation? Is not this included in the 
deportation act that we passed in 1924 and 1928? 

Mr. VINCENT of Michtgan. I think it is not included in 
that. This bill was brought up last June or July and con- 
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sidered in the House and passed. It went to the Senate 
and the Senate adopted it with the amendments which have 
been read by the Clerk. The only important amendment in 
the bill was one which requires conviction and sentence 
while the House bill only required that the man be found 
guilty of having done the various things stated in the bill. 

Mr. SABATH. The gentleman moves to agree to the 
Senate amendment. And that means that there must be a 
conviction and sentence before deportation. -That is what 
I have contended for all along. 

The Senate amendments were agreed to. 

BUTTER SUBSTITUTE 

Mr. KVALE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for three minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KVALE. Mr. Speaker, for some weeks a considerable 
number of Members of this House have been interested in 
the effect of a ruling by the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue upon the dairy industry, particularly on the price of 
creamery butter. Hearings have been held before the Rules 
Committee in an endeavor to secure a special rule for con- 
sideration of the Brigham bill. Mass meetings and group 
meetings have been held with representatives of the dairy 
industry; the last was held yesterday in the caucus room of 
the House Office Building. There was a good attendance, 
and a lively interest was shown. 

We are told that the Rules Committee is to meet next 
week, after a delay of several days following the hearings 
that we had before that committee, and is then to decide 
whether or not we are to have a chance to discuss the merits 
of this measure on this floor and take appropriate action. 

In last night’s newspapers there appeared an advertise- 
ment of a certain oleomargarine. Four times in that one 
advertisement there appears the word “butter,” and four 
times there is forced on the reader a dishonest comparison 
through this use of the word “butter” in connection with 
the artfully devised offer of a butter spreader as a free 
premium. In to-day’s newspapers will be found another ad- 
vertisement which tells the reader in clear English that 
butter is lower in price to-day than it has been “ for several 
years,” and that the price of creamery butter to-day is the 
“lowest quoted in many years.” 

I hold that should be ample evidence to the Rules Com- 
mittee of the dire emergency that confronts the dairy in- 
dustry and of the consequent need for this legislation. That 
should be ample evidence to support the contention of those 
of us who have appeared before the Rules Committee and 
who have informally organized for this fight, that the bill 
should come on the floor of this House without further 
delay, so that we may discuss the measure and take what- 
ever action we feel should be taken. 

I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KVALE. Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend my re- 
marks, I add: 

These advertisements bear out forcefully the statements 
that have been entered before the Rules Committee, and the 
arguments which assisted the Committee on Agriculture in 
reaching their decision to report the Brigham bill favorably, 
and press for its enactment at this session. 

They show the critical condition of the creamery butter 
market and the corresponding effect upon the dairymen 
of this whole Nation. They show the deliberate intent of 
the oleomargarine producers to abandon all adherence to 
ethical or decent advertising, and to put over this tre- 
mendous campaign to grab the butter market before rem- 
edial action can be had. 

It appears that there is little or no hope for help from 
the administrative agencies of this Government. They put 
the ruling into effect. They will not amend or recall that 
ruling. In a short time all oleomargarine will be colored 
with this palm oil, that comes into this country duty free, 
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colors the product that yet can be sold without being sub- 
ject to the 10-cent tax. 

Mr. Speaker, the Rules committee granted a hearing. Not 
one witness appeared in opposition. That was many days 
ago. I now ask why there should be any virtue in the an- 
nounced policy of that committee of never “ pocketing” a 
rule that has been reported, when the executive meeting of 
the committee is delayed in this fashion, despite the rapid 
approach of the date of final adjournment. 

We have done our best, as individual Members and as 
a group, to impress upon the Rules Committee the need for 
immediate action. We should not be required to convince 
that committee of the merits of the bill, or turn that com- 
mittee into a miniature House.“ The advertisements I 
have read to-day should be final evidence. The same oleo 
company which inserted the ad in the local paper has also 
embarked upon a great campaign of advertising in national 
weekly magazines. Huge pages, in many colors, tell the 
reader the new product can not be distinguished from other 
“spreads for bread.” There is quoted from Wordsworth: 
“ My heart leaps up when I behold a rainbow in the sky.” 

Mr. Speaker, my heart sinks low when I behold the plight 
of the dairy farmer to-day. The Rules Committee will 
have something to answer for if it refuses to bring in a rule 
which will permit this bill to be debated and acted upon in 
time so that we may try to enter it upon the statute books 
before we adjourn sine die. 

FOREIGN LOANS 


Mr. McFADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to proceed for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TILSON). 
jection? 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
as I understand it to-day is to be devoted to the considera- 
tion of the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To-day was set apart for 
that purpose. 

Mr. GARNER. I shall not object to the gentleman speak- 
ing for five minutes but I do suggest to the majority 
leader, now occupying the Chair, the propriety of under- 
taking to devote the day to the consideration of the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I shall be compelled to object to any further request 
for time because of the sincere desire on the part of those 
interested in the Private Calendar to have these bills con- 
sidered. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
what does the gentleman from Pennsylvania expect to talk 
about? 

Mr. McFADDEN. I am going to put into the RECORD 
some data that I have in connection with foreign loans and 
other supporting data, if I am 

Mr. DYER. The gentleman does not intend to pursue his 
attack on Mr. Eugene Meyer, of the Federal Reserve Board? 

Mr. McFADDEN. I do not think I shall mention Mr. 
Meyer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McFADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting certain 
supporting data of the few remarks I shall make in con- 
nection with the matter I am presenting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McFADDEN. Mr. Speaker, at various times during 
the past year I have discussed the question of foreign debts 
and the distribution and sale of foreign debts in the United 
States. Under the leave granted me this morning, not 
desiring to take up the time of the House unduly, I shall 
insert in the Recorp a compilation showing the total of the 
foreign government, municipal, and industrial loans made 
in the United States since 1919. It amounts to the enormous 
sum of over seven and three-quarter billions of dollars, and 
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this amount does. not-include money invested in. foreign 
countries by the United States directly as a government, nor 
does it include industrial corporation loans in their own 
operations, nor does it include acceptances by the Federal 
reserve banks. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McFADDEN. For a question. 

Mr. SABATH. Will not the gentleman also include the 
names of the firms who negotiated these loans, and also at 
what price they have made them and the discount that 
they have received? 

Mr. McFADDEN. I shall include the names of the bank- 
ing houses that have floated these loans and show the total 
loans by the countries to which these loans have been made. 

Mr. SABATH. And the large commissions which these 
bankers have charged? 

Mr. McFADDEN. That is almost an impossible thing to 
get. I call the attention of the House especially to these 
matters because they indicate the large extent of the domi- 
nation and control by international bankers of the diplo- 
matic relations with foreign countries and the finances of 
the country. I shall also include a list of the interlocking 
directorates of the members of these firms, where they lead 
into other controlled financial institutions in the United 
States. I am doing this at this time because a serious sit- 
uation has arisen in regard to a further exploitation by these 
people of American investors. I call attention to an article 
appearing in the newspapers under date of February 10, 
dated Habana, Cuba, United Press: 

The consolidation of the Cuban debt. for $300,000,000 by J. P. 
Morgan & Co., New York financial house, was confirmed to-day. 
Negotiations were conducted under the guidance of President 
Machado, The form of the consolidation has not been revealed, 
and although negotiations have been going on for some time, con- 
firmation was lacking until late to-night. 

That means that $300,000,000 of certain of these New 
York bankers represent debts that we all know amount to 
something over $600,000,000 in Cuba. 

Cuba is on the verge of bankruptcy, and the Government 
of Cuba is now in a very serious situation. We find these 
international bankers are preparing to unload their bad 
obligations which they have made in Cuba on the innocent 
American investing public in this kind of refunding opera- 
tions, and I for one am not going to stand for it and remain 
silent. 

I call attention to the fact that the newspapers under 
date of February 3 indicate that Peru is requesting a mora- 
torium on foreign debts. Peru is also a heavy borrower in 
this country. Within the past two weeks Mr. Thomas W. 
Lamont, of J. P. Morgan & Co., announced a moratorium. 
He was speaking as chairman of the International Debt Com- 
mittee for Mexico, where Mexico's debts have been juggled 
by these international financiers for a period of five years 
or longer, and now they are declaring a moratorium for an- 
other two years. 

I say it is about time that the Congress and the people 
of the United States began to recognize what these inter- 
national banking houses, who claim to be American, are 
doing and what is taking place. [Applause.] I say to you 
Members of the House, and I say it with knowledge, that the 
financial operations being carried on by these international 
bankers are tying this country absolutely. Not only are they 
directing the affairs of finance, but I have repeatedly called 
your attention to the domination of the State Department 
by these international groups. It is common knowledge that 
in the countries where they are carrying on their exploita- 
tions they are using the representatives of the State Depart- 
ment as cat’s-paws to carry on their diplomatic and finan- 
cial operations. We have a minister in Cuba at this time 
who is representing these international financial houses and 
has been engaged in negotiating this present $300,000,000 
loan. Ever since he went to Cuba he has had two expert 
accountants and possibly more; he was analyzing the 
financial affairs of Cuba. He had G. M. Jones, of the 
finance division of the Department of Commerce down there. 
He has now returned, and now we have the announcement 
of this great financial operation of the flotation by J. P. 
Morgan & Co. of $300,000,000 of Cuban bonds, 
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Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McFADDEN. I yield. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Does the gentleman know 
what could have happened in Nicaragua in the financial 
relations which prevailed upon the Secretary of State to 
agree to take the marines out of there? 

Mr. McFADDEN. Ido not know about Nicaragua. I have 
not had a chance to go into it. 

Another country that has defaulted, and from which these 
international bankers have been throwing their securities on 
the American market is Bolivia, to the extent of over $58,- 
000,000—ask the holders of these bonds in the United States 
to-day. They will tell you how they feel. Then next we 
come to Germany, and we find that since 1919 these 
same bankers have loaned to Germany and unloaded these 
bonds on American banks and investors to the extent 
of $1,171,646,150, and to Austria $109,000,000, and to Brazil 
$370,000,000, and to Colombia $182,178,000, and so on. 

I now place in the Record the statement of the total of 
foreign government, municipal, and industrial loans made 
in the United States since 1919, amounting to $7,784,717,430. 
This amount does not include money invested in foreign 
countries by the United States industrial corporations in their 
own operations, nor does it include money loaned privately by 
individuals, corporate or individual investment, or credits 
done privately, which amounts, at best, can only be guessed. 

The total figure is that of loans wherein securities were 
sold to the public in the United States and that total only 
covers the amount that was outstanding on December 31, 
1930, in every case except that of Canada, which it is im- 
possible to check owing to the fact that in nearly all cases, 
Canadian banks are the trustees for the bond issues and 
they do not make public the amounts which have been 
retired by the operation of sinking funds or through out- 
right purchase in the market. 

In setting up the picture of foreign loans there follows a 
list of the countries with the amount of each country’s 
obligation in the United States opposite its name and a com- 
plete list of the banks and banking houses in the United 
States through which these loans were negotiated or which 
assumed sponsorship. 

There are 97 in all; of this number 16 are listed as the 
important ones, having been the negotiators of over $6,000,- 
000,000 out of the total. These 16 are designated by the 
numbers 1 to 16 placed before their names on the list. 
Banks or banking houses outside of New York do not ap- 
pear on this list unless they sponsored or negotiated loans 
themselves; this does not mean that they did not partici- 
pate in the syndicates formed to distribute the securities; 
a complete list of all members of syndicates would include 
every large bank in the United States and that is not the 
purpose of this report. 

The Union Trust Co. of Pittsburgh, a Mellon institution, 
negotiated $98,000,000 in foreign loans, but is not included 
in the list of 16 major banks, because most of this $98,000,- 
000 was on behalf of the Aluminum Co. in Canada and the 
Mellons control that company. 

There was a time when the leading banks in New York 
could be definitely separated into two groups on foreign 
loans; to-day there is an entirely different picture. J. P. Mor- 
gan & Co.’s name never appears on a syndicate list unless 
they head the group. Kuhn, Loeb & Co.’s name appears in 
several syndicates headed by Morgan & Co. 

Generally speaking there are banks known as “ Morgan 
banks” or in the “Morgan group.” They are Bankers 
Trust Co., Guaranty Trust Co., New York Trust Co., First 
National Bank, Bank of New York & Trust Co., and Lee, 
Higginson & Co. 

The Kuhn, Loeb & Co. following is Bank of Manhaitan 
& Trust Co., Chemical Bank & Trust Co., International Ac- 
ceptance Bank, Dillon, Read & Co., J. & W. Seligman & Co., 
Speyer & Co., Lehman Bros., Hallgarten & Co., Ladenburg, 
Thalmann & Co., Goldman, Sachs & Co., Central, Hanover 
Bank & Trust Co., First National Old Colony Trust Co. (Bos- 
ton). The Chase National Bank, the largest institution in 
the United States, has no Morgan representatives on its 
board of directors; there are at least two Kuhn, Loeb & Co. 
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in Chase. Winthrop Aldrich, the president, is their repre- 
eRe 
A typical syndicate on a Morgan issue is as follows: 

J. P. Morgan & Co., Kuhn, Loeb & Co., First National Bank, 
National City Bank, Guaranty Trust Co., Bankers’ Trust Co., 
Kidder, Peabody & Co., Lee, Higginson & Co., Harris, Forbes 
& Co., that was the syndicate which handled the Austrian 
international loan. 

A typical Kuhn, Loeb & Co. syndicate is: 

Kuhn, Loeb & Co., National City Bank, Guaranty Trust 
Co., First National Bank, Brown Bros., Kidder Peabody & 
Co., Chase National Bank, Lee, Higginson & Co., Continental 
& Commercial Trust & Savings Bank (Chicago), Union 
Trust Co. (Pittsburgh), Mellon National Bank (Pittsburgh), 
First National Bank of St. Paul, Blair & Co. 

This syndicate distributed the Swedish $30,000,000 loan of 
1924. It will be seen that most of the houses in the two 
syndicates are identical. 

Another important Kuhn, Loeb & Co. connection is that 
of the old Anglo-French Bank, now the British and French 
Investing Co. Sir Oscar Warburg (son of Frederic 
Warburg) and A. E. Meyer and Sir Frank C. Meyer are said 
to be partners. Warburg & Co., of Amsterdam, and M. M. 
Warburg & Co., of Hamburg, Germany. Dr. Hans Meyer is 
closely connected with both of these last-named firms. 

It appears from the amounts opposite their names that 
Kuhn, Loeb & Co. was instrumental in loaning to foreign 
countries a great deal less than other houses. That is not 
really a true reflection, for a great many other items are 
carried by houses under Kuhn, Loeb & Co.’s direction, and 
the same can be said of Morgan & Co. in so far as its influ- 
ence is concerned in the operations of Guaranty Trust Co., 
and Lee, Higginson & Co. in foreign fields. 

Several security companies have been formed within the 
last few years to handle the smaller loans and investments, 
such as the United States and Foreign Securities Co., the 
Tri-Continental Corporation, the American and Continental 
Securities Corporation. However, they do not appear as 
participating in any of the Government loans. 

There is also a separate list of the banks and banking 
houses with a number appearing before each one with 
names of their important directors or partners with num- 
bers after their names. These numbers correspond and 
show in this simplified way the relationship of one banking 


house to another, through members of one firm being 


directors of another. 

Paul Warburg, formerly of Kuhn, Loeb & Co. and still 
personally closely related there, is the means through which 
Kuhn, Loeb & Co. control Bank of Manhattan Trust Co. 
the International Acceptance Bank, and the First National 
Old Colony Trust Co., of Boston. There is no doubt that 
the same thing can be said of numerous other banks. 

It can be said without fear of contradiction that when 
Morgan & Co. and Kuhn, Loeb & Co. negotiate a foreign loan 
they dominate the situation and dictate the terms under 
which other banks participate with them. Whereas other 
houses, not under control of these two leaders, not only 
have to carry on the loan negotiations, but have to sell their 
proposition to the other banks who join them in syndicates 
for the purpose of selling the securities to the American 
public. 

That part of the list numbered 17 to 53 contains the 
names of a good many concerns not directly connected with 
foreign loans; these banks or banking houses or companies 
are added to show wherein lies a community of interest on 
the part of the directors of the major 16, for it is at these 
“outside” directors’ meetings that many of the “ under- 
standings” are brought about. If one were to include the 
directorships in American companies held by the directors 
and partners of the banking houses, it would be easier to 
show the community of interest. 

Loans made in United States since 1919 


UP GUNN ce cee ete es ee le eee $504, 578, 800 
„ 109, 223, 800 
%% A a E E O EE N A eae eer etocee 269, 275, 500 
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$17, 300, 500 

58, 128, 500 
252, 138, 600 
182, 178, 800 


327, 982, 400 
81, 049, 500 
34, 772, 500 

159, 635, 590 

1, 171, 646, 150 


206, 243, 000 
23, 720, 000 
107, 722, 000 
128, 878, 150 
67, 909, 400 
8, 108, 000 
212, 992, 500 
69, 627, 500 
29, 116, 700 


7, 784, 717, 430 
This total is the amount outstanding as of December 31, 1930. 
Banking houses and their participation in foreign loans 


POROUS RE A EAS) a acca retinas oe oeseren ics eoed psa $55, 560, 000 
Amen, Mmerich= 0 O05. fo. oo sesso cc nssn ee eenhwn 19, 127, 500 
Baker, % 25, 452, 900 
8. Bancamerica-Blair Corporation 414, 847, 800 
12. Bankers’ Trust Co. of New Lor 103, 836, 000 
ODEL D: DENAT E Con fons eae enaawnnn aoa 3, 000, 000 
GE, Barrett & Co," G 5-58 4, 000, 000 


Bauer; fend d ..... aa 3. 949, 000 
A. G. Becker & Co 25, 388, 000 
Bennett, Converse & Schwab (Inc.) 640, 000 
Blyth-Witter & Co. 46, 867, 900 
Boenning & Co- 400, 000 
Bonbright & Co. (Inc 27, 500, 000 
Bond & Goodwin & Tucker (Inc 2, 250, 000 
Bridgeport (Conn.) Trust Co 1, 000, 000 
o T—T—T—TVT—T——————— 1. 919. 000 
10. Brown Bros. Harriman & CO————— 2 214, 130, 500 
r Scenes 2, 600, 000 
TTT 487, 800 
Central Trust Co. of IIInois ------=-->--====-= >= 1, 454, 500 
P. W. Chapman & Co. - (Inc.) 7. 345, 500 


5. Chase Securities Corporation 
Chatham-Phenix Sd eatin Š 


Colvin & Co 
Continental & Commercial Trust & Savings Bank 
D: DUON, SA e OO aai eA 824, 080, 750 


Page yh E. St EE A EA E Rr 12, 500, 000 
First National Bank of New Tork 2, 828, 000 
11. First National Old Colony Corporation 96, 379, 000 


First Trust & Savings Bank. 
Harvey Fisk & . ð ᷣͤ ß kl 
Freeman, Smith & Camp Co 

) 


Halsey, Stuart. & C0. (Ins 51, 644, 300 
Hinein . cen 700. 000 
1. Harris, des . ee 191. 338. 900 
Hemphill, Noyes & CO —7j—rv— 3. 000, 000 
e . etiom 990, 000 
A. A. Housman Gwathmey & Co- 3, 780, 000 
Howe, Snow & Bertles (Inc.) 12, 287, 500 
Buer — 9. 600. 000 
International Acceptance Bank (Inc.) 3, 000, 000 
International Manhattan Co. (Inc.) 5, 360, 000 
Interstate Trust & Banking Co- 1. 980, 000 

500 


A Kuhn, 300: 0 Ce otis ees $384, 738, 700 
Ladenburg, Thalmann & Co 9, 740, 000 
A. M. Lamport & Co. (Inc. 820, 500 
7. Lee, Higginson & Co......-.........-..-....... 456,722, 
Leman B. — ——1ʃñ 20, 375, 000 
ye PR eT UY. AO Se A AS eS aS 29, 283, 100 
Lumbermen's Trust Co. 175, 000 
R. H. McClure & Co. 940. 000 
Marine National Co- ĩĩ„%„j 150, 000 
Marshall, Field, Glore. Ward & Co—— 43, 288, 000 
Merchants Trust & Savings, St. Paul 4, 000, 000 
Minneapolis Trust Co———— — — 4, 000, 000 
1. J. P. Morgan & Co 81.659. 568, 400 
Livermore & Co.-..._....... =... — ES 800, 000 
3° National: City C0 eens 900, 403, 990 
John Nicherson & Co. (Inc) 3, 365, 000 
Bae Se o o ae Se ee a ee Se ee 4, 487, 500 
Paine, Webber, 8 T8 L— — 11. 353, 500 
Peabody, Houghteling & Co. (Inc.) 18, 500, 000 
Peabody, Smith & Co. (Inc.) 2, 000, 000 
grin) oe ee A RA SS a aS eS 2, 305, 500 
Redmond & Co 4, 612, 500 
C. B, Richards & Co 1, 307, 000 
E. H. Rollins & Sons 40, 764, 500 
Scholle Bros .2 TTT $2, 362, 500 
J. Henry Schroeder Banking Corporation 14, 000, 000 
SST <= 300, 000 
Schwababacher & Co__._-..-..-------.--------... 2, 000, 000 
15. J. & W. Seligman & Co____-_.---------.--.. — 128,854, 500 
Edmund Seymour & Co. (Inc. 2, 000, 000 
TA Sisto: & Co., New: York=--. 6 ae = 5, 437, 500 
F CO DE 237, 411, 300 
Stone & Webster & Blodget (Inc. 20, 631, 900 
Jerome B. Sullivan & 00 .ñũ? 1. 384. 000 
TAVIE ae a Se a 800, 000 
Lawrence Turnure & Coo —.— 3. 250, 000 
Union Trust Co., Pittsburgh ss 98, 050, 000 
A. D. Watts & Co- — 1. 925, 000 
J. G. White & Co. (Inc.) — 11. 494. 000 
9. White, Weld & Co tee 20859 7F- 000 
N bs Be FC OOA a ete emt teint ner ten os a Š 1, 350, 000 
Wood, Gundy & Co. (Inc.) .--..-.--.----.-..--- hd 35, 000, 000 


Major banks and banking houses, with their banking affiliations 


1. J. P. Morgan & Co. 

2. Guaranty Co. 

8. National City Co. 

4. Kuhn, Loeb & Co. 

5. Chase Securities Corporation. 
6. Dillon, Read & Co. 

7. Lee, Higginson & Co. 

8. Bancamerica-Blair Corporation. 
9. White, Weld & Co. 

10. Brown Bros., Harriman & 

11. First National Old Colony 8 
12. Bankers Trust Co. 

13. Harris, Forbes & Co. 

. Hallgarten & Co. 

J. & W. Seligman & Co. 


Speyer & Co. 
First Security Co. 


Drexel & Co, Philadelphia. 

19. Fifth Avenue Bank. 

Corn Exchange Bank & Trust Co. 

21. Bank of Manhattan Trust Co 

8 Continental Illinois Bank & Trust Co. Chicago. 


First National Bank, Chicago. 
International Acceptance Bank. 
Irving Trust Co. 

City Bank, Farmers Trust Co. 


29. New York Trust Co. 
80. Federal Reserve Bank, New York. 
31. International Banking tion. 


. Provident Loan Society. 
Lazard Freres. 


National Shawmut Bank, Boston. 

. Goldman, Sachs & Co. 

. Central Hanover Bank & Trust Co. 
Central Savings Bank. 

. J. Henry Schroeder Banking Corporation. 
. Empire Trust Co. 

. United States Trust Co. 

. American Acceptance Corporation. 
. Bond, Mortgage & Guarantee Co. 

. Spencer Trask & Co. 

. Chas. D. Barney & Co. 

Overseas Securities Corporation, 

. Title Guarantee & Trust Co, 

. Tri Continental Corporation. 

. Bonbright & Co. 

. American Continental Corporation. 
. Aldred & Co. 

51. Bank of New York & Trust Co. 

. Continental Securities Corporation. 
53. G. M. P. Murphy & Co. 
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J. P. Morgan & Co. 

J. P. Morgan, 17; Thomas W. Lamont, 17, 2; J. S. Morgan, jr.: 
E. T. Stotesbury, 18; Charles Steele; H. G. Lloyd, 18; Thomas 
Cochran, 12, 19; George Whitney, 2; Thomas S. Gates; R. C. Leffing- 
well; F. D. Bartow, 20; A. M. Anderson; William Ewing, 12; Harold 
Stanley; Henry S. Morgan; Thomas S. Lamont; S. Parker Gilbert. 

Guaranty Co. 

William C. Potter, president; Charles H. Sabin, c Mar- 
shall Field, 21, 22, 49; Robert W. Goelet, 23, 46; Phillip G. Gossier, 
24, 10; William A. Harriman, 10, 21; Albert H. Harris, 25; David F. 
Houston, 26; Grayson M. P. Murphy, 53; George E. Roosevelt, 
23; Charles B. Seger, 26; Mathew S. Sloan, 27,24; Joseph B. Terbell, 
10; Thomas Williams, 23. 

National City Co. 

Guy D. Cary, 28; Cleveland E. Dodge, 28; John A. Garver, 29, 42; 
Joseph P. Grace, 28; Charles E. Mitchell, 28, 30; James H. Post, 
28; Gordon S. Rentichler, 28, 31; Perry A. Rockefeller, 32, 10; 
Samuel Sloan, 28; Beekman Winthrop, 28, 31. 


Kuhn, Loeb & Co. 


Felix M. Warburg, 26, 21, 42; Otto H. Kahn, 5, 24; Mortimer L. 
Schiff, 23, 32; Jerome J. Hanauer; Gordon Leith; Geo. W. Bovenizer; 
Lewis L. Strauss; Sir Wm. Wiseman. 


Chase Securities Corporation 


Winthrop W. Aldrich; Frant Altschul, 33; Howard Bayne, 24; 
Hugh Blair-Smith, 34; Henry S. Bowers, 35; Newcomb Carlton, 
26; Harold B. Clark, 9; Paul D. Cravath; Bertram Cutler, 24; Clar- 
ence Dillon, 6, 36; Fred H. Ecker, 32; Charles S. Hayden; Otto H. 
Kahn, 4; Charles S. McCain, 37; John McHugh, 38; Jeremiah Mil- 
back, 32; Geo. Welwood Murray, 24; Samuel F, Pryor, 10; Charles 
M. Schwab, 39; Thos. F. Vietor, 37; Albert H. Wiggin; Seward 


Prosser, 12. 
Dillon, Read & Co. 


Clarence Dillon, 5, 36; Wm. A. Phillips, 23; Dean Mathey, 29; 
J. H. Seaman; W. M. L. Fiske; Roland L. Taylor; Wm. A. Read, jr.; 
E. J. Bermingham; J. V. Forrestal; A. M. Barnes; R. H. Pollard; 
Duncan H. Read; Westmore Willcox, jr.; Robt. O. Hayward; H. G. 
Ritter 3d; W. S. Charnley; Clifton M. Miller; R. E. Christie, jr. 


Lee, Higginson & Co. 


Fred W. Allen, 29; Jerome D. Greene; Donald Durant, 28; Ed- 

ward N. Jessup; "Robert Grant, jr.; George Murnane, 12. 
Bancamerica-Blair Corporation 

A. H. Giannini (chairman); E. C. Delafield (president); Elisha 
Walker (chairman executive committee); Frank Bailey, 42, 46; 
Frank L. Dame, 49; Henry J. Fuller, 50.11; Robert Law, 10; Sam 
Lewisohn; William D. Loucks, 10; Acosta Nichols, 43. 

White, Weld & Co. 

Harold T. White, 32; Francis M. Weld, 36; Farris R. Russell; 
Harold B. Clark, 5; W. J. K. Vanston. 

Brown Bros., Harriman & Co. 

James Brown, 36; James Crosby Brown; Thatcher M. Brown, 40; 
Moreau Delano; Ray Morris, 51, 52; Charles D. Dickey, 28; E. S. 
James, 34; W. A. Harriman, 2.21; E. R. Harriman, 28; M. d 
Brush, 39.21. ; 

First National Old Colony Corporation 

J. E. Aldred, 50; Bernard W. Trafford; Phillip Stockton; Allan 
M. Pope; Nevil Ford; R. Paker Kuhn; F. Abbott Goodhue, 26, 21, 49; 
Paul M. Warburg, 21.26.49. 

Bankers Trust Co. 

Seward Prosser, chairman, 5; Albert A. Tilney; Corneltus Bliss, 
40; Henry J. Cochran, dent; Thomas Cochran, 1; S. Sloan Colt, 
41; Jobn I. Downey, 19, 42; William Ewing, 1; Walter E. Frew, 20, 
46; Michael Friedsam, 21; Edwin M. Bulkley, 43; John W. Hanes, 
44; Horace Havemeyer, 26; Fred I. Kent, 45; Ronald H. MacDonald, 
42, 46; George Murname, 7; Landon K. Thorne, 48. 

Harris, Forbes & Co, 

Harry Addinsell, 5.29; Lloyd W. Smith; E. Carleton Granberry, 

49; Fred S. Burroughs; Don C. Wheaton, 49. 

Hallgarten & Co. 

Max Horwitz, G. Merzbach, Maurice W. 
Melvin L. 


Casimir I. Stralem, 
Newton, H. Walter Blumenthal, Andrew J. Miller, 


Emerich. 
J. & W. Seligman & Co. 
; Jefferson Seligman; Fred Strauss, 36, 47; Walter 
Seligman; John C. Jay, 19; Robert V. White, 47; Earle Baile, 47; 
Francis F. Randolph, 47.5; Henry C. Breck, 47. 
Speyer & Co. 
James Speyer, 21, 27, 32, 46; Edward B. Von Speyer; Herbert B. 


Von Speyer. 
First Security Co. 
George F. Baker, jr., 32; Thomas W. Lamont, 1, 2; J. P. Mor- 


gan, 1. 
Fifth Avenue Bank 


Thomas Cochran, 1; John I. Downey, 12, 42; A. S. Frissell; John C. 
Jay, 15; Alfred E. Marling, 46; Fred Osborne, 53; Orlando F. Weber. 


Corn Exchange Bank & Trust Co. 
Prancis D. Bartow, 1; Clinton D. Burdich, 46, 42; George Double- 


| day, 29; Robert A. Drysdale, 37; Walter E. Frew, 12, 46; Phillip Leh- 
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man; Robert Lehman; Charles W. Nichols, 46; Henry A. Patten; 
Daniel Schnakenburg, 37; Richard Whitney. 


Bank of Manhattan Trust Co. 


John E. Aldred, 50, 11; J. Stewart Baker, 26; Stephen Baker, 26; 
Matthew C. Brush, 39, 10; Marshall Field, 49, 22, 2; Michael Fried- 
sam, 12; F. Abbott Goodhue, 49, 11, 26; P. A. Rowley, 26; James 
Speyer, 16, 46, 32, 37; James P. Warburg, 49, 26; Paul M. Warburg, 
26, 49, 11. 


The foregoing, of course, does not begin to show all the 
interlocking relationship with many other important finan- 
cial institutions in the United States, nor does it show these 
relationships which are tied in with the railroads and other 
leading industries, including water power, steel, oil, and 
chemicals. 

I pointed out some further affiliations of this same group 
in two statements which I recently made before a subcom- 
mittee of the Senate Committee on Banking and Currency 
when I was opposing a further attempt of these same inter- 
national banking interests to now take over and completely 
dominate the Federal reserve system. 

I now place in the Recorp a letter in regard to the Mexican 
debt situation from Howard T. Oliver, of New York, a citizen 
of unquestioned integrity and standing, who has been a 
victim of these negotiators: 


New York, January 27, 1931. 
Hon. Lours T. MCFADDEN, 
Chairman Committee of the House on 
Banking and Currency, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. MCFADDEN: I beg to submit for your consideration 
certain facts and conclusions regarding the activities of the 
International Committee of Bankers on Mexico, which I believe 
warrant an investigation by your committee. These facts have 
been enumerated concisely as possible commensurate with a com- 
prehensive portrayal of a situation which is at variance with the 
public policy of the United States. 

The facts and conclusions herein presented will, I believe, lead 
to the conclusion that the International Committee of Bankers on 
Mexico has exercised dominance over the Mexican policy of the 
State Department, attempted to influence the courts of the United 
States, drained the Mexican Government of much-needed funds, 
surrendered the rights of security holders, confused the titles of 
Mexico’s foreign debts, enjoyed preference over other classes of 
Mexico’s creditors, caused the reduction in value of Mexican bonds, 
minimized that Nation's credit, aroused ill will toward the United 
States, and otherwise complicated our relations with Mexico. 

I respectfully request that representatives of the International 
Committee of Bankers on Mexico be called to explain the state- 
ments herein and that I be given like opportunity to support them 
by evidence and data in my possession. I sincerely believe that 
the International Committee of Bankers on Mexico has outlived 
its usefulness and that it is the duty of your committee to termi- 
nate the activities of the bankers committee and to assist in 
bringing about a new constructive plan for the protection of the 
creditors of Mexico and the rehabilitation of Mexico’s financial 

tion. 
pori The committee of bankers entered into contractual relations 
with the Government of Mexico at a time when recognition was 
being withheld from said Government by the Department of State. 
The resultant debt agreement was therefore in direct contravention 
of the public policy of the United States at that time. 

II. A spokesman for the committee of bankers declared that the 
United States Government would be compelled to reverse its policy 
of nonrecognition of Mexico if the continuance of said policy 
should permit any interference with financial arrangements en- 
tered into by said committee with the Government of Mexico— 
the inference being that the bankers committee exercised suf- 
ficient dominance over the State Department to force a change in 
the general policy of the United States toward Mexico. Within one 
month after the above declaration the State Department granted 
recognition to Mexico. 

III. The bankers committee, in the person of its counsel, at- 
tempted to obstruct the due processes of the courts of the United 
States and to instruct said courts in the civil action of the Oliver 
American Trading Co. against the Government of the United States 
of Mexico and the National Railways of Mexico, although said 
committee was not a party thereto. Attempted dominance of the 
courts by a committee of international bankers is especially re- 
pugnant to American principles. 

IV. The bankers committee, through the person of its counsel, 
sought and succeeded in enlisting the interposition of the Sec- 
retary of State in the courts, contrary to the sharply defined 
principles of differentiation of the three branches of our Gov- 
ernment as set forth in the Constitution of the United States. 
The susceptibility of the Secretary of State to suggestions of the 
bankers committee in the matter referred to emphasized the 
dominance of the bankers. 

V. The bankers committee is a nonincorporated body, which 
assumed highly arbitrary powers, without responsibility, individu- 
ally or collectively, to the United States, to any State therein, to 
-Mexico, or to holders of Mexican securities. The addresses of 
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VI. The International Committee of Bankers on Mexico has at 
all times since its inception in 1921, and despite occasional pro- 
tests to the contrary, maintained a dual capacity, namely, as 
agents for the Government of Mexico and as representatives of 
the holders of Mexican Government and national railway secur- 
ities. The abuses possible under such dual rôles are self-evident 
and constitute a jeopardy of the rights of unsuspecting holders of 
the aforementioned securities. 2 enough, the committee 
of bankers continues to function despite the expiration of its 
self-allotted period of existence and the termination of the 
„ entered into. No public accounting has been 
rendere 


VII. In its self-assumed character as representative of the holders 
of Mexican securities, although it has never represented all of the 
bondholders, the International Committee of Bankers permitted 
the Mexican Government to believe that the latter's acquiescence 
in the terms of contracts with it would redound to the financial 
benefit of that country's finances and made a number of mislead- 
ing statements justifying that Government in believing that loans 
or credits would result therefrom. No loans having been forth- 
coming, the deception of the Mexican Government has adversely 
affected the good will between the people of Mexico and the people 
of the United States, and is therefore of concern to our Repre- 
sentatives in the Congress. 

VIII. As a result of the arguments and representations of the com- 
mittee the Mexican Government was inveigled into straining its 
financial position far beyond its means in order to deliver to the 
said committee more than $48,000,000 destined for payment on 
account of her foreign debt. The efforts of the Mexican Govern- 
ment to comply with the contracts which she was induced to sign 
and ratify have frequently proven to be at the sacrifice of pay- 
ments to school teachers, civil employees, the army, native and 
foreign merchants, and other creditors. The resulting preference 
enjoyed by the international committee has frequently aroused 
internal dissensions in Mexico which in turn constitute a menace 
to friendly relations with the United States. 

IX. In the self-appointed réle as representatives of the bondhold- 
ers the latter were induced by the International Committee of 
Bankers to surrender rights stipulated in the original terms of 
their securities under erroneous representations that Mexico had 
at last achieved political tranquillity and would be able perma- 
nently to resume payments on her foreign obligations. That the 
committee erred in its judgment, acted contrary to the advice of 
others who were better informed on Mexican conditions, such as 
the Department of State, which was withholding recognition, is 
evidenced by the fact that two revisions downward of the original 
contract with Mexico have been signed. The ineptness of the com- 
mittee has caused material injury to the rights of many American 
and European investors who had been led to have implicit confi- 
dence in the good will of Mexico and her capacity to pay. The 
resultant disillusionment has reduced public confidence in our 
southern neighbor and destroyed her credit. This is of practical 
concern to the people of the United States. 

X. That each succeeding debt agreement waived further rights 
and reduced the value of the terms of the original bonds indicates 
that the trust of the security holders in the personnel of the 
committee was abused beyond precedent. It was the practice of 
the committee first to commit the bondholders to reduce terms 
with Mexico and then induce the security holders to accept each 
succeeding reduction in their rights by intimations that Mexico 
was now capable of meeting the new terms. The effect of the 
arbitrary chiseling or whittling away of the terms stipulated in 
the original titles of the Mexican bonds and the nullification of 
some classes of bonds sets a most pernicious precedent tending 
to jeopardize $15,000,000,000 of American investments in other for- 
eign government securities. 

XI. The rights of 4,000 American claimants and other creditors 
of Mexico have been relegated to an inferior position due to the 
priority claimed and obtained by fhe International Committee of 
Bankers in behalf of the holders of Mexican securities. Holders 
of certain classes of secured bonds of Mexico have been protesting 
at the favoritism granted inferior classes by the bankers commit- 
tee and demanding suitable recognition for their own. In other 
words, complete confusion has arisen as to the priority of various 
classes of bonds, the prior rights of claimants, and other classes 
of creditors. The resultant tangle of Mexico's external debt by 
this unofficial and unincorporated committee of bankers has set 
up a serious problem for the United States to unravel. 

XII. The bankers’ committee has on hand, undistributed and 
undistributable to the bondholders, approximately $17,000,000 re- 
ceived from the Mexican Government. There is no agreement in 
effect providing for its disposition, the title is not defined, and 
there is no one to demand an accounting for it, excepting the 
Committee on Banking and Currency of the House. About $33,- 
000,000 have been paid to the bondholders and about $2,000,000 
interest has accrued. 

The preferred position heretofore enjoyed by the International 
Committee of Bankers on Mexico has contributed materially to 
the utter failure of the powers of diplomacy of the State Depart- 
ment to protect the rights of other citizens in Mexico either by 
direct representation or through the claims conventions. 
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The challenge herein presented to the people of the United 
States through their representatives in Congress, by way of you 
and your committee, is whether the power and authority of our 
executive department shall be subordinate to the influence and 
will of an unincorporated group of bankers at the expense of other 
citizens. 

Respectfully yours, 
J Howard T. OLIVER. 


I now desire to refer to the last meeting of the Interna- 
tional Committee on Mexican Debt, presided over by Mr. 
Thomas W. Lamont and which was held in New York, and 
to point out to you that in this agreement of July 25, 1930, 
it was proposed to make a refunding bond issue amounting 
to $267,493,250. These bonds are to run for 45 years and pay 
5 per cent interest under the law, but in the agreement the 
interest runs on a sliding scale for the first five years. The 
proposed issue is to be divided as follows: 

Series A, $139,389,678; series B, $128,103,572. 

The interest on series A is to be 3 per cent in 1931 and 
1932, 4 per cent in 1933 and 1934, and 5 per cent in 1935 and 
thereafter. 

The series A bonds are evidently intended to cover the 
secured debt of $68,806,000 and the total interior debt of 
$67,606,000, amounting to $136,412,000, mentioned in the 
schedule of debts accepted in the Lamont-De la Huerta 
agreement of June 16, 1922, page 41. It will be noted that 
the proposed issue of A bonds in the agreement under dis- 
cussion is approximately $3,000,000 larger in amount than 
these same debts as set up in the agreement of June 16, 1922. 

The interest on series B is to be 3 per cent in 1931, 1932, 
and 1933, 344 per cent in 1934, 4 per cent in 1935 and 1936, 
and 5 per cent each year thereafter. 

The series B bonds for $128,103,572 are evidently pro- 
posed to cover the secured debt” accepted in the Lamont- 
de la Huerta agreement of June 16, 1922, which holds a 
lien of 100 per cent on the import and export taxes of the 
Mexican Government. (See memorandum of history of 
these bonds attached hereto.) This debt is stated as $128;- 
684,000 in the Lamont-de la Huerta agreement of June, 
1922. 

The above items appear as follows under the title of 
“Schedule of obligations” on page 41 of the Lamont-de la 
Huerta agreement: 


Mexican Government 5's, 1899 $48, 635, 000 
Mexican Government 4’s, 1910. 50, 949, 000 
£6,000,000 Mexican Government 6's, 1913..-.-----._. 29, 100, 000 

‘Total: secured) ODE oo ie ae meee nee 128, 684, 000 
5 per cent municipal loan 6, 769, 000 
Mexican Government 4's, 1904........----.-..-_-__. 37, 037, 000 
Caja de Préstamos 44 25, 000, 000 

Total unsecured debt 68, 806, 000 


21, 151, 000 
46, 455, 000 


doetelinterior a 8 67, 606, 000 


(No mention is made in this agreement of the Huerta bonds 
of 1913 and 1914 repudiated by Carranza but which were in a 
way recognized under the Lamont-de la Huerta agreement, as 
will be more fully explained further on. In the Lamont-de la 
Huerta agreement it was provided that the schedule of debts 
attached might be added to by later including “such other 
issues as the minister and the committee might jointly agree 
should be included in the Government external debt and rail- 
way debt.” The repudiated Huerta bonds and about $118,000,000 
in railway debts were the only items which had been omitted in 
this agreement.) 


To cover the service of the new bonds to be issued under 
this agreement to refund the foregoing items the Mexican 
Government agrees to pay $12,500,000 in 1931 ($5,000,000 
on account of which was paid as an evidence of good faith 
about September 1, last), increasing this payment by $500,- 
000 each year so that in 1936 and thereafter the payments 
are to be $15,000,000 annually. These payments during the 
first five years are to include a special fund of $11,755,003.38, 
which is to be used to take up all interest warrants and 
scrip and all interest due as of January 1, 1931, on the 
following basis: 


Mexican Government 3's, 1886. 
Mexican Government 5’s, 1894 
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value, receipts for interest in 


value ol... $46, 865, 726.00 | $468, 657. 26 

c) At 2 per cent . i 

arrears, class A of the value o 
(e) At 10 per cent of current ini 

. TEES 
Unpaid cash warrants, overdue coupons and interest 

on 8 obligations, calculated to Jan. 1, 

1931, of the aggregate face value ol. 


aggregate value 
Overdue a warrants on railway obligations “for 


which the Government stands responsible under 

the plan and agreement of June 16, 1922,” eto. 17, 772, 159. 00 

Nore.—If this agreement should eventually go through the loss to security holders 
in connection with the first four items 9 which refer to the bonded debt, would 


amount to $176,326,479.32. The last two items refer to bonds of the Tehuantepec 
Railway and cash warrants issued on railway obligations before the modification of 
the Lamont la serge yn ment made in October, 1925, went into effect. ‘These 


22 „ niger at 10 per cent these items would show a loss to 

security fiers ol S203461 30 ise under this agreement it is to 

wipe out all interest in arrears, amounting to $211,107,%44, by the pà; of $11,7: 
38 over a period of years, showing a net loss to Shourity holdarsot $199,352, 40 


This is a far d t attitude from that taken in the Lamont- de la Huerta agreement 
of June 16, 1922, where all interest was calculated to January 1, 1923, and made a part 
of the baa rye debt, while current interest from 5 1, 1923, to January 1, 1928, 
was provi for, so far as it could be met in cash, 72 26 propriation of the export tax 
on oil and a 10 per cent tax on the gross revenues of ational Railways. 


This is but a brief outline of the present status of the 
Mexican debt situation which I have referred to in my 
opening remarks, A perusal of Mr. Oliver’s letter clearly 
discloses the position of the State Department in all of these 
negotiations. 

I am now placing in the Recorp at this point a statement 
appearing in the Christian Science Monitor under date of 
January 31, 1931: 


GOLD PAYMENTS. ON MEXICO’S $500,000,000 DEBT SUSPENDED—2-YEAR 
POSTPONEMENT NECESSARY, LAMONT SAYS, BECAUSE OF PESO’S DE- 
CLINE—EQUIVALENT DEPOSITS IN SILVER TO BE MADE IN INTERIM 


New Tonk, January 31.—A suspension of transfer of payments 
of the Mexican foreign debt was announced yesterday by Thomas 
W. Lamont, of the banking house of J. P. Morgan & Co., and 
chairman of the International Committee of Bankers on Mexico. 

Mr. Lamont said in a prepared statement that “a fresh agree- 
ment” had been entered into which was supplemental to and in 
substitution of the debt agreement signed in New York City on 
July 25 last. It had been made necessary, he said, by the decline 
in value of the Mexican silver peso. 

He added that the Mexican Government had stated that its 
capacity to pay in gold had decreased so greatly it could not 
possibly, within the limits of its budget revenue and requirements, 
provide the amount of gold called for under the July 25, 1930, 
agreement, This agreement provided for the consolidation of 
debt placed at $500,000,000 in gold. 

Under the new agreement, signed in Mexico City by Montes de 
Oca, Minister of Finance, and in New York by Mr. Lamont, repre- 
senting the bankers' committee, the Mexican Government may 
avoid for two years the obligation to make gold payments on its 
foreign debt. 

The Mexican Government promises, however, to make deposits 
in silver equivalent to the gold payments. These silver deposits 
would be held in a “responsible depository” in Mexico City, and 
if within any time during the next two years the monetary 
situation in Mexico improves sufficiently to allow gold payments, 
Mexico promises that gold will be substituted for the silver. 

The latest Lamont-Oca agreement also provides that the Mexi- 
can Government get back from the bankers’ committee the 
$5,000,000 (gold) which it paid on its debt last August and sub- 
stitute silver for it in the Mexican depository. 

It was ed as significant that Mr. Lamont’s statement made 
no mention of the rate of exchange at which the silver would be 
turned in at the Mexican depository. 

The agreement, if ratified, will have the effect of again postpon- 
ing all payments on the Mexican foreign debt. 

The history of the Mexican debt situation has been one of fre- 
quent “ postponements” and evasions of payments by one means 
or another. The first “agreement” between the Mexican Govern- 
ment and the international committee, called “the agreement of 
June 16, 1922,“ went into effect on December 8, 1923. Because of 
political disturbances in Mexico, which affected its financial plans, 
the Government issued an official decree on June 30, 1924, sus- 
pending the service of the foreign debt. 

This suspension continued until the bankers’ committee, after 
discussions with the then finance minister, Alberto J. Pani, ar- 
ranged substantial modifications in the agreement, specifically 
separating the agreements as to the direct Government debt and 
the National Railways debt. The modified agreement, signed on 
October 23, 1925, became effective on January 1, 1926. Remit- 
tances on the Government debt under the modified plan were 
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made for about two years, but when full payments under the 
original loan agreements were to be resumed on January 1, 1928, 
the service on the direct debt again was suspended, the Govern- 
ment declaring itself unable to pay in full. 

Discussion was resumed on June 25 last and the agreement“ 
of last July was arrived at. The Mexican Government again finds 
it impossible to live up to it. 

The special delegates who conducted the negotiations here with 
Mr. Lamont were Roberto Casas Alatriste and Francesco Valla- 
dares, who had not been members of the commission which 
negotiated the previous agreement. 


I now desire to refer to the agitation,.which seems to be 
taking very definite form in regard to the international debt 
situation and German reparation payments under the 
Young plan, wherein it is indicated that a move is on for 
the revision of war-debt payments. In this respect, I cite 
the speech of Philip Snowden, Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
on the British war-debt settlement with America, on Feb- 
ruary 11 and reported in the New York Times of February 
12, in which he predicted that posterity will curse those 
who were responsible for the British war-debt settlement. 
The agticle reads as follows: 

He named no person, but, of course, he had in mind only the 
United States and Stanley Baldwin, who as Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, negotiated the war-debt settlement with the United 
States in 1922. 

He is quoted: 

We have the burden of the war debt. I don’t want to give 
offense to anybody when I make this statement that when the 
history of the way in which that debt was incurred—its reck- 
lessness, its extravagance and its commitments made, which 
were altogether unnecessary at the time—when all that comes to 
be known, I am afraid posterity will curse those who were 
responsible. 

I also direct your attention to a statement by a Member 
of Parliament, J. M. Kenworthy, who said on the same day 
in Parliament (and I am quoting from his speech as re- 
corded in the New York Times of February 12): 


There should be an international round table conference on 
the interallied war debts and reparations. We should consider 
a moratorium. The conference should be called by the United 
States, but that country apparently is afraid to make the move 
so England should take the initiative. Such a conference would 
be the best the world could have for the restoration of 
normal conditions. Up to the present— 

He continued— 


Germany has only made small payments which we have passed 
on to America, and America has re-lent the money to Germany. 
Now Germany doesn’t dare borrow any more at high rates from 
America, and we will soon have a flood of German goods dumped 
on our markets and the markets cf the world. All of eastern 
America and the American bankers are in favor of a policy of 
moratorium, but the Middle West has not come over and is still 
in favor of our policy of 1920, that the Germans must pay. 

It is apparent that Mr. Kenworthy was receiving the bulk 
of his information from this international group of bankers. 

This was followed immediately by a statement by Lady 
Astor. She declared that she would use such influence as 
she had in any part of the world to put an end to what the 
tall and bulky Laborite called “this impossible situation of 
interallied debts and reparations.” The views of Lady Astor 
are significant because of her Virginian ancestry. 

That we are on the eve of important developments affect- 
ing reparations and debt settlements in which these inter- 
national bankers are involved was indicated in Berlin, Ger- 
many, during the present week when the new National 
Socialist Fascisti Party, which is directed by Adolph Hitler, 
left the Reichstag en bloc joined by the Nationalist members 
of the Reichstag under the leadership of Doctor Hugenberg, 
and have refused to participate further, apparently, in the 
present session of the Reichstag as a protest against the 
financial program of the present administration in Germany. 

This is significant when you. take into consideration the 
fact that the main plan of the platform of the Hitler party 
is a reconsideration of the treaty of Versailles and the Young 
plan looking toward cancellation or a complete reconsidera- 
tion of the debts owed by Germany. 

In the midst of all of this international unrest we are 
advised that Lee, Higginson & Co. are now negotiating in 
Berlin and Paris for a new international loan to Germany, 
as is indicated by an article appearing on the financial page 
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of the Washington Star, under date of February 11, as 
follows: 

Germany is seeking another loan. A small one this time—only 
a feeler—about $32,000,000; and France is expected to take a good 
slice of it. If it is popular, it will be followed by other loans, for 
2 85 y must have several times this amount this year to keep 
going. 

It is now well known that the last German loan of $125,000,000 
did not receive any wide support from the American people. It 
is not likely, therefore, that the United States will take any great 
amount of German issues for the next few months. Still, who 
knows? George Murnane, partner of Lee, Higginson & Co., the firm 
which handled the American end of the last loan, is at present in 
Paris working out, with other bankers, the details of the new 
issue, indicating, at least, that the United States will have an 
opportunity to subscribe for a part of the new issue. 

George Murnane, named in this dispatch, is a partner of 
Lee, Higginson & Co., referred to here, and is also a director 
of the Bank of Manhattan Co. of New York and several 
other of the Warburg financial institutions. He has also 
been recently elected a director of the Marine Midland Bank 
of Buffalo, which is a part of the Marine Midland Corpora- 
tion. This is the institution in which the Hon. Edmund 
Platt, former Vice Governor of the Federal Reserve Board, 
was recently made a vice president. 

I have been pointing out in the past how the Bank for 
International Settlements was to serve the interests of these 
international financiers, and in this connection we are ad- 
vised by the present head of the Bank for International 
Settlements, Mr. Gates W. McGarrah, former head of the 
Federal Reserve Bank of New York, under date of February 
12, in a speech that he made in Paris on that date before 
the American Club, that more foreign loans are to be made. 
We read: 


World bank head would reopen the great capital markets to 
external financing. Favors long-term credits. 


In this article appears this most significant statement. I 
quote: 

“tt is most appropriate that I should mention the subject before 
the American Club of the city of Paris, because it is upon Paris 
and upon New York that, owing to the special conditions now 
preva: in London, the opportunity and obligation fall to help 
becca by helping others through making long-term invest- 
ments, 

In this connection I have been repeatedly pointing out the 
fact that over 60 per cent of the world’s gold is at the 
present time under the control of Paris and New York. I 
have been constantly stressing how and to what extent the 
Federal reserve system was being involved and dominated 
both in the United States as well as internationally by these 
two banking groups, J. P. Morgan & Co. and Kuhn, Loeb & Co. 

These, with the other things that I have stated, are my 
reasons for calling this matter to the attention of Congress 
and to point out the danger that confronts this country by 
participating in the involvement through these international 
bankers either by the people of this country or through the 
investment in these loans, which if they do not now involve 
our Government will involve our Government in the end. 
I have been calling the attention of the Congress for some 
time past to the seriousness of this situation, and I can ap- 
preciate that at first to some of you these financial questions 
and these connections that I have been pointing out and am 
now making definite and complete are problems complex, 
but of which every Member of this Congress must now take 
cognizance and act before it is too late. 

I desire again to emphasize some things that I have pre- 
viously said, so let me begin with the conditions of to-day 
and our position among the nations of the world and then 
briefly trace their connection with the treaty of Versailles. 

We know what we did not know for a good many years 
after the war, that our country now stands without com- 
parison in the strength of its institutions and in the mag- 
nitude of its power and wealth. The consciousness of this 
fact has come to us only gradually and we have received it 
almost with incredulity. 

We have been equally slow to realize how greatly the war 
there lowered the vitality and the political and economic 
power of the great European states. What students of his- 
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tory call the balance of power no longer exists, or if it were to 
manifest itself it would have to be some combination to offset 
the power of the United States. 

Probably already in 1914 the power of the United States 
was far greater than we or others supposed, but it was latent, 
because under our institutions and conceptions of the func- 
tions of a government we did not direct it toward those 
aggressive foreign enterprises which then characterized the 
policies of strong European states. We did not enter 
greatly into their calculations except that they were quite 
careful to respect such rights as we claimed. 

But great as was our real power in 1914, it is immensely 
greater to-day; actually, because we possess more than twice 
the gold stock we then had, which greatly strengthened our 
banking power, and relatively because of the weakening of 
the states of Europe. 

It would seem, then, that we would be justified in feeling 
a sense of security and in relaxing the vigilance which 
patriotic men must feel in times of national insecurity, and 
that our noblest sentiments would express themselves in 
gratitude for our good fortune and in a determination that 
it should not engender in us an unbecoming spirit of vain- 
glory or national vanity. 

But the conditions of to-day do not, in fact, justify such 
a sense of security. We are not faced by a military menace. 
We are not at the moment threatened with war. But in 
the field of diplomacy and international finance forces of 
a subtle and obscure nature are at work, and with which 
we must reckon. The victories of the mind and of the wits 
are sometimes as great as those of the battlefield. Perhaps 
Sir Charles Addis, the British representative on the Bank 
for International Settlements, had this in mind when he 
said recently, “ True wisdom lies in the masterful adminis- 
tration of the unseen.” 

I think the broad statement may be made that the gov- 
ernments of the industrial states of Europe do not reconcile 
themselves to the great industrial and financial prepon- 
derance that has come to America since the war. Stripped 
of their stored-up wealth by the war, it is impossible for 
them to reestablish their industrial preponderance in its 
pre-war vigor. It would take two or three billion dollars 
more of gold than they have to give them financial re- 
sources adequate to the reestablishment of their pre-war 
power. It would also require a lowering of the industrial 
power of the United States before they could recapture the 
world markets which they formerly dominated. 

There are evidences that the purposes of international 
financial activities are now addressing themselves to those 
general ends. There is a rapidly developing movement 
toward the control of our Federal reserve banking system 
by powerful groups of bankers who are equally at home in 
the United States and in Europe and who regard the vast 
credit facilities of that system as being available for use 
abroad as much as for domestic purposes. 

You are aware that before the Federal reserve system 
was adopted in 1913 we had no single central pool of gold 
stocks and credit. Thousands of banking institutions 
throughout the country maintained their own gold reserves. 
Under these circumstances it was not possible for a few 
officials to grant credits of billions either at home or 
abroad. But under the Federal reserve system the reserves 
of all the member banks are in the possession of the Fed- 
eral Reserve Board at Washington. The vast international 
credit operations that the prosecution of the war entailed 
brought the entire liquid wealth of the country under the 
control of that system and accustomed those who admin- 
istered it to regard the dispensing of billions in credit at 
home or abroad as their own prerogative. 

When the Federal reserve act was passed it was intended 
that the Federal reserve system should be a governmental 
agency and its policies under government control. With 
the passage of the years, however, it has tended more and 
more to become an autonomous body reflecting the will of 
the dominant financial interests, and acting independently 
of political authority. Claims are insistently made to-day 
that the Secretary of the Treasury should have no control 
over it and that the Comptroller of the Currency should 
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be made an agent of the Federal Reserve Board and not of 
the United States Treasury. Under this plan the Govern- 
ment would have abrogated its constitutional authority to 
coin money and regulate its value and surrendered it into 
private hands. 

The usurpation of authority has already gone far. The 
Federal Reserve Bank of New York, with the permission of 
the Federal Reserve Board at Washington, has placed bil- 
lions of dollars of credit at the disposal of New York banks 
to be loaned abroad by discounting foreign acceptances and 
permitting foreign loans of all kinds to be made, without 
the authorization of the United States Treasury. 

If the powers which it is now exercising over credit in the 
United States are permitted, or are to be permitted by stat- 
ute, then it is within the discretion of the Federal Reserve 
Board, if it so chooses, to shift the entire monetary wealth 
of the American people to the uses of the foreigner. 

And the developments of recent years give color to the 
suspicion that it is the purpose of those who now control 
the Federal reserve system to move a considerable distance 
in that direction. 

The Young plan, drawn up in 1929 and now adopted, 
created the Bank for International Settlements, located at 
Basle. It is obviously a central bank for Europe, through 
which the European states intend to conduct all business 
which they in common have with powers outside of Europe. 
It enables them to present a common financial front in 
dealing with non-European financial centers. It was set up 
with the active cooperation of the great international finan- 
ciers of New York, and a former head of the Federal Reserve 
Bank of New York is now its president. 

One of the primary purposes of this bank is to administer 
the distribution of German reparations as they were created 
under the treaty of Versailles. How rapidly its purposes 
have expanded during the course of its short history may 
be seen by the following dispatch from Basle on February 
9 last: 


A plan to solve the problem of world gold movements by mak- 
ing transfers on the Bank of International Settlements without 
physically transferring the metal itself was contained in a resolu- 
tion adopted to-day at a conference of the international bank 
directors with governors of national banks of issue. 

For some time international financiers haye been pondering the 
tangle of gold reserves. They have been seeking some way in 
which the flow of the yellow metal can be diverted from such 
countries as France and the United States, which hold most of the 
world’s supply, and started toward those nations with depleted 
stocks, 

The scheme offered to-day appears to be that gold deposits 
should be made in the Bank for International Settlements. Then 
when gold must flow from one nation to the other it can be done 
merely by a transfer on the books, since the metal already will 
be in the vaults of the international bank, where both parties 
have accounts. 


As soon as this provision goes into actual operation ship- 
ments of gold to the United States will permanently cease, 
while shipments of gold from the United States to Europe 
may be freely made. 

I think it can hardly be disputed that the statesmen and 
financiers of Europe are ready to take almost any means 
to reacquire rapidly the gold stock which Europe lost to 
America as a result of the war. I think it can hardly be 
disputed, either, that the control of our gold and our credit 
power through the Federal reserve system has fallen into 
the hands of powerful international financiers who are will- 
ing to cooperate with the Europeans in this purpose. 

It is within the power of the Congress to take this power 
away from the private financiers and lodge it again in gov- 
ernmental agencies where it belongs, but public opinion 
must support the Congress if this is to be done. It is the 
right of the American people to require that the gold stock 
be protected by the Government and retained for domestic 
purposes if they so choose. So long as we have a favorable 
trade balance, which we have and will probably continue to 
have, the gold can not flow out of the country unless it is 
shipped abroad as a voluntary gift. 

No foreign nation has a right to demand any part of 
this gold, as is being insistently urged in some quarters. 
There is no moral duty on the part of the United States 
to part with it upon foreign request. Yet under the state 


4944 


of the law to-day, with the Federal reserve system dominated 
by a nongovernmental power, a steady flow of gold out of 
the country might take place through the unchecked grant- 
ing of loans and credits abroad. 

Something of this kind is being devised to-day through 
the instrumentality of the Bank for International Settle- 
ments. 

The Stresemann policy, having failed to accomplish what 
it was intended to do, some other means will be taken to 
accomplish the same end. 

The Stresemann policy was devised to bring Germany and 
the allied governments into harmony in a plan to sell the 
German war reparation bonds in their billions outside of 
Europe. Until this was adopted as a common policy, Ger- 
many stubbornly refused to have her reparation debt com- 
mercialized and thus fixed irrevocably upon her. By the 
Stresemann policy she was offered a substantial share in the 
proceeds from the sale of the bonds, and this brought her 
into agreement with the reparation policy of the allied 
governments. : 

Under the Young plan a general European agreement was 
reached to commercialize these bonds, to the amount of 
$3,250,000,000 outside of Europe. The American investment 
market was the only market capable of absorbing them, and 
it was here that they were intended to be sold. 

The Dawes plan of 1924 had precisely the same purpose, 
but it could not be put into operation in the United States 
because at that time Germany stubbornly withheld her con- 
sent to the commercialization of the bonds. 

The reparation bonds had been created, and Germany 
had been forced to recognize their existence, by the London 
ultimatum of 1921 which fixed their total amount at $33,- 
000,000,000, twelve billions of which were intended to be 
commercialized upon the international investment market at 
once. If the twelve billions in bonds could have been dis- 
posed of in the United States at that time, it would just 
about have canceled the allied debts to the United States, 
and the United States would have become the sole collector 
of the German war indemnity. 

The reparation bonds of the London ultimatum of 1921 
were created in pursuance of the financial clauses of the 
treaty of Versailles which permitted each allied government 
to sell its right to collect a share in the German indemnity 
to private purchasers for cash. What was done in the Lon- 
don ultimatum, the Dawes plan, and the Young plan leaves 
small doubt that it was the intention of the makers of the 
treaty of Versailles that American investors in these bonds 
should pay the German indemnity to the allied states in 
cash, looking to Germany for reimbursements in annual pay- 
ments over a long period of time. This has not yet been 
accomplished, but the purpose is still being pursued in the 
Young plan. 

So it is not such a far cry from the international financial 
questions of to-day to the treaty of Versailles 13 years ago. 
Indeed, we are faced now with precisely the same situation 
as existed then. The war has never been liquidated finan- 
cially in the way that the treaty of Versailles intended, and 
the same conditions which Lloyd George and Clemenceau 
presented for American acceptance then are presented for 
American acceptance to-day. 

The Bank for International Settlements is to receive $500,- 
000,000 a year from Germany in reparation payments and 
is to place the money to the credit of the allied governments. 
The allied governments draw upon these sums to pay the 
annual interest on their debts to the United States. But the 
United States, according to the news of February 9, which I 
quoted just now, does not receive the gold. The gold re- 
mains to its credit on the books of the Bank for International 
Settlements at Basle. 

Simultaneously with these transactions the Young plan 
reparation bonds are being offered to the American investor. 
There are $3,250,000,000 worth of them, if he chooses to pur- 
chase so many, and the gold which he pays for them may, 
in the discretion of the Federal reserve bank, be shipped 
continuously across the Atlantic to Europe. 

There is one more point I wish to speak about which in- 
volves the legality of the treaty of Versailles, and conse- 
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queritly the legal sufficiency of these Young plan reparation 
bonds. It is of considerable military interest and was not 
generally known to our soldiers or to others at that time. 
The Germans signed the armistice agreement after a long 
series of negotiations between President Wilson and the 
German chancellor in October. These negotiations ended in 
@ peace agreement which was binding on both sides when 
the armistice came into effect. 

It provided for reparation payments which were less than 
a fourth of the sum afterwards fixed by the London ulti- 
matum. The German agreement to the larger penalty was 
extracted from them by the pressure of a food blockade 
imposed upon them after the armistice and maintained 
while the peace conference was in session. This was a clear 
violation of the laws of war and of international law. It 
was an act of bad faith and is the explanation of the uni- 
versal suspicion and distrust that animate international re- 
lations in Europe to-day. 

To ask us to take a stake in the German reparations at 
this late date, as they are doing when they offer us the 
Young plan, is an absurdity. It is worse than an absurdity; 
it is a fraud, and an affront to our intelligence. 

There is great need that these broad questions be taken 
up in the Congress and discussed openly, so that public 
opinion may arrive at intelligent conclusions upon all the 
considerations involved. It is not wise for us to leave our 
international fate in the hands of the international bankers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Titson). The time of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. McFappEen] has ex- 
pired. 
CONSTRUCTION AT MILITARY ACADEMY, WEST POINT—CONFERENCE 

REPORT 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I call up a confer- 
ence report on the bill (H. R. 8159) to authorize appropria- 
tion for construction at the United States Military Academy, 
West Point, N. Y.; Fort Lewis, Wash.; Fort Benning, Ga.; 
and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the conference report. 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
H. R. 8159 having met, after full and free conference, have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments to said bill. 

W. Frank JAMEs, 
Harry C. RANSLEY, 
Percy E. QUIN, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
Dav A. REED, 
Roscoe C. PATTERSON, 
DANIEL F. STECK, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8159) to authorize ap- | 
propriation for construction at the United States Military 
Academy, West Point, N. Y.; Fort Lewis, Wash.; Fort Ben- 
ning, Ga., and for other purposes, submit the following writ- 
ten statement explaining the effect of the action agreed on 
by the conference committee and submitted in the accom- 
panying conference report: 

The amendment of the Senate brought into the measure 
the language of another bill designed to give relief to indi- 
viduals who had invested money in the hotel building at 
West Point. As this measure had not received consideration 
by the House committee or the House, and as the courts 
have acted in the matter, it was determined to strike out the 
language of the Senate amendment, and this has been done 
accordingly. 


W. Frank JAMEs, 

Harry C. RANSLEY, 

Percy E. QUIN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
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Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman make a brief expla- | 


nation of what is contained in the conference report? 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. The Senate added an amend- 
ment by which the War Department was to go into the hotel 
business and buy the Hotel Thayer in New York. The House 
disagreed, and the Senate receded. 

Mr. STAFFORD. That is the West Point hotel propo- 
sition? 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. Yes. 

The conference report was agreed to. 


SUPPLEMENTARY REPORT 


Mr. JAMES of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Ohio, General Spraxs, have 
permission to file a supplementary report on the bill (H. R. 
12918) to amend the national defense act of June 3, 1916, 
known as the Speaks National Guard bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 


EDWINA R. MUNCHHOF 


The Clerk called the first bill on the Private Calendar, 
H. R. 2281, for the relief of Edwina R. Munchhof. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, this bill was objected to 
the last consideration of the Private Calendar and I object 
to it. 

Mr. CRAIL. Will the gentleman withhold his objection? 

Mr. STAFFORD. The Members of the House are desirous 
of making expedition on the Private Calendar. We gave 
15 minutes to the consideration of this bill at the last session 
and then it was objected to. 

Mr. CRAIL. Will the gentleman reserve his objection for 
a minute? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes; I will yield for one minute. 

Mr. CRAIL. This bill has the approval of the Bureau of 
Veterans’ Affairs. It is a lapsed insurance policy and the 
Veterans’ Bureau and the committee and everybody says it 
was a mistake of the Veterans’ Bureau and not a mistake of 
the veteran. His payments were being taken out of his pay 
as an active officer of the Army, and should have been 
applied to the payment of premiums as directed by him. 
The notices were sent to the wrong address, and he thought 
the payments were kept up. Theodore Munchoff was killed 
while flying a Government airplane and while he was in 
active military service. I think the gentleman should not 
object. 

Mr. STAFFORD. For the reason stated during the con- 
sideration of this bill on the last Private Calendar day, I 
object. I will give further consideration to the bill, because 
the report is rather vague. 


CHICO-WESTWOOD-SUSANVILLE AUTO STAGE CO. 


The Clerk called the next bill on the Private Calendar, 
H. R. 558, for the relief of the Chico-Westwood-Susanville 
Auto Stage Co., Chico, Calif. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, since this bill was last 
considered I have gone over it again, and I have the same 
objection. Therefore I object. 


MEMORIALS 


Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by 
including certain memorials from the State Legislature of 
Washington. 

Mr. DYER. Reserving the right to object, on what subject 
are the memorials? 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. They are on two or three 
different subjects, some of national importance, but they 
are actions of the legislatures in all instances, 

Mr. DYER. Are they in any way pertaining to legislation 
by Congress? 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Les; they all are. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Mr. Speaker, under the 
leave to extend my remarks in the Recorp I include the 
following memorials from the Legislature of the State of 
Washington: 

Senate Joint Memorial 4 


We, your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the State of W. m in legislative session assembled, most 
respectfully represent and petition as follows: 

Whereas the County of Yakima, State of Washington, expended 
more than $1,200,000 in the construction and the maintenance of 
roads in the Yakima Indian Reservation, for the benefit of the 
United States, the State of Washington, Yakima County, and the 
Indians upon said reservation, without the ald of any moneys from 
the Federal Government. 

Now, therefore, the Legislature of the State of Washington re- 
spectfully petitions the Congress of the United States to match 
this sum expended by the County of Yakima, to be used on the 
Mount Adams Highway within the Yakima Indian Reserve. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 

Passed by the senate February 4, 1931. 

Passed by the house February 9, 1931. 


Senate Joint Memorial 2. (By Senator Barnes) 


We, your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the State of Washington, in legislative session assembled, most 
respectfully represent and petition as follows: 

Whereas many of the drainage and diking districts of this State 
which were organized near the close of the World War, or soon 
thereafter, had their works constructed at an abnormally high 
cost, and now are called upon to repay their costs out of the 
present low returns from farm crops; and prices for farm products 
are so low and their assessment costs so high that the settlers in 
many such districts are facing financial ruin and are in many 
cases abandoning their farms to be sold for taxes and assess- 
ments; and 

Whereas Senate bill No. 4123, known as the Glenn-Smith bill 
designed to relieve such districts by refinancing them, has already 

the United States Senate and is now pending in the House 
of Representatives; 

Now, therefore, the Legislature of the State of Washington 
respectfully petition the Congress of the United States to enact 
said bill tute I law at its present session. Be it further 

Resolved, That this memorial be immediately forwarded to both 
branches of Congress, and to the Senators and Representatives in 
Congress from the State of Washington. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 

Passed the Senate January 26, 1931. 

Passed the House January 30, 1931. 


House Joint Memorial 2 


To the Honorable the Senate and House of te reg roid of the 
-United States of America in Congress Assembled 


We, your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the State of Washington, in legislative session assembled, most 
respectfully represent and petition your honorable body as follows: 

Whereas the Quinault Indian Reservation, set aside by the 
United States Government for the exclusive use and right of the 
Quinault, Queets, Hoh, and Quillayute Indian Tribes, contains 
some 169,000 acres of timberland, on which there is 3,000,000,000 
feet of merchantable, tax-free timber; that this large area has no 
roads of any consequence; that fishing is the principal industry 
of these Indians; that this area is entirely within Grays Harbor 
and Jefferson Counties; that these counties and the State of 
Washington are carrying on an extensive road-building program; 
that these roads are now constructed to Moclips, on the south or 
southern boundary of the Quinault Indian Reservation, to the 
Queets River on the north or northern boundary of said reserva- 
tion; that the four Indian tribes named herein have appealed to 
Grays Harbor and Jefferson Counties and to the State of Wash- 
ington for their assistance in the construction of a road from 
Moclips and joining at that point with the Grays Harbor County 
Beach Highway to a point on the Queets River, a distance of 
approximately 25 miles, near the Queets Indian village, and join- 
ing State Road No. 9 at that point; that we, your memorialists, 
feel that these Indians are wards of the United States Govern- 
ment, and as all this proposed road lies within the Quinault Indian 
Reservation and will materially benefit these Indians, the burden 
of expense in the construction of such a road should be borne by 
the United States Government: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Legislature of the State of Washington, That the 
attention of Congress be called to the urgent need of the early 
construction of this highway and of its material benefit to the 
unemployed at this time. Further, that a highway following the 
Pacific coast shore line will eventually be a link of the coastal or 
marine drive known as the Roosevelt Highway; be it further 

Resolved, That this memorial be immediately forwarded to the 
State of Washington's Senators and Representatives in Congress 
and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs at Washington, D. C. 

Passed the house January 30, 1931. 

EDWIN J. TEMPLETON, 


Speaker of the House. 
Passed the senate February 2, 1931. 
Joun A. GELLATLY, 
President of the Senate. 
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CON MURPHY 

The Clerk called the next bill on the Private Calendar, 
H. R. 6362, for the relief of Con Murphy. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, I have been requested by the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. CoLLINs] to take his place until he 
arrives. He has a question mark registered against this 
legislation, evidently being of the opinion that the amount 
is excessive. I would like to know from some gentleman 
acquainted with the merits of the bill just what injuries 
were sustained by this person and if the amount of $2,000 is 
justified. © 

Mr. CARTER of Wyoming. This man has a stiff kneecap 
and walks with a limp. He was the custodian of the Fed- 
eral building at Cheyenne. He and another man were about 
to unroll some carpet and were having trouble with it. 
The postmaster came along, and seeing their trouble he 
gave the carpet a kick, which caused this man to fall, and 
he hit his knee on the flagstone, and he has been limping 
ever since. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Was this man connected 
with the Government? 

Mr. CARTER of Wyoming. Yes; he was the custodian of 
the Federal building. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Is there not some kind of 
employment liability fund which should take care of matters 
of this kind? 

Mr. CARTER of Wyoming. No. When this accident hap- 
pened the United States Employees’ Commission was not in 
existence, but they say that had it been in existence this man 
would have come under the terms of the act. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. The accident occurred subsequent to 
1916, did it not? 

Mr. CARTER of Wyoming. No; it did not. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Then why should we go back and make 
the act retroactive? 

Mr. STAFFORD. It did occur subsequent to 1916. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Then he ought to come under the pro- 
visions of the act. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Under the instructions I 
have received, Mr. Speaker, much as I regret to do so, I will 
have to object. 

LIEUT. DAVID 0. BOWMAN 


The Clerk called the next bill, S. 8, for the relief of Lieut. 
David O. Bowman, Medical Corps, United States Navy. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, this bill singles out one medical officer 
for promotion. I have personal knowledge that there are 
others who have been denied relief, and unless the bill takes 
care of others who occupy the same status it ought not to 
be enacted into law. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Yes. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. There are no other cases similar to this 
particular case. This man would have had his commission 
had the President of the United States not been abroad in 
France at the time. He joined the Army, gave his services 
during the war, and went through all of the requirements 
necessary to place himself in proper position; but because 
of the absence of the President in France the commission 
was not signed. There was only one other such case, and 
that was cared for two years ago. Congress passed an act 
giving relief to the man who was in the same class. There 
is no other case that is at all similar to this particular case. 
This is the only way he can get justice. 

Mr. HALE. May I say that I sat on the subcommittee 
considering this bill and I know that the statement made 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts is absolutely accurate. 
It would be a gross injustice to make this man suffer for 
a delay which was not caused by himself. It would be a 
further gross injustice to deny him this legislation, when 
legislation of a similar character has already been enacted 
by Congress, as the gentleman from Massachusetts said, 
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in the only other similar case. I hope the gentleman will 
not object. 

Mr. SANDERS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Yes. 

Mr. SANDERS of Texas. I want to call the gentleman’s 
attention to the fact that there is a precedent for this case, 
and that was the case of Henry C. Weber. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, on the state- 
ment made by the distinguished gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts and the distinguished gentleman from Texas that 
Mr. Corrs has withdrawn his objection to this bill, I do 
not care to press the matter further. 

There being no objection, the bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to place Lieut. David O. Bowman, Medical Corps, United 
States Navy, in the position on the list of lieutenant commanders 
in the Medical Corps of the United States Navy which he would 
have held had he been commissioned in the said Medical Corps 
of the United States Navy as of December 10, 1918: Provided, 
That the said Lieutenant Bowman, Medical Corps, shall first 
establish, in accordance with existing provisions of law, his physi- 
cal, mental, moral, and professional qualifications to perform the 
duties of a lieutenant commander in the Medical Corps of the 
United States Navy: Provided further, That no back pay or allow- 
ances shall accrue by reason of the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read 
the third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 


UNION SHIPPING & TRADING CO. (LTD.) 


The Clerk called the next bill, S. 193, for the relief of 
the Union Shipping & Trading Co. (Ltd.). 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


RELIEF OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK 


The Clerk called the next bill, S. 2219, for the relief of 
the city of New York. 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin and Mr. GREENWOOD 
objected. 
FEDERATION BANK & TRUST CO., NEW YORK, N. Y. 


The Clerk called the next bill, S. 1256, for the relief of 
the Federation Bank & Trust Co., New York, N. Y. 
Mr. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


ALICE M. A. DAMM 

The Clerk called the next bill, S. 1798, for the relief of 
Alice M. A. Damm. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

NELLIE FRANCIS 

The Clerk called the next bill on the Private Calendar, 
S. 1945, for the relief of Nellie Francis. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. MAAS. Will the gentleman withhold his objection a 
moment? 

Mr. STAFFORD. This bill is similar to all these bills that 
have been called and objected to, and in some instances these 
parties have plenty of money, and it is the policy I am ob- 
jecting to. 

Mr. MAAS. This is not entirely a similar case, and the 
claimant has not plenty of money. This woman is the 
widow of a colored minister to Liberia. She is destitute. He 
went over there as an American citizen and contracted yel- 
low fever by reason of his official service. He gave up his law 
practice and is a martyr to the American service, and his 
widow is now left destitute. 

Mr. STAFFORD. There are any number of Federal em- 
ployees that, upon their death, leave their wives destitute, 
and I am objecting to the principle involved. I object, Mr. 


Speaker. 
WARREN J. CLEAR 

The Clerk called the next bill on the Private Calendar, 
S. 1979, for the relief of Warren J. Clear. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. McCORMACK of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman 
withhold his objection a moment? - 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Yes. 

Mr. McCORMACK of Massachusetts. This is a bill in- 
troduced by the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
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Wars] and it has been favorably reported by the War De- 
partment. j ' 

At the time of the earthquake and fire in Tokyo this man, 
who was a captain in the United States Army; instead of 
trying to preserve his property, did what he should have done 
in trying to save human life and relieve human suffering. I 
think this is a most deserving case, and I sincerely trust the 
gentleman will not press his objection. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. We have followed a policy of object- 
ing to all these cases of earthquake and fire, where property 
is destroyed on the theory the party should protect his prop- 
erty by carrying proper insurance, and that the United States 
Government ought not to be held responsible for such losses 
by fire where the man has neglected to protect his own 
property by failing to take out the proper insurance. We 
have made exceptions in a few cases, where it has been 
shown that the man who lost his own property lost it be- 
cause he was saving the property of the United States from 
fire and could not therefore save his own property, and we 
have also made an exception in one case of a doctor, I be- 
lieve, in the Canal Zone, who was engaged in trying to save 
life and assist those who had been injured. 

Mr. McCORMACK of Massachusetts. In this case this 
captain did what he should have done, and what we should 
compliment him for doing, in devoting his services to trying 
to save human life instead of going to where his property 
was located, and I feel we ought to compliment him for his 
efforts in trying to minimize human suffering and save 
human life following this earthquake and fire. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. If the gentleman can assure me that 
the claimant was trying to save human life as a physician, 
and that the hearings before the committee and the com- 
mittee report show that this prevented him from saving his 
own property, I am willing to withhold the objection. 

Mr. McCORMACK of Massachusetts. I can assure the 
gentleman I spoke to Senator Wars yesterday in order to 
get the facts. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I want to get the facts from the 
chairman of the committee. 

Mr. IRWIN. If the gentleman will yield, in the report 
by Secretary of War Hurley, the Secretary, at the bottom 
of page 2, makes a statement, and I think if the gentleman 
will read the last paragraph of the statement it will clear 
up the matter. This man was not at Tokyo at the time, but 
when he heard of the disaster he rushed there and organ- 
ized a relief association in order to take care of the sick and 
wounded, and therefore had no time to give any thought to 
his own personal effects. This case is a little different from 
the ones covered by the argument the gentleman advanced 
a few moments ago. I do think in this particular case there 
is a great deal of merit, because he was organizing this 
outfit for the purpose of alleviating suffering and taking care 
of the wounded. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. As the gentleman well knows, the 
rule has been on the part of those of us who have been ob- 
jecting that if during the particular fire or earthquake or 
storm the claimant was prevented from saving his own prop- 
erty because he was saving the property of the United States 
Government, or was undertaking to save life or relieve hu- 
man suffering, we have made an exception in such instances. 
Is that true in this case? 

Mr. IRWIN. That applies partly to this case, because this 
man could have saved some of his own property, but he had 
no time to do that, because he was busily engaged in organ- 
izing what you might call an organization for the purpose of 
relieving suffering and distress; and I think there is con- 
siderable merit in this particular case from that point of 
view. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. IRWIN. Yes. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. In looking through the 
hearings I do not see that the House is informed as to what 
he lost. The statement is not itemized in any way; and we 
have no knowledge along that line. 
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Mr. IRWIN. If the gentleman will yield, a board of offi- 
cers of the War Department went over that carefully and 
agreed on the value of the property. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. But I want to know if the 
committee was given any information along that line. 

Mr. IRWIN. Only what we got from the board of officers 
who made the investigation and we were satisfied as to the 
value of the property destroyed. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. But the committee does 
not know what the property was or the value of it. 

Mr. IRWIN. No; we took the word of the board that 
went over that matter. We had to take somebody’s word 
for it. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. But does not the gentle- 
man think that in fairness to the House we ought to have 
some information that would pin them down to the exact 
amount of what was lost? 

Mr. IRWIN. I will say to the gentleman that the com- 
mittee can not go into the merits of these claims to that 
extent. When we get a recommendation from a duly au- 
thorized board or commission of any department of the 
Government, we at least take their recommendation in such 
matters. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. If the gentleman will permit, re- 
gardless of the amount involved here, I find in the report 
this language: 

That upon hearing of the calamity at Tokyo he immediately 

there and rendered assistance as directed in caring for 
and sufferers to places of safety. That he discovered 
upon arrival that his permanent quarters in Tokyo had been 
entirely destroyed and that such of his personal eed l as he 
had left behind had also been destroyed by the that swept 
the district following the earthquake. 

Mr. McCORMACK of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. This man, in leaving his property 
there and going to parts unknown should have carried in- 
surance, and because he found out when he came back that 
the property had been destroyed by fire, I do not think we 
should be called upon to reimburse him simply because he 
went ahead and performed his duty after the calamity had 
happened. 

I do not think this is a case where we should make an 
exception. I therefore object. 


RICHARD RIGGLES 
The Clerk read the title of the next bill on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, S. 2166, an act for the relief of Richard 
Riggles. 
Mr. STAFFORD. I object. 
WILLIAM HENSLEY 
The Clerk read the title of the next bill on the Private 


Calendar, S. 2467, an act for the relief of William Hensley, 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I object. 


ELIZABETH B. EDDY 
The Clerk read the title of the next bill on the Private 
Calendar, S. 2873, an act to carry into effect the finding of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of Elizabeth B. Eddy. 
Mr, STAFFORD. I object. 


GEORGE B. SPEARIN 


The Clerk read the title of the next bill on the Private 
Calendar, S. 3039, an act for the relief of the estate of 
George B. Spearin, deceased. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I object. 


OREGON AND CALIFORNIA LAND GRANTS—CONVEYANCE OF CERTAIN 
LANDS TO THE COUNTY OF DOUGLAS, OREG., FOR PARK PURPOSES 
The Clerk read the title of the next bill on the Private 

Calendar, S. 1203, an act authorizing the Secretary of the 

Interior to convey certain lands to the County of Douglas, 

Oreg., for park purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Reserving the right to 
object, I want to say that I was a member of the Public 
Lands Committee when we recaptured this property for 
the Government. At that time no member of the committee 
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ever dreamed that legislation would be passed through the 
House without Members on the floor knowing what the same 
‘contained, and but few Members knew the land was being 
assessed or taxed for the benefit of the county where it is 
located. The County of Douglas has taxed or assessed this 
land to the amount of $2,292,659.19, under this law. This 
is the only tract of public land subject to homestead entry, 
I dare say, that was ever taxed or assessed in the history 
of the United States for the benefit of individual coun- 
ties. 

This land can not possibly bring to the Government more 
than $2.50 per acre, and it is now being taxed, according to 
the Commissioner of the Land Office, in a sum equal to 
$100 per acre. There has been established this precedent 


Douglas. 
by Congress, and I dare say that there were not 12 Members | Jackson 


on the floor that knew anything about it. 

In addition, each year there is a continuing appropria- 
tion that gives to the counties such amounts without the 
knowledge of any Member of Congress. In other words, 
it has been hid in such a way as to keep the item from 
coming to the floor of Congress. 

I am advised by the clerk of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee that this appropriation goes through without our 
knowledge. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to place 
in the Recor at this time a letter from the Commissioner 
of the Public Lands which gives the facts and shows that 
the Government has been taxed to the extent of more than 
$10,000,000. It is a direct discrimination against every 
county in the United States in favor of counties in Oregon. 
I feel it is my duty as one of those who had a part in the 
passing of this legislation to bring this subject to the at- 
tention of the House, with the statement that there is noth- 
ing personal in what I have to say. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Did not Congress reserve 
the right to repeal this legislation? 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. This is the fifth time I 
have brought this matter to the attention of the Congress, 
and nothing has been done. I do not feel it is right to 
further give this county this additional sum. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I think it is the duty of 
the gentleman to introduce some sort of legislation in regard 
to the matter. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, at the right 
time I will introduce proper legislation, but for the pres- 
ent, Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Okla- 
homa asks unanimous consent to insert a letter of the 
Commissioner of the Public Land Office at this point. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, November 3, 1930. 
Hon. J. V. McCurntic, 
House of Representatives. 

My Dear Mr. McCurntic: Office letter “M” of June 6, answer- 
ing yours of May 22, gave you certain statistics as to receipts to 
June 30, 1929, from lands within the Oregon & California Rail- 
road grant and amounts paid in lieu of taxes to that date to cer- 
tain counties in Oregon and Washington and promised a state- 
ment sho distribution of the receipts by counties. A com- 
plete and correct detailed statement of receipts from all sources 
by counties has been slow of compilation, and it is only now that 
I am able to give you the promised information brought up to 


date. I am, therefore, inclosing a statement showing amounts 
received by counties and the source of character 
1930. 

As $202,197.04 was paid to the counties in lieu of taxes subse- 
quent to the payments formerly reported, and during the period 
to which receipts are now given, a revised report showing such 
payments to June 30, 1930, is also inclosed showing a grand ay 
60 paid of $10, 115 505.02. In addition to these amounts, p: 
paid from regon and California fund” and all — 
chargeable to that fund, there has been paid to the railroad com- 
pany or for the railroad company from the receipts $4,102,215.28; 
but it is impossible to distribute this sum by counties. 

A carbon copy of this letter and copies of the two statements 
are Inclosed. 

Very respectfully, 


to June 30, 


D. K. Parrott. 
Acting Assistant Commissioner, 
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Statement showing totals by counties of amounts paid to certain 
counties in Oregon and Washington, either as taxes under the 


act of June 9, 1916, or in lieu of taxes under the act of July 13, 
1926, to June 30, 1930 


$73, 151. 84 | $288, 376. 76 127. 01 $399, 655. 61 
108, $43.67 | 472, 722 59 81, 010, 13 662, 576. 39 
42, 963. 18 144, 742. 25 15, 012. 22 202, 717. 65 
— 4 150; 153, 61 549, 350. 64 135, 829. 82 835, 334. 07 
— 6, 559. 99 28, 702. 70 8, 439, 24 43, 761.93 
315, 399. 87 | 1, 664, 479. 04 312, 780.28 | 2, 202, 659. 19 
242, 556. 67 | 1, 270, 262.77 191, 800.08 | 1, 704, 619. 52 
127, 327. 75 582, 281. 64 138, 910. 44 848, 519. 83 
83, 781. 92 121, 067. 27 23, 774. 79 183, 623. 98 
277, 855. 56 | 1, 177, 146. 34 318, 889.25 | 1, 773, 891. 15 
7, 940. 48 36, 493. 41 9, 831. 67 54, 265. 56 
43, 875. 21 224, 321. 25 47, 687. 18 315, 883. 62 
28, 744. 19 130, 337. 97 21, 730. 37 180, 812. 53 
10, 643, 48 45, 353. 78 |...-...-.--_-.| 55, 997. 21 
52, 184. 61 220, 616. 40 39, 681, 08 312, 482. 09 
11, 051. 29 44, 470. 85 8, 846. 28 64, 368. 42 
15, 859. 30 68, 799. 04 8, 998. 88 83, 657. 22 
16, 019. 30 58, 078. 57 11, 684. 48 85, 782. 35 
WASHINGTON 
a A A E SA 1, 132. 13 3, 764. 57 4, 836. 79 
Total. 1, 571, 044 05 | 7, 131, 427.79 | 1, 413, 033. 18 | 10, 115, 505. 02 


Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I have been 
advised by a resident of this section that a sufficient amount 
of money has been obtained from the National Government 
to pay off practically all of the bonded indebtedness in some 
counties, and in addition to construct certain public build- 
ings; also that such amounts coming from assessments or 
taxes on public lands subject to homestead entry have made 
it possible for these counties to enjoy a certain degree of 
prosperity. It is unfortunate that such legislation was 
allowed to slip through Congress without the knowledge of 
the membership of the House. It is very peculiar that this 
legislation has been handled in such a way as to not require 
additional legislative action in the future. If the same had 
been meritorious and fair, then there could have been no 
reason for slipping it into an appropriation bill without 
allowing the individual Members of Congress to know any- 
thing about it. 

When I first brought this to the attention of the House 
the amount paid to these counties was a little over $6,000,000. 
In approximately two years it has increased to more than 
$10,000,000. Any legislation that gives county officials the 
right to assess public land without being reviewed by officials 
of the Government is liable to bring about the kind of ac- 
tion that can be looked upon with suspicion, and the only 
reason I make this statement is the land being subject to 
homestead entry can not bring more than $2.50 per acre, 
and the same is being assessed or taxed as high as $100 for, 
assessment or taxation purposes by the beneficiaries who 
seem to be in full charge of this manipulation. Congress 
should wipe out this unjust discrimination at the earliest 
date possible. 

ROLAND ZOLESKY 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 1889, for the relief of 
Roland Zolesky. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to 
object. The report on this bill it seems establishes a sort 
of long-distance liability on the part of the United States 
Government. The Briggs Loading Co. was in the employ 
of the United States in testing grenades and it seems fur- 
ther that the grenade which caused the injury was one 
which had been manufactured or tested by private test of 
this company. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. The evidence indicates that 
the Briggs Co. had to make tests under the direction of 
Government inspectors. The Government inspectors pro- 
vided detonators for the tests. The boy had his hand 
severely lacerated. He lost three fingers, due to the ex- 
plosion of one of these grenades, with a detonator that was 
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picked up on the testing ground. The case went to the 
Supreme Court of the State of Wisconsin, and the unani- 
mous opinion of that court was that the Briggs Co. was not 
responsible, but that the agent or inspectors of the Federal 
Government were. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Did the gentleman note what the 
Government said about the evidence in that case before the 
Supreme Court of the State of Wisconsin? The War De- 
partment contends that the Briggs Loading Co. made other 
tests on its own initiative, when no Government inspectors 
were present, and that it is not shown in the report of the 
supreme court decision that such fact was permitted to be 
submitted in evidence. Do the facts show that the particu- 
lar grenade was prepared under the United States Govern- 
ment or was it under private test by this firm? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. From the evidence as I 
found it, and the decision of the Supreme Court of the State 
of Wisconsin and the entire presentation of the case to the 
supreme court, which is contained in a voluminous docu- 
ment about half an inch thick, I can not but reach the 
conclusion that the supreme court was correct, and that the 
responsibility for the horrible injury was the result of the 
negligence of a Government inspector. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. If my colleague from Wisconsin is 
fully satisfied that the liability is on the United States Gov- 
ernment instead of the Briggs Contracting Co., I am willing 
to withhold my objection. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I am absolutely positive. 

Mr, DE PRIEST. I object. 

7 R. W, SELVIDGE 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 10608, for the relief 
of R. W. Selvidge. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I ask that the bill be 
passed over temporarily. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is tantamount to an 
objection. 

Mr. BLANTON. I object. 

WILLIE LOUISE JOHNSON 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 4101, to extend the 
benefits of the employees’ compensation act of September 
7, 1916, to Willie Louise Johnson. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I object. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. Will the gentleman reserve 
his objection for a moment? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. That bill was up the last 
time we called the calendar, and the gentleman from West 
Virginia objected because a supplementary report had not 
been filed. That report was filed soon afterwards and it is 
now in the record. Probably the gentleman has not seen it. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I say frankly that I have not seen the 
supplemental report. I base my objection on the report as is. 
The original report shows that he died from other causes 
than a slight injury to his face, and that the claim was dis- 
approved. I reexamined this on February 13 and came to 
the same conclusion. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. I am sure the gentleman has 
not gone into the case carefully. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Then for the time being I shall object. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. Of course, that means final 
objection. 1 

Mr. STAFFORD. It does not. If I am in error in respect 
to the matter I shall move to return to the bill. 

EXEMPTING FROM TAXATION CERTAIN PROPERTY OF SONS OF 

AMERICAN REVOLUTION 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 3048, to exempt from 
taxation certain property of the National Society Sons of the 
American Revolution in Washington, D. C. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. What is this doing on the Private Cal- 
endar? This is a public matter. 

Mr. BACHMANN. I think so. 

Mr, LAGUARDIA. I object. 

NORTHERN TRUST CO. 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 305, for the relief 

of Northern Trust Co., the trustee in bankruptcy of the 
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Northwest Farmers Cooperative Dairy & Produce Co., a cor- 
poration, bankrupt. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, the Treasury Department 
is not in favor of this bill and has reported adversely upon 
it. Based on that adverse report, I object. 


JENNIE BRUCE GALLAHAN 
The Clerk called the next bill on the Private Calendar, 


H. R. 2525, for the relief of Jennie Bruce Gallahan. 
Mr. SIMMONS and Mr. STAFFORD objected. 


J. W. ANDERSON 


The Clerk called the next bill on the Private Calendar, 
H. R. 1518, for the relief of J. W. Anderson. 
Mr. UNDERHILL and Mr. SIMMONS objected. 


BROOKHILL CORPORATION 


The Clerk called the next bill on the Private Calendar, 
H. R. 7534, for the relief of the Brookhill Corporation. 
Mr. STAFFORD. I object. 


AMERICAN FALLS REALTY & WATER WORKS CO. (LTD.) 


The Clerk called the next bill on the Private Calendar, 
H. R. 8103, for the relief of the American Falls Realty & 
Water Works Co. (Ltd.), of Power County, Idaho. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, I have no objection if there will be an amendment 
incorporated at the end of the bill to the following effect: 
“And provided further, That the said American Falls Realty 
& Water Works Co. (Ltd.) will save harmless the United 
States from any and all damages occasioned by such 
release.” 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, I will have no ob- 
jection to that amendment. 

There being no objection the Clerk read the bill, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized and directed to release, without consideration, re- 
strictive covenants contained in the contract, dated May 1, 1925, 
between the United States of America and the American Falls 
Realty & Water Works Co. (Ltd.), and recorded May 29, 1925, in 
the records of Power County, Idaho, by which restrictive cove- 
nants the owners of certain land, more particularly described in 
said contract, are obligated to use same for residence purposes 
only: Provided, That it shall be expressly stated in such re- 
lease that it is to affect only such interest in said covenants as 
the United States may hold at the date of the release, and that 
it is not intended to affect any interest therein which any pur- 
chaser or owner of lots in the Government town site at American 
Falls may haye acquired prior to the date of such release. 


Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wis- 

consin offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment offered by Mr. Starrorp: At the end of the bill, 
after the word “release,” page 2, line 7, insert a colon and 
“Provided further, That said American Falls Realty & Water 
Works Co. (Ltd.) will save harmless the United States from any 
and all damages occasioned by such release.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

FLORENCE M. HUMPHRIES 

The Clerk called the next bill on the Private Calendar, 
H. R. 9471, for the relief of Florence M. Humphries. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I object. 

Mr. HARE. Will the gentleman reserve his objection for 
a moment? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I will be glad to. 

Mr. HARE. I want to invite attention to this bill and 
shows its similarity to a bill that was reported last week. 

As I understand, the objection to this bill is that the Rev. 
R. W. Humphries, whose widow is named as the beneficiary 
in this bill, was not in the regular military service. That is 
true, but Reverend Humphries was performing all of the 
duties of a chaplain, as will be shown by the report of Major 
Shivers. He rendered the services of a chaplain in the dis- 
charge of those duties he sustained an injury and a disa- 
bility that resulted in his death. I feel that by reason of that 
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disability, by reason of the death that followed, his widow 
should receive the same compensation as if he had been a 
regularly appointed chaplain. 

To meet the objections raised, let me say that last week, 
on the last Private Calendar day, we passed a bill providing 
payment to the mother of a young lady who was a nurse, 
but who was not in the service, and had never been in the 
service. The facts disclosed that she had made application 
for service but was rejected on account of a prior disability, 
and yet, with 14 days’ service as a civilian, compensation was 
granted to her mother, where dependency was not even 
established. Now in this case here is the widow of a man 
who served for several months in France in the capacity of a 
chaplain. He went upon the field and recovered the dead 
bodies of soldiers and buried them according to practices 
followed by regular chaplains and performed all other duties 
of a chaplain. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARE. I yield. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The letter of the Secretary of War 
shows conclusively that this man was a Y. M. C. A. worker 
simply, similar to hundreds of others in the same capacity, 
a civilian in fact, without any obligation on his part to the 
Government. If we were to recognize him, we should have 
to recognize hundreds of other civilian employees. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. There is no use taking any 
more time discussing it because I am going to object to this 
monstrosity if the gentleman does not object. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The two gentlemen from Milwaukee are 
in accord, a rare occasion. 

Mr. HARE. I ask the gentleman to reserve his objection 
for a moment. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I will reserve it for a minute, 
but I am going to object. I am not in favor of bringing all 
the Young Men’s Christian Association workers under the 
World War veterans’ act. 

Mr. HARE. If you are going to establish the policy of 
paying people who were not in the service as nurses, then I 
say that consistency would demand you establish the policy 
of paying for the services of men who actually rendered 
service to the Government in time of war. The services here 
were accepted. This man came to his death from injuries 
received in line of duty. It is a liability on the part of the 
Government and it should be paid. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. One of the best Young 
Men’s Christian Association men in the country was attached 
to our outfit, and he performed practically the same service 
as a chaplain. I think it would be presumptuous to try to 
grant him the benefits of the World War veterans’ act. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. We had one and he eres 30 cents 
for Lucky Strike cigarettes. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. - I object. 

SIMONAS ROZAUSKAS 

The Clerk called the next bill on the Private Calendar, 
H. R. 457, for the relief of Simonas Rozauskas. 

Mr. COLLINS. I object. 

R. K. STILES & CO. 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7849, for the relief 
of R. K. Stiles & Co. 

Mr. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, some Members of the House have been asking how 
far this Private Calendar would go this afternoon. Some 
Members have bills that possibly will not be reached. I 
want to say that as far as the committee on this side is con- 
cerned it is prepared on all bills up to No. 827 on the 
calendar. 

Mr. EDWARDS. When will we have another chance on 
the Private Calendar? 

Mr. BACHMANN. I can not answer that question. 

Mr. EDWARDS. We have a great many bills on the cal- 
endar which ought to be reached, and I hope the gentleman 
will lend his influence in helping us get another call of the 
calendar. 

Mr. BACHMANN. I am willing to go as far as I can, but 
I will not assume any responsibility further than No. 827. 
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Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. At the rate this calendar 
is going, when practically every bill is being objected to, 
reason or no reason, by some one of about seven gentlemen, 
some of them self-appointed, the chances are we will finish 
the calendar by 2 o’clock. In that connection permit me 
to say, Mr. Speaker, there has been a great deal of talk 
recently on the floor of this House about a revision of our 
rules. I am not personally concerned with what happens 
to bills on this calendar, I do not care whether arbitrary 
objections are made to mine or not, but as a member of 
the Rules Committee I am firmly of the belief that there 
should be at least one salutary change in the rules and 
that is that it should take more than the objection of one 
man, be he self-appointed or not, to stop for years the 
enactment into law of a meritorious piece of legislation. 
CApplause.]. The rule ought to require the objection of at 
least a dozen men. 

The proceedings held in this House under consideration of 
bills on the Private Calendar, unobjected to, has grown to 
be a farce. 

The bills have been carefully considered by one of the 
duly constituted standing committees of the House. They 
are accompanied by full and lengthy reports, almost in- 
variably the unanimous opinion of the members of the com- 
mittee—often they are accompanied by a strong recom- 
mendation of the department of our Government concerned— 
yet some one Member, not a member of the committee 
reporting the bill, rises in his place and states that “after 
having casually glanced at this bill at my hotel last evening, 
I do not think it should pass; therefore, Mr. Speaker, I 
object.” Why, ladies and gentlemen, it is just such pre- 
sumption that makes these proceedings ridiculous. 

If we are to transact the business of the House in this 
fashion and go through with this farce, we might as well 
adjourn right now and cease the consideration of this Pri- 
vate Calendar until some reasonable rule can be passed to 
meet this situation. [Applause.] 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, under a reservation of 
objection, I wish to say a word, in view of the verbal assault 
made by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, as I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from West 
Virginia has the floor. 

Mr. STAFFORD. All the bills we are considering to-day 
and all the bills which have been considered during this 
session have been bills that have been heard once before. 
They were heard at the last session, and considerable time 
was given to their consideration when they were reached. 
There has been some criticism made about the delay in the 
reconsideration of these bills. Many Members who have 
bills further on have had no day here, and they are anxious 
to have those bills gone over at least once. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Is that why the gentleman 
is objecting to the early bills, in order to give later bills a 
chance to be considered? 

Mr. STAFFORD. No. I wish to say in defense of my posi- 
tion that every bill I have objected to at the last session 
and have marked to be objected to now has been gone over by 
me very thoroughly, as contained in the report. There have 
been some instances where I have withdrawn my objection 
and changed my position, because I obtained a different 
viewpoint. All of these bills have been given due considera- 
tion. There are many bills on this calendar which are inde- 
fensible, and when we have passed over the consideration of 
those bills once before considered and get down to the place 
where we will consider bills that have not had their day 
there will be many, many bills that will be passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. GUYER. Will the gentleman withhold his objection? 

Mr. BACHMANN. I will withhold my objection in order 
to permit the gentleman to explain the merits of the bill. 
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The regular order was demanded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is: Is 
there objection? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


HARRIET C. HOLADAY 


The Clerk called the next bill, S. 3231, to compensate 
Harriet C. Holaday. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


CONCRETE STEEL CO. 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 8461, for the relief 
of the Concrete Steel Co. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, there is an adverse report 
as to this bill, and I object. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Will the gentleman re- 
serve his objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. Certainly. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. I understand the com- 
mittee approves the bill and places the fault on the Gov- 
ernment; that in this case the Government neglected to 
do its duty in requiring the general contractor to furnish 
a bond. If the Government had done its duty then the 
subcontractor would not have suffered any loss. There is 
no dispute about the fact that there was a provision of law 
which required the Government to put in each contract 
a provision to the effect that the contractor protect the 
Government against liens, material men, and laborers. The 
Government failed to do that; this company suffered a loss 
and has no recourse except by this bill. 

Mr. ESLICK. If the gentleman will give me a few min- 
utes I think I can explain this case. This was a contract 
between the Government and the Caldwell-Marshall Co. to 
build certain concrete barges. There was a bond required 
in the face of the contract and also by what is known as 
the Hurd law. 

This company failed. The steel company had furnished 
nearly $16,000 worth of steel. They applied to the Gov- 
ernment agents to take care of them. In the face of that 
statement the Government made a settlement with the 
Caldwell-Marshall Co., over the protest of the steel company 
that had furnished this material, and when the steel com- 
pany filed or threatened to file a bill for a receivership, the 
Government announced that it would ignore it entirely and 
would not pay anything to anyone. 

A settlement was perfected for $30,000 with the insolvent 
Caldwell-Marshall Co., and in the face of that settlement 
the steel company received $5,700; otherwise, it would have 
received absolutely nothing. The balance of this fund was 
turned over to this insolvent company when the Govern- 
ment knew that it was owing these people more than 
$10,000 in addition to what it had paid. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ESLICK. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. As I read the letter addressed by the 
director general, James C. Davis, to Mr. DEMPSEY, back 
in 1922, the facts are that there was an adjustment made 
of the differences existing between the original contractor 
and the subcontractor, and the attorney of this subcontrac- 
tor, who is the existing claimant, agreed to receive the 
amount of money in payment, and he cashed the check and 
the settlement was made. A binding settlement was en- 
tered into, an adjustment was had, and now, after they have 
cashed the check, they wish to come into court again and 
say, “I am not going to be bound by the settlement and by 
the check I cashed under a stipulated agreement.” 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, having reserved the right 
to object, but I have such confidence in the gentleman’s 
judgment that I hate to be antagonistic to it. However, I 
want to call his attention to what the department said 
about it: 

On July 13, 1918, the Caldwell-Marshall Co. executed a contract 
with G. A. Tomlinson, general manager of the New York Canal 
section of the Railroad Administration, for the construction of 
four reinforced concrete barges. The Caldwell-Marshall Co. failed 


to carry out the provisions of this contract, and the construction 
work was completed by the United States. Subsequently, the 
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Caldwell-Marshall Co. submitted a claim to the Railroad Admin- 
istration in the sum of $66,601.25; and after due investigation, 
the Railroad Administration concluded that under the peculiar 
circumstances presented, it would be proper for the Government 
to make a settlement; and in March, 1921, a settlement was made 
with that company in the sum of $30,000. 

Mr. STAFFORD. And which they received. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Not this claimant. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes; this claimant. 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether the Congress is going to go behind a department 
of the United States Government that gives consideration to 
a claim and makes an adjustment and pays $30,000 and 
allow them to come in and claim more. I would like the 
gentleman to answer that question. 

Mr. ESLICK. In answer to the gentleman, here are the 
facts. The Government knew this corporation was insol- 
vent. They made this settlement of $30,000 and at the time 
they made the settlement they knew the steel company had 
not been paid and that there was more than $15,000 due the 
company. When the settlement was made over their pro- 
test or when they threatened to file a receivership suit, the 
Government said it would ignore them entirely and make no 
payments. When they did make this settlement they said 
to the attorney, “It is take this or nothing.” The check 
was not made by the Government to the steel company but 
was made as a separate check to the Caldwell-Marshall Co. 
and by them indorsed. There was absolutely no lien as 
against the Government; there was no accord and satisfac- 
tion as against the Government, as the gentleman under- 
stands. 

Mr. BLANTON, Will the gentleman yield for one question? 

Mr. ESLICK. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. As a subcontractor, was it not their duty 
to see to it that the bond of their contractor, under whom 
they were working, was a good and sufficient bond to protect 
their own interests? 

Mr. ESLICK. They were the contractors and it was the 
duty of the Government, under the law, to require this bond 
for the protection of material men. 

Mr. BACHMANN. If the gentleman will yield, was it not 
also the duty of this company to determine whether or not 
that bond was given and whether or not it was sufficient? 

Mr. ESLICK. It was given, as a matter of fact, but when 
the settlement was made there were no liens existing in 
favor of the furnishers against the Government. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ESLICK. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The difficulty I have with this case is 
that the attorney who is representing the claimant in this 
bill was also the attorney representing this same claimant 
at the time of the adjustment, and he was present at the 
time of the settlement and participated in the negotiations. 

Mr. ESLICK. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. And he never raised his voice in protest 
against the terms of the settlement. 

Mr. ESLICK. That is not what the record shows. 

Mr. STAFFORD. That is what the director general states 
in a communication to Congressman Dempsey dated May 
12, 1922. The check was made out specially for the pay- 
ment of the subcontractors, and no dissent was made by 
Mr. Hendry at that time whatsoever. Now, after the settle- 
ment is made, they revive this claim and wish to say that 
they are not to be bound by the settlement and want to have 
the full amount. 

Mr. ESLICK. I want to say that I was on the subcom- 
mittee and went into this matter in detail. I do not know 
a human being connected with it. 

Mr. BLANTON. In view of that statement, Mr. Speaker, 
Iam not going to object. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. GUYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to Calendar No. 698 to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. COLLINS. I object. 
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AMENDING THE ACT FOR THE RELIEF OF CONTRACTORS AND 
SUBCONTRACTORS 


The Clerk read the title of the next bill on the Private 
Calendar, H. R. 11850, a bill to amend the act entitled 
“An act for the relief of contractors and subcontractors 
for the post offices and other buildings and work under the 
supervision of the Treasury Department, and for other pur- 
poses.” 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I object. 

ADA T. FINLEY 


The Clerk read the title to the next bill on the Private 
Calendar, H. R. 675, a bill for the relief of Ada T. Finley. 

Mr. BACHMANN. I object. 

Mr. TARVER. Will the gentleman withhold his objec- 
tion? 

Mr. BACHMANN. I will. 

Mr. TARVER. I want to ask the gentlemen who are dis- 
charging the duty of objectors on the other side if they have 
any special policy in regard to bills of this character? In 
explanation of that I desire to call attention to a bill (H. R. 
4176) which was passed without objection at the last ses- 
sion of Congress for the relief of Dr. Charles W. Reed, 
which proposed to extend to Doctor Reed the benefit of the 
employees’ compensation act of 1916 over the findings of 
the Employees’ Compensation Commission that he was not 
entitled under the law to prosecute such a claim. In that 
case the disability was discovered two years after the ex- 
piration of the service. In the instant case it is shown that 
the disability of the claimant arose during the service. 

It is apparent on an examination of the report that this 
case is more deserving than the case of Doctor Reed. I would 
like to know if you have any settled policy in these cases 
by which you apply the same rule to all of them. If you do 
I have nothing more to say. But if you discriminate by 
permitting the passage of a bill of the character of the one 
to which I have referred, a case less deserving than this 
instant case, and if you nevertheless urge objection at this 
time to more deserving claims such as this, I may feel it my 
duty to object to all bills that interfere with the performance 
of its duties by the Employees’ Compensation Commission 
by affording relief in cases denied by the commission. I do 
not think it is fair to make fish of one and fowl of another. 
I ask the gentleman to state upon what grounds he can 
make the discrimination. 

Mr. BACHMANN. That is a fair question. I want to 
inform the gentleman that I do not pass on all of the bills 
on this side. I only have one-half of them. I am not fol- 
lowing any policy, but let every bill stand on its own merits. 
I am willing to discuss the facts in this Finley bill if the 
gentleman wants to direct attention to the facts in this case. 
I did not have the Doctor Reed bill that the gentleman refers 
to—possibly my colleagde had it—and, therefore, I know 
nothing about it. 

Mr. TARVER. I am sure the gentleman would not be in 
favor of discrimination. All I ask is that the facts and 
circumstances be considered that warrant the passage of this 
legislation. 

Mr. BACHMANN. I might say that we discussed this bill 
the last time it was up on the floor and the merits of this 
claim. I want to say to the gentleman that I objected to it 
because I could not see that there was any responsibility on 
the Government to pay this claim. The claimant was a 
nurse; she went into the service with this disability, and 
afterwards left the service, and now she wants the Gov- 
ernment to reimburse her for what the Government is not 
responsible for. Her own condition was aggravated over a 
period of years. The Government was a benefactor to her 
in keeping her in its employ during the time that she had 
this disability. That is the reason that I objected before. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I felt quite sure that the 
gentleman had an incorrect conception of the facts, and his 
statement has demonstrated that that is true. I call atten- 
tion to the fact that she did not have any disability of the 
heart at the time of her induction into the service, but that 
while an abnormal condition of the heart existed it was not 
such as to in any way prevent her discharging the duties 
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of the position to which she was appointed, and which she 
did discharge for approximately five years. I further call 
attention to the affidavit of the official of the Government 
under whom she performed her duties at the time of her 
breakdown, Dr. J. D. L. McSheeters, set out on pages 4 and 5 
of the report 

Mr. KORELL. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is de- 
manded. Is there objection? 

Mr. BACHMANN. I object. 


R. K. STILES & CO. 

Mr. GUYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to Calendar No. 698, H. R. 7849, for the relief of R. K. 
Stiles & Co. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kan- 
sas asks unanimous consent to return to Calendar No. 698. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
if I am not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. TARVER. I object. 


ANNIE M. EOPOLUCCI 
The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 9946, for the relief 
of Annie M. Eopolucci. 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
Mr. STAFFORD. I object. 


GEORGE D. JOHNSON 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 2336, for the relief 
of George D. Johnson. 

Mr. COLLINS. I object. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman reserve his 
objection? 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Mr. Speaker, I make the 
point of order that there is no quorum present, unless the 
chairman wants to move to adjourn. This farce has con- 
tinued long enough. Let us adjourn and have a rule to con- 
sider these bills. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New 
York moves that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. O’Connor of New York) there were—ayes 10, noes 126. 

So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 

CALL OF THE HOUSE 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Mr. Speaker, I make the 
point of order that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New 
York makes the point of order that there is no quorum 
present. The Chair will count. [After counting.] One 
hundred and forty-eight Members present—not a quorum. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the 
House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that this is an automatic call on the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is not in 
order. It does not require a quorum to adjourn. The Clerk 
will call the roll. The Doorkeeper will close the doors and 
the Sergeant at Arms will bring in absentees. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members 
failed to answer to their names: 


[Roll No. 30] 
Almon Clark, Md. Fish Kendall, Pa. 
Andrew Clark, N.C. Fitzpatrick Kennedy 
ntz Connery Gavagan Kiefner 
Auf der Heide Cooke Goldsborough Kopp 
ec. Cooper, Wis. Graham Kunz 
Co: Granfield Langley 
1 Craddock Hoffman La 
Blackburn Crisp Holaday Larsen 
Boylan Cullen Houston Lea, Calif, 
Britten Davis Hudson Leavitt 
Browning Dickstein Hudspeth Lindsay 
Brunner Douglass, Mass. Hull, Wis. McCormick, I 
Butler utrich Igoe McDuffie 
Canfield Doyle James, N. C. McLeod 
Carley wry Johnson, III. Menges 
Celler Eaton, N. J. Johnson, S. Dak. Michaelson 
Chase Kemp Mooney 
Chiperfield Ky. Newhall 


O'Connor, La Rowbottom Stevenson Underwood 
Oliver, N. Y. Sears Stobbs Vinson, Ga, 
Parker Shaffer, Va. Sullivan, N. Y, Watson 
Patman Short ullivan, Pa White 

Pou Shreve Taylor, Colo. Williamson 
Prall Sirovich Taylor, Tenn, Yates 
Pratt, Ruth Somers, N. Y. Thompson Zihlman 
Ransley Spearing Turpin 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Three hundred and twenty- 
eight Members have answered thenr names; a quorum. 
On motion of Mr. Irwin, further proceedings under the 
call were dispensed with. 
The doors were opened. 
ANNIE M. EOPOLUCCI 


Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to return to the bill (H. R. 9946) for the relief of 
Annie M, Eopolucci, being Calendar No. 719. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. SABATH. Reserving the right to object, what is 
this bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Mares). The Clerk 
will report the bill by title. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, I ob- 
jected to this bill under a misapprehension when it was 
under consideration before. Under reservation of objection, 
I wish to state that when I considered the bill I was under 
the impression that the benefits of the World War insur- 
ance were not effective until its passage in September follow- 
ing our entrance into the war in April. I am now informed 
that the law is retroactive to cover the deaths since our 
entry into the war. 

Mr. TARVER and Mr. PARKS demanded the regular 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Kansas? 

There was no objection. 

There being no objection to its consideration, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc, That the Director of the United States 
Veterans’ Bureau is authorized and directed to pay to Annie M. 
Eopolucci, mother of John E. Eopolucci, all such installments of 
money which she would be entitled to receive if the said John 
E. Eopolucci, who, while serving as a member of the armed guard 
of the United States Navy on the steamship Aztec, lost his life 
when said steamship was torpedoed and sunk on April 1, 1917, 
this while in the active naval service of the United States, had 
made a valid application for war-risk insurance in the sum of 
$5,000 under the war risk insurance act, as amended, had named 
the said Annie M. Eopolucci as his beneficiary and had died while 
such insurance was in effect, and, further, that it shall be held 
that such insurance shall be held to have matured as of the 
date of death and shall be paid retroactively such installments 
as may be due on the date of the enactment of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

JAMES GOLDEN 


The Clerk called the next bill on the Private Calendar, 
H. R. 11160, for the relief of James Golden. 
Mr. COLLINS. I object. 
ROBERT BENNETT 


The Clerk called the next bill on the Private Calendar, 
H. R. 6817, for the relief of Robert Bennett. 

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con- 
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged 
sailors, Robert Bennett, formerly of the United States Navy, shall 
hereafter be held and considered to have been honorably dis- 
charged from the naval service of the United States as a member 
of the United States Navy on the 9th day of June, 1899: Provided, 
That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to 
have accrued prior to the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

CHARLES L. CHAFFEE 

The Clerk called the next bill on the Private Calendar, 
H. R. 7322, for the relief of Charles L. Chaffee. 

Mr. COLLINS. I object. 
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WALLACE E. ORDWAY 


The Clerk called the next bill on the Private Calendar, 
H. R. 3727, for the relief of Wallace E. Ordway. 
Mr. STAFFORD. I object. 


EXPLOSION AT NAVAL AMMUNITION DEPOT, LAKE DENMARK, N. J, 


The Clerk called the next bill on the Private Calendar, 
H. R. 11015, to provide an appropriation for the payment of 
claims of persons who suffered property damage, death, or 
personal injury due to the explosion at the naval ammunition 
depot, Lake Denmark, N. J., July 10, 1926. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, does this 
include the insurance companies? 

Mr. ACKERMAN. This excludes the insurance companies. 

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, 
follows: i 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $33,346.56 is appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
enable the Comptroller General of the United States to make pay- 
ment of claims for property damage, death, or personal injury due 
to the explosion at the naval ammunition depot, Lake Denmark, 
N. J., July 10, 1926, to the respective persons and in the respec- 
tive amounts as recommended by the Comptroller General of the 
United States and as fully set forth in House Document No. 321, 
Seventy-first Congress, second session, pursuant to the act of 
March 2, 1927 (44 Stat. pt. 3, p. 1800). 5 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amend- 
ment, which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. REED of New York: On page 2, in 
Jina d: inserta. new: section, to be known, as section. 3, ‘to read. as 
ollows: 

“Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and 
directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $5,000 each to the following relatives, in 
the following order of preference, of any officer or enlisted man of 
the United States military and naval forces who was killed in the 
explosions at the naval ammunition depot at Lake Denmark, 
N. J., on July 10, 1926: 

“To the widow; if no widow, then to the children, share and 
share alike; if no widow or children, then to the mother; if no 
widow, children, or mother, then to the father; or if no widow, 
children, mother, or father, then to the brothers and sisters, share 
and share alike.” 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. I reserve a point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
It seems to me that on this calendar the gentleman is rather 
taking the House by surprise. I do not know anything about 
the merits of the gentleman’s proposition, and I do not sup- 
pose anybody else does; but to protect this calendar, I do not 
think any such amendment ought to be permitted. I say 
that only in the interest of good legislation. I am not criti- 
cizing the merits of the gentleman’s proposition. I shall be 
compelled to reserve a point of order. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
explain this matter. 

This was one of the worst and most tragic explosions that 
has occurred in the United States. Throughout the years it 
has been the policy of the United States Government to put 
in flaring and flaming headlines “Join the marines and see 
the world.” 

The result is that every farmer boy who goes to town reads 
those wonderful ads and sees the pictures of palm trees and 
beautiful girls, and he decides he is going to join the marines 
and see the world. 

Quite a number of young men, including a fine young chap 
from my district—with a father and mother and little crip- 
pled sister—joined the marines to see the world. This boy 
was stationed at Lake Denmark. The explosion came. Dur- 
ing that explosion he was killed in action, just as much as 
any soldier on the field of battle. He was cited by General 
LeJeune, and great recognition for heroism and bravery was 
expressed by the officials of the Government to this young 
man’s parents. 

These people are fine outstanding citizens. They are de- 
pendent. Maybe they are not so within the strict letter of 
the law, but I maintain if we can afford to pay for the 
material things of life, if we can afford to pay for property, 
we can afford to pay the dependents who sent their boys 
into a place of danger like this. 

In addition to that, this boy wrote home at one time, 
maybe in violation of the rules, but he said, “As conditions 
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exist here it is only a question of time when there will be an 
explosion, and there will be great loss of life.“ 

Mr. SCHAFER, of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REED of New York. I yield. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Is there any difference in 
the loss of life in this case of an enlisted man than if a bat- 
tleship should blow up to-day or if men were killed in Nica- 
Tagua? Does the gentleman mean to say we should take a 
few of the enlisted personnel and single them out for special 
legislation as against many others killed in line of duty? 

Mr. REED of New York. I want to say to the gentleman 
that just as long as we follow this practice of putting regu- 
lar officers in dangerous stations and encouraging young 
boys under age to leave their homes without the consent of 
their parents their dependents should be compensated for 
negligence on the part of the Government that costs the 
lives of such boys. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Would the gentleman ad- 
vocate the offering of a substitute amendment to provide the 
same appropriation for the dependents of each member of 
the Naval and Military Establishments who were killed in 
line of duty? 

Mr. REED of New York. I shall not object to any amend- 
ment which the gentleman wants to offer. This is my 
amendment; it is based upon the merits of the case and the 
gentleman knows it. As long as we pay for property we 
ought to pay for human life under these circ 4 

Mr. RAGON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. REED of New York. Yes. 

Mr. RAGON. I would like to call attention to the par- 
ticular line of work these men were engaged in. This was 
at an arsenal and this was their regular station. The gentle- 
man from New York has cited a pathetic case and I can 
give an even more pathetic case growing out of that ex- 
plosion. There was killed Captain Clark. Captain Clark 
had a mother who had been called there to take care of his 
two very small children. In this explosion that old lady 
was knocked unconscious; she was confined to her bed for 
several days, and General LeJeune is one of the chief wit- 
nesses as to how she was suffering. She had been called 
there to take charge of these children, due to the fact that 
their mother at that time was confined in a hospital in New 
York State with tuberculosis. Since that time the mother 
has died and this lady to-day, as the result of that ex- 
plosion, so the doctors say, is a helpless cripple, and at the 
age of 70 or 75 years—I forget the exact number of years 
she is confined to her bed. This is a pitiful condition. These 
men were stationed at this arsenal at that time and the 
arsenal, according to the statement of Captain Clark, was 
not in a good condition. 

Mr. MANLOVE. As the second ranking member of the 
Pensions Committee I will say that I will support a special 
pension bill in behalf of that old lady. 

Mr. KNUTSON. But the gentleman could not get such 
legislation passed until next year. 

Mr. MANLOVE, That is true, but if no other legislation 
is passed to fit that situation I will be glad to support a 
pension bill in her behalf. 

Mr. ANDRESEN. I will say to the Members of the House 
that there were 13 or 14 men killed in this accident. They 
were in no way responsible for the accident and they never 
had a chance. The accident occurred on account of the 
negligence of the Government, and the men who left de- 
pendents should be entitled to receive consideration. This 
is the only way we will ever get consideration for them under 
the present system of considering the Private Calendar. I 
think we are absolutely in order in having this amendment 
considered at this time. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I will say to the gentleman 
that if the proposed amendment had been submitted to the 
House before the objection stage had passed the pending 
bill would not now be before the House for consideration. 

Mr. ANDRESEN. I will say that this amendment is being 
offered in the regular way under the rules of the House, so 
we have no apology to make, 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from New York has expired. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I rise in oppo- 
sition to the amendment. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I have made a point of 
order against the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from 
New York desire to be heard? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA.. No; for the sake of economy in time, 
but I press the point of order. I am quite in sympathy with 
the proposition, but it seems to me that under the rules the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York is not 
germane to the bill which it seeks to amend. The bill, as I 
read it hurriedly, provides for the submission of certain 
claims to the comptroller for the purpose of fixing damages. 

Mr. ACKERMAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Les. 

Mr. ACKERMAN. The comptroller has already certified 
these claims at the request of the Navy Department. 

Mr. REED of New York. You are allowing all of these 
bills which provide for the payment of compensation for the 
loss of human life to be torn to pieces and allowing every 
bill that is for the payment of property and contractors. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I make the point of order, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Mares). The Chair is 
ready to rule. 

The bill as introduced includes claims for property dam- 
age, death, or personal injury. It is not confined to dam- 
age to property, but includes damages either by death or 
injury to individuals. House Document 321, to which refer- 
ence is made in the bill and which identifies the various 
claims which the bill proposes to satisfy, has embodied in it 
claims of both those in the military service and civilians. 
The amendment offered by the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. REED] proposes to pay the sum of $5,000 to certain 
relatives of any officer or enlisted man of the Military or 
Naval Establishment who was killed in the explosion at Lake 
Denmark. The Chair thinks the amendment is germane, and 
overrules the point of order. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I rise in oppo- 
sition to the amendment. 

Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, I regret that I 
must oppose this amendment. It is rather difficult to oppose 
an amendment providing payment out of the Federal Treas- 
ury to the next of kin of members of the Regular Army Es- 
tablishment who were killed in line of duty, but I am opposed 
to this amendment as a matter of principle, and I sincerely 
believe that the Members of this House who have been 
interested in the Private Calendar will also vote down this 
amendment on the ground of principle. 

Oh, the proponent of the amendment served no notice on 
the House until after the objection stage had passed. 

Mr, ABERNETHY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. In a moment. 

He served no notice before the Claims Committee, which 
considered the bill which was reported out by that com- 
mittee. 

It is admitted that these members of the regular estab- 
lishment lost their lives in line of duty, but, my friends, 
under the general pension law this Government makes pro- 
vision for payment of pension to those who are injured or 
suffered disease in line of duty in the regular establishment 
in time of peace, and provision for their dependents if the 
soldiers die of disease or disability contracted in line of 
duty. 

If we adopt the pending amendment, we single out a few 
cases for additional benefits and discriminate against the 
many. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I yield. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. The gentleman does not serve any 
notice on us when he is going to object to a bill. Why should 
we serve notice on the gentleman when we are going to 
introduce an amendment? 
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Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I will inform the gentle- 
man that that interruption is ridiculous and far from the 
question under consideration. 

Mr. RAGON. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. RAGON. I do not want one statement the gentle- 
man makes to go by without at least some correction. 
The gentleman from New York, Mr. Reep, and I think the 
gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. Ackerman, and the gentle- 
man from Minnesota, Mr. ANDRESEN, and myself appeared 
before the subcommittee that is presided over by Mr. JOHN- 
son of Nebraska, and this amendment, as I recall, was 
hatched in that committee, and it was thoroughly under- 
stood by everyone of us; and if I should be mistaken in this, 
some of the gentlemen who were present can correct me, 
but we did not feel, and the gentleman from Nebraska, Mr. 
Jouwnson, did not feel, that we ought to pay for the property 
destroyed there and not pay for the human lives that were 
lost and the suffering that resulted there. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. It is my recollection that 
the Claims Committee—— 

Mr. RAGON. Of course, I can not say what happened in 
the Claims Committee. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. It is my recollection that 
the matter embodied in the gentleman’s amendment was 
not brought to the attention of or discussed by the entire 
Claims Committee at the time the bill was favorably re- 
ported. 

Mr. RAGON. I would like to say to my friend that we 
were directed to appear, and we all did appear. I do not 
think that either of us understood that the others were 
going to appear; I know I did not know it; but we ap- 
peared before the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. JOHNSON] 
and argued the matter out in full. I had a particular claim 
which the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Jonnson] turned 
down in part, and then we agreed to incorporate this in an 
amendment, and I did not know but what the amendment 
was incorporated in the bill as it came from the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BOX. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. BOX. Am I correct in understanding that the pro- 
posed amendment provides compensation to people of the 
Regular Army Establishment through an appropriation 
made by the Claims Committee? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Absolutely; and the Claims 
Committee has adopted a policy under which it has rejected 
dozens of similar bills on the ground that if the relief 
should come, it ought to come by general legislation through 
the Pension Committee of the House. 

Mr. BOX. If the House, through the Claims Committee, 
goes into the work of compensating ex-service men and 
their dependents, will not the work of the Claims Commit- 
tee duplicate the work of the Pension Committee? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Certainly, and that is why 
the Claims Committee, by unanimous vote, refused to con- 
sider identical bills and suggested to the authors of the bills 
that they present their cases to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULKIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Les. 

Mr. CULKIN. Does the gentleman know that the Navy 
issues a handbook to enlisted men in which it is stated that 
in the event of their death by reason of service during time 
of peace it will take care of their dependents? Does the 
gentleman know that? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I do not know about that, 
but if the book does so indicate, it may not contain incor- 
rect information, because a dependent of an enlisted man 
who is killed or who dies of disease or disability contracted 
in line of duty comes under the general pension law benefits. 
At this point I may state that Congress is negligent in not 
liberalizing the general pension law. My friends, if a marine, 
with five children, is killed in Nicaragua to-day in line of 
duty or dies of disease or disability contracted in line of 
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duty, leaving a dependent widow and five small children, 
what benefits will they receive? They will receive under 
the magnificent general pension law which Congress has not 
liberalized for many years, $12 for the widow, and $2 for 
each minor child. 

I call to the attention of Members of this House who are 
sympathetic with this amendment which places pension leg- 
islation in a Claims Committee bill the existing meager 
general pension law benefits and ask that they urge the 
Committee on Pensions to favorably report a liberalizing 
bill in the near future. 

Mr. MANLOVE. I want to say that I am in hearty accord 
with the gentleman when he says that. 

Mr. GASQUE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. GASQUE. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that 
the Senate has passed the bill liberalizing general law pen- 
sions, and the House committee has reported it out? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Oh, yes; the bill the House 
committee reported out is simply a gesture. It is ridiculous 
to call it a liberalization bill. The House committee cut the 
heart out of the Senate bill. 

Mr. MANLOVE. Does the gentleman call it ridiculous to 
raise the pensions from $20 a month to $30 a month? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Yes; it was ridiculous to 
delete the Senate bill as the Committee on Pensions did. 

Mr. GASQUE. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that 
the bill reported out has a minority report which does favor 
a liberalization bill? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. The gentleman from South 
Carolina is a good legislator—I know, for I have served on 
another committee with him, and I congratulate him for 
submitting the minority report. Gentlemen, if you adopt 
this amendment which is now pending, you are going to send 
out word through the country that you are granting special 
benefits to the dependents of 10 or 11 members of the 
regular establishment killed in line of duty, and thereby 
discriminate against the dependents of hundreds and thou- 
sands of members of the regular establishment who have 
been killed in the past and may be killed to-day or to-mor- 
row. I ask you to pause before you consider taking this 
step. I ask you to pause before you adopt this drastic 
amendment changing the policy of this Government with 
reference to pension legislation. I ask you to pause in view 
of the fact that the bill passed the objection stage before 
the House was advised that this amendment was going to be 
offered. 

I know that the Members of Congress are sympathetic with 
the unfortunate. I hate to oppose the bill, but I must op- 
pose it on the ground of principle in order to protect the 
nondiscriminatory policy of the Government with reference 
to the relief of dependents of those of the regular establish- 
ment killed in line of duty, and I oppose it to protect the 
integrity of the Claims Committee and the gentleman's 
agreement with respect to the Private Calendar. I urge 
that you vote down this amendment. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment to 
the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. Starrorp to the amendment offered by Mr. 
Reep of New York: Strike out the last clause of the Reed amend- 
ment, as follows: “Or if no widow, children, mother, or father, 
then to the brothers or sisters share and share alike.” 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the amendment may be read now as it will be as pro- 
posed to be amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the Clerk 
will report the amendment as proposed to be amended. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the bill insert a new section, as follows: 

“Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and 
directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $5,000 each to the following relatives in 
the following order of preference of any officer or enlisted man 


of the United States military and naval forces who were killed in 
the explosion at the naval ammunition depot, Lake Denmark, N. J., 
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on July 10, 1926: To the widow; if no widow, then to the children 
share and share alike; if no widow or children, then to the mother; 
if no widow, children, or mothér, then to the father.” 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, I accept the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to address myself 
to the main proposition. Certainly no one can defend voting 
such a sum of money as is proposed here to the brothers 
and sisters, and we might also say the cousins and the aunts. 
It just shows how haphazardly the amendment has been pre- 
pared. The author of the amendment agrees to the pro- 
posal that I have suggested. What are we going to do? 
First, this amendment should be rejected for the reason 
that it is violative of the understanding generally recog- 
ized in the House that when a bill is considered under a 
unanimous-consent agreement if any amendments of a sub- 
stantial character are to be offered, notice is given of them 
in advance. What will be necessary now, if this practice 
is to be discontinued? It will require every Member who 
is watching this Private Calendar to rise and say that he 
has no objection to the consideration of the bill if it goes 
through as is. The practice I refer to has been the unwrit- 
ten practice of this House for a number of years. Gentle- 
men are taking advantage of the established practice by 
offering this amendment. Let us consider what the amend- 
ment does. It commits the Government here and now to 
the expenditure of over a billion dollars. It provides that 
the widow, and failing a widow then the father and mother, 
of an officer or enlisted man who was killed at this explo- 
sion is entitled to $5,000. Then how can you fail to justify 
voting $5,000 to every father and mother of any enlisted 
man who was killed in line of duty? [Applause.] I can 
much more justify paying $5,000 to the widow or father or 
mother or children of everyone who was killed in line of 
duty in the World War abroad. I can more easily justify 
paying $5,000 to the surviving relatives of anyone who was 
killed in the Spanish-American War or in the Civil War. 
Gentlemen can see when they vote for this amendment 
what it is leading to. No committee has considered it. No 
Committee on Pensions has considered voting $5,000 to the 
widow or the father or mother of every person killed in 
action. If they have, why have not they presented the 
legislation? ‘There is nothing on the calendar which goes to 
show such liberalizing of pensions. This is a pension pro- 
posal, pure and simple, under the guise of the payment 
of a gratuity to some person who perhaps does not even 
need it. 

Mr. YON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, STAFFORD. Yes. 

Mr. YON. As a member of the Pensions Committee, I say 
this: The only reason that there is no more liberal pension 
legislation on the statute books of this Nation to-day is 
because of the objection and the pressure brought to bear 
from the administrative sources relating to pensions. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Why, never before has this House been 
so generous in its pension policy. Every private pension bill 
that conforms to the rules of the respective pensions com- 
mittees, the Committee on Pensions, and the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, goes through here as a matter of course 
under the policy which has been adopted, and even Senate 
amendments are not referred to conference but are accepted 
as a matter of course. Here we are committing ourselves to 
a policy of paying $5,000 to the surviving relatives of every 
officer and enlisted man who died in action. Do you wish 
to commit yourselves to that policy? If you do, you are 
going to have to do it under a roll call. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. And the Member who 
offered the amendment admitted on the floor of the House 
that these dependents are not dependent within the mean- 
ing of the clause of dependency required for a dependent 
father or mother to obtain general pension law benefits. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I am reminded that it will be paid to 
anyone, whether dependent or not. This is the most gigantic 
raid in its effective consequences that has been heard of in 
this or any other Congress. 

Mr. RAGON. Mr. Speaker, I just want to take one or two 
minutes to answer the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAF- 
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ForD]. He refers to a rule which is brand new to me, and I 
have been here for practically eight years. It is new to me 
to learn that I have to absolutely surrender my rights as a 
representative of over 300,000 people to some particular set 
of men who are appointed by the Democratic leader or the 
Republican leader to stand up and object to bills, or some 
Member who takes unto himself the authority to do it. Our 
friend from Wisconsin has enunciated a rule that I never 
heard of before, either through courtesy or otherwise, that 
because, peradventure, he permits the bill to come up for 
consideration I am absolutely foreclosed after it comes up 
from offering an amendment. This amendment was pre- 
pared, as I recall it, by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Reep] and the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. ANDRESEN]. 
It was sent to a subcommittee by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Claims. Four of us met there and we discussed 
the measure, and it was the consensus of opinion of the men 
who met there that if the Government of the United States, 
as a result of a great explosion in an arsenal, should pay 
some people for damage it did to property, then it ought to 
pay something to the dependents of the soldiers who were 
killed there. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin to 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I move to strike out the 
enacting clause. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, I make the point 
of order that that motion is not in order, because we are 
not considering the bill in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the mo- 
tion is in order, and overrules the point of order. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Scuarer of Wisconsin) there were—ayes 14 and noes 64. 

So the motion was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
StarrorD] to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. REED]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ANDRESEN. Mr. Speaker, I offer a perfecting 
amendment to the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Min- 
nesota offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. ANDRESEN to the amendment offered by Mr. 
Reep of New York: Line 6 of the amendment, after the word- 
“and,” insert a dash and the word “or,” so that it will read 
“enlisted men of the United States military and/or naval forces.” 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, I accept the 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
REED] as amended. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. ANDRESEN) there were ayes 39 and noes 52. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ANDRESEN. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote on the 
ground of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will count. 
[After counting.] One hundred and ninety-nine Members 
are present, not a quorum. 

The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms 
will notify absent Members, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 107, nays 
189, answered present 1, not voting 134, as follows: 


[Roll No. 31] 
YEAS—107 

Abernethy Campbell, Iowa Culkin Ellis 
Almon Carter, Calif, Dall Englebright 
Andresen Carter, Wyo. Dorsey Evans, Mont. 
Aswell Doughton Finley 
Barbour Ch u Dowell Fitzgerald 
Black Connery e Foss 
Bland Cooper. Ohio Driver Fuller 
Brumm Crail Dyer Gasque 
Cable Gibson 


Knutson Patterson Somers, N. Y. 
Kopp Peavey Sproul, Kans. 
Kvale Pittenger Stalker 
Lambertson Pratt, Harcourt J. Sullivan, N. Y. 
Lankford, Va. Pritchard Taber 
McKeown Quin Tarver 
Maas Ragon Thatcher 
Magrady Reed, N. Y. Thurston 
Manlove Reid, m. Watres 
Mansfield Rogers Welch, Calif. 
Michener Romjue Wingo 
Mooney Sabath Wolverton, W. Va. 
Nelson, Me Sanders, N. Y. Woodruff 
O'Connor, N. Y. Sandlin Woodrum 
O'Connor, Okla. Selvig Wyant 
Oldfield Shott, W. Va. Zihiman 
Sinclair 
NAYS—189 
Douglas, Ariz Lankford, Ga. Rutherford 
Doxey Leavitt Sanders, Tex. 
Dunbar Schafer, Wis. 
Eaton, Colo. Lehlbach Schneider 
Eaton, N. J. Letts Seger 
Eslick Loofbourow Seiberling 
Estep Simmons 
Esterly Luce Smith, Idaho 
Evans, Calif. Ludlow Smith, W. Va. 
Fort McClintic, Okla. Snow 
Freeman McClintock, Ohio Sparks 
French McFadden 
Fulmer MeLa Sproul, Il. 
Gambrill McLeod Stafford 
Garber, Va McMillan 
tt McReynolds Stone 
Gifford McSwain Strong, Kans. 
Goss Mapes Strong, Pa. 
Green Mead Summers, Wash. 
Greenwood Merritt Swanson 
Hall, Ind. Miller Swick 
Hancock, N. Y. Milligan S 
Hardy Montague Taylor, Colo. 
Hare Montet Temple 
Hartley Moore, Ky. Tilson 
Hess Moore, Ohio Tinkham 
Hoch Moore, Va. Treadway 
Hooper Morehead Tucker 
Hope Morgan Turpin 
Houston, Del. Mouser Underhill 
Huddleston Murphy Vestal 
Hull, William E. Nelson, Mo Vincent, Mich. 
Nelson, Wis. Wainwright 
James, Mich. Norton Walker 
Jenkins Oliver, Ala. Warren 
Johnson, Nebr. o Wason 
Johnson, Tex. Parsons White 
Jones, Tex. Perkins Whitehead 
Kading Purnell Whitley 
Kahn Ramey, Frank M. Whittington 
Kearns Wigglesworth 
Kerr Rankin Wolfenden 
Ketcham Rayburn Wolverton, N. J. 
Reece Wood 
Korell Reilly Wright 
Kurtz Rich Wurzbach 
LaGuardia Robinson Yon 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "— 
Hull, Tenn. 
NOT VOTING—134 
Cullen Hull, Morton D. Parker 
Davenport Igoe Patman 
Dempsey James, N. C. Pou 
DeRouen Johnson, II. Prall 
Dickstein Johnson, Ind. Pratt, Ruth 
Douglass, Mass. Johnson, Okla. Rainey, Henry T. 
Doutrich Johnson, S. Dak. Ramseyer 
Doyle Jobnson, Wash. Ransley 
Drewry Johnston, Mo, Rowbottom 
Edwards Kelly 
Erk Kemp Shaffer, Va 
Fenn Kendall, Ky. Short, Mo 
Fish Kendall, Pa Shreve 
Fisher Kennedy Simms 
Fitzpatrick Kiefner Sirovich 
Kunz Snell 
ee Langley 8 
Garber, Okla. Stevenson 
Garner Larsen Stobbs 
Gavagan Lea Sullivan, Pa. 
Golder Lindsay Sumners, Tex. 
Goldsborough Linthicum Taylor, Tenn. 
Graham McCormack, Mass. Thompson 
Granfield McCormick, Ill. Timberlake 
Hadley McDuffie Underwood 
Hale Martin Vinson, Ga. 
Hancock, N. O Menges Watson 
Hawley Michaelson Welsh, Pa. 
Hoffman Newhall Williams 
Hogg, Ind Niedringhaus Williamson 
Holaday Nolan Wilson 
Hudson O'Connor, La. Yates 
Hadspeth Oliver, N. Y. 
Hull, Wis. Owen 
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So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
General pairs until further notice: 


Mr. Davenport with Mr. Igoe. 

Mr. Connolly with Mr. Garner. 

Beck with Mr. Canfield. 

Doutrich with Mr. Fisher. 

Crowther with Mr. Briggs. 

Andrew with Mr. Granfield. 

Erk with Mr. Clark of North Carolina. 

Free with Mr. Gavagan. 

Martin with Mr. Auf der Heide. 

Hadley with Mr. DeRouen. 

Fenn with Mr. Carley. 

Hawley with Mr. Bell. 

Aldrich with Mr. Edwards. 

Golder with Mr. Corning. 

Graham with Mr. Ayres. 

Clarke of New York with Mr. Goldsborough. 
Britten with Mr. Dickstein. 

Hogg of Indiana with Mr. Celler. 

Fish with Mr. Fitzpatrick. 

Beedy with Mr. Crisp. 

Holaday with Mr. Boylan, 

Frear with Mr. Drewry. 

Chiperfield with Mr. Cullen. 

Johnson of Illinois with Mr. Douglass of Massachusetts. 
Kendall of Pennsylvania with Mr. Brunner. 
Beers with Mr. Collier. 

Johnson of Indiana with Mr. Hancock of North Carolina. 
Clague with Mr. Browning. 

Johnson of South Dakota with Mr. Linthicum. 
Mrs. Langley with Mr. McCormack of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Niedringhaus with Mr. Kennedy. 

Mr. Parker with Mr. O'Connor of Louisiana. 

Mrs. Ruth Pratt with Mr. Strovich. 

. Ramseyer with Mr. Oliver of New York. 
Johnson of Washington with Mr. Patman. 
Short of Missouri with Mr. Kemp. 

Menges with Mr. Spearing. 

Ransley with Mr. McDuffie. 

Shreve with Mr. Lanham. 

Snell with Mr. Henry T. Rainey. 

Johnston of Missouri with Mr. Pou. 

Stobbs with Mr. Stevenson. 

Taylor of Tennessee with Mr. Kunz. 

Watson with Mr. Sumners of Texas. 

Sullivan of Pennsylvania with Mr. Prall. 
Timberlake with Mr. Larsen. 

Welsh of Pennsylvania with Mr. Underwood. 
Williamson with Mr. Vinson of Georgia. 


Parks 
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The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


The doors were opened. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the en- 


grossment and third reading of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its principal 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 14675) entitled “An act making appropriations 
for the Department of the Interior for the fiscal year end- 


ing June 30, 1932, and for other purposes.” 


The message also announced that the Vice President had 
appointed Mr. Keyes and Mr. Kenpricx additional con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 15256) entitled “An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year end- 


ing June 30, 1932, and for other purposes.” 


The message also announced that the Senate had adopted 


the following order: 


Ordered, That the House of Representatives be requested to 
rescind the action of the Speaker in signing the enrolled bill (H. R. 
11675) entitled “An act to authorize the issuance of a patent in fee 
for certain land and buildings within the Colville Reservation, 
Wash., for public-school use,” and to return to the Senate the en- 
grossed 


bill, 


The message also announced that the Senate had agreed 
to the amendments of the House to amendments of the 


Senate to bills of the following titles: 


H. R. 3644. An act for compensation in behalf of John M. 


Flynn; and 
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H. R. 9872. An act to extend the benefits of the em- 
ployees’ compensation act of September 7, 1916, to Andrew 
J. Brown, a former rural mail carrier at Erwin, Tenn. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed 
to the amendments of the House to the concurrent resolu- 
tion (S. Con. Res. 38) to provide for the printing of addi- 
tional copies of the report of the special committee to in- 
vestigate communist activities in the United States. 

The message also announced that the Senate insists upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 12571) entitled “An act 
to provide for the transportation of school children in the 
District of Columbia at a reduced fare,” disagreed to by 
the House; agrees to the conference asked by the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and ap- 
points Mr. CAPPER, Mr. BLAINE, and Mr. CorzLaxn to be the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to address the House for two minutes. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Reserving the right to object, which I 
shall not do, because I know the purpose which the gentle- 
man has in mind, I shall be obliged to object to other re- 
quests until this conference matter is disposed of. 

The SPEAKER pro pempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Speaker, it is my sad duty to an- 
nounce to the House of Representatives the death this 
morning in Boston of Maj. Gen. Clarence R. Edwards, war- 
time commander of the Twenty-sixth Yankee Division. 

General Edwards was the idol of every officer and man in 
the Twenty-sixth Division. No commanding officer of any 
division during the World War held the love and affection of 
his men and their steadfast loyalty to a greater degree than 
this great general. 

The distinguished gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. REECE, 
and I both had the honor to serve in that division. It is a 
sad, sad duty for me to-day to announce the death of this 
great man after the wonderful fight which he made for his 
life. The heart of every Yankee Division man is bowed 
in sorrow to-day. To the men under his command he was 
“Daddy ” and the “ Old Man.” His men fought under him 
in battle not only for their flag and country but for the 
“Old Man.” He fought for them. They fought for him. 

During his last illness his name was on every Yankee Divi- 
sion tongue throughout New England and the Nation. They 
were praying he would win this last fight. His battles are 
over but he has left a memory that will be ever green until 
every veteran of the famous fighting Twenty-sixth has gone 
to the Great Beyond. 


COLVILLE RESERVATION, WASH. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the fol- 
lowing communication from the Senate: 


Ordered, That the House of Representatives be requested to 
rescind the action of the Speaker in signing the enrolled bill 
(H. R. 11675) entitled “An act to authorize the issuance of a pat- 
ent in fee for certain land and buildings within the Colville Reser- 
vation, Wash., for public-school use,” and to return to the Senate 
the engrossed bill ? 

Without objection, the request of the Senate will be com- 
plied with. 

There was no objection. 


SPEECH IN OPPOSITION TO BIRTH-CONTROL LEGISLATION 


Mr. MEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Record a speech delivered by my col- 
league, Mrs. Norton, on the bill S. 4582. This speech was 
delivered before a subcommittee of the Committee on the 
Judiciary in the Senate and includes several letters relating 
to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my 
emarks in the Recor, I include the following speech of 
ny colleague, Mrs NORTON. 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am here in 
opposition to Senate bill 4582. 
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I challenge the statement that thousands of women are spon- 
soring this bill. 

It is a fact that a very small percentage of women know 
anything about it. 

Paid lobbyists of the Birth Control League should not be con- 
founded with the fine womanhood of America, the vast army of 
mothers, who consider the bearing of children their greatest 
privilege—the pressure of a baby face against their own the 
highest form of earthly happiness. 

is, or should be, a sacred thing. It is concerned with 
love, purest love, and it is a fact that the more sacrifice it 
entails the greater amount of happiness results. 

In this connection, I would like to quote an editorial in the 
Pictorial Review, October, 1915, as follows: 

“The average man, the sort of man you and I know and break 
bread with, is a potential prize package. He faces his wedding 
day with heart and soul overflowing with good intentions. No- 
body can crush them except the woman he marries. When a man 
has selected the girl for whom he is willing to work all the rest 
of his life, the girl with whom he is willing to live till death 
parts them, he has quite as fine ideals of marriage as any woman. 
This girl he is marrying to be the mother of his children, the 
maker of his home, the guardian of his happiness. 

“If she studies with him the art of loving and develops into 
the true mother and home maker of his dreams, she does not have 
to ask him whether he loves her, for he places her on the pedestal 
from which no modern ideas can drag her.” 

The advocates of birth control would have you believe that 
children are an affliction, a liability, enervating, and many other 
horrible things, when, as a matter of fact, they are the greatest 
gift of God. I say this, not theoretically but from personal 
knowledge. 

You have only to search the records and you will find through- 
out the world that the happiest family is the large one. In this 
class you will discover fewer divorces, greater contentment, more 
normal conditions mentally and physically. You will also find 
that many world leaders have come from the ranks of the large 
family. 

The dissemination of birth-control literature would be unnec- 
sary if men and women would practice self-control. Too much 
filthy literature is now spread before innocent eyes, and it is 
a pity that the women who are trying to amend the purity law 
passed by Congress 58 years ago would not seek a more worthy 
outlet for their energies. 

The proponents of this bill insist that this information is to help 
the feeble-minded. 

Does anyone believe that any kind of information would help 
the feeble-minded? 

Is it not a fact that their condition of mind would prevent them 
from grasping the significance of the information? 

Is it not also a fact that if the medical men of the country 
believed in spreading birth-control information they would be the 
first to come forward to indorse this bill? 

Instead of so doing, we find the distinguished men and women 
of the profession arrayed against it. I have personally discussed 
this matter with the leading doctors in my State and found that 
33 out of 35 were absolutely opposed to the dissemination of birth- 
control literature, believing that such literature would fall into the 
hands of adolescents and cause much human 8 

In this connection I would like to quote a man for whom I have 
the greatest respect, Dr. Hugh S. Cumming, Surgeon General of 
the United States Public Health Service, in an article written and 
8 by the American Social Hygiene Assoclation Journal, 

ebruary, 1924, as follows: 

“I do not think it wise for this society to advocate the use of 
the mails for the teaching of a procedure which will not attain 
the end to be desired, but will deliberately offend the moral and 
ee sense of larger groups of intelligent and conscientious 
people.” 

This I believe to be the opinion of the intelligent men and 
women of this country; the very fact of spreading information 
for the benefit of people who, by their lack of intelligence, are 
unable to grasp its meaning proves conclusively the fallacy of the 
theory upon which this bill is written. 

It is said continually that this information is necessary to the 
poor. I resent such an implication and challenge its honesty. 

Myself, one of a family of eight, far from rich—and a welfare 
worker for many years—I can say, with all sincerity, that nowhere 
will one find a finer sense of helpfulness and contentment than 
in the homes of the poor. A large percentage of the great men 
and women of this country were born poor. Instead of this being 
a handicap, their condition of birth was a blessing, for it fired 
them with the ambition that is always necessary to achieve. 

A few days ago we celebrated the birthday of a great American— 
Abraham Lincoln—one of a large family whose forbears were con- 
sidered to be ignorant—the kind of people this bill is supposed to 
help. Will any person contend that eugenics could have produced 
a greater mind or heart? 

He is but one example of a long list of distinguished men and 
women, drawn from the ranks of the poor, whose contribution to 
our beloved country has placed it foremost in the world. 

The proponents further contend that they are concerned with 
the health of women. Surely must know that nothing abnor- 


they 
mal and contrary to the laws of nature will tend to safeguard the 
health of any woman. 
I could tell you of a number of women, personally known to me, 
who have borne large families and have reached middle life 
healthy and fine looking, 
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I could also tell you of a great many others who have had but 
one child, who are approaching middle age mentally and physically 
unfit. 

All of which should prove that the number of children a woman 
bears probably plays a less important part in her physical life 
than many other causes. 

There is a practical phase to this question. It is axiomatic 
in law that a foolish, impossible law is no law. 

The sale of literature and of contraceptives would become a 
racket. 

Theodore Roosevelt was, beyond doubt, one of the greatest 
minds of his time. Too well he saw the meaning of artificially 
small families. In his sixth annual message to Congress he ut- 
tered a very fitting paragraph on the subject of house, home, 
and children. 

The late President said: 

“When home ties are loosened, when men and women cease to 
regard a worthy family life, with all its duties fully performed 
and all its responsibilities lived up to, as the life best worth 
living, then evil days for the commonwealth are at hand. There 
are regions in our land and classes of our population where the 
birth rate has sunk below the death rate. Surely it should need 
no demonstration to show that willful sterility is, from the stand- 
point of the human race, the sin for which the penalty is na- 
tional death; race death, a sin for which there is no atonement.” 

He believed in a definite devotion to home, parents, and children. 

We must secure survival of the stock of the forefathers of this 
country, who, in the words of Abraham Lincoln, in his speech at 
Gettysburg: “Brought forth upon this continent a new nation, 
conceived in liberty and dedicated to the proposition that all men 
are created equal.” 

Society is a living, progressive human order. Woman has the 
final privilege of consent or refusal; so has she the final duty and 
obligation to know what she is doing when she marries. 

If she does not conscientiously fulfill her obligation to herself, 
to her husband, and to her country, she has missed the surest 
road to a contented, happy life. 

In conclusion, may I call your attention to the following pro- 
test from Dr. John F. Hagerty, of Newark, N. J., which I request 
to have printed in the RECORD. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Newark, N. J., February 9, 1931. 
Hon. Mary T. NORTON: 

May I ask you to consider the following protest against the 
Senate bill, No. 4582, known as the birth control bill, and by some 
referred to as the doctors’ bill, and that the protest be embodied in 
the report of the hearing? 

Physicians are not responsible for the introduction of this 
measure, nor are they solicitous about its passage, as its pro- 
ponents would have you believe, but on the contrary, the great 
majority of the medical profession is unqualifiedly opposed to the 
passage of such a measure, as will appear from the following: 

Every physician in the world subscribes, tacitly at least, on 
receiving his diploma to the Hippocratic oath, which says, “I will 
not give to any woman a destructive pessary which, when liter- 
ally interpreted, means that he or she will do nothing to prevent 
conception or destroy the products of conception. 

The law of the land and of our State, which the Birth Control 
League is endeavoring to have repealed, prohibits the giving advice 
or transmission through the mails of such advice, or practicing 
methods of contraception and during all the years such act has 
been in force, but few physicians could have been transgressing 
the law else the present agitation would be unnecessary. 

Membership in the American Medical Association is the mark of 
respectability among physicians in this country. One must be a 
member of his or her county and State medical society to be a 
member of the American Association. No physician who is known 
to be practicing methods of birth control or inducing abortion can 
become a member of the county medical society. 

The American College of Surgeons and the American College of 
Physicians are the representative organizations of the land, made 
up of honorable, learned, and capable physicians and surgeons. I 
have served on the credentials committee of the American College 
of Surgeons and can testify that no physician or surgeon who was 
known to be practicing in any way contraception or abortion 
could become a member. 

The Federal statute which the Birth Control League wishes re- 
pealed makes it a criminal offense to publish or transmit through 
the mail literature concerning methods of contraception or of 
inducing abortion, and the American Medical Association has, for 
several years, waged a campaign against the publication of matter 
concerning such methods, and has secured the cooperation of the 
majority of reputable newspapers of the land in preventing the 
publication of such literature. 

The great majority of physicians are self-respecting and desire 
the respect and esteem of their colleagues. There are about 8,000 
fellows of the American College of Surgeons and nearly 140,000 
members of the American Medical Association, all of whom must 
of necessity be opposed to this birth-control measure, and the 
great majority of whom are not desirous of bartering away the 
prerogatives of their sacred calling for the privilege or monetary 
gain that may come from dispensing birth-control information. 

Let me ask you to read the following, quoted from The Phy- 
sician Himself, by Cathell, twentieth century edition, page 97: 

. “A physician’s life is full of moral conflicts, but when im- 
portuned to limit the number of children of married people who 
already have all they want, or who are first married, and do not 
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want the inconvenience of children so soon, or for ladies who 
are too sickly to have children, or for a thousand and one other 
ridiculous and unwarranted reasons, do not stop to discuss the 
subject, but meet all such entreaties and arguments with a 
refusal, prompt, strong, and positive. If they are too importunate, 
inform them that they have entered the wrong door, and with 
unmistakable upright, downright, outright American frankness, 
bow them out.” 

And again on page 100: 

“To give directions for the prevention of conception or in- 
structing persons in onanism, buggery, or other nasty unnamable 
sins; or in the guilty use of condoms, sponges, syringes, or pre- 
ventives against venereal diseases or conception or in the use 
of this, that, or other instruments or drug expedient to aid 
crime or defeat nature—through offenses beyond the reach of 
man-made laws—is nevertheless derogatory and degrading to the 
physician and a violation of his professional office.” 

And soliloguy—Philadelphia County Medical Society. 

I am a physician. 

I am a member of a guild whose constant purpose through the 
ages has been to heal the sick, make the blind to see, the lame to 
walk, and to comfort those who mourn. 

I am rich in the heritage of history and tradition that have 
been handed down to me by the fathers of medicine. I am bound 
by the oath of Hippocrates to be faithful to those traditions and 
high ideals which bind our guild together in unity. 

I must so live that when this mortal coil is shuffled off it may 
be said of me that I have ever been true to my obligations and 
that the traditions of medicine have not been sullied by me, 

I repeat—no self-respecting physician can be engaged in such 
practices as are contemplated by the advocates of birth control 
nor can they be in favor of the passage of the birth control bill. 

May I say that I have been practicing medicine and surgery in 
this city 37 years, and am a member of the American Medical As- 
sociation and a fellow of the American College of Surgeons and 
have held among other offices presidency of the Essex County 
Medical Society, presidency of the Academy of Medicine of North- 
ern New Jersey and am at present first vice president of the 
New Jersey State Medical Society, and am earnestly interested in 
the defeat of this iniquitous measure, and trust you may use your 
honorable office to oppose it. 

Respectfully, 
Joun F, Hacerty, M. D. 

P. S.—May I ask that this protest be printed in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD. 


PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO CONSTITUTION—SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT 


Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
file a supplemental report on the resolution (H. J. Res. 292) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL—-CONFERENCE REPORT 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference 
report on the bill (H. R. 14675) making appropriations for 
the Department of the Interior for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, and I ask unanimous 
consent that the statement may be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Cramton] calls up a conference report on the bill H. R. 
14675, the Interior Department appropriation bill, and asks 
unanimous consent that the statement may be read in lieu 
of the report. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement. 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 14675) making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, 
and for other purposes, having met, after full and free con- 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 
1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 16, 17, 18, 20, 22, 23, 24, 
25, 26, 27, 35, 36, 41, 43, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 
56, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 
76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 84, 85, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 
97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 
111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 
124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 135, 136, 137, 
140, 141, 142, 143, and 145, 


4960 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 14, 15, 28, 29, 32, 37, 
38, 39, 40, 42, 57, 69, 86, 134, 138, and 139, and agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 19, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert $60,000 ”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 21: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 21, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert 5224, 000 ; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $3,528,500 ”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 31: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
31, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$15,000”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
33, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$490,000”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 34: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
34, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$815,000”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
44, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: “and not to exceed 10,000 may be expended in 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior for the pay- 
ment of salaries of public-school teachers employed by the 
State or county in special Indian day schools in full-blood 
Indian communities where there are not adequate white 
day schools available for their attendance ”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 83: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
83, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$720,000”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 87: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 87, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert $3,141,740”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 144: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
144, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: 

“Public Resolution No. 112 of the Seventy-first Congress 
for the relief of farmers in the drought-stricken areas ap- 
proved December 20, 1930, is hereby amended’ by adding at 
the end thereof the following: ‘Any money appropriated 
pursuant to the authorization contained in this section may 
be used in the purchase of feed for other livestock upon the 
same terms and conditions as such money may be used for 
the purchase of feed for work stock. 

min addition to the sums herein authorized, and appro- 
priations made thereunder, there is hereby appropriated to 
be immediately available, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $20,000,000 to be used 
by the Secretary of Agriculture for the following purposes: 
(1) To make advances or loans to individuals in the drought 
and/or storm or hail stricken areas of the United States for 
the purpose of assisting in forming local agricultural-credit 
corporations, livestock loan companies, or like organizations, 
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or of increasing the capital stock of such corporations, com- 
panies, or organizations qualified to do business with Federal 
intermediate credit banks, or to which such privileges may 
be extended, and/or of making loans to individuals upon the 
security of the capital stock of such corporations, companies, 
or organizations; and (2) to make advances or loans to 
farmers for crop production for the crop of 1931 and for 
further agricultural rehabilitation in the drought and/or 
storm stricken or hail stricken areas of the United States. 
The advances and loans made pursuant to this act and 
amendment thereto shall be secured by liens on crops or by 
other security, under such rules and regulations as the 
Secretary of Agriculture may prescribe.’ ” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 

Louis C. Cramton, 

FRANK MURPHY, 

BURTON L. FRENCH, 

Epwarp T. TAYLOR, 

WILLIAM W. HASTINGS, 

Managers on the part of the House 

REED Smoot, 

W. L. JONES, 

LAWRENCE C. PHIPPS, 

JOHN B. KENDRICK, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House at the confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14675) making 
appropriations for the Department of the Interior for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, 
submit the following statement in explanation of the effect 
of the action agreed upon and recommended in the accom- 
panying conference report as to each of such amendments, 
namely: 

On No. 10: Eliminates provision making the appropria- 
tion for construction and repair of telephone lines between 
Gallup, N. Mex., and the Zuni Indian Agency “ immediately 
available,” as proposed by the Senate, because of general 
language in the bill to the same effect. 

On No. 14: Makes $10,000 of the appropriation of $125,000 
from tribal funds for lease or purchase of water rights for 
8 Indians immediately available,“ as proposed by the 
Senate. 

On No. 15: Provides that payments from tribal funds to 
the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Indians, of Oklahoma, 
in the sum of $200,000, shall be made in two equal install - 
ments, one during the month of October and one during 
the month of March, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 18: Strikes out the limitation inserted by the 
Senate providing that with respect to the Klamath Reser- 
vation no part of the appropriation for expenses incidental 
to the sale of timber shall be paid for expenses incident to 
the selling of timber on such reservation, including ex- 
penses of administration, in excess of 342 per cent of the 
gross receipts derived from such sale. 

On No. 19: Appropriates $60,000 for the purpose of ob- 
taining employment for Indians, instead of $70,000 as pro- 
posed by the Senate and $50,000 as proposed by the House. 

On No. 23: Restores the appropriation for construction, 
for surveys, and for purchase of reservoir and camp sites 
on the Flathead Indian Reservation, Mont., as proposed by 
the House. ` 

On No. 25: Restores the appropriation for construction on 
the Two Medicine and Badger Fisher divisions of the irri- 
gation systems on the Blackfeet Indian Reservation in Mon- 
tana, as proposed by the House. 

On No. 28: Makes the appropriation for payment to the 
Middle Rio Grande conservancy district “ immediately avail- 
able,” as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 29: Appropriates $360,000 for continuing con- 
struction of the Wapato irrigation and drainage system 
(Yakima Reservation, Wash.), as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 31: Makes $15,000 of the appropriation for sup- 
port of Indian day and industrial schools available for edu- 
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cation of the Alabama and Coushatta Indians in Texas, in 
lieu of $25,000 as proposed by the Senate and $4,500 as pro- 
posed by the House. 

On No. 32: Inserts the words “and other educational 

purposes,” as proposed by the Senate, in the appropriation 
from tribal funds for tuition among the Five Civilized Tribes. 

On Nos. 33, 34, 35, 36, and 37, relating to the lease, pur- 
chase, and repair of buildings at Indian day and industrial 
schools: Corrects two totals; strikes out the words “to be 
immediately available,” as proposed by the Senate, to the 
appropriation for the Fort Apache, Ariz., girls’ dormitory; 
strikes out the appropriation for a girls’ dormitory at Albu- 
querque, N. Mex., as proposed by the Senate, and inserts 
$15,000 for completing the Blackfeet boarding school, as 
proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 38: Appropriates $85,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, for constructing school building, equipment, etc., at 
Pawnee, Okla. 

On No. 39: Appropriates $6,500 for repair, etc., of public- 
school buildings within Indian reservations in Arizona, at- 
tended by children of the Indian Service, as proposed by the 
Senate. 

On No. 40: Reappropriates the unexpended balance for 
the construction of a girls’ dormitory, including equipment, 
at the Theodore Roosevelt Indian School, Fort Apache, Ariz., 
as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 41: Eliminates the appropriation of $127,000 pro- 
posed by the Senate for school building, equipment, etc., at 
the Fort Sill Indian School, Oklahoma. 

On No. 42: Reappropriates the unexpended balance for 
new school building, etc., at Pierre, S. Dak., as proposed by 
the Senate. 

On No. 44: Under the appropriation for aid to common 
schools in Oklahoma, restores the language proposed by the 
House with an amendment providing that the $10,000 made 
available thereunder may be used for the payment of public- 
school teachers employed by the State or county. 

On No. 46: Eliminates appropriations proposed by the 
Senate for cooperating with the town of Frazer, Mont., in 
the construction of public high-school building ($25,000), 
and for the extension of a public high-school building at 
Poplar, Mont. ($50,000). 

On No. 50: Restores the name “ Pierre,” as proposed by 
the House in locating a new Sioux sanatorium in South 
Dakota. 

On No. 54: Strikes out the appropriation of $3,000 for 
medical aid for the Alabama and Coushatta Indians in 
Texas, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 55: Strikes out the appropriation of $70,000, as 
proposed by the Senate, for improvement of land and reser- 
vation occupied by the Alabama and Coushatta Indians in 
Texas. 

On No. 57: Strikes out the limitation of $10,000, as pro- 
posed by the House, for home-demonstration work among 
Indians. 

On No. 58: Eliminates the provision, proposed by the 
Senate, that no part of the appropriation for general sup- 
port of Indians and administration of Indian property may 
be paid to Herbert J. Hagerman. 

On No. 62: Restores the reimbursable provision, as pro- 
posed by the House, to the appropriation for administration 
of the Quapaw Indian Agency. 

On Nos. 63, 64, 65, 66, and 67: Restore tribal fund appro- 
priations, as proposed by the House. 

On No. 68: Corrects total. 

On No. 69: Makes available full amount of tribal funds 
appropriated in paragraph, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 70: Restores provision of the House making avail- 
able tribal funds of the Creek Nation for payment to 
attorneys. 

On No. 71: Restores the language of the House making 
available tribal funds of the Seminole Nation of Indians for 
payment to attorneys. 

On No. 75: Eliminates the provision of the Senate that no 
part of the tribal fund appropriation for the Confederated 
Bands of Ute Indians shall be used to pay expenses of an 
organization known as the United States All Pueblo Council. 
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On No. 76: Strikes out the proposal of the Senate to ap- 
propriate $60,000 for the construction of roads on the 
Blackfeet Indian Reservation and $40,000 for the construc- 
tion of roads on the Rocky Boy Indian Reservation, each 
in the State of Montana. 

On Nos, 79 and 80: Restore the word “ only,” as proposed 
by the House, in connection with the appropriation for co- 
operation with States or municipalities in making topo- 
graphic surveys, and eliminate the provision of the Senate 
that funds not matched by States or municipalities shall 
be available for mapping national forests, national parks, 
or other Federal projects. 


On No. 82: Makes $48,000 available for operation of the 
Lees Ferry, Ariz., gaging station, as proposed by the House, 
instead of $50,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 83: Corrects total. 

On No. 86: Strikes out the restricting word “topo- 
graphic,” as proposed by the Senate, in connection with 
aerial photographs made by the Army, Navy, and Marine 
Corps flying services on request of the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

On Nos. 88 and 89: Eliminate the language proposed by 
the Senate placing specialists and experts engaged in ex- 
aminations to determine suitability of lands for national 
park and national monument purposes under civil-service 
rules and regulations and restore the House language ex- 
empting them therefrom. 

On No. 134: Inserts the language proposed by the Sen- 
ate authorizing the President, by proclamation, to add to 
Yosemite National Park lands purchasable under that item. 

On No. 137: Restores the limitation proposed by the 
House that no one other than the general manager of the 
Alaska Railroad may receive a salary of more than $6,000. 

On No. 138: Provides that not to exceed $250,000 of the 
appropriation for the Alaska Railroad shall be available for 
investigation of mineral and other resources of Alaska, as 
proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 139: Makes $250,000 of the appropriation for the 
Alaska Railroad available only for such capital expenditures 
as would be permitted under the regulations of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $200,000, as proposed by the House. 

On No. 144: Makes available in the drought-stricken areas 
funds appropriated in Public Resolution No. 112 of the 
Seventy-first Congress for the purchase of feed for other 
livestock upon the same terms and conditions as such money 
may be used for the purchase of feed for work stock, and 
also appropriates $20,000,000 for loans to assist in forming 
agricultural credit organizations and loans for further agri- 
cultural rehabilitation, and provides as security for such 
loans liens on crops or by other security, under rules and 
regulations prescribed by the Secretary of Agriculture. 

On No. 145: Eliminates the proposal of the Senate that no 
part of any appropriation provided in the bill shall be used 
on new construction at the Klamath Indian Reservation. 

The Senate has receded on 90 amendments in disagree- 
ment dealing exclusively with salary increases, as follows: 
Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 16, 17, 20, 22, 24, 26, 27, 
43, 45, 47, 48, 49, 51, 52, 53, 56, 59, 60, 61, 72, 73, 74, 77, 78, 
81, 84, 85, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 
103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 
116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 
129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 135, 136, 140, 141, 142, 143. 

There are three amendments involving other matters in 
addition to salary increases. These amendments are Nos. 
21, 30, and 87. The purpose of these three amendments in 
addition to salary increases, from which the Senste has 
receded, is contained in the three following paragraphs. 

On No. 21: Increases to $224,000 the appropriation for 
irrigation on Indian reservations instead of $220,000, as pro- 
posed by the House, and $226,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

No. 30: Increases to $3,528,500 the appropriation for sup- 
port of Indian day and industrial schools instead of $3,557,- 
750, as proposed by the Senate, and $3,518,000, as proposed 
by the House, and is due to amendment No. 31, which in- 
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creases the amount available for education of Alabama and House has receded from—Continued. 


Coushatta Indians in Texas by $10,500. 
No. 87: Corrects a total. 
Lovrs C. CraMTON, 
FRANK MURPHY, 
BURTON L. FRENCH, 
Epwarp T. TAYLOR, 
W. W. HASTINGS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, it is not my desire to take 
any great amount of time in debate upon this report. The 
delay upon this bill has already been so long continued that 
I hope it will not be continued another day. This bill passed 
the House on the 12th of December and now on the 14th of 
February it would seem time for its final enactment. 

I will ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to revise and 
extend my remarks upon this bill and the various amend- 
ments thereto, and to have permission to include in such 
extension certain extracts, statements, and quotations. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I present herewith, ac- 
cording to my custom, a financial statement of Senate 
amendments to the Interior Department bill and the con- 
ference action upon them: 


Amount of bill as passed the Senate 1 $69, 698, 300. 73 
Amount of bill as passed the House 68,756, 606.73 
Net addition „% 941, 694. 00 
House has receded from 
Obtaining employment for Indians 10, 000. 00 
Irrigation on Indian reservations 4, 000. 00 
Construction, Wapato (Wash.) irrigation sys- 
pT aie aad PSY ecg SAT a ENS Sean SS ER 360, 000. 00 
aii Alabama and Coushatta Indians, 6 
DANA RS Ee ESE RINE at A 10, 500. 00 
completing Blackfeet boarding school, Mon- 
„ 0 8 15, 000. 00 


1 The above amount of bill as passed the Senate does not include 
$25,000,000 added by the Senate for relief work in drought-stricken 
areas by the Red Cross. ir ror PORTOON ATA DOA UOO OI eign 2 
priation of $20,000,000 for this purpose, with certain changes in the 
method of expenditure, but this sum is not included in above state- 
ment, as the 8 is for an emergency relief purpose and 
not for the usual Interior Department activities. 


Indian school building and equipment, 


Pawnee, OR gn ee eee $85, 000. 00 

repels etc., public-school buildings in 
Sab haji EE SERIE SESS EE SS ere 6, 500. 00 
Total increases accepted by House 491, 000. 00 
E 

Senate has receded from— 

Salary increases, employees in underaverage 
CTT 248, 194. 00 
Obtaining employment for Indians. 10, 000. 00 
Irrigation on Indian reservations 1, 000. 00 
Girls’ dormitory, Albuquerque, N. Mex 90, 000. 00 

Construction, etc., Fort Sill Indian School, 
CC—— BAFA 127. 000. 00 
Construction, etc., high school, Frazier, Mont. 25, 000. 00 
Extension of high school, Poplar, Mont 50, 000. 00 


Medical aid, Alabama and Coushatta In- 
nn . . —— 3. 000. 00 
Improvement of lands, Alabama and Cou- 


shatta Indians, Texas 70, 000. 00 
Support and administration of Indian prop- 

SSS en pete eso fe wna hh iana 51, 000. 00 
Construction of roads, Blackfeet Reservation, 

bs SE ᷣ ͤ VVV 60, 000. 00 
Construction of roads, Rocky Boy Reserva- 

ie Mon pT teed E OEA G 40, 000. 00 

Lees Ferry gaging station, Arizona 2, 000. 00 

Total decreases accepted by Senate 777, 194. 00 

SSS 

Amount of Budget estimates 69, 588, 741. 73 

Amount of bill as agreed to by conferees . 69, 247, 606. 73 

Less than Budget. 341, 135. 00 
Amount of bill, including drought-rellef appro- 

C Soot eal ae 89, 247, 606. 73 


The Senate has also receded from the following reductions made 
by the Senate to the House bill: 
Construction work, etc., Flathead Indian Reser- 


„ ee $270, 000. 00 
ie work, Blackfeet Indian Reservation, 

rr!!! SS US ES EE 46, 000. 00 

a SE eae ae ae ene peer ae See Reet 316, 000. 00 


Also I present Table A showing the amendments of finan- 
cial effect in controversy and the conference action thereon; 
also, Table B, giving a comparison of this bill as recom- 
mended by the conferees with appropriations for former 
years. 


TABLE A.—Statement of Senate amendments involving appropriations, showing effect of action of conferees thereon 


Amendment bject 
No. Bu 
Obtain! loyment for Indians 
Irrigation, — indian reservations 
Co ead Indian Reservation, Mont 


Indians. 
Indian property. 


— grt LEE AAAS 


Ff. 


Bae and —— a america dorain 


—— — — — 


crease (+), de- 
Increase (+) — ER ) agreed 
A PETA pa — erg vty — 
ppro; ppropri- amouni with Senaste 
Badee |e by [ated by | Amount | compare 
House Senate with House a 
general tribal | General 


Bosesiisa ts 


SpA 


~ 


8858888883888883 


: 


+491, 000 4128, 100 | —461, 194 


showing the action of the conferees on this amendment (No. 144) are not included in the above table as this item is not an Interior Department project and was 


1 Figures 
placed on the bill as an emergency measure to relieve people in the t-stricken areas. 
TEC rr 
addition to this amount salary $47,350, are deducted in 
nvolved with other matters Contained th thao 


The conferees agreed upon an appropriation of $20,000,000 to be loaned to persons 


21, 22, 30, and 56, included in the above table, such increases being 


ened 757 terms of Publie Resolution No. 112. 
amendments 


numbered 21, 


1931 
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TABLE B. Appropriations under the Department of the Interior, including deficiencies, fiscal pears 1916-1932 
{Exclusive of permanent and indefinite appropriations] à 


Indian tribal 
funds 


Indian reim- 
bursable ap- |A other Tadina 
propriations 


appropriations 


$3, 275, 963.98 | $3, 028, 241. 00 | $21, 886, 255. 73 0) $22, 071, 000. 00 | $22, 262, 110. 00 1 $72, 523, 570. 71 
3, 231, 032.04 | 2, 309, 441i. 00 | 20, 053,989.74 | $212, 500, 000. 00 19, 721, 000. 00 | 23,797, 044. 00 | 301,370, 055. 78 
4, 728, 829. 60 1,991, 261.00 | 16, 818. 613. 81 221, 000, 000. 00 8, 353, 000. 00 | 19, 855, 847. 52 203, 247, 549. 93 
3, 901, 202. 74 2, 485,720.00 13, 481, 997. 11 229, 000, 000. 00 14, 149, 400.00 | 17, 041, 967.55 | 300, 130, 287.40 
2, 535,955.00 | 5,452, 125. 00 | 11, 044,361. 00 | 2 267, 000, 000. 00 11, 903, 800. 00 | 15,851, 541.34 | 313, 787, 782. 34 
2. 414. 808.00] 2, 412, 500. 00 10, 525, 869. 31 193, 000, 000. 00 7, 556, 000. 00 | 14, 121,908.75 | 230, 023, 086. 06 
2, 135, 010. 00 1, 589, 178. 00 | 13, 723, 681. 55 197, 000, 000. 00 12, 349, 000. 00 | 20, 924, 109. 00 | 4 247, 720, 978. 55 
2, 612,700.00] 1, 558,106.08} 9, 656, 420. 00 | 222, 590, 000. 00 |- 11, 106, 289. 00 | 19, 215, 518.00 | 266, 737, 033. 08 
2. 406, 000. 00 2. 179,850.00} 9,458, 854. 00 | . 253, 003, 000. 00 12, 250, 000. 00 | 21, 508, 534. 00 | 300, 896,848, 00 
2, 483, 573. 00 1, 041, 466.00 | 9, 383,720.00] 268, 000, 000. 00 15, 075, 000. 00 | 22, 710, 520.00 | 318, 694, 279. 00 
2, 716, 921. 00 1, 249, 005.00 | 8, 724, 170.00 | 285 000, 000. 00 20, 266, 000.00 | 20, 160, 758. 00 | 318,116, 854. 00 
1,415, 165.00 | 1,450,830. 00 | 9, 263, 513. 00 | 279. 000, 000. 00 8, 463, 000. 00 | 21, 972, 532. 00 | 321, 570, 040. 00 
1, 531,817.00 | 2, 173, 833. 00.| 9,160, 629. 00 | 215, 000, 000. 00 7, 300, 000. 00 | 24, 071, 600. 00 | 259, 237, 948. 00 
1,750, 000.00 | 2, 133, 583.00 | 8,982 753. 00 | 223, 090, 000. 00 9, 497, 080. 00 | 20,365, 644. 00 | 265, 729, 060. 00 
1, 291, 117.00 | 2. 029, 500. 00 9, 818, 295. 00 183, 000, 000. 00 8, 227, 000.00 | 28, 396, 245. 00 | 232, 762, 157. 00 
1, 263, 250. 00 1,921,986. 00 | 9, 045, 658. 00 163, 000, 000. 00 8, 884, 000. 00 | 18, 275, 465. 00 | 202, 390, 359. 00 

665, 000. 00 518, 740. 00 9, 253, 162. 00 164, 000, 000. 00 13, 530, 000. 00 | 15, 120, 077. 00 | 203, 056, 979. 00 


1 Appropriations for 1932 for the Pension Buresu and Civil Service retirement fund will be contained in the Independent Offices bill owing to the transfer of these items 


to the Veterans’ Administration. 


Includes deficiency for 1927, which was paid from 1928 appropriations. 


Does not include appropriations for the Patent Office 1 the Bureau of Mines, which have been transferred to the Department of Commerce. 
4 Includes $4,773,100 appropriated for the Patent Office and the Bureau of Mines transferred to the Department of Commerce July 1, 1925. 


ROADS ON MONTANA INDIAN RESERVATIONS 


Some petulant criticism has been heard in another legis- 
lative body that the conferees did not retain the Senate 
amendment 76, proposing appropriation of $100,000 for 
roads on two Indian reservations in Montana. Inasmuch as 
the bill carries $500,000 for building roads on Indian reser- 
vations, twice the amount of the current year, and in addi- 
tion under authority of the Colton-Oddie bill there has been 
for the first time appropriated for the coming year for 
building of roads on the public domain, including Indian 
reservations, $3,000,000, and in each of these Montana will 
share. The conferees could see no reason for the proposed 
special Montana appropriations. To have given approval to 
amendment 76 would have given unfair recognition to Mon- 
tana unless, as would be quite probable, the Comptroller 
General should hold that, having such special appropria- 
tions, the State would be barred from any share in the two 
general road funds for Indian reservations. It may be re- 
membered that the gentleman from Montana [Mr. LEAVITT] 
played an important part in the framing and passage of the 
Colton-Oddie bill and thereby provided for a constant and 
carefully planned system of reservation highways. 

The gentleman from Montana [Mr. Leavitt] advises me 
he has assurance that allocations will be made from the 
$500,000 fund this year for substantial portions of each of 
these roads. It is to be remembered that as to roads thus 
built under the $500,000 fund the labor all goes to Indians 
by requirement of law. Under amendment 76 that would not 
necessarily have been the case. 


PAWNEE INDIAN SCHOOL 


Amendment 38, proposed by the Senate, would provide for 
a new school building, auditorium, and gymnasium at this 
Indian school, would install a heating plant, and convert the 
present school building into a dormitory at a total cost of 
$85,000. In view of the following statement from the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, the House conferees believe the 
proposed expenditure desirable and have accepted the 
Senate amendment. 

Uncertainty has existed as to the possible future of this institu- 
tion. In view of our general public-school policy for Indian chil- 
dren wherever practicable and the cooperative attitude of the 
Oklahoma State Department of Education, we have been somewhat 
reluctant to undertake any large amount of construction except 
where use of the plant is indicated for some time to come or a 
definite policy has been worked out. Data were not available at 
the time of the preparation of the Budget estimates to permit us 
to make a definite recommendation. In recent months surveys 
have been made and the proposed construction at Pawnee is now 
regarded as consistent with our policy. Arrangements are being 
perfected for public-school attendance at Pawnee of pupils above 
the third grade, but it is apparent that some enlargement and 
additional facilities are required for efficient operation of the plant. 
The proposed amendment makes possible this expansion and will 
permit more efficient operation of the school. 


This action of the conferees resulted largely from the 
representations made in conference by the gentleman from 


Oklahoma (Mr. HastınGs], who never has to resort to a fili- 
buster to convince the Indians of Oklahoma that he is their 
friend, and who in his quiet but sincere way accomplishes 
many things here for his people. 

My interest in the proper rebuilding and enlargement of 
the Pawnee school has also been aroused by the persistent 
efforts of the gentleman from Oklahoma, Mr. O’Connor, in 
whose district the school is located. For more than a year 
he has been indefatigable in his efforts to secure needed 
funds for the institution. A year ago the gentleman from 
Oklahoma sought to incorporate a similar amendment in 
the Interior Department appropriation bill, and since that 
time, with the department and with members of the com- 
mittee, he has been very diligent. 


FORT SILL INDIAN SCHOOL 


Amendment No. 41, with reference to the Fort Sill Indian 
School, Oklahoma, reads as follows: 


Fort Sill Indian School, Oklahoma: For school building embrac- 
ing schoolrooms, auditorium, and gynasium, $40,000; for machine 
shop and equipment, $10,000; for boys’ dormitory, $30,000; for 
girls’ dormitory, $30,000; for repair and improvement, $3,000; and 
for employees’ building, $14,000; in all, $127,000: Provided, That 
after June 30, 1931, the Fort Sill Indian School shall be trans- 
ferred from the jurisdiction of the superintendent of the Kiowa 
Agency to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 


While we are satisfied that if the Fort Sill Indian School 
is to be continued indefinitely, the plant must be overhauled 
and enlarged, in view of the following memorandum fur- 
nished the House conferees by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, we did not feel we could agree to that program at 
this time, and the Senate receded: 


Available reports indicate real needs at the Fort Sill and other 
schools located in that general region, but information so far 
obtained would seem to favor a public school rather than a board- 
ing-school policy. This amendment would provide considerable 
improvement at this institution which would imply a permanence 
that we are not ready to concede pending a careful investigation 
of the living conditions and educational needs of the Indian chil- 
dren. In this connection we have noted the statements made on 
the floor of the Senate concerning the inadequacy of facilities and 
the necessity for expansion. So far as we have been able to 
ascertain, the Indians in this locality are within comparatively 
easy reach of public schools, and we feel that money expended 
for public-school attendance would be wiser than money spent 
for the enlargement of the Fort Sill plant. Before making definite 
recommendations concerning this proposal, we feel that further 
facts must be developed. Surveys have been made at several 
jurisdictions, but we have not yet been able to investigate the 
situation at Fort Sill. ? 

The proviso beginning in line 10 is without legal meaning and 
is apparently for the purpose of establishing this institution as 
a nonreservation school to receive in the future specific appro- 
priations. All Government Indian schools are under the juris- 
diction of the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, and it is customary to haye schools on the reser- 
vations administered through the agency superintendent. The 
Indian Office is attempting to place qualified principals in charge 
of the schools and to give them a larger responsibility than they 
have had heretofore. This school is properly classed as a reserva- 
tion boarding school. 


4964: 


Amendment No. 58 reads as follows: 

Provided, That no part of the moneys appropriated by this act 
shall be used for the payment of the salary or expenses of Herbert 
J. Hagerman, designated as special commissioner to negotiate with 
Indians, Santa Fe, N. Mex. 


The adoption of this amendment in the Senate was based 
upon serious charges against the integrity of Mr. Hagerman. 

Those charges were based upon an entire misunderstand- 
ing of the facts of the case and upon gross misinformation, 
and did grave injustice to a highly respected and highly 
deserving official of the Indian Service. In view of the wide 
publicity given these charges and the injustice done Mr. 
Hagerman, I present the following memorandum furnished 
to me by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the letter 
referred to therein to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
from Mr. Hagerman, presenting a direct reply to the charges 
made: 


We are amazed at the introduction of this amendment, which 
can only be explained by ignorance of the facts. If agreed to it 
will prohibit the employment of H, J. Hagerman, who is now 
designated as special commissioner to negotiate with Indians. Mr. 
Hagerman was appointed as special commissioner in 1923 and was 
designated as commissioner to the Navajo Tribe. Subsequently, 
following the passage of the act creating the Pueblo Lands Board, 
he was appointed as personal representative of the Secretary of 
the Interior on that board, and he has served continuously since 
his appointment with ability and fidelity. His general knowledge 
of conditions in the Southwest has been of great value in connec- 
tion with the work of the Pueblo Lands Board, and until the work 
of that board is completed he should remain a member thereof. 

In addition, Mr, Hagerman has, by direction of the Secretary 
and commissioner, without any additional compensation, devoted 
much time and thought to all the various groups of Indians in 
the States of New Mexico, Arizona, Colorado, and Utah, but espe- 
cially to the Navajos, who have requested in council that he be 
designated as the representative of the department at their coun- 
ell meetings. Accordingly Mr. Hagerman has worked out consoli- 
dation of their lands, enlargement of their boundaries, develop- 
ment of their water, and other natural resources, 

For efficiency and expediting action many administrative details 
affecting the Southwest have been referred to Mr. Hagerman from 
Washington, and he coordinates the activities of the 20 superin- 
tendents in the Southwest along the general policy lines adopted 
by the Indian Service. 

The adoption of this amendment would not only embarrass the 
work resulting from the findings of the Pueblo Lands Board, but 
it would interrupt the program outlined for acquiring additional 
areas of land for use of the Navajo Indians and would retard our 
efforts of decentralization undertaken in this section of the 
country. 

It should be said that in Mr. Hagerman's dealings with the 
Navajos, with the Pueblos, and with other tribes in the Southwest, 
he had been most satisfactory to the Indians and all concerned. 
He has been inspired by high ideals, and his work is of great 
value to other administrative officials, both in the field and in 
Washington. Mr. Hagerman has read the comments made upon 
the floor of the Senate on January 21, 1931, and there is attached 
hereto a copy of a letter addressed to the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs under date of January 24, 1931, and signed by him, showing 
that the statements made as to the sale of oil leases are without 
foundation and the implications as to Mr. Hagerman’s honesty 
are absolutely unwarranted. This letter should be made a part 


of the permanent record. 
JANUARY 24, 1931. 


The honorable the COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
j Washington, D. C. 

Sm: On page 2829 of the CONGRESSIONAL Record of January 21, 
1931, Senator Frazier in an attack on me supports an amendment 
to eliminate my salary from the Indian appropriation bill. This 
was in the course of a general attack on the Indian Service. 

His first statement is: 

There is a duplication in many of the appropriations for the 
Indian Bureau. In this particular instance there is an appropria- 
tion out of the northern Pueblos’ fund of $6,500 for the salary for 
Mr. Hagerman, and $2,500 for expenses as a sort of superintendent 
for a tribe in New Mexico and Arizona. There is a superintendent 
there who has the same duties to perform over the same territory.” 

This is incorrect. There is no superintendent who has the same 
duties to perform over the same territory. There is no duplica- 
tion of duties and the reason for assigning me to these duties has 
been defined in the following circular of the department: 


“SUGGESTIONS FOR COOPERATION BETWEEN THE FIELD DIVISIONS AND 
THE SPECIAL COMMISSIONER TO THE SOUTHWEST 


“In order to relieve the Washington office of many details and 
to increase efficiency, more responsibility has been thrown on the 
field force and in the Southwest many of the field details are 
cleared through the special commissioner to negotiate with the 
Indians, with headquarters at Santa Fe, N. Mex. This special 
commissioner, assisted by one of the field supervisors, has general 
supervision over the work in the States of New Mexico, Arizona, 
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Colorado, and Utah, reporting to Washington on all questions of 
policy.” Report of Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 1930. 

“Feeling the need for a clearer understanding between those 
responsible for field programs and the special commissioner to the 
Southwest, a conference was held in the Washington office, at- 
tended by the following: Governor Hagerman, Doctor Guthrie, 
Major Post, Messrs. Kinney, Shipe, Daiker, and Lansdale. The 
following suggestions resulted from this discussion of mutual 
relationships. 

“1. It will be found advantageous to take up new programs 
contemplated for any part of the Southwest with the special 
commissioner before they are sold to the field personnel, the 
Indians, or the general public. This may be done through cor- 
respondence, visit to the special commissioner by the district 
officer, or by a specialist from the W. m office. The 
commissioner will in this way be able to create favorable public 
opinion for the new program. 

“2. Carbons of all letters from the Washington office on mat- 
ters of policy concerning jurisdictions in the Southwest should 
be sent to Governor Hagerman, 

“3. Field employees writing to the Washington office on mat- 
ters of policy should send carbons of such letters to Governor 


“4. The special commissioner will send to the Washington of- 
fice carbons of all co; mdence on major issues which he car- 
ries on with jurisdictions in the Southwest. 

“5. The special commissioner may frequently be able to assist 
in ironing out personnel difficulties in his district, if they are 
brought to his attention. 

“6, All matters which involve more than one jurisdiction in 
the Southwest should be cleared through the special commis- 
sioner in order to facilitate coordinated effort. 

“7. The special commissioner is in a peculiarly favorable posi- 
tion to hold conferences on matters affecting the Southwest. (It 
was brought out that most policy conferences, even though 

ting in one division usually concern more than one branch 
of the service and, therefore, if the commissioner calls a 
conference for the division particularly affected, the cooperation 
of other workers is more likely to be secured.) As a central 
person the special commissioner is also more quick to the broader 
ramifications of any subject. 

“8. Plans for the future, particularly those involving construc- 
tion, should be cleared through the special er to se- 
cure other angles on particularistic questions. (Governor Hager- 
man pointed out that plans for building new school plants at 
Leupp and Shiprock must involve both water control and health 
considerations.) 

“9. Where possible, the various field units in the district should 
consult with the special commissioner in advance with regard to 
their budget plans, proposals, and estimates. At least he should 
be informed about such plans. 

“10. For purposes of information and for the additional light 
which he can shed, the special commissioner should be kept in 
touch with personnel changes affecting the major administrative 
officers in the Southwest—mainly superintendents—including in- 
vestigations which are contemplated and, when possible, the re- 
view of findings of investigations. 

“11. Matters affecting public relations—States, business con- 
cerns, the press, etc.—in the Southwest should be brought to the 
special commissioner’s attention before administrative action is 
taken, if possible. 

“12. The special commissioner and his assistant are ready to 
help on matters in the district where their aid may be sought. 

“13. The special commissioner plans to have an office for traveling 
officials to use as a headquarters in Santa Fe. District su 
and emissaries from the Washington office are urged to consult with 
Governor when in the vicinity. 

14. Since the Southwest has been recognized as a logical admin- 
istrative unit through the establishment of a special commissioner, 
more of the divisions may find it desirable to have a district 
representative having a territory closely coterminous with the prov- 
ince of his activity. 

“15. The special commissioner in no way wishes to be a czar in 
the district. The sole reason for the establishment of the position 
has been as a means of integrating the work of the Indian Service 
in this district by pulling together the various divisions, by getting 
the agencies to think and act together, and by developing working 
relationships between the service and outside groups. 

“16. While the special commissioner has a general range of 
activity, he is especially enjoined to coordinate and plan for land 
purchases, exchanges, and additions. Hence all details concerning 
these matters should go to the special commissioner’s office, as well 
as to the Washington office. 
onal or interdivisional ments or 
misunderstandings are in the air, superintendents should, where 
practicable, take up the matter with the special commissioner so 
that the matter may be ironed out, if possible, before it becomes 
a matter of record in the W. m office.” 

There are approximately 75,000 Indians in the district, includ- 
ing the Navajos, the Pueblos, the Mescaleros, the Jicarillas, the 
Utes, the White River and San Carlos Apaches, the Papagos, the 
Pimas, the Mojaves, the Salapais, the Havasupais, and other 
smaller groups. There are approximately 17,000,000 acres of In- 
dian land in the district and 20 different agencies. 

Mr. Frazier refers to my dispute with President Roosevelt when 
I was Governor of the Territory of New Mexico in 1906, 25 years 

. I was appointed by President Roosevelt, and after a year’ 


ago. 
and The circumstances are now a mat- 


a half in office resigned. 


1931 


ter of history, and I am quite willing to stand on the record, 
which can be found in the Congressional Library. Since then I 
have been appointed to public positions by five different governors 
and four different Secretaries of the Interior. I was for two years 
chairman of a special revenue board of New Mexico which drafted 
a plan for the financial administration of the State, most of which 
has been adopted. I have for 13 years been president of the New 
Mexico Taxpayers’ Association—which is probably the most useful 
nonpolitical organization we have there—and for a time was presi- 
dent of the Western States’ Conference. Outside of these public 
activities I have been minding my personal business. I was ap- 
pointed in 1923 as special commissioner to negotiate with Indians 
and designated as commissioner to the Navajo Tribe. Some oil 
had been discovered on the Hogback Dome by the Midwest Oil 
Co., situated on Navajo treaty land near Shiprock in northwestern 
New Mexico. Other areas in the vicinity promised oil. In order 
to deal legally, regularly, and fairly with the Indians, and in strict 
accord with existing laws and regulations, I was asked to coordi- 
nate the Indians of the six Navajo jurisdictions and organize 
them into a tribal council. This was done. Copy of the regu- 
lations under which this council was organized is attached. The 
first council was held at Toadlena on July 7, 1923. The Indians 
granted authority to lease certain of their lands for oil. Under 
the laws and in accordance with the regulations in force, and 
after much preliminary work in the field by myself and my as- 
sistants, an auction of six leases in the Shiprock area was held 
at Santa Fe on October 15, 1923. All applications for granting 
leases under any other terms than by auction were rejected by 
Secretary Work, and in the circular of August 29, 1923, definite 
instructions as to the sale were given and were strictly carried 
out by me. Full notices of the sale were mailed throughout the 
country. There was a large attendance. The most experienced 
oil auctioneer in the country was engaged to conduct the sale. 

The total bonus realized at this sale was $87,600 which was 
considered very good on what was practically wildcat territory. 
A lease on the Tocite Dome brought $46,000; one on the Table 
Mesa $17,500. The two other exploratory leases, namely, the Rat- 
tlesnake and the Beautiful Mountain, brought only $1,000 each. 
Thirteen thousand nine hundred dollars was paid for some 
smaller leases. None of these leases except the Rattlesnake and 
the Table Mesa have ever produced any oil. The most valuable 
one, as it turned out afterwards, was the Rattlesnake, as reported 
by Mr. Frazier. It was with difficulty that the auctioneer in- 
duced anyone to bid on it at all as the geologists generally 
pronounced against it. It was, however, sold, as stated above, for 
$1,000, and upon development proved to be a very excellent struc- 
ture, and it is true that some years afterwards a half interest in 
the lease was sold to the Continental Oil Co. for a large sum of 
money after the transaction was carefully examined by the De- 
partment of the Interior. Thereafter the lease was further devel- 
oped and large sums have been spent thereon for pipe lines and 
equipment. 

The shallow sands on the Rattlesnake are good for 1,000 to 
1,500 barrels a day of high-grade oil. The deep Pennsylvania 
sands at 6,800 feet may be good for much more although they 
now produce only about 400 barrels. The Table Mesa is produc- 
ing from three to four hundred barrels; the Hogback between 
five and six hundred. The district is all in all a small operation 
but of considerable financial benefit to the Indians. It is eco- 
nomically and efficiently managed. More so, probably, than any 
small district in the United States. There is little or no waste of 
either gas or oil. 

Up to January 1, 1931, those leases have produced in bonuses 
and royalties for the Navajo Indians $960,420.38. No one has ever 
questioned the regularity or honesty or the advantage following 
my handling of those operations, least of all the Navajos them- 
selves. The tribal organization of the Navajos has since been carried 
on to their great advantage. With the exception of the year 1928, 
I have conducted the annual meetings of the tribal council. The 
Navajos themselves have asked the commissioner that I be con- 
tinued in this task until their organization plans are developed. 
Through this council and its resulting activities the Navajos have 
made greater advances toward unified endeavor, industrial educa- 
tion, and social progress, as well as real cooperation, with the best 
that the office and the Congress is trying to give them, than any 
other group of Indians in the United States. One of their main 
desires has been the solidification and rounding up of their land 
holdings for grazing and, where possible, for agricultural pur- 
poses. They have insisted that their tribal funds should be spent 
mainly for capital assets in the way of land. I have done what I 
could to help them in this endeavor. The present tion 
has ordered that oil funds be so spent. Out of the moneys so far 
received, Congress has authorized the expenditure of $860,000 for 
various purposes, and only a comparatively small part of it has 
been used for land purchases. Without coordinating supervision of 
these Indians it will be difficult to secure continued cooperation 
with them in respect to these many essential matters. 

I have been especially enjoined by you and Secretary Wilbur to 
carry on a program for rounding out these Navajo Indian lands on 
the lines which the Indians desire and which will be acceptable to 
the States of Arizona, Colorado, New Mexico, and Utah. To do 
this takes much time and patience, but on the whole the office is 
being very successful in this work. In cooperation with con- 
gressional Representatives from these States much is actually in 
process of accomplishment. In evidence of this I would refer to 
Senator Hayven, Senator Bratron, and Congressman CoLTON, with 
whom we have been especially cooperative. 
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There are numerous other questions involving interjurisdictional 
matters of much importance to the department and to the In- 
dians which I have been particularly instructed by the office to 
try to work out. One is the Pima-Papago situation with which 
you are fully familiar. 

Mr. Frazier says in his opinion that I am a political fixer for 
the Indian Bureau in Arizona and New Mexico. There is no ground 
whatever for such a statement. Again it is stated: “ Hagerman 
tried to some kind of a council among the northern 
Pueblos and failed to do so.” I did call such a council of all the 
Pueblos, both northern and southern, some years ago, upon definite 
instructions from Washington to do so. For the first time in his- 
tory all of the governors of all of the Pueblos were present. - Some- 
thing was accomplished, but these various groups of Pueblos do 
not easily act in common and much time and patience is needed 
to coordinate their activities on helpful lines, They actually have 
few common aims in spite of their racial and cultural similarities 
and like much better to act independently, due to the fact that 
each Pueblo group is a separate entity with its own organization 
and property interests. The Government is glad to encourage the 
Pueblos to meet in any way they see fit as long as they act legally 
and intelligently. The $300 for possible expenses for another coun- 
cil is, as I understand it, to be used in case it is found necessary 
to secure their united sanction for some common object. 

Senator Kine is misinformed when he states: Mr. Hagerman 
tried to get them to organize a new council. The chiefs came and 
listened to his statements and refused.” The chiefs or delegates 
did come to the council. They did not refuse to organize. On the 
contrary, they did organize and elected a chairman. There was 
no dissension or disorder. At the subsequent council they elected 
another chairman. These Indians themselves are not antago- 
nistic to councils. They are merely rather indifferent to inter- 
Pueblos councils. 

Nothing whatever is said in the discussion on the Senate floor 
about one of the main lines of work in which I have been e 
as part of my duties since 1924, that is, as a member of the 
Pueblos Lands Board, created under act of Congress approved June 
7, 1924. I was first designated on this board as the representative 
of Secretary Work, then of Secretary West, then of Secretary 
Wilbur. I have sent in my resignation on the incoming of each 
Secretary and have been asked to continue. The board is com- 
posed of the Secretary of the Interior, the Attorney General, and 
an appointee of the President. In the field the Attorney General 
has been represented by Mr. Jennings and the Secretary of the 
Interior by me. The board’s work is still going on, though near 
completion. I have done my share of work on the board from 
the beginning. The law is extremely complicated and the duties 
of the board infinitely detailed and complicated. We have passed 
on 5,532 adverse claims in 22 different pueblos, each claim involv- 
ing hearings in the field, examination of abstracts, and in the 
aggregate much consideration and study. Many other questions 
besides that of title have been before the board for decision, in- 
cluding awards, compensations, recommendations as to the use 
of lands and of the money awarded by Congress. While the work 
of the board as a whole has been nearly finished, there is still a 
vast amount of business in connection with the aftermath of the 
board's findings, which is the specific duty of the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Indian Office to attend to; matters of much im- 
portance to both Indians and non-Indians in the affected districts. 
You have asked me to arrange for and to conduct these matters, 
and I am doing so. 

For Mr. Frazter’s informant to fail to mention this phase of my 
work is, at least, disingenuous. 

The above brief statement is submitted for your and the depart- 
ment’s information and because I do not propose to allow the 
record as left by Senator Frazier to stand uncontradicted. 

I am, sir, 

Respectfully yours, 
H. J. HAGERMAN. 


I present also the following expressions with reference to 
the service of Mr. Hagerman from those well qualified to 
speak: 


Hon. LYNN J. FRAZIER, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D, C.: 

This association protests strongly against your amendment to 
appropriation bill which appears on page 2778, CONGRESSIONAL 
Record, January 21. Our field information is that Hagerman is 
doing vital constructive work in New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, and 
Colorado, which is invaluable to Indians. He is carrying on this 
work with conspicuous energy, intelligence, and uprightness. In 
no way duplicating work of other officials. Your statements lead 
us to believe you have been seriously misinformed. 

A. E. WHITE, 
Secretary Eastern Association on Indian Afairs. 


JANUARY 25, 1931. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS, 
Washington, D. C., January 28, 1931. 
Hon. Lovis C. CRAMTON, 


Chairman Appropriations Subcommittee, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR MR. CRAMTON: 
* * . $ Ld . a 


Without doubt this statement must have been made from an 
ignorance and misinformation of the work performed 
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by Mr. Hagerman and the character of his services. A storm of 
disapproval has occurred in New Mexico, and my office has been 
flooded with tel newspaper editorials, and a resolution 
passed by the State Senate of New Mexico protesting unequivocally 
against the action and against any criticism of Mr. 8 
distinguished work in behalf of the Government and in behalf of 
the Indians. 
» . . . 0 s . 

I personally have known Mr. Hagerman for 20 years as one of 
the most distinguished, careful, high-minded, and absolutely dis- 
creet and faithful public servants in the United States. I have 
the kind of confidence in his fidelity that I repose in but few men. 
I give if as my unqualified opinion that the Government does not 
have on its rolls a public servant more devoted to the public 
interest than is Mr. Hagerman. 

I protest against the elimination of the item above referred to, 
and I request that the conferee reinsert it in the Interior De- 
partment appropriation bill and that they refuse to recede from 
this attitude. 

Yours faithfully, 
A. G. SIMMS. 


CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 26, 1931. 
Hon. Louts C. CRAMTON, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


My Dear MR. Cramton: I haye received the following wire from 
the superintendent of the Leupp Indian Agency: 

“Leupp Navajo Indians appreciate all assistance received from 
Governor and wish him retained in office. Your help 
will be greatly appreciated in carefully considering his case.” 

I shall greatly appreciate it if you will urge in conference that 
amendment 58, page 63, line 13, be eliminated from the Interior 
Department appropriation bill so that Mr. Hagerman's services 
may be continued. 

I attempted to get in touch with you this morning by phone 
but you were in committee meeting, and therefore I am writing 
this letter. 

I shall greatly appreciate your efforts in this matter. 

With best wishes, I am yours very sincerely, 
L. W. DOUGLAS. 


Mud of the typically Collier brand, always recognizable. All the 
Southwest knows at close range of the patience, industry, per- 
sistence, common sense, and devotion of Mr. as mem- 
ber of the Pueblo Lands Board and commissioner to the Navajos. 

Perhaps no other man has had as much success in bringing 
about cooperation of Government and Indians and getting intel- 
ligence into the Government modus operandi. And hence this 
bolder attack from the Collier outfit was inevitable. But tre- 
mendously disgusting and inclusive of dreams so quaint as to be 
undoubtedly due to gross senatorial ignorance. (From editorial 
in the New Mexican, Santa Fe.) 


Santa FE., N. Mex., January 26, 1931. 
Hon. ALBERT G. SIMMS, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

No duplication between job of local superintendents on reserva- 
tions and Hagerman's job as general commissioner of southwest 
Indians. Government Pueblo Council subject to call by Indian 
Bureau has had three meetings; no effort has been made to stop 
Pueblos from holding as many private councils as they wish. 
Government Pueblo Council held to give Indians chance have 
direct contact with Government officials and state their needs. 
We earnestly request that you examine oil leases, etc., and do all 
you can to support Hagerman, who is doing extraordinarily fine, 
constructive work for Indians in this State and in Southwest. 
Situation involving man of Hagerman’s known character and un- 
questionable integrity calls for immediate action. 

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE New MEXICO 
ASSOCIATION ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Auice Corstn HENDERSON, Acting Chairman. 


ALBUQUERQUE, N. Mex., February 5, 1931. 
Hon. L. C. Cramton, 


House Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 


Please be advised that the following resolution— 

“Believing that the administration of Hon. Herbert J. Hagerman, 
an honored and respected citizen of New Mexico, as commissioner 
to the Indians has been characterized throughout by justice, 
square dealing, and fair play, and resenting the unjust and un- 
justifiable attack recently made upon him and his administration 
in the United States Senate: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the New Mexico Wool Growers’ Association in its 
Twenty-eighth Annual Convention, assembled at Albuquerque 
on February 5, 1931, That we regret to learn of the attack made 
upon Mr. Hagerman in the United States Senate relative to his 
administration as the representative of the Federal Indian Service 
for the Navajo, Pueblo, and other Indians. The members of the 
association, both individually and collectively, are thoroughly 
familiar with conditions relative to Indians in New Mexico and 
the services rendered by Commissioner in connection 
with the administration of their affairs. In our opinion, Mr. 
Hagerman has obtained more benefits for the Indians 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


FEBRUARY 14 


than any other agent heretofore representing the Government. 
His services have not only been capably performed, but likewise 
on the basis of good conscience seeking the objective of bettering 
the condition of the Indians and his ultimate civic and economic 
independence. His efforts toward eradicating disease, promoting 
health, and improved sanitary conditions among the Indians 
have been conspicuous for their success. This association and 
the citizens of the State generally have every confidence in the 
integrity and ability of Commissioner Hagerman. It is generally 
believed that the basis for the charges now pending have been 
instigated and promoted without foundation in fact by a pro- 
fessional trouble-maker, Mr. John Collier, who would substitute 
for the Indians an unofficial supergovernment for the Federal 
control now existing. We would view as a grave mistake any step 
seeking to embarrass or curtail Mr. Hagerman in the splendid 
work which he is now doing for the Indians "— 

was unanimously adopted by a rising vote in convention New 
Mexico Wool Growers’ Association. The resolution is respectfully 
submitted to you for your consideration and reference as you 


may recommend. 
Frorp W. LEE, President. 


EMPORIA, Kans., January 29, 1931. 
Hon. LEWIS CRAMTON, 


Member of Congress, Washington, D. O.: 
I am interested and surprised at the menace which has de- 
8 in your Subcommittee on Appropriations affecting 
er 
Mexico Indians. 


estly request that appropriation affecting his salary not be elimi- 
nated from your committee report. As I live West, I think I 
know something of situation. 

W. A. WHITE. 


Santa Fx, N. Mex., January 24, 1931. 
Hon. ALBERT SIMMS, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

Everyone knowing facts resents unjust attack Hagerman. I 
was present at auction sale. Tocito structure brought 46,000. 
Two dry holes drilled. Table Mesa, 18,000, first well dry. Rattle- 
snake offered four times, no bidders. Field bid for joke; tried 
hard back out. Surprised everyone when oil found. Push fight; 
get false statements corrected. New Mexico with you. 


F. S. DONNELL. 


The State Senate of New Mexico promptly adopted resolu- 
tions denouncing the charges in very strong terms, and de- 
manding that action be taken “in order that justice may be 
done to former Governor Hagerman, who is looked upon by 
the Senate of New Mexico as a man of the highest character, 
whose integrity has not been questioned in this State.” 

The action of the conferees in agreeing upon the rejection 
of the Senate amendment may well be regarded as a com- 
plete and well-deserved vindication for Mr. Hagerman. 


UNITED STATES ALL-PUEBLO COUNCIL 


Amendment No. 75 reads as follows: 


Provided, That no part of any sum herein appropriated shall be 
used to pay the expenses of the so-called organization known as 
the United States All-Pueblo Council. 


In view of the following statement from the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, we did not believe action should be taken 
to prevent the continuance of the United States All-Pueblo 
Council: 


The purpose of this provision is to prohibit the use of any 
money for of the United States Pueblo Council, an 
organization which was first called together in 1927. At that 
time considerable agitation existed among the several Pueblos in 
the State of New Mexico and a council was in existence which 
represented one faction of the Indians. The other faction in 
the Pueblos were receiving no special consideration. Therefore 
plans were made for the calling of the United States Pueblo 
Council to be conducted for the benefit of all of the Pueblos 
and efforts were made to have members of both factions attend 
and, if possible, to adjust their conditions. The council was in 
session for two full days and many matters were presented. The 
following year another session of the council was held and we feel 
that considerable good was accomplished as a result of these 
meetings. However, since the present commissioner and assistant 
commissioner have been in office we have not seen the necessity 
of calling the council in session. In preparing the budget for the 
Northern Pueblos jurisdiction for 1930 a sum of $300 was set aside 
for the expenses of the council in case we found a reason to call 
the council together. No session was held and no expenditure 
was made. A similar amount was tentatively allocated for the 
present year, but to date we have had no occasion to expend any 
sum for this purpose. Money so allotted to the superintendent 
of the Northern Pueblo Agency and not used for council expenses 
may be used for other expenses of the agency with headquarters 
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at Santa Fe. While we see no immediate need for calling these 
Indians together, it may be that at some future date a session 
of the council may be desirable and for the purpose of meeting 
the expenses of the Indians attending a small sum would be 
required. In any event sessions of this council are open to 
members of any faction which may exist in the Pueblos. 


TOPOGRAPHIC MAPPING 


As to amendments No. 79 and No. 80, topographic map- 
ping: In the topographic mapping of the United States, a 
policy has been in vogue for a number of years for coopera- 
tion between the Federal Government and States or inter- 
ested municipalities in carrying much of this work. At the 
same time the mapping of national forests in the public 
domain generally is carried on at the sole expense of the 
Federal Government. There was for a time considerable 
complaint on the part of State authorities that the Federal 
Government did not make appropriations sufficiently large 
to carry forward this cooperative work as rapidly as the 
States desired and were prepared to contribute. Several 
years ago the matter was gone into with some care and our 
committee definitely adopted the policy of making appropri- 
ations for this cooperative work in topographic mapping 
sufficiently large to fully meet the conservative estimate of 
the Geological Survey as to the amount of State and other 
cooperative funds likely to be available. Since that time, 
regardless of the Budget estimates, we have every year made 
available funds adequate to fully meet all State and munici- 
pal cooperation. 

It happens that the current year, because of litigation in 
one of the States, the amount appropriated for cooperative 
mapping will not all be used. It is the purpose of the Senate 
amendments to make this amount so lapsing in the coop- 
erative appropriation available for use in the noncoopera- 
tive projects. Since the amount appropriated for noncoop- 
erative projects is not determined at all by the amount 
appropriated for cooperative projects, and since the policy so 
definitely established is to appropriate for cooperative proj- 
ects as much or as little as may be adequate to meet coop- 
erative funds offered by States and municipalities, it does 
not seem a wise policy to provide for diversion to non- 
cooperative projects of lapsing appropriations for cooper- 
ative projects, and the Senate has receded upon these 
amendments. 

ALASKA RAILROAD 


Amendment No. 138, relating to the Alaska Railroad: As 
the bill left the House it provided an appropriation of 
$1,000,000 for the Alaska Railroad, of which $800,000 was an 
operating deficit and $200,000 for capital expenditures. The 
paragraph pertaining to this appropriation as modified by 
the Senate amendments, 138 and 130, provides that of the 
appropriation of $1,000,000, $250,000 shall be available only 
for capital expenditures and not to exceed $250,000 shall be 
available for continuation of the investigation of the mineral 
and other resources of Alaska to ascertain the potential 
resources available which will affect railroad tonnage, leav- 
ing $500,000 available as an operating deficit. The theory 
upon which those amendments were presented and the 
attitude of the Secretary of the Interior with reference to 
them is set forth in the following memorandum furnished 
the House conferees by the office of the Secretary of the 
Interior: 

This amendment was adopted by the Senate on the motion of 
Hon. R. B. HowELL, chairman of the Special Select Committee of 
the Senate on Investigation of the Alaska Railroad, and conforms 
to recommendation No. 4 on page 10 of the report of the com- 
8 submitted to the Senate on January 5, 1931, stated as 
ollows: 

“ (4) That passenger rates be increased from 6 to 10 cents per 
mile, together with a revision of freight rates so as to provide 
at least 50 per cent more revenue, as an average, on all freight 
handled than can be obtained under the schedule of freight rates 
now in effect, and that the $1,000,000 appearing in the pending 
appropriation bill of the Interior Department be allocated as 
follows: $500,000 to cover deficit in operation, $250,000 for the 
investigation of mineral and other resources of Alaska to ascer- 
tain the potential resources available which will affect: railroad 
tonnage, and $250,000 for improvements chargeable to capital 
account.” 

Concerning the said amendment and the further amendment 
relating to the amount to be available only for capital expendi- 
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tures, out the amount of $200,000 and substituting $250,- 
000, attention is invited to department letter of January 3, 1931, to 
the chairman of the special select committee, reading as follows: 

“ Referring to the call of your committee this morning, when I 
had an opportunity to read your proposed report on the Alaska 
Railroad, I have to advise that in accordance with the unanimous 
conclusions of the committee I will order a revision of the rates 
of the railroad to provide an increase in passenger fares to 10 
cents from 6 cents per mile and to produce an average increase 
of not less than 50 per cent in freight rates. These increases are 
in practical accordance with those in recommendation No. 4 in 
your proposed report. 

It is estimated that these increases would have produced addi- 
tional revenue, based on the traffic of the fiscal year 1930, of 
$143,296 in passenger revenue and $359,705 for freight, a total of 
$503,001. It is expected, however, that because of the increase 
in rates there will be a reduction in business during the fiscal 
year 1932; consequently, the estimates just given will be corre- 
spondingly reduced. What the factor of reduction will be it is 
difficult to say at this time, but perhaps it will be not less than 
10 per cent of the total passenger business and 20 per cent of the 
total freight business. 

“According to our understanding this morning, the $1,000,000 
carried in the appropriation bill for the Interior Department in 
1932 should be amended to compensate for the additional revenue 
expected from the rate increases. It is believed that $500,000 
will cover the deficiency for the fiscal year 1932 under the new 
rates. The balance of the $1,000,000, however, is urgently needed 
in the administration of the railroad and the development of 
railroad business in the Territory. The limitation for capital ex- 
penditure in the present appropriation bill is $200,000, but an in- 
crease of $50,000 is suggested for the more economical operation 
of the railroad due to further improvements chargeable to capital 
account, making in all $250,000 for capital expenditures. The 
remaining $250,000 should be allocated to an investigation of 
mineral and other resources in the territory tributary’ to the 
Alaska Railroad. 

“I suggest the following amendments to the pending appro- 
priation bill to cover the foregoing plan: 

Provided, That not to exceed $250,000 of this fund shall be 
available for continuation of the investigation of mineral and 
other resources of Alaska to ascertain the potential resources 
available which will affect railroad tonnage.’ 

“Amend the proviso beginning on line 1, page 117, by striking 
out the sum of $200,000 and inserting $250,000 therefor.” 

Pursuant to directions given, the general manager of the rail- 
road has already arranged for the preparation of new tariffs cover- 
ing increased rates, and it is expected that they can be placed in 
effect at an early date. 

There is no objection on the part of this Department to adop- 
tion of the said amendment proposed by the Senate, based upon 
the increases to be made in the freight and passenger rates of the 
railroad. 


There is grave question in my mind as to whether the in- 
vestigation which has been made has been sufficient to 
justify Congress in attempting to fix rates upon the Alaska 
Railroad or whether the effect of the stated increase of 
rates will be to cause as great an increase in gross earnings 
as is anticipated. Further, there is grave question in my 
mind whether the marked increases in rates proposed by the 
Senate investigating committee are in harmony with the 
Alaska development policy, to serve which is the chief end 
of the Alaska Railroad. The responsibility in this connec- 
tion is upon the Secretary of the Interior to fix rates and 
administer this railroad. If Congress is to intervene and 
prescribe the rates and the policies to be followed, it should 
be by legislation enacted in the regular way by both Houses 
of Congress rather than through rules from an investigating 
committee representing only one branch of Congress. 

In this case, however, when the matter came up in con- 
ference the memorandum above shows that recommenda- 
tions of the Senate committee had been accepted and put 
into effect by the Secretary of the Interior. In view of 
these circumstances, it has seemed to us proper to accept 
the program suggested by the Senate investigating com- 
mittee and agreed to by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
await results. 

The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Taytor], the ranking 
minority member upon the subcommittee, has advised me 
that he desires some time. How much time should I yield 
to the gentleman in order that he may take care of his 
requests? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I yield 10 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Brrns]. 

Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman understands, of course, 
that within the hour I have the right to move the previous 
question.. I have no requests for time on this side. I will, 
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of course, yield to the gentleman such time as he needs up 
to 30 or 40 minutes. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I will say to the gentleman 
that I am trying my best to suppress, you might say, argu- 
ment upon this report. A number of gentlemen, however, 
feel they must say something on this subject, and I have 
said to them that I would endeavor to get an opportunity 
for several of them, at least, to have five minutes. I expect 
to yield to Mr. Byrns, of Tennessee, and I will cut the time 
as short as possible. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Suppose I yield the gentleman 30 min- 
utes, and if he has to have more time I will try to accom- 
modate him. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. That will be perfectly satis- 
factory. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30 minutes to the 
gentleman from Colorado, to be used by him as he desires. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Tay- 
Lor] is recognized for 30 minutes. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I yield 10 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Byrws]. 


Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Speaker, I have asked for this time 
simply because of what I have heretofore had to say on 
this subject. I am going to vote for this conference report. 
Since the Senate has accepted this report as an alleged 
compromise and since it has finally met the views of the 
leaders upon the other side, greatly in the majority, to vote 
against this report would be equivalent to voting against 
anything for the relief of those who are suffering in the 
drought-stricken areas. 

Of course, we must all recognize that this bill affords relief 
only to those who can furnish, as the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture says, adequate security, or which he deems to be ade- 
quate, whatever that may be, for such loans as they may 
desire, and thus enable them—with what they will doubt- 
less be able to secure from other sources—to supply those 
who are dependent on them and who live upon their planta- 
tions or farms. However, thousands of people who are not 
so fortunate as to have the help of those who can secure 
these loans will be deprived of any relief through this source 
and must, as has been repeatedly said, look to the Red Cross 
for support and for maintenance until they are able to 
provide for themselves. 

I am not going into any discussion of the merits of this 
matter, but I have been wholly unable to reconcile the op- 
position to the original Senate amendment on the ground 
that Congress should not provide for the suffering, in view 
of the fact that pages of the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp could 
be filled with citations of bills that have been passed since 
1812 giving food to those in foreign countries when an 
emergency. arose. This is a national emergency, which 
Judge Payne, of the Red Cross, said was equal to that of any 
ever created by war. I know it has been claimed this is a 
dole. This is the first time such an objection has been 
made to an appropriation of this kind. To show the in- 
consistency of the opposition to this bill let me again say 
that such an objection was not made when Congress appro- 
priated $100,000,000 for starving and suffering people in 
Europe. We heard no such objection when Congress pro- 
vided $20,000,000 to buy food and over $4,000,000 in supplies 
for the starving women and children suffering on account 
of drought in Russia, and when $10,000,000 was voted by the 
House for the relief of starving women and children in Ger- 
many. We have numerous records of relief given to our 
own citizens, and no question was ever raised as to its being 
a dole. 

Why, there was not a Member of this House on either 
side who did not, a few days ago, vote money to be paid 
out of the Treasury for the home care of dependent chil- 
dren under the age of 16 years, here in Washington, at an 
average rate of $17.89 per month, and no suggestion was 
then made that we were voting a dole to anybody. You 
voted for a provision which gave to the wives of men who 
are sent to the workhouse because of nonsupport of their 
families, 50 cents a day or $15 a month. 
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Now, the President and the Secretary of Agriculture say 
that these people who are suffering in these drought-stricken 
areas and who can not offer security for a loan must de- 
pend upon the Red Cross. I yield to no one in my admira- 
tion of what the Red Cross has done in the past and is 
attempting to do now, but when we are told by the head 
of the Red Cross that for one reason or another it is unable 
to provide more than $2 per month per person, when Congress 
is appropriating $17.89 for a dependent child and $15 a 
month for the wife of a man who is sent to the workhouse, 
I can not think the Red Cross is furnishing adequate sup- 
port to those in the drought-stricken areas. For this rea- 
“a I have felt we ought not to deny relief to them at this 
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You talk about a dole. Did you know that for months 
the Government has been feeding more than 400 people in 
the Samoan Islands? Over 400 people in the Samoan 
Islands, deprived of their food supply by a typhoon that oc- 
curred over there, are being fed to-day by the Navy De- 
partment. You are also feeding people in the Virgin 
Islands to-day through the Navy Department, and yet when 
we come here and ask for relief for the people in the 
drought-stricken areas, who have no one else to appeal to 
except their Government, under whose flag they live and to 
which they give allegiance, we tell them, “ We can not give 
it to you because it is a dole,” 

Now, this is all I have wanted to say. I am going to vote 
for this report. I am going to vote for it because it will 
give some relief to some of the people in these drought- 
stricken areas and, perhaps, enable the Red Cross to in- 
crease the stipend which it is now giving to those who are 
not able to furnish security and who, we all know, need this 
relief more than any of the other people who are involved. 

I am sorry we were not able to pass the amendment of the 
Senate as it was originally proposed. It was not establish- 
ing a dangerous precedent, because we all hope there will 
never be another national emergency like this. But if such 
an emergency should again occur then it would be a humane 
precedent which future Congresses should follow. I regret 
that the Senate yielded. I am sorry it struck its flag and 
surrendered because I believe the original proposal amounted 
simply to this Government becoming a contributor to the 
great American Red Cross in order to enable it to carry on 
its merciful and humane work for the relief of millions in 
the cities and in the country who are to-day suffering for 
lack of food in this the greatest national emergency this 
country has ever faced in times of peace. [Applause.] 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Racon]. 

Mr. RAGON. Mr. Speaker, ladies, and gentlemen, I 
want to discuss this matter for a few minutes because I 
think there is some misunderstanding as to the terms of 
the present provisions as I have studied them and gathered 
them from the debate in another body. 

I think this bill will meet the demands of most of the 
people, if a fair and sympathetic construction is given by 
those who will have its administration in their hands, I 
do not wish to qualify this statement in any particular. I 
am convinced from what I have seen, and know from writ- 
ten communications of those in authority, that we will 
have an administration of the provisions of this compro- 
mise which will be effective. 

I know many people have apparently been concerned 
greatly with the term “rehabilitation.” Many have been 
disturbed over what is meant by “security” as written in 
this bill. I think if you will take the background of the 
picture of this legislation into consideration, the terms will 
amply explain themselves. 

In the statement of the Secretary of Agriculture, made 
some days ago, he explained that this is to rehabilitate a 
broken-down credit system in these drought-stricken States. 
Now, so far as I am personally concerned, I have thought 
all along that this is the most effective legislation we could 
have. Now, what do I mean by this statement? 

There are many men here who know the plantation sys- 
tem that exists in many of the States, and I say to you that 
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under the terms of this bill what applies to the plantation 
system likewise applies to the owner of a smell farm. We 
will say here is a plantation of from 300 to 1,000 acres, and 
upon that plantation there may be from 40 to 100 families. 

In the past they have been accustomed, usually on March 
1, to receiving advances in credits from the owner of the 
land. He either made the advance through a commissary 
that he owned himself or he made it through some merchant 
in the city where he traded, and at the end of the crop 
season, when the crops were gathered, then the plantation 
owner and the tenants came together in their settlement 
between themselves and with the merchant. What has now 
happened down there is this: Men that I know two or three 
years ago were worth from one-half million to one million 
dollars are to-day broke just as flat as they can be. Others 
of them own these farms but they can not borrow money with 
which to supply the demands of the tenant, who must rely 
upon the landowner. Here is the crux of the situation: Banks 
are unwilling or unable to make loans to-farmers and mer- 
chants, themselves often unable to borrow, can not take a 
mortgage second to the one held by the Government under 
the $45,000,000 loan bill. 

Under the terms of this bill, as I see it, the money will 
be provided to the landowner, and that landowner in turn 
will be enabled to do now what he has not been able to do 
in the last 60 days—supply the tenants with the provisions 
that are necessary to carry on the crop. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAGON. Les. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. In that way are we not directly assist- 
ing a system which should be abolished? 

Mr. RAGON. Well, I do not know. I would not want to 
be diverted by discussing the good or evil of such a system. 
I will say it is the only system that many people know and 
can get along with under present conditions, and is one that 
they have got along under in the past, and that is the situa- 
tion to-day. 

The word “rehabilitation,” the President of the United 
States has said, will be given by the Secretary of Agriculture 
a fair and sympathetic interpretation under the provisions 
of this act. That comes from the President of the United 
States, directed to the Secretary of Agriculture. Now, if we 
can not depend on that authority, I do not know what the 
drought-stricken people can look to for authority. 

Then, again, to supplement that, in the Senate the other 
day a resolution was directed to the Secretary of Agriculture, 
and the Secretary of Agriculture responded to that inquiry 
as to whether it would cover loans for food. I have not the 
statement before me and I can only give you the gist of it, 
but he gave to that resolution of inquiry an affirmative reply 
and said that it could. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas has expired. 

Mr. RAGON. Can the gentleman from Colorado give me 
two minutes more? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I am sorry but I can not. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will yield to the gentleman two min- 
utes more. 

Mr. RAGON. I say frankly that I think the provisions 
of this bill is what the people of the drought-stricken sec- 
tion of the country need to supplement the $45,000,000 
appropriation, and also the work that the Red Cross is 
doing. There is one thing I regret to see about the action 
of the Red Cross and that is the contemplated withdrawal 
of supplies gradually from the ist of March. I think they 
will be justified in reconsidering that. 

So far as I am concerned I would prefer to see the terms 
expressed more openly in their purpose. There has been 
entirely too much heat, there has been entirely too much 
passion over this legislation to care for the destitute 
and hungry men, women, and children in a dozen States 
in this country. There has been too much bantering. We 
ought not to do that; it is a reflection upon our Govern- 
ment. But passions have subsided, and men have come back 
to themselves, and I believe by March 1, under this amend- 
ment, supplies will commence to move, as the Agricultural 
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Department should be able to organize this service to the 
people by that time. 

So I am glad to see it come to a conclusion at this early 
day, and I am glad to see no more opposition to it in the 
House. i 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] asks me 
to say something of what Arkansas has done. I think I 
said the other day that Arkansas began early in September 
to meet this situation, and I say to you that for every 
dollar the Red Cross has put in it has been matched by 
the people of Arkansas. [Applause.] If you take away the 
burden of administering to the dire needs of the farmers 
of the State you will find no suffering man or woman in 
any town or city in the State of Arkansas that these towns 
and cities can not relieve. This is due entirely to the 
organizations which have been formed under the wise lead- 
ership of the drought committee for that State. But the 
agricultural section of the State is so great the State can 
not handle the situation. 

Mr. PARKS. Did I understand the gentleman to say that 
no need existed outside of the farmers in Arkansas? 

Mr. RAGON. I do not understand how the gentleman 
could understand it in that way. I said that if you took 
away the burden of relieving the farmers there was not a 
town that could not take care of its needy people. 

In addition to that there has been an appropriation by the 
legislature from the revenues of the State—which has neces- 
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the establishment of intermediate-credit banks. Not only 
that but in Oklahoma there has been $600,000 appropriated 
out of the treasury of that great State looking to the relief 
of people suffering from the drought last summer. 

I was in my district when this catastrophe first broke. It 
came gradually upon us like slow poison. The serious im- 
port of its effects were slowly realized everywhere, and for 
that reason aid was slow in coming. 

Now, if you kill this bill what will we do for the hungry 
and suffering? Do you want an extra session? Well, if 
we are to have one, the President would not call it before 
May or June, and that would be entirely too late to save 
my people. I am not trying to save the face of anyone if 
favorable action on this provision means such, as has been 
charged, but I am pleading that 600,000 men, women, and 
children in Arkansas be given a chance to supply again 
their kitchens and to rehabilitate their impoverished homes 
and broken fortunes. Oh, let us quit talking and quarreling 
and act like men of reason for the sake of suffering hu- 
manity. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas has expired. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ASWELL]. 

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, ladies, and gentlemen, I 
shall vote for this measure because it adds $20,000,000 to 
the possible relief of the drought-stricken people. As to 
whether it will reach them I am not sure. I congratulate 
the Republicans in this House and on the Committee on 
Agriculture and the administration for coming back to my 
$60,000,000 bill, including loans for food, where we started 
on the 1st day of December. You have added $8,000,000 
to our program. On the 20th of October the State com- 
missioners of agriculture held a meeting in Washington 
with 47 of the 48 members present or represented. They 
appointed a committee to cooperate with the Secretary of 
Agriculture to draft a drought-relief measure. After a long 
discussion it was agreed that $60,000,000, including loans 
for food, was the minimum amount. The spokesmen of 
the administration heartily cooperated and helped write it. 
The drought chairmen that were assembled here on Novem- 
ber 20 approved it. As far as I knew, the Republican ad- 
ministration to a man was supporting it until the 3d day 
of December, when they flopped over night and took the 
other side and announced that $25,000,000 was all that 
could be spared. The point I make in the record is that 
this filibuster, as you call it, this delay, this garrulous chat- 
ter that has gone on for all this time at a cost of hundreds 
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of thousands of dollars in time and printing, did not origi- 
nate on the Democratic side of this Congress, but did originate 
on the Republican side, and they have kept it going up to 
date. [Applause.] When it came up for consideration in 
the House the Republican floor leader, the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. Tr. sox I, gave out a copyrighted story, a 
long statement, and read a part of it on the floor of this 
House, calling my bill, the same bill the Senate has passed, 
a dole. The only thing that he convinced the thinking 
American people of was that if he knew anything about a 
dole he kept it a secret in that statement. The dole by 
the English Government provides that a man comes and 
gets his £5 and gives nothing in return, promises nothing, 
and guarantees nothing. The $60,000,000 bill that we origi- 
nated in this House provided a loan and required the farmer 
to mortgage himself, his family, and his crop. Yet people 
talk loosely about a dole, people who otherwise are sup- 
posed to be intelligent. 

Now you come back to-day with $20,000,000 after weeks 
of tragedy and turmoil and distress in the country. First 
the Republican administration endeavored to cut the $60,- 
000,000 down to $25,000,000 with the result that we got 
$45,000,000, and now they come back with an additional 
$20,000,000, and having appropriated $3,000,000 for medical 
supplies, we have to-day $68,000,000 appropriated by the 
Congress. When the Senate $60,000,000 bill came up for 
discussion then it was a dole, and now this $20,000,000 bill 
comes back to-day explained officially and grandly, though 
not convincingly to me, that the farmer may borrow money 
and buy food with it. When it was here before, from the 
leader on the Republican side down to the humblest Mem- 
ber, it was called a dole. ‘You come back here to-day and 
say it is the same thing only changed in language. In this 
it is for livestock, and in the other it was for work stock— 
a change of one word. 

If the Republican administration and Republican Mem- 
bers of this House had kept faith with the commissioners of 
agriculture and the drought-relief chairmen and had passed 
the original $60,000,000 bill solemnly agreed upon in advance 
of the session, as I personally know, the administration 
would have gotten full credit for drought-relief aid in the 
drought area, and the other parts of the country would have 
been satisfied. Not a murmur would have been heard up 
to this hour. It is still a mystery to me why the Repub- 
licans failed in their opportunity and lost all credit for 
whatever may be done for the drought sufferers, forcing the 
entire country into great turmoil and discrediting them- 
selves when they could so easily have passed the $60,000,000 
bill, kept their agreement, and relieved the drought sufferers 
with full credit to the administration. The Republican ad- 
ministration had the opportunity and utterly failed to take 
advantage of it. The record is made and the country under- 
stands the truth of this tragic fight. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentlemen from Loui- 
siana has expired. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I yield four min- 
utes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SABATH]. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, it is not my intention to 
delay action in the House, and therefore, notwithstanding 
my inability to secure the same measure of relief for the 
suffering and needy people in the city, I shall vote for this 
bill. I hope that the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Racon] 
is not misled in his assuring the House that this will bring 
about relief to the unfortunate suffering people of his and 
the adjoining States. 

Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen: I was hopeful, and 
had every reason to believe, that we will not only grant 
relief to the drought-stricken suffering people of Arkansas, 
Oklahoma, and Kentucky, but that we will also accord relief 
to at least a small portion of the millions who find them- 
selves in as great a distress, need, and want, due to the 
calamity brought about by the financial cyclone which has 
destroyed and wiped away, in many instances, their employ- 
ment and entire life savings. 

Mr. Speaker, ladies, and gentlemen, my heart goes out not 
only to those who are suffering because of the drought in 
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the agricultural sections but also to many of the millions 
of the unemployed residing in the manufacturing and urban 
centers of our country, and although I will vote for this 
measure, since I am not desirous of delaying its passage any 
longer, I greatly regret that my efforts and those of a few 
of the other Members to extend this relief and aid has come 
to naught. 

It seems to me that the President, as well as his advisers 
and you gentlemen, fail to realize that the people—yes, the 
women and children in the cities—become just as hungry as 
those on the farms when they are deprived of, denied, and 
unable to obtain their food. Reports indicate that the suf- 
fering and the need in the cities is much greater than the 
need and the suffering on the farms. 

I fully appreciate, and the fact is, am thankful to the 
thousands of our citizens who in every way assist in con- 
tributing to the Red Cross and to the other organizations 
endeavoring to feed the hungry in the cities. Many of 
them are doing their full share; but a great many of them— 
and especially those who object to Federal relief legislation 
on the pretext that we should not establish the dole sys- 
tem—have failed to do their part, to aid in contributing 
their share in their respective communities. 

I must concede, that I can’t quite understand President 
Hoover’s determined stand to oppose any governmental re- 
lief to the suffering people of his own country, when for 
years, he has been advocated—yes, been held out to the na- 
tions—as the feeder of the hungry of all the nations. Were 
it only possible to pry him loose from the inhuman eastern 
financiers’ influences, I feel that in view of the heart-break- 
ing reports of the suffering of so large a number of our 
citizens, he would desist from his opposition, and would 
permit legislation which would to some extent relieve their 
suffering. 

The survey shows, that in the city of Chicago alone there 
are about 200,000 people out of employment; thousands of 
them are being evicted from their homes; and a still tre- 
mendously larger number, are partially fed by the city and 
county authorities and many of the charitable institutions. 

In this bill, we provide for feed for work stock on the 
farms, and refuse to appropriate a dollar to feed the hungry 
men, women, and children. 

I feel, ladies and gentlemen, that individually, you are 
just as interested in these unfortunates as I am. But why 
is it—I repeat, why is it that as a body you refuse to grant 
the aid which, I know, you would not deny as private citi- 
zens. To me it is most amazing to see how easily you are 
swerved by the administration from doing the humane 
thing and that which I know your hearts should dictate, 
and all on the false pretext of refusing to establish a prece- 
dent. Only yesterday you voted three hundred and forty- 
eight million of dollars for the Navy, to provide for cannon 
and powder and ammunition and other killing devices; yet 
you here refuse to vote one dollar to relieve the suffering 
of the needy city people. May I ask why this discrimina- 
tion? I recognize that you will contend that this appro- 
priation is only for the purpose of loaning to the farmers 
in the drought-stricken areas, to aid their rehabilitation; 
and that only upon lien-crop securities, which the needy 
people in the city could not supply. You fail, however, to 
realize, that under the present conditions, the farmers can 
not possibly and will not receive sufficient returns from the 
sale of their crops to repay any loan made them. 

I do not wish this to be construed as opposing the relief. 
but am merely making this observation for the purpose of 
indicating that these loans will in no way be secured to any 
greater degree than would be the loans to the unemployed 
and those in want in the city; and this, especially so, in view 
of President Hoover’s assurances to the Nation in his Lin- 
coln memorial day address that conditions are improving, 
work increasing, and therefore the chances of repayment of 
any loan made to the city people will be at least on a par. 

For the country’s sake I hope that the President’s assur- 
ances at this time will resolve themselves into more than 
mere words and will not continue to remain “just around 
the corner,” as did his previous assurances. 
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I fully appreciate that the American people do not desire 
a dole, what they do ask for is work—employment—an op- 
portunity to earn a living so as to be able to provide for 
their near and dear ones. 

Mr. Speaker, ladies, and gentlemen, for months the lob- 
byists and publicists of the powerfully privileged, especially 
protected beneficiaries—responsible for the financial and 
commercial calamity—have been endeavoring to hold Con- 
gress responsible for all of the country’s ills. Congress 
might be responsible for its failure to relieve conditions, but 
surely not for bringing them about. 

Nevertheless, they persist in their insinuations that Con- 
gress is retarding the return of prosperity, knowing full 
well that they have it within their power to bring about—if 
not immediately, at least gradually—the resumption of nor- 
mal conditions. Therefore in order that a special session 
of Congress be unnecessary we shall not delay the passage 
of this and all other legislation. This will give the Presi- 
dent and these interests full sway so they can not any longer 
unload upon Congress the responsibility for any delay in 
reemployment. And I, for one, expect that in view of the 
fact that Congress is shortly to adjourn the President and 
these powerful influences will not continue to feed the peo- 
ple on promises, as they will not be able to digest these 
much longer, but will demand food. [Applause.] 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I yield four 
minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. O’Connor]. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Mr. Speaker, this confer- 
ence report on the Interior Department appropriation bill, 
containing $20,000,000 for drought relief, before us this after- 
noon, has been referred to several times as a “ compromise.” 
I think we might just as well call a spade a spade. To my 
mind this provision of $20,000,000 is nothing less than a sur- 

-render, a surrender by Representatives who only a short 
time ago came before this House advocating relief for all 
sections of the country by putting a fund in the hands of 
the President, if the Red Cross would not take it, so that in 
cases of emergency the people of the entire country might 
be taken care of, 

Amendments were offered on the floor of this House by 
some of the conferees in support of such a proposal. What 
do we now find? We learn that a surrender has been made 
to a minority part of the country. 

I have always voted for relief for the farm sections of 
our country and for the drought areas, but I thought after 
what I heard here when this bill was before us a short 
time ago that there was a definite policy by our leaders of 
the minority to make no distinction in favor of only 20 
States or against the metropolitan centers of our country; 
that we would provide that in case an emergency arose 
there would be a fund that would take care of our people 
in every section of the country. Congress is about to ad- 
journ, we hear, and the real purpose of this amendment pro- 
posed by our conferees was to put a fund in the hands 
of the President so he might take care of every part of the 
country. Congress is going to adjourn on March 4. 

The only excuse I hear for this surrender is to get through 
and end Congress. Years ago that propaganda began. The 
propaganda started as a joke. Then along came the con- 
sideration of the interminable consideration of the last tariff 
bill, and then the country suffering so much by the dila- 
tory methods of Congress and especially another body, that 
the people did accumulate the idea that the country was 
better off without Congress in session. I can not conceive, 
however, of self-respecting Members of a National Legisla- 
ture yielding to such an offensive popular propaganda accel- 
erated by the press—a direct insult to Members of Con- 
gress, who are asked, “Why do not you go home? Why 
do not you close up shop? The country would be bet- 
ter off.” 

Now, in the unparalleled condition which confronts this 
country an administration really wanting to preserve the 
welfare of the country and be on the job to meet any emer- 
gency that might arise would never adjourn Congress. The 
Congress would be kept continuously in session to meet any 
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emergency which might arise and which is bound to occur 
unless this business depression in which we find ourselves 
speedily ceases. Nobody believes, however, that this depres- 
sion will be relieved in the near future, surely not before 
next December. 

Why should representatives of our people be cowards? 
Why should they surrender to popular clamor in a matter 
like this just to go home on March 4? Why should duly 
elected officials yield to propaganda, built up by newspapers 
and special interests, who brazenly assert “the country is 
better off without you in session. Go home.” What can be 
the inner feeling of men and women elected to a National 
Legislature in the face of such an insult hurled at them? 
O, ladies and gentlemen, legislation may be, as it is often 
said, the fruit of compromise, but it is a sad day in our 
Nation when legislation is the result of abject surrender. 
Applause. ] 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA]. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, the highest duty of Gov- 
ernment is the preservation of life. When that duty is 
involved, I for one, refuse to compromise. I have had my 
say on this proposition when the matter was before us. I 
understand the House is ready to approve this proposition, 
but, gentlemen, what do we do? A farmer who has security 
does not need a loan from the Government. A farmer who 
does not have security can not obtain a loan; so you are 
providing aid for those who do not need it, and those who do 
need aid are still dependent upon public charity, and you are 
ignoring entirely conditions in the cities. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. How are we going to get anything 
else out of this administration than we are getting? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. How is the gentleman going to vote? 
Why critize the administration when you will not vote 
with me? 

Mr. ABERNETHY. I can not get any more. They will 
not give me any more. 

Mr, LaGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, there is a real crisis in 
this country, and people from the farming districts, the 
farmers and the unemployed, have asked Congress for bread 
and we have given them a revised statute. That is all they 
are getting out of it. I believe that up to date Congress 
has dismally failed to meet the situation; and, Mr. Speaker, 
I do not ask permission to revise my remarks. [Applause.] 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I yield the bal- 
ance of my time, one minute, to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. GREGORY]. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Kentucky two minutes. 

Mr. GREGORY. Mr. Speaker, ladies, and gentlemen, I 
have the honor to represent a great agricultural district, 
and permit me to say that I am in sympathy with the state- 
ments which have just been made by the gentlemen from 
New York [Mr. O’Connor and Mr. LaGuarpra]. [Applause.] 
I think there has been an abject and indefensible surrender 
upon this proposition and I regret very much that this con- 
ference report comes before this House at this time in the 
form it which it does come. I have no disposition whatever 
to save the face of any man, either on my side of the House 
or on the other side of the House. I think all of us on both 
sides haye ample cause, when we leave this Chamber, to be 
ashamed of the action which will be taken here to-day. 

The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. AswELL] has called 
attention to the fact that the Republican leaders have come 
to the same position which was occupied by some of our 
Democratic friends earlier in the session. That is true, but 
the way they have come, gentlemen, does not appeal to me. 
I think it is a shameful thing when an American Congress 
has to write to the Secretary of Agriculture to find out the 
meaning of a word. [Applause.] If we meant to include 
food, if we meant to include the necessities of life for these 
farmers who are suffering, why did we not have the courage 
to say so and not write to some subordinate official or to 
some other branch of the Government to find out what we 
mean by what we are saying this afternoon? [Applause.] 
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It is pitiable. It is shameful. My friend from Arkansas 
[Mr. Racon] has indicated that he hoped this measure 
would be administered sympathetically. 

Well, he entertains a hope which I do not entertain, 
especially if a person has to come in at the back door as the 
administration has done in this case. In view of the intel- 
lectual dissimulation which has been practiced in connection 
with this bill I have very little confidence in their adminis- 
tration of the law. 

I have had information from the district which I have the 
honor to represent that in the administration of the $45,- 
000,000 loan law in that district, where farmers are apply- 
ing for loans, they have been required to pay an overhead 
expense in order to get these loans amounting to 12 ½ per 
cent on loans of $100 and 22 per cent on loans of $50. 

Gentlemen, it is a shame and a disgrace that this thing 
has come about. I shall support this conference report with 
shame and with a great degree of reluctance. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, let me review the situation which has made 
consideration of this legislation necessary. More than eight 
months ago the country woke up to the realization that it 
was in the midst of a drought which for the extent of terri- 
tory involved and the damage it was doing, was unsurpassed 
by any previous drought in our history. Rivulets and 
brooks became dry, springs no longer flowed, and even in 
such great rivers as the mighty Father of Waters the light- 
est craft found navigation seriously impeded. A merciless 
sun beat down from a brazen sky upon field and forest, 
and vegetation withered and died in the blistering heat. 
Pious folk prayed and so-called rainmakers used every de- 
vice imaginable to coax moisture from the skies, but the 
combined efforts of the good and the credulous were una- 
vailing. The situation had become so alarming by July 12, 
1930, that on that date the State health officer of Kentucky 
telegraphed the President of the United States that the pro- 
longed drought had not only brought great economic loss to 
a vast section of the country but that it also had become a 
threatening menace to the health and physical well-being 
of millions of people. In response to the appeal of the 
State health officer of Kentucky, the President directed the 
Surgeon-General of the Public Health Service to summon 
the State health officers of Alabama, Arkansas, Georgia, 
Kentucky, Mississippi, Missouri, North Carolina, and Ten- 
nessee to convene in Washington on July 22, 1930, to con- 
sider the phase of the drought which related to health 
conditions. 

At this early date this conference of State health officers 
found that restrictions had been placed on the use of public 
water supplies in many sections in each of these States; that 
private water supplies had disappeared; and that the fam- 
ilies of thousands of farmers were drinking water hauled 
from great distances from doubtful and polluted sources. It 
was found that this shortage of suitable drinking water 
had produced a definite increase in typhoid fever, dysentery, 
and other filth-borne diseases, and that there was also a 
marked increase in pellagra and other dietary deficiency 
diseases. As the days came and went the drought con- 
tinued with relentless fury. When the Congress convened 
last December the drought had already destroyed a major 
portion of the crops in 21 States of the Union; livestock were 
dying for want of water and provender upon which to sub- 
sist; and millions of American men, women, and children, 
undernourished and poverty stricken, ill and poorly clad, 
were battling against umeven odds for the most precious 
boon of human existence—the preservation of health and life. 
Little wonder, therefore, that many Members of the Con- 
gress should have made it their first concern to seek the 
speedy enactment of legislation which would bring a meas- 
ure of relief to the millions of their fellow Americans who 
were hungry, ill, and destitute as a result of the greatest 
peace-time disaster and the greatest economic debacle, for 
neither of which were these unfortunate people responsible, 
this Nation has ever known. Bills were immediately intro- 
duced in both branches of Congress authorizing an appro- 
priation of $60,000,000 to be loaned to farmers for the pur- 
pose of enabling them to purchase food and also seeds and 
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other necessaries incident to the business of farming. At 
once a determined effort was made in both the legislative 
and executive branches of the Government by the Republi- 
can leaders not only to cut this proposed appropriation in 
half, but to limit the use of all money so borrowed, and 
for which ample security should be given by the borrower, 
to feed for work stock, seeds for planting, and fuel for farm 
machinery. These generous Republican leaders said a nig- 
gardly sum might be used for the feeding of mules, the 
planting of seeds, and the purchase of oils and gases, but not 
one cent could be used to stay the hunger or to clothe the 
bodies of millions of destitute Americans, 

Who were the Republican leaders in this House who turned 
a deaf ear to cries of distress heard in 21 States of this 
Republic? Many of them were men who in former years 
had voted to give millions of dollars to the suffering people 
of Italy, although the Italian Government had not asked 
for it. Many of them were men who took delight in more 
recent years in placing their hands in the Public Treasury 
and in taking therefrom hundreds of millions of dollars to 
supply food and other necessities of life to peoples who 
speak in alien tongues and who acknowledge fealty to alien 
flags. Day in and day out these Republican leaders fought 
to deny to American citizens that which they freely gave to 
those who live in far and distant lands across the seas. 
True to the history and traditions of their party, the Demo- 
cratic membership in the Congress fought valiantly for the 
poor and the distressed, while the Republican leaders in this 
body, supported by the Republican President, had no eye to 
see, no heart to respond to the cry of distress coming from 
hungry and starving Americans who were not asking for a 
gift, such as had been bestowed upon the peoples of other 
lands, but for the right to borrow money from their Govern- 
ment to enable them to feed and clothe their families. 

I knew that upon the tariff and other economic questions 
the Republican leaders in this body could hear no other 
voice when the big interests of the Nation spoke. . I knew 
that they had gagged and bound this body while they forced 
through this Congress a tariff bill which annually takes 
hundreds of millions of dollars coined in the sweat and dust 
of the honest toil of those who now suffer and are in want, 
in order to further enrich the great captains of industry. 
I knew that a little more than a year ago, when the stock 
market crashed and business was paralyzed with Hoover 
prosperity, they had sponsored legislation which canceled 
$160,000,000 in taxes lawfully due to the Government from 
those whose earnings for the year 1929 had exceeded the 
losses which they had sustained during the same period. 
I knew they had proposed that in the course of the next 18 
months the Federal Government should lend to the shipping 
interests the sum of $107,000,000 at an annual interest 
charge of less than 2 per cent. I knew that they subscribed 
to the doctrine that government should be used to enrich 
the few at the expense of the many; but I had never be- 
lieved that these latter-day Republican leaders would deny 
bread to hungry men and women or refuse milk to the 
parched lips of famishing babes. 

Therefore, I was amazed as I saw these Republican lead- 
ers whip their legislative battalions into line. My ears were 
deafened by the rolling thunders of their heavy artillery 
from Massachusetts. I was embarrassed as I heard the 
sharp invectives fall from the lips of an angry captain from 
another State. I was sorely grieved when I observed that 
their great leader from Connecticut had seemingly for- 
gotten the hearthstones and firesides from which he had 
sprung in the old Volunteer State. When the tumult was 
at its height I turned from the turbulent scene and in fancy 
I saw the great army of the poor and the unfortunate back 
in “My Old Kentucky Home.” Across the gap of years I 


fancied I saw Lincoln—the Lincoln who is said to have loved 
the common people—and I wondered what he would say if 
his disembodied spirit could be called back to its tenement 
of clay so he might walk once more into this Chamber and 
hear the words of those leaders in this body who profess to 
be his followers. I wondered if after witnessing the scenes 
which I have witnessed he could say that the attitude of 
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his professed followers on this floor squared with his ex- 
pressed hope that this Nation might be preserved as a 
“ government for the people.” 

The opposition to relief which includes food for starving 
Americans assert that the granting of that character of 
relief would establish a precedent socialistic in its tendencies 
and dangerous in its consequences, but the benefactions 
made from the National Treasury to relieve distress here in 
our own land and abroad, in scores of instances and cover- 
ing more than a century of honored history, refute their 
claims. Nevertheless, if there had been no long line of 
precedents to justify the position of those who have been 
battling for a Federal appropriation to aid those of our 
fellow citizens who are in dire distress at this time, I should 
have felt constrained to support adequate relief measures. 
The sea of life is wide and wild and strange, and we can 
not know what lies beyond the rise of a day’s journey, but 
we do know that nothing for us lies behind except points to 
steer by. Individuals, organizations, and nations which 
spend their time in looking backward become, like Lot’s 
wife, monuments of salt upon which no history, no prophecy 
remains, but whose virtues scale in every rain to pour in 
brackish waste about their feet to sterilize the spot of earth 
they cumber. Much as we may revere the past, we have no 
right to linger by the hallowed dust of other days while 
living, beating, bleeding hearts call us on. 

New and changing conditions present problems which 
can not always be safely solved by applying the cold rule 
of precedent, but in the battle which has been waged in 
this Congress for adequate relief for the distressed those of 
us who have supported those measures which offered the 
maximum of aid to our unfortunate fellow Americans have 
not only responded to a compelling heart appeal but, fur- 
thermore, we have been bulwarked and supported in the 
position we have taken by a line of precedents extending 
back to the early days of the Republic. In casting my vote 
in favor of liberal relief measures which have been before 
this body for consideration I believe I have faithfully re- 
corded the will of the great constituency whom I have the 
honor to represent. I have received letters from many 
individuals and resolutions from various organizations in 
my district which have given unqualified approval to the 
promptings of my own heart as to the course I should 
pursue on these relief measures. I shall not burden the 
Recorp by asking that these letters and resolutions be 
printed but I ask that you indulge me while I read the 
following brief extract from a letter which I have received 
from Dr. B. F. Berry, who resides in the fine little college 
town of Murray, in my district: 

Many of our tenant farmers are leaving the farm and moving 
into any shack or hovel they can get here in town just for one 
reason—to be in closer touch with more people from whom to 
obtain help. Out on the country lanes maybe a mile or two from 
anyone, without even a horse to ride to town, we find widows 
with a house full of children suffering for want of food. And 
still the United States Congress says: “We will feed your work 
stock if you will give a mortgage on your next season's crop, but 
you and your kiddies must go hungry; we will give (not lend) 
our money to feed foreigners, but it would be a violation of a 
most sacred principle to appropriate one penny to assuage the 
hunger of an American child.” God Almighty! What are we 
coming to? 

Ladies and gentlemen of the House, these are not the 
words of an alarmist; these are not the words of a sluggard 
seeking to reap where he has not sown; these are not the 
words of a man lacking in knowledge of the fundamentals 
of our Government. These are the words of a man whose 
professional skill and ability have enabled him to make 
ample provision for the care of those who are his depend- 
ents; these are the words of an intelligent, patriotic Ameri- 
can citizen who is a close observer of conditions prevailing 
in his community and elsewhere, and who has been amazed 
at the position taken by those who have opposed any form 
of Federal relief to those of our own citizens who, through 
no fault of their own, are hungry and destitute of the bare 
necessities of life. 

Kentuckians are a proud and self-reliant people. I have 
not paraded their woes in the present crisis before this 
House, and they would not have me do so. But the con- 
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dition in which thousands of them find themselves at this 
time through no lack of energy, industry, and prudence upon 
their part in providing against the fugitive uncertainties of 
life which have brought this great calamity upon them, 
prompts me to make some general statements as to con- 
ditions in my State. 

Kentucky has, within and on her borders, more great 
navigable rivers than can be found in any other State in the 
Union. The memory of the 1927 flood is fresh in the minds 
of all of you, and you will recall that in that year the floods 
destroyed millions of dollars worth of growing crops, live- 
stock, buildings, highways, and other property, and that 
scores of human lives were lost. There were no crops in 
the valleys and in the lowlands that year. The floods again 
returned in 1928 and in 1929, destroying crops and other 
property to the value of many millions of dollars. After the 
floods subsided the farmers of my State replanted their 
crops, only to have them destroyed before maturity by un- 
unusually early frosts. With three crop failures in succes- 
sion behind them and with the greatest period of economic 
depression this country has ever experienced facing them, 
the farmers of Kentucky, with unrelenting courage and high 
hopes, planted their crops for the 1930 season. The soil was 
well prepared and a large acreage was planted. Day in and 
day out from the first streak of dawn until the coming of 
darkness these farmers worked with the hope that nature 
would deal kindly with them and that bountiful harvests 
would reward their toil. They had hoped to recoup some of 
the heavy losses of previous years and to lay in store a suffi- 
ciency of the necessaries of life upon which they and their 
families might subsist until the harvesting of another crop. 
Then came the drought with its blighting, devastating in- 
fluence reaching into 117 out of the 120 counties in Ken- 
tucky. Giant trees in the forest which for decades had 
proudly withstood the siege of storm and wind and sun and 
snow and flood, bowed in death before the blistering heat. 
Rivers and streams, the great arteries of transportation 
upon which thousands of Kentuckians who live in the hills 
and in the mountains must depend in order to float their 
logs to the markets of the world, became impossible of navi- 
gation and the logging industry was paralyzed. Pastures 
were seared and cattle and other livestock were sacrificed 
upon the market because their owners could not feed them. 
Gardens were burned and fruits failed, thus preventing 
thrifty housewives from canning and preserving foods for 
use in their homes. 

Crops were destroyed and farmers were unable to meet 
their tax bills and other fixed obligations. As a result of 
this drought a hundred thousand farm homes in my State 
are passing through the greatest financial crisis which they 
have ever experienced, and thousands of people are without 
sufficient food to properly nourish their poorly clad bodies. 
Thousands of little children are denied the privilege of at- 
tending school because they are scantily clad and have no 
shoes. Many of those who are in school are badly under- 
nourished, a survey made in certain sections of my State 
showing that there are many children attending the rural 
schools with absolutely no food during the day except such 
immature acorns, hickory nuts, and walnuts as they may be 
able to find in the forests. But, ladies and gentlemen, bad 
as it is, that does not complete the gruesome picture. To- 
day throughout my State there haunts the grim spectre of 
disease. Typhoid and dysentery produced by contaminated 
waters have been on the increase, and undernourishment 
has given pellagra a menacing foothold. Just a few days 
ago Kentucky had her first general rain of any consequence 
since February, 1930. While suffering but grateful people 
hailed these rains as “showers of blessings,” yet this long 
prayed for relief has brought with it some measure of 
danger. According to the statement of Dr. Arthur Mc- 
Cormack, State health officer for Kentucky, a man who has 
had 34 years of experience in the work in which he is en- 
gaged and whose high professional standing is acclaimed 
throughout the Nation, these rains will mean a sharp and 
marked increase in dysentery and kindred diseases because 
of surface contaminations which have been washed into 
water supplies. While the drought may be broken, it not 
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only leaves a great economic problem to be solved, but it 
also leaves in its wake problems of health and sanitation 
which are of the most vital concern. With these unpre- 
cedented conditions having such a marked bearing upon 
the health and well-being of those who live in the rural 
sections of the land, it gave me much pleasure a few days 
ago to vote for a measure carrying an appropriation of 
$2,000,000 to promote health and sanitation in rural dis- 
tricts. I sincerely regret that the measure upon which we 
are to vote within the next half hour falls so far short of 
the requirements of those who are in need through no fail- 
ure of their own to live up to the high ideals of honest, in- 
telligent, industrious, and law-abiding American citizens, I 
am one of those who believe that it is the duty of the Gov- 
ernment to protect its citizens from famine and flame, flood 
and disaster, pestilence and catastrophe brought upon them 
by conditions over which they have no control and when the 
political subdivisions in which they live are unable to ex- 
tend to them necessary succor and aid. 

If the life of the citizen is worthy of protection in war, 
why is it not equally precious in times of peace? If Amer- 
ican citizenship gives him the right to protection in war, 
what moral right has the Government to discriminate 
against him in times of peace just because of the occupa- 
tion he may follow or the particular locality in which he 
may dwell? Mr. Speaker, the bill before us for considera- 
tion is unfair and discriminatory. To the millions who are 
in distress and who are without the necessary property 
qualifications to offer security for a loan, this bill offers no 
hope. The sole justification for the passage of this measure 
is that it establishes a system of credits in communities 
where banks have been closed and business has been para- 
lyzed. For that reason alone I am persuaded to vote for 
this measure. Within a few days this Congress will be 
forced by the mandate of the Constitution to close its la- 
bors. If there were the slightest chance to procure the en- 
actment of a more just law at this session of the Congress, 
it would give me pleasure to vote against this conference 
report just as it gives me pleasure now to protest against 
its terms and to denounce the manner in which it has been 
forced upon the Congress for consideration. When there 
is no human probability that an appropriate relief meas- 
ure can be passed by this Congress, I can not see my way 
clear to vote against this bill which does offer a small de- 
gree of relief to those who may be able to qualify for it 
under the terms of the bill and the regulations which may be 
issued by the Secretary of Agriculture. This Congress 
has miserably failed in the discharge of its obligations to 
those of our citizens who should be the objects of our great- 
est solicitude and care. Let us hope that the people of this 
Nation will not be guilty of a like indifference to the worthy 
poor. Let us hope that through the agency of the Red 
Cross and other angels of mercy the naked may be clothed 
and the hungry fed. Let the great heart of America so 
speak through these agencies that the world may know 
that there is no geography in American sympathy, no sec- 
tionalism in American generosity. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky has expired. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that all Members be allowed to extend their own 
remarks on this conference report for five legislative days. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado asks 
unanimous consent that all Members may be privileged to 
extend their own remarks on this conference report for five 
legislative days. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that our colleague on this subcommittee, Mr. 
Morpxy, be recognized for not to exceed 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan still has 
time to yield. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman 
10 minutes more. 
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Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I yield that 10 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Murruy]. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, 
it was my purpose, when I asked my colleague to yield 
some time to me this afternoon, to pay a tribute of appre- 
ciation and sincere affection to the great chairman of the 
subcommittee that now has this conference report before 
the House. [Applause.] Recognizing that many of you 
have bills in which you are deeply interested I am not going 
to take up your time now, but at a later date I am going 
to ask for time to the end that I may talk to you and tell 
you something of the Cramton I know, of the Cramton I 
have worked with and supported for a period of eight years 
on this subcommittee, which has never brought in during 
that length of time a divided report on the work brought 
before that committee. I shall not say more at this time, 
because I am thinking of those Members who have bills on 
the Private Calendar. [Applause.] 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to yield myself 10 
minutes and hope not to use as much time as that. 

Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the House, after 
these months of debate and controversy and delay this In- 
terior Department appropriation bill approaches its final 
action by the Congress, and we hope that in a little time it 
will be on its way to the White House for the approval of 
the President, the first of the regular appropriation bills 
to pass Congress in this session. There remain now, includ- 
ing this bill, nine regular appropriation bills, besides the 
second deficiency bill, to pass Congress with only 15 legis- 
lative days remaining. 

We have been delayed and the whole business of this 
session of Congress has been kept waiting because of the 
deadlock over forms of relief. In the higher-pitched pas- 
sions of that fight there have been from the minority side 
of Congress attack after attack upon the President of the 
United States, but that great Executive outlives those at- 
tacks and will outlive them. [Applause.] It is most un- 
fortunate, as I think the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Racon] said this afternoon, that on a question of human 
relief and aid to the needy there should seem any occasion 
for drawing lines of partisanship. You men may get up 
here and rant all you want to and try to paint men of the 
opposite party as lacking in human impulses, but when you 
sit down you have accomplished nothing, because men, 
whether they are Republicans or Democrats, whatever their 
place of residence, whatever their party convictions, or their 
religious creeds, all respond to the same human impulses 
and have the same desire to help the needy. [Applause.] 

In the message of the President that came to Congress 
the 2d of December, if you care to go back to that great 
document, you will find that the President devoted the far 
greater part of his message to discussing these needs of the 
country and made certain suggestions as to what the Con- 
gress might do. Those suggestions have been enacted into 
law, and as a result of that a great deal has been done by 
this Congress for the relief of unemployment and for the 
relief of the needy in the drought-stricken areas. 

Day after day the country has seen the shrieking headlines 
of oratorical tirades, largely in another legislative body, 
emphasizing the things that those orators have thought 
ought to be done and are not done. So much emphasis has 
been placed upon those things that I fear the country does 
not appreciate the great things that have been done. Time 
does not permit me to enumerate them, but in my extension 
of remarks I hope to give something of a picture of the great 
legislative accomplishments of this session of Congress for 
the relief of those suffering from unemployment or from the 
drought, and in accordance with the policies suggested by 
the President at the opening of this session. Let me only 
now remind you that we appropriated $116,000,000 in De- 
cember for emergency construction work to provide employ- 
ment. Included in that was $80,000,000 for an advance of 
Federal-aid money to the States, and under that legislation 
do you realize that the States by putting up only $65,000,000 
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of their own money are able to let contracts—many of 
which are let now or soon will be—for construction amount- 
ing to $300,000,000, the Federal Government putting up 
nearly four to one. 

Do you realize that because of the legislation we have 
passed here and the appropriations made the Federal Gov- 
ernment and the State governments together have a pro- 
gram of construction this year now under way more than 
$200,000,000 greater than the largest amount ever spent in 
comparative effort of this kind before? 

There is $45,000,000 for relief in the drought-stricken 
areas. Having heard the speeches this afternoon from Ken- 
tucky and elsewhere, I think it is not out of place to say 
that however the minority may be disposed to draw lines of 
partisanship, to attack without reserve the President because 
he is a Republican, I think it is not out of place for me to 
remind the gentlemen on the minority side that that 
$45,000,000 and this $20,000,000, to a very great extent, goes 
to Democratic areas. [Applause.] We do not draw partisan 
lines in relief. The need admittedly exists there and ample 
action is being taken to meet the need. Words of apprecia- 
tion would be more appropriate than partisan criticism. 

Something has been said about food. This was the issue 
drawn when this question was last before the House. This 
House was satisfied then, and I believe the country is satis- 
fied now, that it was unwise for this Government to assume 
a policy of free distribution of food; that this work might 
better be done by private and local agencies. 

Oh, we were told about the $100,000,000 that was sent to 
the nations of Europe after the war. First, by sending that 
aid to Europe at that time, to areas where government had 
broken down and all was in confusion, there were no local 
agencies; not only did we by that act not break down or 
interfere with any existing agencies in Europe, but we did 
not break down the Red Cross or any other local agency in 
the United States, as we would have done if the $25,000,000 
donation to the Red Cross had been enacted into law. 

Furthermore, they have not told you that of that $100,- 
000,000, $5,000,000 was unexpended and $84,000,000 was not 
given out as a gift, but obligations of European govern- 
ments were received in return. Something over $11,000,000 
was free distribution of food. To whom? Six million or- 
phans of Europe were gathered together and fed by the 
United States Government at a cost of somewhat over 
$11,000,000. Who says that was not proper? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan has expired. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I yield back the 
remainder of my time, which was yielded to me by the 
gentleman. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I thank my colleague. 

Moreover, this $95,000,000, as the $20,000,000 that after- 
wards went to Russia, was deemed an important factor in 
relieving the farmers of the United States by providing a 
market for their products for which the price then was at a 
minimum. 

Oh, I think if we will study some of these precedents, we 
have not been so far off in our treatment of this question, 
but the President declines and the House declines to create 
the precedent of the Government of the United States be- 
coming the almsgiver for the people of the United States. 
Private agencies are meeting that need. 

Something was said here about the insufficiency of the $2 
a month distributed by the Red Cross. If $2 a month dis- 
tributed by the Red Cross as relief for people of Arkansas 
or any other State is insufficient, who is responsible? Not 
Judge Payne—not the National Red Cross, but the local 
Officials of the Red Cross who, in every instance, have the 
free determination of what the relief shall be, and how much 
shall be given; but the evidence is that the relief is adequate. 

The bill before us gives $20,000,000 additional, not in con- 
flict with the former action of this House, but it makes 
available another $20,000,000 for relief of the drought- 
stricken areas through loans for various purposes, loans to 
farmers for crop rehabilitation, loans to aid in forming 
local agricultural credit corporations, and so forth. 
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It further provides that the former appropriation may be 
used for feeding stock that are not work stock, as well as 
feeding work stock. 

A compromise it has been termed—I am happy if it is 
considered a compromise, because the only thing for grown 
men to do when a deadlock occurs is to give and take so far 
as they feel they can without surrender of principle. What- 
ever others may think about it, I feel satisfied that neither 
the President of the United States nor the House of Repre- 
sentatives in adopting this conference report has surren- 
dered anything of principle. More than this, I hope the 
adoption of this report means the breaking of the legisla- 
tive jam and that other appropriation bills can now take 
their natural course and the important legislative work of 
this House may have full opportunity for consideration. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, drought and unemployment, those twins of 
disaster, have for months made allied attack upon our Na- 
tion’s welfare, each making more complete the havoc 
wrought by the other. In 21 great States of the Union there 
was in the crop season of 1930 abnormal lessening of rain- 
fall, causing the most widespread crop failure from drought 
ever known in our Nation. To fully appreciate the magni- 
tude of the drought disaster, it is well to realize that when 
in any large area fields and gardens are well-nigh barren, 
the towns are affected as well as the country, business stag- 
nates, employment disappears. The whole financial and 
economic structure, with destruction of resources, freezing 
of assets, and a multitude of credit demands, becomes par- 
alyzed. The drought disaster, seriously affecting about half 
the States of the Union, not only wrought its havoc in those 
areas directly involved but contributed materially to the 
economic depression of the Nation, intensified it, and added 
to the general unemployment problem. Likewise, the pre- 
vailing economic depression of the United States, kin to 
similar depressions in greater degree throughout the indus- 
trial nations, added to the distress in the drought areas in 
great degree by adding low crop prices to the greatly reduced 
yields. 

Various forms of legislative relief for our economic struc- 
ture and various forms of financial aid for the needy and 
the distressed, the sufferers from drought or from unem- 
ployment, have taken largely the attention of the Congress 
at this session, which began December 1 and must close at 
noon March 4. 

Politics, partisan or individual, often does much to becloud 
the judgment of legislators and to confuse in the public mind 
the picture of a legislative situation. The controversy over 
relief measures has seemed at times so acute, so deep-rooted 
in conflict of irreconcilable opposing views, as to endanger 
the whole legislative program of this session, and through 
failure of passage of appropriation bills to give promise of 
an otherwise needless and unwanted special session of the 
new Congress. The short session of Congress each second 
year is of necessity chiefly devoted to passage of the appro- 
priation bills carrying the money needed for the administra- 
tion of the National Government. - Two weeks from next 
Wednesday this session of Congress comes to an end, and at 
this moment not one of the nine regular appropriation bills 
has become law. If a special session is to be avoided those 
9 regular bills and 1 deficiency bill, 10 bills, carrying a total 
of about $4,000,000,000, must be enacted into law in less than 
15 legislative days. In the same few days the calendars of 
the House and Senate are congested with a motley multitude 
of other bills—general and local, public and private, impor- 
tant and trifling, desirable and undesirable—all crowding 
for legislative action, and many backed by the insistent 
efforts of determined supporters. Acute differences of opin- 
ion as to the relief program have brought about this alarm- 
ing legislative jam. But to-day the clouds have been driven 
away and this evening hopes are strong that action, swift 
and effective, will follow the storm of controversy and de- 
bate. The legislative deadlock between the House and Sen- 
ate upon the Interior Department appropriation bill has 
ended. The Senate has approved and the House will ap- 
prove this conference report, with its compromise upon 
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drought relief, and it will soon go to the President for his 
expected approval. It is to be hoped that, the jam being 
broken, early enactment of the other important supply bills 
will speedily follow and that other important legislation may 
also receive consideration. 

It is my desire to present to you the facts with reference 
to the Federal Government’s program of relief rather than 
to indulge in partisan or other controversy. The wide scope 
of the emergency, the acute and urgent need for relief, is 
unquestioned and uncontested. Further, the President and 
Members of the House and Senate have, regardless of party, 
regardless of residence, all desired to relieve human suffering 
and promote economic recovery. The controversy which has 
so long occupied the forefront of legislative discussion has 
had to do rather with the form of relief and the agencies to 
administer it. 

It is quite possible that with all the shrieking headlines 
featuring day by day the demand for things to be done that 
have not been done, you may not have realized how much 
has been done and is being done to relieve human distress 
and to promote economic recovery. Let me talk briefly of 
these things that have been done. 

In his annual message to Congress at the opening of the 
present session President Hoover gave his chief attention to 
these problems. While emphasizing that “our country is 
to-day stronger and richer in resources, in equipment, in 
skill than ever in its history,” he emphasized that coopera- 
tion is necessary from all sources for relief of present ills. 
He then laid down the fundamental doctrines that should 
govern such program of relief. 

Economic depression can not be cured by legislative action or 
executive pronouncement. Economic wounds must be healed by 
the action of the cells of the economic body—the producers and 
consumers themselves. Recovery can be expedited and its effects 
mitigated by cooperative action. That cooperation requires that 
every individual should sustain faith and courage; that each 
should maintain his self-reliance; that each and every one should 
search for method of improving his business or service; that the 
vast majority whose income is unimpaired should not hoard out 
of fear but should pursue their normal living and recreations; 
that each should seek to assist his neighbors who may be less 
fortunate; that each industry should assist its own employees; 
that each community and each State should assume its full re- 
sponsibilities for organization of employment and relief of distress 
with that sturdiness and independence which built a great nation. 
The best contribution of government lies in encouragement of 
this voluntary cooperation in the community. The Government, 
National, State, and local, can join with the community in such 
programs and do its part. 

Much has been done under that leadership and in accord- 
ance with those principles, the Federal Government not 
assuming all the burden but ready to do its part. When 
Congress met many large employers had agreed to main- 
tain wage standards and labor leaders had agreed to set 
their influence against strife; all branches of government, 
national, State, and local, had been encouraged to distribute 
employment so as to give work to the maximum number; 
needed programs of employment had been expedited and 
enlarged; and emergency employment agencies in Nation, 
States, and communities had been set up. 

In that message the President then urged upon Congress 
“temporary expansion of activities in aid of unemployment 
during this winter”; the elimination of red tape that 
unduly delays the actual commencement of work on public 
projects. He further urged temporary advances of Federal 
highway aid to the States. All of these recommendations 
in the annual message of the President for relief of unem- 
ployment have been enacted into law. 

An advance of $80,000,000 of Federal highway aid to the 
States has been authorized; every State is availing itself 
of the opportunity for increased construction thus given; 
many contracts using that money are already executed; 
work in some cases is now under way. This emergency 
advance fund was provided for the purpose of supplying 
the States with money to meet the regular Federal-aid 
apportionment. Under this advance and Federal-aid funds 
previously available, let me say without wearying you with 
details, the States are able with the use of only $65,000,000 
of State funds to put under way a road-construction pro- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


FEBRUARY 14 


gram amounting to over $300,000,000 to be completed be- 
tween now and September 1. As a matter of fact, the Fed- 
eral and State cooperative highway construction program 
this coming construction season will amount to over $430,- 
000,000, which is more than $200,000,000 larger than the 
largest year heretofore. Add to this State and Federal 
cooperative program the known road programs of States 
and counties for highway construction, betterment and 
maintenance, and you have an expenditure for highways in 
the United States of more than one and one-quarter billion 
dollars. Add to this the expanded program of paving that 
will be undertaken generally in the cities, and you have 
some idea of the large part which our highways are playing 
in the movement for relief of unemployment. Commis- 
sioner MacDonald, of the Bureau of Public Roads, insists 
that a dollar for road building goes more fully to labor 
than any other dollar the Government expends in con- 
struction. 

Congress has passed the Elliott bill eliminating much of 
the red tape in letting contracts for construction of public 
buildings in this emergency so that congressional authoriza- 
tion and appropriation may more speedily be translated into 
a demand for days of labor of men. Federal construction 
programs in other lines than highways have been enlarged. 
River and harbor work and roads in the public domain to the 
amount of $46,000,000 beyond the regular programs are au- 
thorized by the act of December 20, and the work will all be 
under way in a few weeks, many men having already been 
given employment under this authorization. The first de- 
ficiency bill, which became a law February 6, carried $45,- 
000,000 for immediate construction purposes, much of it for 
needed programs expanded and expedited in order to give 
employment. The fiscal year of the Government begins 
July 1 and the regular appropriation bills are for the year 
beginning that day. In accordance with the President’s ap- 
peal for expansion and expediting of needed public works, 
the Committee on Appropriations of the House has recom- 
mended and the House has approved making immediately 
available wherever feasible appropriations for construction 
purposes. As a result in the nine regular appropriation bills 
that have passed the House and are now pending in the Sen- 
ate or in conference there are such appropriations pending 
for construction purposes to the amount of $346,000,000. 
The minute those appropriation bills become law the Gov- 
ernment will be authorized to employ tens of thousands of 
men, and each man so employed will have an income on 
which he can support his dependents. The sooner those 
bills become law the sooner will those millions of dollars 
begin to relieve unemployment through construction projects 
scattered through the whole Nation. 

While this controversy about relief has raged these highly 
important projects for relief of unemployment have been 
retarded days and weeks. For instance, the Interior De- 
partment appropriation bill, which passed the House De- 
cember 12 and was reported to the Senate December 16, 
becoming involved in the legislative deadlock over relief 
measures, has only to-day been sent to the President for 
his approval, carrying $19,000,000 immediately available for 
construction purposes in numerous communities that sorely 
need the employment, not including $15,000,000 additional 
for Boulder Dam. While the controversy has raged so 
hotly about other forms of relief these appropriations of 
$346,000,000 in the nine regular appropriation bills that 
will relieve through opportunities for employment have 
had to wait. 

The President set up in the Department of Commerce 
under the direction of Col. Arthur Wood an effective na- 
tional agency to cooperate with State and local authorities 
in providing and securing employment. 

Congress sent to the President yesterday the Elliott bill 
expanding the Federal public-building program and in- 
creasing the limitations on the amount available the coming 
year. 

I have made these hurried references to the things which 
have been done by the administration and by Congress for 
relief of unemployment along the lines urged by the Presi- 
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dent in his message to Congress in December. Let me now 
address myself to the other disaster problem—relief for the 
drought-stricken areas. In his message of December 2 the 
President urged: 

In order that the Government may meet its full obligation to- 
ward our countrymen in distress through no fault of their own, I 
recommend that an appropriation should be made to the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture to be loaned for the purpose of seed and feed 
for animals. Its application should, as hitherto in such loans, be 
limited to a gross amount to any one individual and secured upon 
the crop. The Red Cross can relieve the cases of individual dis- 
tress by the sympathetic assistance of our people. 

In accordance with that recommendation, Congress passed 
an act, approved December 20, authorizing an appropria- 
tion, which was made available January 15, of $45,000,000 
for the relief of farmers in the drought and storm stricken 
areas in the United States. The expenditure of this sum is 
available for advances or loans to such farmers— 

For the purchase of seed for suitable crops, fertilizers, feed for 
work stock and/or fuel or oil for tractors used for crop produc- 
tion, a first lien on such crops being taken as security for such 
loan. 

Some relief measures have been passed by Congress to 
meet similar emergencies in the past, and such aid has been 
found very helpful in the agricultural and financial rehabili- 
tation of stricken areas. The farmer who through this loan 
can make his crop has improved credit at the supply houses 
for other needs as well. Past experience shows that such 
loans are very generally repaid to the Government. The 
transaction, therefore, is a matter of extended credit upon 
liberal terms to areas where the normal credit system has 
broken down rather than any act of charity. The Secretary 
of Agriculture is actively administering this fund and ad- 
vises Congress that, in his judgment, the amount appro- 
priated is sufficient to accomplish the purposes intended. 

In the first deficiency bill, which became law February 6, 
there is included an appropriation of $2,000,000 for rural 
sanitation, including the purchase and distribution of medi- 
cal supplies in the drought-stricken areas. This appropria- 
tion is to be expended by the Surgeon General of the United 
States Public Health Service in cooperation with States, 
counties, and municipalities, “ due consideration being given 
to State and local economic conditions and human needs.” 
The purpose of this appropriation is to make certain ample 
cooperation in protecting the health of the stricken areas, 
guarding against the dangers of typhoid, pellagra, and mal- 
nutrition. The medical service rendered thereunder by the 
Federal Government in cooperation with States or commu- 
nities is not the furnishing of medical care to individuals, 
but is rather the furnishing of advice in sanitation, and so 
forth, to communities. Here is an enlightened and generous 
provision for the exercise of proper governmental functions 
for the preservation of the public health. Under this appro- 
priation Surgeon General Cumming has himself been in the 
drought areas the past week making arrangements for this 
important work. 

All of these things have been done without serious con- 
troversy, and the program, which I have not at all ade- 
quately pictured, is one which demonstrates the sympathetic 
and able leadership of the President, the willingness and 
understanding of Congress. The most acute controversy in 
Congress has revolved about the question as to whether the 
Federal Government should make a considerable appropria- 
tion of money for the purpose of furnishing food and other 
supplies free to those in need by reason of the drought or 
by reason of unemployment. 

When the Interior Department appropriation bill was 
under consideration in the Senate an amendment was incor- 
porated saying that $25,000,000 should be made available for 
expenditure by the American National Red Cross— 


For the purpose of supplying food, medicine, medical aid, and 
other essentials to afford adequate human relief in the present 
national emergency to persons otherwise unable to procure the 
same. 


Naturally any expenditure for relief of human needs in a 
great emergency strikes a responsive cord in the hearts of 


the generous American, in official station, or otherwise. It 
soon developed, however, that the American National Red 
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Cross did not desire such an appropriation, and did not feel 
it could accept it if tendered to them. Judge John Barton 
Payne, chairman of the American National Red Cross, form- 
erly Secretary of the Interior under President Wilson, urged 
before the House Committee on Appropriations that— 

The public will not go into partnership with Congress in the 
matter of giving relief. If the Red Cross were forced to go to Con- 
gress to get its funds, it could not successfully collect funds by 
voluntary subscription, and it would speedily cease to be an 
effective organization. 

Judge Payne gave it as his deliberate judgment that such 
an appropriation by Congress for charitable work among our 
people “ would to a large extent destroy voluntary giving to 
any agency, not merely the Red Cross, but to any agency.” 
He states that such an appropriation from the Federal 
Treasury for their use would paralyze the drive the Red 
Cross is, in accordance with custom, making for private sub- 
scriptions for relief purposes. He further said: 

I think the American people are the most generous people in the 
world, but they must be given a clear field. I know that in this 
present campaign of ours splendid men, liberal givers, have insisted 
that if we accept an appropriation from the Government, we must 
return their contribution. That is true to such an extent that in 
St. Louis and Kansas City the chairmen of the Red Cross chapters 
have announced publicly, because they could not otherwise get 
subscriptions, that if the Red Cross accepted this appropriation 
from the Government, all contributions will be returned. 

The resolution unanimously adopted by the central com- 
mittee of the Red Cross stated that— 

It is the sense of the central committee that the Red Cross is 
in a position adequately to complete the task it has undertaken 
in the drought-stricken areas, and it hereby assumes the responsi- 
bility of completing said task without public appropriation. 

Judge Payne gave Congress this definite pledge on Mon- 
day, January 28: 

The Red Cross has pledged itself to finance this job, and it has 


funds enough to do it if it costs three times as much as you think 
it will cost. 


This pledge had to do with the charitable relief of human 
distress in the drought areas. As to the relief of distress 
through charitable distribution in the cities resulting from 
unemployment, he stated the Red Cross was not operating in 
extending aid for unemployment in the cities, that no city 
had asked aid from the Red Cross, that 360 cities are organ- 
ized with Community Chests, that local agencies are han- 
dling the situation more efficiently and more effectively than 
the Red Cross could do it with Federal funds, and that for 
the Red Cross to go into those cities with Federal funds 
would mean not the supplementing of existing relief but 
substituting Federal appropriations for practically all private 
or municipal charities. Upon this presentation of the facts 
of the situation, the House of Representatives on January 30, 
after a full debate, in which the freest opportunity was 
afforded for the offering of any substitute propositions and 
for record votes thereon, overwhelmingly voted against any 
appropriation from the Federal Treasury for works of 
charity, and has steadily adhered to that position. 

It has been urged that Congress has made appropriations 
for charitable relief in great emergencies in foreign lands. 
It is to be remembered that whenever we have voted such 
appropriation of Federal funds in the past for relief of dis- 
tress abroad, governmental agencies were broken down and 
society disorganized either through war or other disaster. 

That is not the case in the United States to-day. Further, 
by those contributions of Federal funds to relieve foreign 
populations we did not in any way endanger the existence 
of the American National Red Cross or other highly valuable 
charitable agencies in this country. On the other hand, 
such funds coming from the Treasury would be more em- 
phatic as an expression of international friendship than 
would any private subscription. 

The instance most often referred to in regard to such an 
appropriation for foreign relief is that of $100,000,000 soon 
after the World War. Many seem to have forgotten that 
not only were the conditions of governmental demoraliza- 
tion outstanding at that time in the nations relieved but 
that the expenditure was principally a loan rather than a 
gift. Of the $100,000,000 appropriated, approximately $84,- 
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000,000 was covered by obligations of European governments 
for repayment, $5,000,000 was unexpended, and only about 
$11,000,000 went as a gift. This $11,000,000 was chiefly used 
in the feeding of about 6,000,000 war orphans gathered to- 
gether in great camps. Furthermore, the appropriation 
was handled by the United States Grain Corporation as 
agent of the American Relief Administration and was of 
substantial aid in providing additional markets for Ameri- 
can products in a time of severe price depression. 

Mention is also made of the alleged appropriation of 
$20,000,000 for the benefit of Soviet Russia. The fact is, 
about $19,000,000 of money of the United States was appro- 
priated which was matched by $20,000,000 in gold by the 
Soviet Government, and the President raised from private 
sources in this country about $38,000,000 more. The Rus- 
sian Government and other agencies assumed the expense 
of distribution, thus leaving substantially the entire pro- 
ceeds of about $77,000,000, of which only $19,000,000 was 
from the Federal Treasury, to be expended in this country 
at a time when the price of American farm produce was 
very low and the American farmer was aided by this 
transaction. 

To keep a correct understanding of the situation it is in 
short to be remembered that an appropriation from the 
Federal Treasury for charitable distribution of food and 
other supplies to our own people has been opposed not 
through lack of sympathy for the needs of our people but 
through a belief that those needs can be and are adequately 
met through other agencies in this country, and that for the 
Federal Government to undertake a policy of such free dis- 
tribution of food and supplies would not only threaten the 
existence of the Red Cross and other great relief agencies 
in this country, an eventuality that I think no one could 
contemplate without great misgivings, but would commit this 
Government to practically a sole responsibility for such re- 
lief measures and launch us into the dole system, from which 
no country once committed finds it easy to withdraw. At- 
tacks upon the President have been at times vitriolic, but 
so were attacks upon Washington, Lincoln, and every Presi- 
dent who stood firm in any great national emergency. 
This statement of the President February 4 stated the 
fundamentals of the question as they appeared to him: 

This is not an issue as to whether people shall go hungry or 
cold in the United States. It is solely a question of the best 
method by which hunger and cold shall be prevented. It is a 
question as to whether the American people on one hand will 
maintain the spirit of charity and mutual self-help through 
voluntary giving and the responsibility of local government as 
distinguished on the other hand from appropriations out of the 
Federal Treasury for such purposes. My own conviction is strongly 
that if we break down this sense of responsibility of individual 
generosity to individual and mutual self-help in the country in 
times of national difficulty and if we start appropriations of this 
character, we have not only impaired something infinitely valu- 
able in the life of the American people but have struck at the 
roots of self-government. s 

Once this has happened it is not the cost of a few score millions, 
but we are faced with the abyss of reliance in future upon Govern- 
ment charity in some form or other. The money involved is, 
indeed, the least of the costs to American ideals and American 
institutions. 

And there is a practical problem in all this. The help being daily 
extended by neighbors, by local and national agencies, by munici- 
palities, by industry, and a great multitude of organizations 
throughout the country to-day is many times any appropriation 
yet proposed. The opening of the doors of the Federal Treasury 


is likely to stifle this giving and thus destroy far more resources 


than the proposed charity from the Federal Government. 

The basis of successful relief in national distress is to mobilize 
and organize the infinite number of agencies of self-help in the 
community. That has been the American way of relieving distress 
among our own people and the country is successfully meeting its 
problem in the American way to-day. 

I have, indeed, spent much of my life in fighting hardship and 
starvation both abroad and in the Southern States. I do not feel 
that I should be charged with lack of human sympathy for those 
who suffer, but I recall that in all the organizations with which 
I haye been connected over these many years the foundation has 
been to summon the maximum of self-help. I am proud to have 
sought the help of Congress in the past for nations who were so 
disorganized by war and anarchy that self-help was impossible. 
But even these appropriations were but a tithe of that which was 
coincidently mobilized from the public charity of the United States 
and foreign countries. There is no such paralysis in the United 
States and I am confident that our people have the resources, the 
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initiative, the courage, the stamina, and kindliness of spirit to 
meet this situation in the way they have met their problems over 
generations, 


I will accredit to those who advocate Federal charity a natural 
anxiety for the people of their States. I am willing to pledge 
myself that if the time should ever come that the voluntary 
agencies of the country, together with the local and State govern- 
ments are unable to find resources with which to prevent hunger 
and suffering in my country, I will ask the aid ote every resource 
of the Federal Government, because I would no more see starva- 
tion amongst our countrymen than would any Senator or Con- 
gressman. I have the faith in the American people that such a 
day will not come. 

The cities have made no call for Red Cross or Federal 
relief. The Red Cross is adequately carrying forward the 
needs for any charitable distribution of food and other sup- 
plies in the drought areas. In considering the adequacy of 
the relief given by the Red Cross in such areas it is well to 
understand the Red Cross system. In each county affected 
is a chapter of the Red Cross organized, officered, and con- 
ducted by local people of standing. That chapter exhausts 
its own resources before it calls upon the national organiza- 
tion for help. Every such call upon the national organiza- 
tion from any chapter anywhere in the United States has 
been met 100 per cent. The character and extent of the 
relief to be afforded is not determined by the national or- 
ganization, but is determined by the local chapter whose 
Officials are in close contact with the needs of the individuals 
to be relieved. There is abundant and convincing testimony 
that wherever needy persons have been located and would 
accept relief, such relief has been given them sufficient to 
maintain them in the standard to which they have been ac- 
customed to maintain themselves. Such is the adequacy of 
the relief through the Red Cross and private agencies for 
food, clothing, and medical care. 

With this deadlock between the President and the House 
on one side and the Senate on the other over the question of 
further relief holding up the whole legislative business of 
the Nation, a compromise was imperative and sensible. 
Through consultation with the President and with Senator 
Rosinson a further relief item was agreed upon which has 
proven to be the key to the deadlock. This paragraph was 
accepted by the Senate and House conferees on the in- 
terior bill to-day, has been approved by the Senate, and 
soon will be by the House. This paragraph provides a new 
appropriation of $20,000,000 which may be used by the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture to make advances or loans for the 
purpose of assisting in forming local agricultural credit co- 
operatives, livestock loan companies or like organizations, or 
increasing the capital stock of such corporations as are 
qualified to do business with Federal intermediate credit 
banks, and also to make advances to farmers for crop pro- 
duction and for further agricultural rehabilitation. Such 
loans to a farmer may, of course, be used for any purpose 
pertaining to crop production or agricultural rehabilitation. 

It is a loan and not an act of charity and not contrary 
to the principles enumerated by the President in his mes- 
sage of December 2 and his attitude since that time as 
indorsed by the House. 

This provision rounds out and completes a vast national 
relief program, in which the Federal Government has taken 
the leadership and a great part, but is cooperating with and 
not interfering with the efforts of State and local govern- 
ments and the generous giving of our citizens through effi- 
cient existing organizations. It is my sincere hope that the 
agreement thus reached does pave the way to rapid dispo- 
sition of the important legislation now before Congress, and 
that the adjournment of Congress on the 4th of March may 
be continued until its next regular session the first Monday 
in December without the intervention of any special session 
to disturb our economic program while we wait with hope 
the coming of the harvests of another year and the return of 
prosperity to our factories and our farms. 

I move the previous question, Mr. Speaker. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Cramron, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the conference report was agreed to was laid 
on the table, 
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DROUGHT RELIEF—EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. FULLER. Mr, Speaker, the only issue involved is 
the conference report on the drought-relief amendment. 
Last fall the President called a meeting of the governors 
of the drought States and they agreed upon a program of 
loaning $60,000,000 to the farmers in the areas affected. 
This character of a bill passed the Senate, but when it came 
to the House it was reduced to $30,000,000, but through a 
conference agreement it was passed, carrying $45,000,000. 
This measure was not what we wanted but the best ob- 
tainable. It provided only for seed, fertilizer, oil and gas 
for tractors, and feed for work animals. So much red tape 
was attached to it by the Secretary of Agriculture that it is 
of very little service to those seeking relief. It was then 
that the Senate attached a rider to a general appropriation 
bill providing that $25,000,000 should be appropriated and 
delivered to the Red Cross for food, clothing, and medicine 
for the unemployed and those in the drought-stricken areas. 
This measure was bitterly opposed by the President and 
overwhelmingly defeated by his followers in the House. 
During the fight the Red Cross refused to accept the money, 
if appropriated. 

Realizing that no relief was in sight because of the oppo- 
sition of the President and the overwhelming majority of 
the Republicans in the House, the Senate agreed upon the 
compromise now being considered, providing for $20,000,000 
to be used in the drought-stricken areas of the United States. 
Under the terms of this compromise $5,000,000 is to be 
loaned as capital stock to parties desiring to organize inter- 
mediate credit banks for the purpose of loaning money to 
farmers in the interest of agriculture. The purpose of this 
item is to build up rural credit, to loan money to farmers 
at a low rate of interest, to buy stock and feed for stock, to 
make crops, and make loans on other farm properties. If 
properly administered, it should enable the farmers to ad- 
vance, to borrow money at a low rate of interest, and meet 
a much-needed rural-credit demand. The other $15,000,000 
is to be loaned to farmers for rehabilitation, for the pur- 
pose of making crops, and buying food for families and 
feed for all livestock. It is stated by the President and by 
the Secretary of Agriculture that it will be construed 
“ fairly and sympathetically,” and under the terms and pro- 
visions of this compromise farmers should be able to borrow 
a sufficient amount to buy food, clothing, and medicine 
for their families, feed and other necessary things to enable 
them to grow a crop. 

While this measure may not go as far as some would 
desire, still at the same time it is much more than we origi- 
nally asked. It is extending credit and not charity. The 
Red Cross is presumed to take care of those unable to borrow 
money by mortgaging their crops or by furnishing other 
security. The average American farmer in the drought area 
is not looking for charity; he is looking to this Government 
to assist him by loaning him money at a low rate of interest 
and giving him an opportunity to repay the same. The 
people of Arkansas have never sought charity. They have 
only asked for an opportunity to work and make an honest 
living. This is the first time in history the Red Cross has 
been called upon to help the rural communities in my dis- 
trict, except in a few instances of cyclones. We are a 
proud people, and this charity has been accepted only as 
a last resort, and then with flushed faces and tear-stained 
cheeks. 

We can not comprehend how any one can seriously con- 
tend that this compromise is a “surrender.” As a matter 
of fact, we had nothing to surrender. I think all realize 
that the President and the overwhelming Republican ma- 
jority in the House would never have permitted, during this 
session, a measure to become a law which was donating 
money to feed the poor and distressed. It is probably true 
that the Senate could have successfully refused to pass the 
appropriation bills and thus forced a special session of Con- 
gress. In that event the special session would not have been 
called until June, too late to be of any service to the dis- 
tressed in the agricultural communities. No statesman was | 
ever able to get all he desired, or accomplish every task; it 
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takes broad-minded men, who have vision, leadership, and 
the interest of their constituency at heart, to be able to 
compromise. Instead of a surrender this so-called com- 
promise is a most wonderful victory in behalf of the drought 
sufferers. Arkansas will ever hold in grateful remembrance 
the fight of its distinguished Senators. It was solely by 
reason of the fight made in Congress by the Senators and 
Representatives from the drought areas that the Red Cross 
was brought to a realization that at least $10,000,000 more 
was needed to take care of the situation. The criticism that 
this compromise constitutes a surrender is comparable to the 
act of a pauper relinquishing his rights to a crown. I am 
still of the opinion, as expressed on the floor of this House 
on January 30, that this Government should have made an 
appropriation to purchase food, medicine, and clothing to 
relieve the distressed and hungry, but since I realize it is 
impossible to obtain that relief in time to save the situation, 
we should accept this compromise. 

The Red Cross has once more demonstrated that it is not 
only an administering angel of mercy but it is meeting the 
situation to a most remarkable degree. Too much credit 
can not be given this worthy organization. 

In a recent news item I read an account of a Dr. D. E. 
Cleveland, of South Dakota, having gone to Arkansas and 
dressed as a farmer went from house to house, from locality 
to locality, to learn the true situation; he returned home 
and caused 20 cars of produce and feed to be shipped to the 
State of Arkansas, including four cars of chickens to be dis- 
tributed for rehabilitation purposes. This follower of the 
Lowly Nazarene, as well as the great people of South Dakota, 
Iowa, Nebraska, Minnesota, Montana, Kansas, Colorado, 
Michigan, and numerous other States, who have sent car- 
loads upon carloads of produce, feed, and clothing into Ar- 
kansas for relief, will ever be remembered by a grateful and 
appreciative people. 

They have demonstrated that there is no North or South, 
no East or West, and that the Mason and Dixon Line is 
no longer considered when American citizens are hungry 
and in distress. May these big-hearted Americans live long 
in this land they love, surrounded with plenty and their 
loved ones. And when at last the fires of life grow dim 
and they enter the deepening dusk, after many, many happy 
years, may the memory of their wonderful deeds of charity— 
of doing unto others as they would have others do unto 
them—fill their souls with peace and perfect joy. They have 
erected in the hearts of the people of Arkansas a monument 
that towers higher and will last longer than one built of 
marble or granite. In years to come their praise will be sung 
by children of Arkansas, yet unborn. 


RURAL-ROAD RELIEF 


My greatest regret in regard to this relief matter is that 
we were not able, as originally contemplated, to borrow 
money from the Federal Government, to be repaid over a 
period of years, for the purpose of building rural and post 
roads not now on the State and Federal systems. At the 
convening of Congress we understood that this was in the 
relief program. In fact, the representative of the President, 
who came to Arkansas to ascertain the situation, assured us 
of this; and based upon that understanding I introduced a 
bill for this special relief. This kind of an appropriation 
would have built up the communities and given us farm-to- 
market roads in the rural communities, and it would have 
enabled the poor man back in the country district to have 
worked and thus avoided the necessity of charity. It would 
have enabled him to purchase the necessities of life, to make 
a crop without borrowing, and the humiliation of accepting 
charity. 

For years I have been advocating aid from the Federal and 
State Governments to rural post roads, likewise known as 
farm-to-market roads. If we expect to build our counties 
to a higher standard, we must help those who are most - 
in need. The building of these roads create a greater desire 
for rural life, allows rural mail service, often not obtainable, 
and better market facilities. In my opinion it is only a short 
time until this relief will be granted. 
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Mr. GLOVER. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, 
we have heard much lately with reference to the drought of 
last year and the condition that it left our people in. The 
reports all show that the worst of this drought was in the 
good State of Arkansas, my native State. No one could 
describe to you in the short time allotted to me the horrible 
condition that has prevailed there. Arkansas is largely an 
agricultural State. We have never known before as we do 
now what it means to lose an entire crop or almost so. 

We have around 2,000,000 of people in Arkansas that had 
not known before what a bread line really meant, and as 
many of them have seen in the last three months, nor did 
they ever expect to see this condition in this good State. 
The condition was brought on without fault of theirs by 
the parching sun which burned up their crops and left them 
with nothing as a yield for their year’s work. No braver or 
more courageous people ever lived anywhere than live in 
this great State. They carried on by themselves as long as 
it was possible to do before calling for aid from the Red 
Cross or any other agency. If there had not been so many 
bank failures, they could have carried on longer without 
outside aid. We have had 146 bank failures in our State, 
partly caused by the drought. Seventy-six millions of dol- 
lars was loaned by the banks in Arkansas to make or attempt 
to make the crop of last year. With no crops made, of 
course, they could not collect and many of them failed, and 
those that did not fail, of course, were in no position to 
make loans for another crop. When this condition prevailed 
and our people had to have relief a call was made upon the 
Red Cross and they quickly responded. You who have 
listened to the many appeals we as Representatives of that 
State have made possibly thought that we were overdraw- 
ing the picture, but not so. The half has never yet been 
told. Many have gone hungry when their pride kept them 
from accepting anything from the Red Cross. They should 
not have taken this view of it, for that is the purpose of the 
Red Cross, and many of those who have received some aid 
from it have been contributors to this fund in the past and 
will continue to be in the future when they are restored to a 
normal condition and can do so. 

Let us review the efforts made to get relief by acts of 
Congress. The Senate passed a bill appropriating $60,000,- 
000 for relief to be loaned to the farmer for the purpose of 
enabling him to help himself. When this bill came to the 
House and was sent to a committee, the committee reported 
it back with amendments cutting it to $30,000,000 and 
limiting the use to which it could be put. One of its limita- 
tions was that the loan could only be used to buy seed, fer- 
tilizer, fuel oil for tractors, and feed for work stock. This 
bill was then passed and the bill went to conference and the 
conferrees agreed upon the sum of $45,000,000 and that be- 
came a law. The mistake in this bill was placing a limita- 
tion on what the money borrowed should be used for and 
prohibiting it from being used to buy food. Many persons 
could not accept this loan because they had to provide 
food for their families. I voted for the farmer to use 
this money as he saw fit. Knowing this would not give 
entire relief, the next relief proposed was to aid the Red 
Cross to take care of the great task that was before them. 
They first reported that they had $4,500,000 to give relief 
with. I said on the floor of this House some time ago that 
this amount would be needed in Arkansas alone, and time 
has proven that I was right in my contention. It was then 
proposed to vote $15,000,000 aid to the Red Cross and let 
them distribute it. 

The party in power disapproved this measure and voted 
it down. I voted for it and would do so again. 

When this was voted down some relief had to be enacted. 
An amendment was placed on the bill appropriating $25,- 
000,000 to the Red Cross to be administered by them in giv- 
ing the necessary relief to those in need and this was 
. declined by the party in power and by the Red Cross. I 
voted for it because I knew the dire distress my people were 
in and that they must have relief. The next move then made 
-for relief was an amendment placed on the interior bill mak- 
ing an appropriation of $20,000,000 to be loaned to the farmer 
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to buy food, clothing, and other things necessary to the 
making of a crop. This proposition has been agreed upon 
by the conferees and should be adopted by both houses 
The Legislature of Arkansas has just passed a bill which 
has been signed by Governor Parnell, of Arkansas, which 


gives $1,500,000 more relief. We hope with all these meas- ` 


ures passed that they will give the much-needed relief. 

From this experience we should never forget that agri- 
culture is the basis of all our wealth, and we should see to 
it that everything that can be done is done for agriculture. 

The Red Cross has done a work in Arkansas that will 
justify its existence forever. It is my prediction that when 
Arkansas people get back on their feet and make a good crop 
that the Red Cross will soon have contributed back to it 
every dollar and more than it has so wisely expended there 
to relieve the distress in this time of need. As stated by the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Fort] in his speech over 
the radio, Arkansas has always been found taking her place 
for the defense of this great Nation. I want to take this 
opportunity to thank the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
Fort] for the nice things he said in his address of Arkansas 
and her people, and, on behalf of my people, I not only 
want to thank him but I desire to say to him that Arkansas 
and all her people will ever have a warm place in their 
hearts for him. 

We do hope that the Red Cross will not make the mistake 
of withdrawing aid to those that they are now furnishing 
in the drought district until they can care for themselves. 
It has been reported in the press that aid would be with- 
drawn about the ist of March. If this should be done, 
many who can not help themselves by getting a loan will 
suffer for want of food. We hope that the Red Cross will 
continue their good work in Arkansas and other drought- 
stricken areas and see that no one suffers for food. 

Mr. SANDERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker and Members of the 
House, a showman once had over the door of the main tent 
the words, “All sorts of turning and twisting done in here.” 
These words would be appropriate over the door of the 
White House and over the door leading into the office of the 
Secretary of Agriculture, Arthur Mastick Hyde. It has been 
two months to-day since Congress passed the bill appro- 
priating $45,000,000 for the relief of the drought areas in 
21 States of this Nation. 

It is entirely appropriate to consider how that has 
“worked ” up to this time before referring to the matter of 
$20,000,000 additional appropriation now under considera- 
tion. It is interesting to note just here that when the 
drought-relief committees representing 21 States made their 
reports to the Secretary of Agriculture on October 20, 1930, 
at which time the National Association of Commissioners 
of Agriculture held its annual meeting in the city of Wash- 
ington, it was the judgment of all, including the Secretary 
of Agriculture, that $60,000,000 was the minimum amount 
which should be appropriated to take care of the situation. 

Had not the President of the United States changed his 
mind and repudiated the work of his committee and had 
not the Secretary of Agriculture sneezed when the President 
took snuff and acquiesced in this change of mind on the 
part of the President, we would have been saved two months 
of wrangling here, and not only would we have been saved 
this time, but we would have been saved much money as 
a result of this wrangling, and many people would have been 
spared much suffering. This time so wasted could have 
been devoted to many pressing and important matters of 
legislation which will never be reached during this session 
of Congress because under the law we must quit on the 
4th of March. This but shows the inefficiency of the Re- 
publican Party and its incapacity to function in the interest 
of the people. That party has a majority of 104 in this 
House, and therefore the Democrats can not initiate and 
pass legislation. 

The result of the change of mind on the part of the admin- 
istration has been the appropriation of $68,000,000, which is 
$8,000,000 in excess of the amount called for in the original 
report. The $45,000,000 appropriated was left to the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture to lend under such rules and regulations 
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as he may prescribe. The Secretary of Agriculture has been 
quoted as saying that of this forty-five million appropriated, 
not more than twenty million would ever reach the farmers. 
I do not know whether the Secretary of Agriculture made 
that statement, but I think in view of the red-tape rules he 
has prescribed that the estimate is about correct. In fact, I 
very much doubt that twenty millions of the forty-five mil- 
lions is used owing to the rules the Secretary of Agriculture 
has prescribed. I have received from the Department of 
Agriculture an application loan blank and their rules and 
regulations. It required a very large envelope to bring this 
“ mess of literature” tome. There are nine of these delight- 
ful sheets. The first is labeled “ St. L. Form No. 1,” and com- 
prises nearly four printed pages. It is dated December 30, 
1930, which shows that it took 15 days to prepare it, as the 
bill was passed on December 15, 1930. It quotes the resolu- 
tion passed by Congress, and then sets forth in considerable 
detail how loans may be made and contains the astounding 
statement: “Applicants must agree to use seed and methods 
approved by the Department of Agriculture, through its local 
representatives.” Thus we behold bureaucracy run wild. 

The astounding policy of the administration in dictating 
to the poor farmer just how he should farm. The next sheet 
in this aggregation of papers is labeled “ St. L. Form No. 8,” 
contains nearly four pages of small type, is dated December 
30, 1930, and is signed by T. Weed Harvey, administrative 
officer in charge. This is a very illuminative document. 
The application blank is enough to give one a chill. While 
the instruction sheet quotes the law and the penalty, the 
Secretary of Agriculture is not content with that but in 
bold type at the top of the application he quotes the law 
again and lets the farmer know that if he makes any false 
representation for the purpose of obtaining a loan, “ he shall 
be punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000 or by imprison- 
ment not exceeding six months, or both.” He must give a 
long, itemized statement of how many acres he is to put in 
corn, the amount of money to be expended for such purpose, 
and make a like list of everything he plants and the amount 
of money to be used therefor, and, of course, he is limited 
in the amount for these various items. And after he fills 
out this long, itemized list there are a lot of blank lines pre- 
ceded by these words: “State purposes and amounts for 
each.” This application is accompanied by a promissory 
note printed on yellow—very appropriate—paper, a chattel 
mortgage, and a voucher form, in which he must tell his 
age, whether single or married, the number of children at 
home, and of these children he must state how many are 
sons over 12 years of age and how many sons and daughters 
under 12 years of age. He is required to give the size of his 
farm and must state whether he applied for a seed loan in 
1929 or in 1930, and, if he did, he must further state whether 
he has paid it. He must list his mortgages and then he is 
advised that he can not get a loan unless all other mort- 
gagors waive their rights. The Government must have the 
first lien, even though it may not be in the full amount 
which the capacity of the crop would stand. 

If he gets this money, then he has cash for seed and 
fertilizer but nothing with which to buy food. And with 
his property all tied up by a first mortgage to the Govern- 
ment, how is he to purchase food for his family? The 
farmer has to certify that “because of encumbrances on 
my real estate and personal property and lack of funds, 
I am unable to procure help from any other source.” If 
he is a tenant, the landlord has to waive his lien. After 
he has made his application, which is as complex and in- 
tricate as making out an income-tax report, and sworn to 
it, then a community committee has to pass upon it, and 
then it goes to a county committee to be passed upon again. 
Then, after the county committee passes upon it, they must 
answer the question, “ What is his general reputation? ” 
If the farmer is not dead from starvation or fright by this 
time, then the application must go to either Washington 
or Memphis for approval, where once more the applicant’s 
entire affairs are looked over and approved by some swivel- 
chair bureaucrat who does not know any more about farm- 
ing than a hog knows about the plan of salvation. Nat- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


4981 


urally, all of this red tape has defeated the very purpose 
of the law. Some farmers in Kentucky have represented 
that the interest charges on a loan for $50 amounts to 21 
per cent; that on a loan for $100 it amounts to 12.8. The 
interest is taken out of the principal and the borrower 
must pay interest almost a year in advance. On account 
of the red tape attached to the former appropriation, only 
22 farmers out of 5,500 farmers at Marianna, Ark., could 
qualify for a loan. From Forrest City, Ark., comes the in- 
formation through the newspapers that only a few farmers 
can offer acceptable collateral; that others who have col- 
lateral to offer can not avail themselves of the loan because 
they have nothing left to put up for food for themselves 
and starving family. 

Now, inasmuch as the Secretary of Agriculture, who is an 
enemy of the farmer and a friend to big business, has so 
hamstrung the $45,000,000 appropriation with red tape as 
to make assistance to the people who need it practically 
impossible, I can not get up much enthusiasm for this 
$20,000,000 appropriation now under consideration in this 
conference report. A negro was in jail awaiting the time 
of his execution for a capital offense. Under the law the 
means of transportation for such an occasion was the use 
of a good stout rope. Just before the hanging date the 
legislature amended the law, providing that one may be 
electrocuted in preference to being hanged. This informa- 
tion was immediately conveyed to the negro by the sheriff, 
who notified the negro he could have his choice. The negro 
scratched his head and said, “ Boss, I can’t get up much 
enthusiasm for either one.” So I repeat that, in view of 
the action taken by the Secretary of Agriculture, realizing 
that this report is virtually the same as the forty-five mil- 
lion appropriation, I think it should be defeated and that 
this Congress should pass a sane and sensible law and not 
be told in advance the interpretation that Congress intends. 
The Secretary of Agriculture has said that if this report 
passes he will administer it “ sympathetically.” If he means 
that he will give it the same “ sympathetic interpretation ” 
that he gave to the forty-five million appropriation, then 
God help the poor, unfortunate people who are starving. 
This report provides for loans to be made on security. The 
people who are able to give security can get the money from 
the bankers and do not have to depend upon the Govèrn- 
ment. This only helps those who can give security. Those 
who need it most can get nothing. The tenant farmer, who 
needs help most of all, can get nothing under this legisla- 
tion. In a crisis like this it is the duty of the Government 
to protect the lives of its people. 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. LAGUARDIA] voiced 
my sentiments when he said: 

The highest duty of government is the preservation of life. 
The farmers and unemployed have asked for bread and we have 
given them a revised statute. 

It is evident that if these destitute people were able to 
give security, they would not be destitute. Why pass them 
by as did the Levite the unfortunate man who was going 
down from Jerusalem to Jericho? Not much wonder that 
this Capitol was visited by the reds a few day ago. The 
tyranny of wealth makes the anarchy of poverty. The way 
to keep down the reds and communism is to administer 
this Government so that every citizen may realize that he is 
not being discriminated against, that he is getting a square 
deal, and then he will honor the Government, which, when 
properly administered, is the greatest that ever rose to bless _ 
a peoples’ hopes or animate the aspirations of mankind. 
With all respect to our President, his attitude, to me is 
unfathomable. I thought that everybody in the United 
States who can read knew about the deplorable conditions 
not only in the designated drought areas but throughout 
the entire country. And yet he has ignored the reports of 
the drought committees and the members of his own party 
and sent an agent down in Arkansas recently to investigate 
the conditions. The newspapers said that agent of the 
President flew there in an airplane. In about four days 
that great “sympathetic” agent was back in Washington 
and reported the Red Cross taking care of the situation. 
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That report is at variance with all other reports and with 
the facts. Evidently that agent acknowledges but little al- 
legiance to the truth. 

Will Rogers, the great comedian and humanitarian, in 
speaking of the President’s agent, said the conditions down 
there were so deplorable that a blind man could see it. I 
suppose it was giving the matter sympathetic consideration 
by viewing it from an airplane. Why all this talk about a 
dole? That plea has never been invoked before in all of 
our history as a nation, and during our national existence 
our Government has extended aid in times of calamity and 
distress more than one hundred times—not only in this 
country but to foreign countries. Webster defines a dole as 
follows: That which is dealt out sparingly; a charitable 
gift of money or food.” This Government has not given 
anybody anything. It has only provided for a loan, and the 
only relation it has to Webster’s definition of a dole is the 
fact that it has been done “ sparingly.” A very regrettable 
thing in connection with this matter is that the Red Cross 


has suffered itself to be dragged into politics. It refused to | 


accept the Government money. Why? Politics alone. It 
came to the rescue of the President. In the first place, the 
claim that the Red Cross has never accepted Government 
money is not true, if my recollection is correct. My recol- 


lection is that it did accept money from the Government one | 


time during Taft’s administration. Then the Red Cross, 
through its chairman, the Hon. John Barton Payne, claimed 
they could not use supplies. Mr. Payne gave this as his 
reason for not accepting $500 worth of medicine which had 
been offered to the Red Cross by Mr. Howard Ambruster, of 
New York City. The fact is the Red Cross has on numerous 
occasions accepted supplies from the Government in the sum 
of $3,739,874.49. Supplies totaling that amount of money 
were turned over to the Red Cross by the War Department 
for relief purposes, which said supplies were furnished to the 
Red Cross on 25 different occasions. 

The fact is Mr. John Barton Payne should retire as the 
chairman of the Red Cross. In the past the Red Cross has 
done a splendid work, justly entitling it to the name, angel 
of mercy.” A man who will start it on a political mission 
has no business at its head. Let it come back to its old-time 
policy and humanitarian work, responsive at all times to 
that portion of our people, who, according to the beautiful 
lines of a minister of the Gospel, are begging for bread: 

Begging for bread—in a plentiful land. 
Begging for bread—with a trade in his hand. 


Sound as a dollar, in heart and in head, 
Ready for work, and yet—begging for bread. 
Begging for bread, but not begging alone; 
Now are they swollen to numbers unknown, 
Who weary the highways with heart-breaking tread, 
And swarm through our streets—begging for bread. 
Begging for bread—with such stores on our hands 
We could feed the unfed of all habitable lands; 
Food rotted to order—starvation widespread 
Organized waste—millions begging for bread. 

for bread—while the dividends still 
Choke the fat coffers and bulge Dives’ till. 
“Coming out parties” increasing their spread 
And blessed in the name who are—begging for bread. 
Chief of the Nation to-day on the air 
And all the big talkers—with language to spare, 
Urging the half poor, already well bled, 
To save our prosperity—begging for bread. 


Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, the act known as 
Public Resolution No. 112, approved December 20, 1930, pro- 
viding $45,000,000 for the purchase of seed, feed, and fer- 
tilizer in the drought area was inadequate. The statement 
of the National American Red Cross at the time of the pas- 
sage of the said act that it had from $4,500,000 to 85,000,000 
available to relieve human suffering in the drought area was 
-far from satisfactory. Both the Government and the Na- 
tional Red Cross made mistakes. The mistake of the Gov- 
ernment was intensified by the restrictions of the Secretary 
of Agriculture in the administration of drought-relief loans, 
and the position of the American Red Cross at the time of 
the passage of the said drought-relief measure showed very 
clearly that no comprehensive survey of drought-relief con- 
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ditions had been made and that adequate funds were not 
then in hand for the relief of human suffering. 

Conditions went from bad to worse. The Red Cross dis- 
covered and admitted its mistake by suddenly, early in 
January, announcing that a campaign for $10,000,000 would 
be immediately inaugurated for relief in the drought area. 
The Senate attached an amendment to H. R. 14675 making 
appropriations for the Department of the Interior for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, by appropriating $25,000,000 
to be disbursed by the American Red Cross. The House 
refused to agree to the amendment. The matter went to 
conference, and the pending amendment was agreed upon 
as a substitute for the original amendment proposed by 
the Senate. It has been termed a surrender. In my judg- 
ment it is a constructive compromise. 

Legislation is usually the result of conciliation and com- 
promise. The only hope of relief by the passage of the seed, 
feed, and fertilizer loan legislation was a liberal construc- 
tion and administration. This bill authorized“ the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture to administer the act and to make loans 
for such other purposes incident to crop production as he 
might prescribe. Similar loans have been made in previous 
years, and I am advised that they have been helpful in the 


| southeastern cotton States during the past three years. 


The administration heretofore was liberal. The debates, 
especially in the Senate, disclose that at the time the act 
authorizing the loan aggregating $45,000,000 was passed it 
was intended that the loans could be used for necessaries as 
I pointed out, as 
shown by my arguments on Monday, December 15, 1930, 
page 763 of the ConcressionaL Record, and on Wednesday, 
December 17, 1930, page 987 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
that neither the Government nor the American Red Cross 
had prepared to solve the problems of drought relief by 
the legislation for seed, feed, and fertilizer and by the funds 
then in the hands of the Red Cross for human suffering. 
My position has been vindicated. 

From the first I advocated that people in the drought area 
be given an opportunity to help themselves. I urged pro- 
duction loans and credits. I felt that the American Red 
Cross would provide for human suffering and I urged loans 
by the Government. My program was loans by the Govern- 
ment and donations by the American Red Cross. Both the 
Government and the Red Cross blundered. The Red Cross 
has corrected its mistake, and I advocate the passage of the 
conference report and the adoption of the compromise 
amendment to correct the blunder of Congress. The pend- 
ing amendment enlarges the scope of loans under the ap- 
propriation of $45,000,000, and in addition appropriates 
$20,000,000 in aid of drought relief. 

THE AMENDMENT 

The amendment under consideration in the conference 
report provides: 

First. The appropriation of $45,000,000 may be used for 
livestock as well as work stock. 

Second. An additional appropriation of $20,000,000 is made 
for the following purposes: (a) Advances or loans to indi- 
viduals to assist in forming agricultural-credit corporations 
or increasing the capital stock of such corporations; (b) 
advances or loans to farmers for crop production for the 
crop of 1931 and for agricultural rehabilitation. 

Third. All loans and advances shall be secured by liens on 
crops or by other security. 

DOLE 


The advocates of loans for crop production have never 
sought a dole. A dole was never contemplated. If a loan 
for feed for mules was justified, a loan for food for human 
beings is justified. Congress has shied the use of the word 
“food.” In the pending amendment a broader term is 
used, and while I admit that the legislation is not candid, I 
will not oppose it because in shying at the word “food” a 
more inclusive term is used. Advances or loans for crop 
production, in the very nature of the case, include food, 
medicine, and other necessaries for both man and stock. 
The labor of man is just as important as the labor of stock 
in the making of a crop. 
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I would advocate donations by the Federal Government 
whenever and wherever necessary to relieve human suffering. 
I believe, however, that all efforts of voluntary relief through 
the American Red Cross should be exhausted before dona- 
tions are made from the Federal Treasury. Voluntary gifts 
to relieve human suffering and distress are preferable to 
legislative donations, and in the interest of the common 
welfare should be encouraged and maintained. 

JUSTIFICATION 


It is admitted that there is both reason and precedent for 
Federal appropriations in great calamities. Congress has 
made such appropriations, beginning with 1804. The pur- 
pose is to relieve suffering that can not be provided for by 
local and State agencies. Such appropriations, when made 
in behalf of other countries, foster international good will. 
Friendly relations are thus promoted. The brain is fre- 
quently reached through the heart. I believe that Congress 
will more readily provide for suffering at home than for 
relief abroad. I have confidence in my colleagues. They are 
as sympathetic as Iam. The difficulty is to get them to un- 
derstand local needs and local conditions. In drought-relief 
legislation they are governed very largely by the reports and 
recommendations of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Federal donations have been made to alleviate distress 
caused by wars, floods, cyclones, and earthquakes. Serious 
droughts are unusual in the United States. There is not 
the appeal or the publicity in the distress in the drought 
areas that obtains in the case of war or floods. The effects 
come slowly, as the rainless days and nights follow in long 
succession. But the result is none the less real. The dam- 
age is none the less enormous. There is universal paralysis 
of economic life, and the paralysis is just as certain when 
it is slow as it is when it is sudden. 

I endeavored to emphasize, when the drought appropria- 
tion of $45,000,000 was passed in December, 1930, that it 
would not meet the needs. Congress undertook to provide 
for the most serious drought in history by passing with an 
increased appropriation the usual feed and seed loans that 
have heretofore been made to relieve conditions more or less 
local. I have always had doubt as to the efficacy of these 
loans. I am now convinced that if the legislation is rigidly 
construed and administered but little relief can result in 
the cotton-growing States. The tenant system exists. It 
can not be eradicated overnight. There is the present need. 
The purpose is to relieve and not to reform. Whenever and 
wherever there is justification for Federal loans out of the 
Treasury with security the loans should be ample and pro- 
vide for all necessaries in crop production. 

In the past 60 days, in the drought area in the Missis- 
sippi, and particularly in the Delta, the need for aid has 
been accentuated. The justification even for feed and seed 
loans by the Federal Government is that there are no 
sources of local credit. In the district that I represent the 
situation has become acute by the unprecedented number 
of bank failures during the month of December. Local 
credit is not available. Cotton is produced as a result of 
credit. The small farmer and the large planter borrow. 
They borrow from the merchant and from the local banks. 

As a result of the exceedingly low price and the short 
crop of 1930, both banks and merchants failed. The na- 
tional obligation for loans for crop production is now greater 
than ever. I urged 60 days ago that Congress should pro- 
vide for loans to assist in the organization of credit corpo- 
rations. The best way to help people in distress is to enable 
them to help themselves. The farmers of the drought area 
ask for loans. They do not plead for charity. The need 
and destitution in the drought area are comparable to the 
destruction following wars and floods. The United States 
must provide for the welfare of its own citizens whenever 
and wherever they are in dire distress. 

RELIEF FOR FOREIGN COUNTRIES 


I have had occasion to refer to the appropriation of $100,- 
000,000 for the relief of Europe on February 25, 1919, and to 
the appropriation of 820,000, 000 in behalf of Russia on De- 
cember 22,1921. I maintain that these loans and appropria- 
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tions are valid precedents for the pending compromise 
legislation. I know that Congress desires to do more for its 
own people than for the people of other lands. There must 
be no discrimination. It is well to keep in mind the facts 
in connection with these two appropriations. The Govern- 
ments of Europe had broken down following the World War. 
There was a surplus of food and feed crops in this country 
following the deflation of 1920. Markets were needed for 
American farmers. Approximately $84,000,000 of the $100,- 
000,000 appropriated in behalf of Europe in 1919 was cov- 
ered by the obligations of the European Governments for re- 
payment. Of the remainder, $5,000,000 was unexpended, 
and about $11,000,000 was a donation. 

The $11,000,000 was chiefly used in feeding about 6,000,000 
war orphans gathered in great camps. Moreover, the dona- 
tion, as well as the entire appropriation, was handled by the 
United States Grain Corporation. While alleviating human 
suffering, additional markets were provided for American 
products. 

Nineteen million dollars of the $20,000,000 appropriated 
in behalf of the suffering Russians in 1921 was matched by 
$20,000,000 in gold by the Soviet Government, and the Presi- 
dent of the United States raised from private sources in 
this country approximately $38,000,000 more. The entire 
amount, aggregating $77,000,000, was expended in the United 
States in the purchase of farm and other products, and as a 
result of the appropriation the American farmer in a time 
of great deflation was benefited. 


NATIONAL INTEREST 


A parallel situation exists to-day. There was an utter 
failure of food and feed crops in the drought area in 1930. 
At the same time, while the crops of corn and wheat else- 
where in this country are reasonably large, the price to the 
producer is very low. The people in the drought area need 
corn and wheat. They need food products. Loans for crop 
production in 1931 will promote business throughout the 
United States. It is impossible for a considerable portion of 
the country to suffer without a reflex influence on the other 
sections of the United States. The farmers are unable to 
pay the local merchants and local banks. In turn, the 
merchants and banks are unable to pay their creditors in 
other sections of the United States. The drought area is a 
good market for the manufactured products of the indus- 
trial sections of the country, as well as for the farmers of 
other sections of the country. The rehabilitation of the 
drought area will be for the common benefit of our common 
country. 

PRODUCTION CREDIT 

The credit problem in the drought area is acute. There 
has been a complete breakdown in credit facilities. Bank- 
ing has been greatly weakened. Many farmers and planters 
have security, but are unable to obtain credit. The truth 
is that the original appropriation of $45,000,000 was in lan- 
guage broad enough to enable loans for food. With all 
deference, the Secretary of Agriculture has hindered the 
program by restricting the loans. He has been determined 
not to use the word “food.” This determination was mani- 
fested in his letter to Hon. Witt R. Woop, chairman of the 
Appropriations Committee of the House of Representatives, 
on February 7, 1931, as shown by the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
of that date, page 4273. The Secretary’s attitude is re- 
sponsible for a letter written by the President of the United 
States to Senator Joe T. Rogrnson on February 9, 1931, as 
shown by the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of that date, page 4317, 
in which the President stated that the Secretary of Agri- 
culture would interpret the pending legislation fairly and 
sympathetically. But the Senate was not satisfied with the 
President’s letter. The Secretary of Agriculture had gone 
out of his way to avoid the use of the word “food” in con- 
nection with the pending amendment or any drought legis- 
lation. In response to a resolution by Senator WILLIAM E. 
Boras, adopted by the Senate on February 11, 1931, asking 
the Secretary for an interpretation of the act, he responded 
on February 12, 1931, and stated that the compromise agree- 
ment does provide for loans, with security, for food and other 
necessary supplies, 
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The Secretary of Agriculture, the Hon. Arthur M. Hyde, 
however, is not the sole judge of the intent and purpose 
of the legislation. The language speaks for itself. The re- 
sponsibility of the law is with Congress, and the intent of 
Congress in passing any legislation should govern and con- 
trol. It is the province of the Secretary, as a branch of the 
executive arm of the Government, to execute the laws. 

Under the pending amendment millions of dollars will be 
available as loans to individuals in forming local agricultural 
credit corporations, or in increasing the capital stock of 
existing corporations, with the capital stock as security. 
Here we have constructive aid. Here we have helpful legis- 
lation. I have advocated such aid ever since Congress con- 
vened. I have promoted similar legislation at every oppor- 
tunity. The maximum loan of $2,000 prescribed by the 
Secretary of Agriculture under the $45,000,000 appropria- 
tion is of practically no benefit to the cotton planter. At 
the same time the Government is trying to make provisions 
for individual farmers. Credit associations are essential for 
financing the cotton planters. The entire Mississippi Delta 
district is in the drought area. Without loans, at present 
unavailable, irreparable injury will result. The only reason- 
able expectation of financing cotton planters is through agri- 
cultural credit corporations. Both the largé and small op- 
erator are entitled to aid. It is important that the act be 
fairly and sympathetically administered. Local capital for 
credit corporations is not available. Many large cotton 
planters, who feed and clothe destitute tenants, have lost 
enormously as a result of the drought and depression. 

If given an opportunity, they will rehabilitate. If fairly 
and sympathetically administered, the compromise amend- 
ment will promote the adequate financing of the cotton 
growers in the drought area. 

The Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to make avail- 
able loans to farmers for crop production for the crop of 
1931 and for further agricultural rehabilitation. Under this 
provision the farmer and the small operator should be able 
to obtain reasonable loans, with their crop as security, for 
production in 1931. Loans can be made with which to buy 
food and feed. For reasonable amounts, the security of the 
crop is ample. Such loans will be especially beneficial to 
the farmers where there are no agricultural credit corpora- 
tions. Sufficient loans to cotton planters should be made 
without unreasonable restrictions as to amounts. 


EMERGENCY 


There has been entirely too much careless thinking and 
certainly too much irresponsible talking during the consid- 
eration of the problems in connection with drought relief. 
It is now time for action. An emergency exists. Too much 
charity results in loss of morale. The cotton farmers are 
not begging. They desire to work. They ask for bread and 
they are willing to work to repay their loans. The cotton 
growers ask for an opportunity to help themselves. The 
relief has been too long delayed. There is a real emer- 
gency. The legislation should be passed immediately. The 
blunders of both Congress and the Red Cross will thus be 
rectified. The approval of the pending compromise meas- 
ure will be beneficial to the drought area in 24 of the 48 
States of the American Union. Its immediate passage will 
bring renewed hope to a despairing and desperate but proud 
and patriotic people. 

NATIONAL RED CROSS 


I have not advocated appropriations from the Federal 
Treasury to be disbursed by the National Red Cross. I have 
favored the completion of the campaign, properly inaugu- 
rated, for $10,000,000 for additional drought relief. The 
United States is definitely committed to the relief of suffer- 
ing through voluntary contributions. I believe that the mis- 
sion of the Red Cross would have been hindered by a Fed- 
eral appropriation to carry on its work. The generous will 
always respond to the call of need and to the cry of suffer- 
ing. Voluntary contributions help not only the giver, but 
promote human sympathy. Federal donations to supplant 
personal contributions would dry up the springs of charity 
and the wells of sympathy. 
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I do not indulge in criticism at any time unless I en- 
deavor to be constructive. The people I represent were the 
beneficiaries of the ministrations of the American Red Cross 
following the great flood of 1927. We recognize that the 
American Red Cross is the greatest mother in all the world. 
We are grateful for the aid of the past and for the assistance 
of the present. I believe that the passage of the compromise 
agreement will strengthen the American Red Cross. 


ADMINISTRATION 


The passage of the compromise amendment will complete 
appropriations that aggregate $67,000,000 for the drought 
area. Two million dollars has been appropriated for public 
health and to eliminate disease; $45,000,000 has been appro- 
priated for feed, seed, and fertilizer; and now $20,000,000 
has been provided for production credits. The administra- 
tion of the law is in the hands of the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture. He prescribes the rules and regulations. I believe 
that the congressional intent will be effectuated in the ad- 
ministration of the law. The purpose is to provide Federal 
loans where there is no local credit. The aim is to finance 
the farmer in the drought area for crop production in 1931. 
If fairly and sympathetically administered, the drought- 
relief legislation will be of great benefit. The return to hap- 
piness and prosperity will be promoted. The courage and 
initiative of the people will be revived. The morale of the 
citizenship will be strengthened. The people in the drought 
area will gladly continue to support the Government rather 
than expect the Government to support them. 

Mr. CONDON. Mr. Speaker, this conference report has 
been called by some a compromise and by others a surrender. 
For my part I care not what it may be called. Surrender or 
compromise; call it what you will, but the starving millions 
of unemployed in the great cities of our country will find in 
its provisions no recognition of their pitiable condition, no 
helping hand stretched out from this great Government to 
succor them in their distress. They are forgotten; nay, they 
are deliberately and coldly ignored. In response to their cry 
for aid they are told to beg from their neighbors. At the 
behest of the great humanitarian in the White House this 
Congress turns toward them a deaf ear and a blind eye. 

This is the thing that fills me with disgust when I reflect 
upon the weeks of wrangling that have dragged their slow 
length along in this House and in the Senate over this all- 
important problem of human relief. The amended bill 
which came to us from the Senate provided $25,000,000 for 
unrestricted relief of human suffering wherever it existed 
throughout the land. This Senate amendment was, in my 
opinion, a great triumph of humanity over mere doctrinaire 
theories of government. It was a splendid victory in a noble 
cause. It reflected honor on the men who achieved it in the 
face of a tremendous deluge of propaganda having its head 
center in the White House, but unfortunately, and to the dis- 
may and despair of suffering millions, and their friends in 
this House, the Republican majority, misled by their leaders 
who control things here, voted down that amendment. 

The evil results of that ill-advised action are before us 
to-day. This conference report, which we must either ap- 
prove or reject without opportunity for amendment, gives a 
limited, narrowly circumscribed measure of relief to the 
destitute sufferers of the drought and nothing to the de- 
spairing millions of unemployed. 

I hope this compromise will, in some measure at least, 
relieve the distress of the farmers in the sorely stricken 
States of the drought area, though I very much doubt it 
will, and I am going to vote for it as I have voted for other 
relief legislation. It is my further hope, though perhaps 
a vain one, that before this Congress dies by constitutional 
limitation on the 4th of March the Republican leaders who 
now control it will initiate and pass some legislation for the 
relief of the unemployed in the great industrial centers of 
the Nation. The widespread suffering and misery existing 
in these places, and which has existed for many months 
past, is getting beyond the scope and power of local agen- 
cies of relief, both governmental and charitable, to deal 
adequately with it. It has long since become a great na- 
tional problem freighted with sinister possibilities, and the 
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Congress of the Nation ought to set itself resolutely to its 
solution. Only the great resources of the Federal Govern- 
ment are adequate to meet the emergency. Already dem- 
onstrations and near riots have occurred in the larger 
cities and all signs indicate that present deplorable condi- 
tions daily continue to grow worse instead of better. 

Something must be done and that speedily. It will not 
do to blame these demonstrations on communism or any 
other ism always convenient and ready at hand for those 
who find it easier and much pleasanter to believe that we 
are living in the best of all possible worlds and times rather 
than face stern realities. That is not the way of statesman- 
ship. It ought not to be the way of the great Congress of 
the United States. These demonstrations mean just one 
thing—stark hunger and despair. This administration and 
this Congress, which it controls, can, if it will, help these 
millions of unemployed to bear their heavy burden of suf- 
fering and of misery. They are the innocent victims of an 
economic system which they did not create and over which 
they have no control, but a system with which the present 
Republican administration has had much to do, and, there- 
fore, it is, or ought to be, the first and foremost duty of the 
accredited leaders of this administration to seek and find a 
remedy for our economic ills. 

If this Congress adjourns with nothing done for the un- 
employed and the increasing millions of them are callously 
left in their present desperate condition of mendicancy, 
then, indeed, is the Republican leadership of this House stor- 
ing up for itself the wrath to come. For my part I am 
willing to stay here until some such legislation is passed, and 
I look to the majority to do something about it. I have been 
here long enough to know by this time that unless such 
legislation emanates from the majority side—that is to say, 
bears a Republican tag or brand—it will not pass. There- 
fore, the responsibility for action rests upon those who so 
jealously covet the honor and claim the credit of legislating 
in this body. 

Will the Republican leaders shoulder this great responsi- 
bility or will they run away from it? 


SHELDON R. PURDY 


The Clerk read the title of the next bill on the Private 
Calendar, S. 745, for the relief of Sheldon R. Purdy. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I object. 

Mr. EATON of Colorado. Will the gentleman withhold 
his objection? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I will. 

Mr. EATON of Colorado. I think there must be some 
misapprehension on the part of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin. Notwithstanding the words that may be used this 
bill may be said to be a reward for services, but it is in 
fact following a practice of the Department of the Post 
Office which has been in effect for at least six years. 

Ten years ago there was finally adopted a statute setting 
forth a scheme for handling the dead letters, which has 
saved the United States $100,000 a year for the past 10 
years. 

It has been said that some one else took the credit. If 
that be so the senior Senator from the State of Colorado 
is the one who in 1921 commended the excellence of the 
suggestions of Mr. Purdy for the work that he did while a 
postal carrier in the general office, after which he was trans- 
ferred to be a postal clerk at Fitzsimons Hospital. He was 
since retired. During the six years two other changes sug- 
gested by him were made in the scheme in handling the 
post-office affairs. 

For more than 35 years Sheldon R. Purdy was a faithful 
employee of the Denver Post Office, serving most of the time 
as a letter carrier. Finally he had charge of the branch 
office at Fitzsimons Hospital. 

During all of this time he was not content with the mere 
manual service incident to his daily tasks. He gave some 
thought to what he saw about him, He considered and sub- 
mitted ideas for the betterment of the service to the patrons 
of the post office. He was always in a subordinate position, 
although it clearly appears that he had capacity for more 
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important posts. That he was not more forward and per- 
sistent in submitting his ideas and claiming reward and 
recognition for them is to his credit as a man, but I submit 
that he should not be penalized to-day because of those traits 
of character. - 

Senator Purrrs, of my State, recognized the worth of some 
of Mr. Purdy’s ideas and made them effective by act of 
Congress. And thereafter it was considered proper by the 
Senator, the Postmaster General, and the Bureau of Effi- 
ciency to recommend that Purdy be rewarded, as others in 
the Post Office Department have been rewarded for the 
betterments of the service which they have suggested. In 
fact, one of the suggestions of Purdy some 10 years ago was 
that the Post Office Department reward its employees whose 
ideas and inventions were made use of by the United States. 

This plan was adopted and, as I understand, it was put 
into effect the year after Purdy retired. Had the plan been 
in force at the time of the adoption of any one or more of 
Mr. Purdy’s suggestions he would have automatically been 
rewarded therefor. I am informed that since the date of 
the adoption of that system in the Post Office Department 
from $1,500 to $5,000 per year have been paid to employees 
as such rewards. I am informed that the present Post 
Office Department appropriation bill carries an amount of 
$1,500 for this purpose to be used during the fiscal year 1932. 

It was Mr. Purdy’s suggestions of 1921 which resulted in 
the adoption of the plan now in daily practice of advising 
the general public of the business and interesting details of 
operating a post office, which has resulted in a much better 
understanding to-day than heretofore of the problems of 
mailing by business men and other local users of mail. 

This order of the department is found in Postal Bulletin 
dated September 1, 1923. 

The handling of the directory service was also something 
that attracted Purdy’s attention and aroused his ingenuity. 
As a result of his persistence the departmental officials finally 
considered the annual cost of $1,740,000 upon directory serv- 
ice to some two hundred million letters annually for neces- 
sary work and clerk hire. His views that the return of such 
letters would require the sender to correct his own mistake, 
furnish another envelope and 2-cent stamp, and make proper 
changes in mailing list, finally became the result of depart- 
mental general orders issued March 21, 1923. It is not neces- 
sary here to repeat the beneficial results obtained therefrom. 

The most productive proposal of Mr. Purdy’s was the 
imposition of a 3-cent charge on dead letters returned to 
senders. It has produced an average of almost $100,000 
per year to the United States. This amount has been 
annually collected by the United States as a result of the 
earnest, persistent efforts of this one of Denver’s letter 
carriers, Sheldon R. Purdy. It will be noted that experi- 
ence has justified Purdy’s principal argument that if the 
charge were imposed it would result in less work for the 
Government, better service to the public, and there would 
be revenue derived from the service rendered for what 
heretofore had been only dead and expensive work. In 
other words, the results show that the public has become 
more careful in addressing mail, as evidenced by the fact 
that the receipts are beginning to drop, while the totals of 
letters and packages mailed have steadily increased. 

It is true that it was Senator Purpps who sponsored Mr. 
Purdy’s ideas, and possibly Purdy was not given the credit 
to which he was entitled for a long time, for the act of 
Congress of April 24, 1920. But it is also Senator Puipps 
who has recognized Mr. Purdy’s worth and introduced and 
obtained passage in the Senate of the bill which is now 
before us. ; 

The Postmaster General's letter shows a careful recon- 
sideration of all previous objections, and, I submit, the 
gentleman ought to do the same. In the last letter sent 
to the House Committee on Claims by direction of the 
Postmaster General the latter states: 

On similar measures introduced in previous Congresses the 
department has taken the view that no award was due Mr. Purdy 
for the reasons that the system of charging a fee for the return 


of such letters was not novel with Mr. Purdy but had, in fact, been 
in use at an earlier period under specific legislative authority. 
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The department does not now adhere to this view. It seems to 
be conceded that Mr. Purdy was largely instrumental in securing 
the adoption of the legislation presently in force; and, since his 
efforts in this behalf went beyond the scope of his employment, 
there would be no objection to the enactment of a bill, such as 
S. 1045, giving him a reasonable compensation. 

I emphasize the statement of the Postmaster General. He 
now states that “the department does not now adhere to 
this view.” I submit that the gentleman from Wisconsin 
ought to do the same and state that he no longer insists 
upon his objection. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Let me say to the gentleman that this 
bill has been under consideration once before. Here is the 
report from the Post Office Department, dated May 12, 1930, 
which says: 

On similar measures introduced in previous Congresses the de- 
partment has taken the view that no award was due Mr. Purdy for 
the reasons that the system of charging a fee for the return of 
such letters was not novel with Mr. Purdy but had, in fact, been in 
use at an earlier period under specific legislative authority. 

With that positive position of the Post Office Department, 
does the gentleman think we ought to vote $5,000 to this 
man? Mr. Speaker, I object. : 


A. N. ROSS 


The Clerk read the title of the next bill on the Private 
Calendar, H. R. 2083, for the relief of A. N. Ross. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Reserving the right to object, I would 
like some explanation of this bill. I am inclined to object 
to it. 

Mr. GOODWIN. This bill is to give credit to the dis- 
bursing officer of the Federal Trade Commission. A man by 
the name of White was appointed by the Federal Trade Com- 
mission as an expert in rate matters. His legal residence 
was in Minneapolis. He performed his work for the commis- 
sion in the city of Washington. The Comptroller General 
held that his legal residence was Washington and that the 
per diem that had been paid him in place of subsistence 
should be charged back to the disbursing officer, who was 
held responsible for the amount of money that he had paid. 
If this bill does not pass, then the department charges back 
to the salary of the disbursing officer the amount of money 
that was paid out, as the comptroller holds, illegally. 

Mr. COLLINS. Is this a bill to relieve the surety com- 
pany? 

Mr. GOODWIN. No; it is for the disbursing officer. 

Mr. COLLINS. The suit was instituted against this man 
and his surety company? 

Mr. GOODWIN. I do not know about that. 

Mr. COLLINS. I have a statement from the Comptroller 
General which indicates that the bill ought not to pass. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I notice that the chairman of the 
Federal Trade Commission reports on the bill favorably. 
It does not give the date. 

I had gone over this carefully and did not mark it for 
objection. 

Mr. COLLINS. I have it marked as the gentleman has 
it marked, but I have a letter here written to the chairman 
of the committee by the Comptroller General which rather 
indicates that this bill is in reality for the relief of the 
surety company. 

Mr. GOODWIN. My understanding is that it is for the 
relief of the disbursing officer. 

Mr. IRWIN. If the insurance company had to pay, it 
naturally would come back on the officer. They are going 
to get their relief from this party if the insurance company 
has had to pay. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If the party is not responsible, then 
the insurance company has to pay. 

Mr. IRWIN. Yes; but in this case the party being re- 
sponsible naturally the insurance company would come 
back on the individual. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The gentleman feels sure if this is not 
paid that it will be a personal loss to the employee? 

Mr. IRWIN. Yes. 

Mr. COLLINS. The comptroller says it is well settled 
that an officer entitled under the law and regulations to 
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traveling expenses when traveling in the discharge of his 
Official duties is not entitled to expenses incident to travel 
during the time that he is at his office, residence, or head- 
quarters, this for the reason that he is not in a traveling 
status, etc. 

Mr. IRWIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COLLINS. Yes. 

Mr. IRWIN. These disbursing officers like everyone else 
are human, and they make mistakes. It was paid out, of 
course, and he was under bond, but the bond is going to 
hold this man. This is in the interest of the man who did 
this in good faith, and in the opinion of the committee he 
should receive relief. 

Mr. COLLINS. Still withholding the right to object, as 
I understand it, this man spent his time in Washington. 
He was here for 16 months. As I understand it, he claims 
one place as his official residence, but in the place that he 
calls his official residence he spent practically no time what- 
ever. It seems to me that his official residence ought to 
be at the place where he spends the major part of his time. 

Mr. GOODWIN. The Federal Trade Commission held 
that this employee, this expert, had his legal residence in 
Minneapolis, and payments were made on that account for 
a long period of time. He knew nothing about where this 
man’s residence was. The commission itself had authorized 
payments to be made to him on the basis of his legal resi- 
dence and his actual home being in the city of Minneapolis. 

Mr. COLLINS. That is what I state. The gentleman is 
undertaking by this bill to hold that his official residence 
was at Minneapolis. 

Mr. GOODWIN. Yes. 

Mr. COLLINS. And during that particular time he spent 
16 months in Washington and 2 days in Minneapolis. 

Mr. STAFFORD. But he was performing his work almost 
gratuitously here in Washington and did not receive any 
allowance for that service. It is true that his home was in 
Minneapolis. > 

Mr. COLLINS. This work was done in Washington here 
and he is not entitled to traveling expenses. 

Mr. STAFFORD. But he was not receiving any substan- 
tial pay for that service while in Washington, not even a per 
diem pay for his services, as I recall the case. 

Mr. COLLINS. He received a salary, did he not? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I question whether he did. 

Mr. COLLINS. I think we better let this bill go over. I 
would like to go into it a little further. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. COLLINS. I object. 


NORTHERN TRUST CO. 


Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to return to Calendar No. 674, H. R. 305, for the relief of 
Northern Trust Co., the trustee in bankruptcy of the North- 
west Farmers Cooperative Dairy & Produce Co., a corpora- 
tion, bankrupt. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object; we have been sitting here all afternoon. 
That bill has had its day in court early in the day. If we 
should go back to one bill, we are going to go back on a 
lot more. I think we should go on with the calling of the 
calendar and let those who have not had their opportunity 
have their bills considered to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I object. 


R. K. STILES & CO. 


Mr. GUYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to Calendar No. 698, H. R. 7849, for the relief of 
R. K. Stiles & Co. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GUYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask now that the Clerk read 
the amendment that has been proposed. 

Mr. STAFFORD. It was with the understanding that the 
gentleman is going to adopt the amendment. 
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Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, the period of objection is 
not yet passed. We have just returned to the bill, but it 
was understood it was with the condition that the amend- 
ment suggested by the gentleman from Wisconsin is going 
to be accepted and adopted? 

Mr. GUYER. Yes. 

Mr. BACHMANN. But nobody has had an opportunity to 
know what the amendment is. How can you agree that you 
are going to pass the bill with an amendment that nobody 
has seen. 

Mr. BLANTON. Unanimous consent has been given to 
return to the bill, but the objection stage is present right 
now. 

Mr. BACHMANN. I reserve the right to object to the 
present consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from West 
Virginia reserves the right to object. 

Mr. BACHMANN. Reserving the right to object, I would 
like to inquire of the gentleman the purport of the amend- 
ment which he expects to offer. 

Mr. GUYER. I ask that the Clerk may read the amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the 
Clerk will report the amendment for the information of the 
House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 6, after the second “of,” strike out “ $1,138.68," and 
insert in lieu thereof “ $569.34," and in line 7 insert after the 
word “representing” the words “ one-half of.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Still reserving the right to object, I 
would like to inquire the purpose of the amendment. 

Mr. GUYER. The purpose of the amendment is to cut in 
two the cost of this wall. When this matter was before the 
House before, it was discussed in this manner. This was an 
inner wall of a cemetery where a lot of good Indians were 
buried, and they were falling out upon private property; 
and the contract of the Government and the city of Kansas 
City read that the authorities of Kansas City must lay, con- 
struct, and maintain the necessary retaining walls, outside 
walls, along the boundaries of such cemetery abutting on 
the street. 

This wall, which the Government built 30 years ago to 
hold these Indians in the cemetery, fell down in the great 
rains of 1929, and the city of Kansas City had no obliga- 
tion whatever to build that, but when this bill came up 
before, my friend, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Corns], in discussing it said: 

Mr. Guyer, if you will have the city of Kansas City pay half of 
it, I will not object to the bill. 

I said, of course, I did not know what the city would do. 
I was mayor of a city once, and I know what a city council 
might not do. So I went back and they agreed to do that. 
In January they not only paid for half of it, but they paid in- 
terest upon the money from that time, because the authori- 
ties of Haskell Institute, the Indian school near by, gave 
them the right to build the wall upon the cemetery prop- 
erty, and they built the wall. I hope nobody will object. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I understand the gentleman is willing 
to strike out the interest clause? 

Mr. GUYER. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to R. K. Stiles & Co., 
of Kansas City,-Kans., the sum of $1,138.68, representing the sum 
expended by said R. K. Stiles & Co. in the reconstruction of a 
retaining wall between its property in the city of Kansas City, 
Kans., and the Wyandotte Indian Cemetery at Kansas City, Kans., 
which collapsed on June 1, 1929, and repairing damage to buildings 


on its property as the result of such collapse, together with interest 
at the rate of 6 per cent from August 15, 1929. 
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With the following committee amendment: 

Page 2, lines 4, 5, and 6, after the word “collapse” in line 4, 
strike out the remainder of the paragraph. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GUYER. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas: 
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. Guyer: In line 6, page 1, after the second 
word “of,” strike out “ $1,138.68" and insert in lieu thereof 
“ $569.34," and in line 7 insert, after the word “ representing,” the 
words “ one-half of.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

NORTHWEST FARMERS COOPERATIVE DAIRY & PRODUCE CO. 


Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from North Dakota [Mr. Burtness] explained that when his 
bill was reached on the calendar he was attending on official 
business at a department and could not be here. Therefore 
I withdraw my objection to his request to return to that bill. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to return to Calendar No. 674 the bill (H. R. 305) for the 
relief of Northern Trust Co., the trustee in bankruptcy of 
the Northwest Farmers Cooperative Dairy & Produce Co., a 
corporation, bankrupt. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from North Dakota to return to 
Calendar No. 674? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, I would 
ask the gentleman to explain the purpose of the bill. 

Mr. BURTNESS. This bill is simply for the relief of a 
cooperative creamery company, so that it may have re- 
funded to it certain taxes illegally collected from it under a 
ruling of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BURTNESS. I yield. 

Mr. BLANTON. The reason I objected to the bill before 
was that Secretary Mellon said it was not just and should 
not be paid. He also stated that the Bureau of the Budget 
recommended it was against the financial program of the 
President. Upon those two strong recommendations I ob- 
jected to the bill. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Well, the gentleman understands that 
the Secretary of the Treasury did not pass upon the merits 


1 


of the case at all, but simply held that the statute of limita- 


tions would have to be waived in order to repay it. 

Mr. BLANTON. Well he refused to recommend it. 

Mr. BURTNESS. He refused to recommend the bill, of 
course, but the equities of the bill, if they could be ex- 
plained, are such that I am sure the gentleman would not 
object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Northern Trust 
Co., of Fargo, N. Dak., as the trustee in bankruptcy of the North- 
west Farmers Cooperative Dairy & Produce Co., a corporation, bank- 
rupt, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of $4,914, with interest thereon at 6 per cent per annum 
from and after September 26, 1919, to reimburse said corporation 
for stamp taxes paid by it under department rulings upon butter 
containing more than 16 per cent moisture and which ruling was 
declared invalid by the Supreme Court of the United States in the 
case of Lynch v. Tilden Produce Co. (265 U. S. 315). 

With the following committee amendment: 

On page 2, lines 1 and 2, strike out “ with interest thereon at 
6 per cent per annum from and after September 26, 1919.” 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 


4988 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, was read the third time and passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


ROLAND ZOLESKY 


Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
' mous consent to turn to Calendar No. 665, H. R. 1889. The 
gentleman who objected informs me he made his objection 
through inadvertence, and now withdraws his objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wis- 
consin asks unanimous consent to return to Calendar No. 

665, H. R. 1889. Is there objection? 
` Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


MRS. A. K. ROOT 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 5523, for the relief 
of Mrs. A. K. Root. 

Mr. PEAVEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that Senate bill 2854, identical with the House bill, be sub- 
stituted for the House bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wis- 
consin asks unanimous consent to substitute Senate bill 
2854 for the House bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, what amount does the Senate bill carry? 

Mr. PEAVEY. Two thousand five hundred dollars. 

Mr. BLANTON. Did it carry $5,000 to begin with? 

Mr. PEAVEY. Originally, yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. But the amount is now reduced to 
$2,500? 

Mr. PEAVEY. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. And you are asking that the sum of 
$2,500 instead of $5,000 be carried in the Senate bill? 

`- Mr. PEAVEY. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, I want to ask my colleague from Wisconsin this 
question: What was the grade of this office? I notice the 
report states that the reason this postmistress did not file 
a compensation claim was because she did not know she 
was entitled to it. 

Mr. PEAVEY. This postmistress did know where her 
remedy was and she did address a letter to the United 
States Employees’ Compensation Commission, but the com- 
mission says that letter was never received by them, or, at 
least, they can not find a record of it. But the lady says 
she did send such a letter, and makes an affidavit to that 
effect. 

Mr. PATTERSON. What class post office was it? 

Mr. PEAVEY. A third-class post office. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It looks to me as though she should 
have followed up that letter. I do not want to do any in- 
justice to any employee or worker of the Government, but 
it does look to me as though the postmistress of a third-class 
office should have followed up that letter; if she did not 
hear from it that she should have followed it with another 
letter and had her claim considered in the regular and 
orderly way. 

Mr. PEAVEY. May I answer the gentleman by saying 
that the lady did follow it up so far as her knowledge per- 
mitted her to go? 

Mr. PATTERSON. It looks to me as though the post- 
mistress of a third-class office ought to have had knowledge 
enough to follow it through; but I am not going to object. 

Mr. BACHMANN. Reserving the right to object, does not 
the gentleman feel this bill should be amended so that this 
amount will be in full settlement of any claims against the 
Government? 

Mr. PEAVEY. I will accept that amendment. 

Nr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, the 
right to object, I would like to ask my colleague whether he 
will agree to accept the usual attorney's provision? 

Mr. PEAVEY. There is no attorney in the case, and 
therefore I would have no objection to such an amendment. 

There being no objection, the Clerk read the Senate bill, 
as follows: k 
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Be it enacted, ete., ee OE WO TE 


be, and 
me ie hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out 


of any money in 

not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,500 to 
Mrs. A. K. Root, as compensation for injury received in the line 
of her duties as postmaster at Clam Falls, Wis. 

Mr. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment. 
In line 6, after the word “ Root,” strike out “as compensa- 
tion” and add “in full settlement of all claims against the 
Government.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from West 
Virginia offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. BACHMANN: Page 1, line 6, after the 
word Root,” strike out the words “as compensation” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “in full settlement of all claims against 
the Government.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I offer an 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wis- 
consin offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. ScHarer of Wisconsin: At the end of 
the bill insert the following: 

“Provided, That no part of the amount appropriated in this act 
in excess of 10 per cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or 
received by any agent or agents, attorney, or attorneys, on account 
of services rendered in connection with said claim. It shall be 
unlawful for any agent or agents, attorney or attorneys to exact, 
collect, withhold, or receive any sum of the amount appropriated 
in this act in excess of 10 per cent thereof on account of services 
rendered in connection with said claim, any contract to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating the provisions of 
this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon con- 
viction thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceeding $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider laid on 
the table. 

A similar House bill was laid on the table. 

WARRANT OFFICER EDWARD F. M’CARRON, UNITED STATES ARMY 

The Clerk called the next bill on the Private Calendar, 
H. R. 416, to equalize the basis for longevity pay and re- 
tirement of Warrant Officer Edward F. McCarron, United 
States Army. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


UNITED STATES BANK OF ST, LOUIS, MO. 


The Clerk called the next bill on the Private Calendar, 
H. R. 4084, for the relief of the United States Bank of St. 
Louis, Mo. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Will the gentleman with- 
hold his objection a moment? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I withhold it. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. The gentleman from Wis- 
consin has been waiting for a meritorious bill to come along, 
and here it is. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Several have been passed. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. All the afternoon the gentle- 
man has been waiting for this kind of bill. The only rea- 
son, I understand, the gentleman from Wisconsin does not 
desire this bill to go through is because at one time in his 
career, when he was having a little vacation here, he had a 
case of this character and was unable to secure favorable 
action at the Treasury Department. Now, here is the situ- 
ation 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman is way up in the air. 
The gentleman is engaging in vagaries. Why, Mr. Speaker, 
if there was any basis whatever for the gentleman’s state- 
ment, I would permit him to continue, but he is so far from 
the path of fact that I think I must enter the objection 
right now. 

Mr. BACHMANN. 
jection a moment? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes. 

Mr. BACHMANN. Does not the gentleman think it is 
a hardship upon this taxpayer to have to pay the same 
item twice? 


Will the gentleman withhold his ob- 
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Mr. STAFFORD. There have been any number of in- 
stances called to my attention recently where taxpayers 
have made a mistake in the returns they have made. This 
would open up hundreds, if not thousands, of similar claims 
for refunds. 

Mr. BACHMANN. That may be, but here is a plain case 
where the taxpayer paid the same thing in 1921 that he 
paid in 1920 and it was paid for the same item. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. He is paying the same item 
twice. The auditors of the department admit that he has 
paid the money twice and they say he should have this 
money back. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I will go over this again before the 
calendar is again called and, if I am in error, I shall ask 
unanimous consent to return to the bill. For the time being, 
I object. 

CHARLES THOMAS AND EDGAR THOMAS 


The Clerk called the next bill on the Private Calendar, 
H. R. 303, for the relief of Charles Thomas and Edgar 
Thomas. 

Mr. ARENTZ. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Will the gentleman reserve 
his objection? 

Mr. ARENTZ. I reserve the objection. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. I wish to call the gentle- 
man’s attention to the bill and to the report of the 
department. 

Mr. ARENTZ. If the gentleman will read this bill, pages 
2 and 3, he will find it is the greatest monstrosity of a 
bill that he has ever read in his life. I have no objection 
to the purpose of the bill itself, but unless the bill is 
amended so it will be in decent, legislative form, I shall 
object. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Then why does not the 
gentleman amend it? 

Mr. ARENTZ. I can not, in a moment, amend this bill 
so that it would be fit to go on the statute books. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. I do not know that it 
differs from the usual bill of this sort. 

Mr. ARENTZ. If the gentleman will read the bill 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Oh, I have read the bill. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman point out why it 
is such a glaring monstrosity? 

Mr. ARENTZ. It says in line 3, page 2, “ provided that 
no part of the amount of any item appropriated in this 
act in excess of $200 thereof, shall be paid,” and so forth, 
and then it goes on to tell why, and in line 10, it says, 
“ $200,” and then it again describes why it should not be 
paid, and then if you will read further on you will see that 
in line 16, it provides that it shall not exceed $1,000. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. I think that is the usual 
proviso. t 

Mr. ARENTZ. And then on page 3, it is again repeated. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If the gentleman will permit, would the 
gentleman’s objection be removed if we struck out the pro- 
viso beginning in line 3, on page 2, and running down to 
line 16? 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. In other words, strike out 
the first proviso? 

Mr. ARENTZ. If the gentleman from Wisconsin can 
amend this bill so it will be in proper, legislative form, I 
shall agree to it, but the gentleman from Nevada does not 
feel capable of doing it in two or three minutes. Perhaps, 
the gentleman from Wisconsin can. 

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Charles Thomas the 
sum of $25,000 in full settlement for injuries sustained by him; 
and the additional sum of $5,000 is hereby appropriated for loss 
of services and expenses of Edgar Thomas, as a result of a colli- 
sion, in which Charles Thomas was struck by an Army truck on 
Bell Avenue at Maxwell Avenue, Bayside, Long Island, on Oc- 
tober 8, 1928: Provided, That no part of the amount of any 
item appropriated in this act in excess of $200 thereof shall be 


paid or delivered to or received by any agent or agents, attorney 
or attorneys, on account of services rendered or advances made 
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in connection with said claim. It shall be unlawful for any 
agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, to exact, collect, withhold, 
or receive any sum which exceeds $200 of the amount of any item 
appropriated in this act on account of services rendered or ad- 
vances made in connection with said claim, any contract to the 
contrary notwithstanding. Any person violating the provisions 
of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon 
ap ye thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceeding 


With the following committee amendments. 

In line 5, between the word “to” and the word “ Charles,” in- 
sert the following: “the legal guardian of.” 

In line 6, strike out the figures “$25,000” and insert in lieu 
thereof the figures $2,500.’ 

In line 7, strike out the figures 85,000 and insert in lieu 
thereof the figures “$2,500.” 

On page 2, at the end of the bill, add the following: 

“ Provided, That no part of the amount appropriated in this 
act in excess of 10 per cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to 
or received by any agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, on 
account of services rendered in connection with said claim. It 
shall be unlawful for any agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, 
to exact, collect, withhold, or receive any sum of the amount ap- 
propriated in this act in excess of 10 per cent thereof on account 
of services rendered in connection with said claim, any contract 
to the contrary notwithstanding. Any person violating the provi- 
sions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and 
ine thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceed- 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Mr. Speaker, I offer the 
following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 8, after the word “ property,” insert fhe words “ to 
Edgar Thomas.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 3, after the figures “ 1928,” strike out the whole of 
the proviso down to and including line 16. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Mr. SOMERS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to return to No. 433. The gentleman who 
made the objection has changed his attitude. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent to return to No. 433. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I must object. 
I have worn out a pair of trousers waiting for a bill that 
comes later on the calendar. 


DISPOSITION OF CERTAIN PUBLIC LANDS IN THE STATE OF NEVADA 


The Clerk read the title to the next bill on the Private 
Calendar, S. 557, to authorize the disposition of certain pub- 
lic lands in the State of Nevada. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Reserving the right to 
object, is this a unanimous report of the committee? 

Mr. STAFFORD. The report from the Committee on 
Public Lands does not show any dissenting views by any 
member of the committee. 

Mr. ARENTZ. I will say that it is the unanimous report. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Western Pacific Railroad Co., a 
California corporation, be permitted to purchase from the United 
States, at the price of $2.50 per acre, the south half of the south- 
west quarter of section 28, township 34 north, range 66 east, 
Mount Diablo meridian, in Elko County, Nev., containing 80 acres; 
and that patent shall, after such purchase, issue to said company 
therefor: Provided, That the Western Pacific Railroad Co. file in 
the district land office at Carson City, Nev., an application for the 
said lands, and tender payment therefor at the price fixed herein 
within 60 days of the passage of this act: Provided further, That 
patent issued under the provisions of this act shall be subject to 
and contain a reservation to the United States of all the coal and 
other minerals in the land so patented, except sand and gravel, 
together with the right to prospect for, mine, and remove the 
same. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third 


time, was read a third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


4990 


ROBERT G. DICKSON 


The Clerk read the title to the next bill on the Private 
Calendar, H. R. 1508, providing for the advancement of 
Robert G. Dickson on the retired list of the Army. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I object. 


CARROLL K. MORAN 


The Clerk read the title of the next bill on the Private 
Calendar, H. R. 7672, for the relief of Carroll K. Moran. 

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as fol- 
lows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Carroll K. Moran, 
deputy clerk of the United States District Court for the Eastern 
District of Virginia, Richmond, Va., out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $182.70. Such 
sum represents the amount paid as witness fees and mileage by 
Carroll K. Moran to witnesses attending the October, 1929, term 
of court of the eastern district of Virginia, for which he was not 
reimbursed by the United States. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


COMMERCIAL LOAN & TRUST CO. 


Mr. GLOVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of S. 5613, for the relief of Com- 
mercial Loan & Trust Co., Monticello, Ark., on the Speaker’s 
table. This is identical with House bill 15803. It is an 
emergency matter. The bil! was prepared in the Treasury 
Department, and it has already passed the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill 
S. 5613 and consider the same at this time. 

Mr. BACHMANN. What is the number of the bill on the 
House Calendar? 

Mr. GLOVER. H. R. 15803. 

Mr. BACHMANN. I think we ought not to take the bill 
up out of its order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognized the gentleman 
from Arkansas for the reason, first, that this is a Senate bill 
on the Speaker’s table, and second, that it is a matter of 
considerable emergency. 

Mr. STAFFORD. May we have the bill reported under 
reservation of objection? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to redeem in favor of the 
Commercial Loan & Trust Co., Monticello, Ark., 5% per cent 
United States Treasury certificate of indebtedness Np. 3945, 
in the denomination of $5,000, dated June 15, 1929, matured 
March 15, 1930, Series TM-1930, without interest and without 
presentation of the certificate which is alleged to have been lost 
and destroyed: Provided, That the said certificate of indebtedness 
shall not have been previously 8 and 8 Provided 
further, That said Commercial Loan & Trust Co., shall first file in 
the Treasury Department a bond in the penal sum of double the 
amount of the principal of said certificate of indebtedness in such 
form and with such te surety as may be acceptable to the 
Secretary of the Treasury to indemnify and save harmless the 
United States from any loss on account of the certificate of 
indebtedness hereinbefore described. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I reserve the right to object. 
Does this bill have the approval of the Treasury Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. GLOVER. Yes. The language was prepared in the 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. What is the emergency? 

Mr. GLOVER. This is a very small bank. We have had 
146 bank failures in our State. I am informed by the bank 
Officials that they have been notified by the bank examiners 
that this amount will have to be charged off as a loss unless 
it is paid immediately, and it might result in the closing of 
the bank. 

Mr. BACHMANN. And they have to give a bond of double 
the amount? 

Mr. GLOVER. Yes. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I withdraw any objection 
that I have. 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of 
the Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and 

A similar House bill (H. R. 15803) was laid on the table. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted— 

To Mr. Patman, for to-day, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. CHasx, indefinitely, on account of serious illness in 
his family. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled bills of the House of the following 
titles, which were thereupon signed by the Speaker: 

H. R. 3644. An act for compensation in behalf of John M. 


H. R. 8159. An act to authorize appropriation for construc- 
tion at the United States Military Academy, West Point, 
N. Y.; Fort Lewis, Wash.; Fort Benning, Ga.; and for other 
p f 


urposes; 

H. R. 9872. An act to extend the benefits of the employees’ 
compensation act of September 7, 1916, to Andrew J. Brown, 
a former rural mail carrier at Erwin, Tenn.; 

H. R. 14675. An act making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, 
and for other p 

H. R. 16297. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to 
provide for the construction of certain public buildings, and 
for other purposes,” approved May 25, 1926 (44 Stat. 630), 
and acts amendatory thereof; and 

H. R. 16626. An act granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army 
and Navy, etc., and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other 
than the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and 
sailors. 

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee did on this day 
present to the President, for his approval, bills of the House 
of the following titles: 

H. R. 14675. An act making appropriations for the De- 
partment of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1932, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 16297. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to 
provide for the construction of certain public buildings, and 
for other purposes,” approved May 25, 1926 (44 Stat. 630), 
and acts amendatory thereof; and 

H. R. 16626. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and 
Navy, etc., and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other 
than the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and 
sailors. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. IRWIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 1 
minute p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, February 
16, 1931, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

836. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting schedules of claims amounting to 
$47,695.47 allowed by the General Accounting Office, as cov- 
ered by certificates of settlement, and for the service of the 
several departments and independent offices (H. Doc. No. 
758); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

837. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting record of a claim for interest on a judg- 
ment rendered by the Court of Claims in favor of the Hudson 
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River Navigation Corporation, which requires an appropria- 
tion for its payment of $5,010.54 (H. Doc. No. 759); to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

838. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a list of judgments rendered by the 
Court of Claims which have been submitted by the Attorney 
General through the Secretary of the Treasury and require 
an appropriation for their payment in the sum of $582,904.56 
(H. Doc. No. 760); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

839. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting an estimate of appropriation submitted 
by the Navy Department to pay claims for damages by col- 
lision with naval vessels in the sum of $3,143.56 (H. Doc. No. 
761) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

840. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting schedules covering certain claims al- 
lowed by the General Accounting Office as shown by certifi- 
cates of settlement transmitted to the Treasury Depart- 
ment for payment, in the sum of $36,622.17 (H. Doc. No. 
762); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

841. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting records of judgments rendered against 
the Government by the United States district courts, under 
the public vessels act, Treasury Department, $1,786.36; War 
Department, $1,478.58; totaling $3,264.94 (H. Doc. No. 763) ; 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

842. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropria- 
tion for the District of Columbia, fiscal year 1931, for the 
payment of final judgments that have been rendered against 
it amounting to $75,103.48 (H. Doc. No. 764); to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

843. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting estimates of appropriations submitted 
by the Veterans’ Administration and executive departments 
to pay claims for damages to privately owned property in 
the sum of $7,805.55 (H. Doc. No. 765); to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

844. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting supplemental estimates of appropria- 
tions for the Department of State for the fiscal years 1930, 
1931, and 1932, amounting to $291,190.87 (H. Doc. No. 766); 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

845. A letter from the secretary of American Academy of 
Arts and Letters, transmitting report of its activities during 
the year ending December 31, 1930; to the Committee on 
the Library. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. PERKINS: Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. H. R. 16973. A bill to authorize a change in the 
design of the quarter dollar to commemorate the two hun- 
dredth anniversary of the birth of George Washington; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 2668). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Committee on Irrigation and Rec- 
lamation. S. 6046. An act to authorize advances to the 
reclamation fund, and for other purposes; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2669). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BACHARACH. Committee on Ways and Means. H.R. 
17054. A bill to increase the loan basis of adjusted-service 
certificates; without amendment (Rept. No. 2670). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Committee on the Public Lands. 
S. 116. An act to add certain lands to the Idaho National 
Forest, Idaho; without amendment (Rept. No. 2671). Re- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


4991 


ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Committee on the Public Lands. 
S. 5588. An act to add certain public lands to the Washakie 
National Forest, Wyo.; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2672). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. McSWAIN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 
15071. A bill to authorize appropriations for construction 
at Plattsburg Barracks, Plattsburg, N. Y., and for other 
purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 2673). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT: Committee on Military Affairs. 
H. R. 3149. A bill to authorize the acquisition of land in 
Oahu, Hawaii; without amendment (Rept. No. 2674). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. FISHER: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 8160. 
A bill to authorize appropriation for construction at Fort 
Snelling, Minn., and Camp Devens, Mass., and for other 
purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 2675). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. . 

Mr. HILL of Alabama: Committee on Military Affairs. 
H. R. 11009. A bill to authorize the acquisition of certain 
land for the proper defense of the Atlantic coast; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2676). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FULLER: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 
14275. A bill to regulate the prescribing and use of waters 
from the Hot Springs Reservation at Hot Springs, Ark., and 
for other purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 2677). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. DOXEY: Committee on Claims. H. R. 6717. A bill 
for the relief of John L. Hoffman; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2660). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. GUYER: Committee on Claims. H. R. 7594. A bill 
for the relief of Lottie Naylor; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2661). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. H. R. 9656. A bill 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay Dr. A. W. 
Pearson, of Peever, S. Dak., and the Peabody Hospital, at 
Webster, S. Dak., for medical services and supplies fur- 
nished to Indians; without amendment (Rept. No. 2662). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CLARK of Maryland: Committee on Claims. H. R. 
12962. A bill for the relief of the Federal Real Estate & 
Storage Co.; without amendment (Rept. No. 2663). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. H. R. 14929. A bill 
for the relief of Mary Elizabeth O'Brien; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2664). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. RAMSPECK: Committee on Claims. H. R. 16460. A 
bill for the relief of United States Marshal George B. Mc- 
Leod; without amendment (Rept. No. 2665). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. H. R. 16927. A bill 
to extend the benefits of the employees’ compensation act of 
September 7, 1916, to Mary Elizabeth O’Brien, a former em- 
ployee of the United States Veterans’ Bureau; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2666). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. CRADDOCK: Committee on War Claims. H. R. 9397. 
A bill for the relief of the Macon, Dublin & Savannah Rail- 
road Co.; with amendment (Rept. No. 2667). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 
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Mr. BUTLER: Committee on the Public Land. H. R. Memorial of the Legislature of the State of North Dakota, 


16641. A bill for the relief of Emanuel Wallin; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2678). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. YON: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 15953. 
A bill for the relief of Marion F. Blackwell; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2679). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were 
referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 14341) granting an increase of pension to 
Sophie H. Penn; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 16874) for the relief of George Price; Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 16952) providing for settlement of claims of 
officers and enlisted men for extra pay provided by act of 
January 12, 1899; Committee on Claims discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CELLER: A bill (H.-R. 17092) to amend the act 
of March 2, 1929 (45 Stat. 536); to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 17093) to 
provide that officers of a State may have access to Federal 
income-tax returns; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 17094) for the construc- 
tion and equipping of a hospital on the Rocky Boy Indian 
Reservation, in the State of Montana; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SUMNERS of Texas: Resolution (H. Res. 358) to 
abolish the custom of appropriating money from the con- 
tingent fund of the House in connection with funerals of 
deceased Members of Congress; to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. : 

By Mr. FREAR: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 503) to amend 
section 211, Title I, of the revenue act of 1926, as amended; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 504) regulating for a period of two years the migration 
of certain peoples into the United States; to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CELLER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 505) to 
amend section 7, Title II, of the act of October 28, 1919, 
known as the national prohibition act, and to repeal the 
first paragraph of section 2 of the act of November 23, 1921, 
known as an act supplementary to the national prohibition 
act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented 
and referred as follows: 

Memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, 
memorializing Congress to enact legislation to reimburse all 
veterans of the World War the amounts which they paid as 
premiums on war-risk insurance while in the service of the 
United States; to the Committee on World War Veterans’ 
Legislation. 

Memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, 
memorializing Congress to enact legislation either prohibit- 
ing the use of palm oil in the manufacture of oleomargarine 
or making any product manufactured with palm oil subject 
to the tax on colored oleomargarine; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Memorial of the Legislature of the State of Maine, me- 
morializing Congress to exclude all Russian pulpwood or pulp- 
wood products produced by convict and conscript labor from 
importation into this country; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


memorializing Congress for the enactment of Senate Joint 
Resolution 226 and House Joint Resolution 454; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma: Memorial of the Okla- 
home State Legislature, urging enactment of House bill 
11133 granting to the State of Oklahoma 210,000 acres of 
unappropriated nonmineral land for the benefit of agri- 
cultural and mechanical colleges of the State of Oklahoma 
under the provisions of the acts of July 2, 1862, and July 
23, 1866, and authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury upon 
the Secretary of the Interior certifying the number of acres 
available, and if there are not sufficient lands in Oklahoma 
to comply with the provisions of said acts to make an appro- 
priation and pay the State of Oklahoma in lieu of said 
lands the sum of $1.25 per acre for the number of acres due 
— of Oklahoma; to the Committee on the Public 

Also, memorial of the Oklahoma State Legislature, re- 
questing amendment of the Federal revenue law by provid- 
ing that proper officers of the several States shall have ac- 
cess to all Federal income-tax returns; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Okla- 
homa, memorializing Congress to pass immediately House 
Resolution No. 12995; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HALL of North Dakota: Memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of North Dakota, memorializing Congress 
for the enactment of House Joint Resolution 454: to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma: Memorial of the Leg- 
islature of the State of Oklahoma, memorializing Congress 
to amend the Federal revenue law by providing that proper 
officers of the several States shall have access to all Federal 
income-tax returns; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Oklahoma, 
memorializing Congress to grant to the State of Oklahoma 
210,000 acres of unappropriated nonmineral land for the 
benefit of agricultural and mechanical colleges of the State 
of Oklahoma; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. NELSON of Maine: Memorial of the Legislature 
of the State of Maine, memorializing Congress to exclude the 
importation of Russian pulpwood into this country; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REILLY: Memorial in the nature of a joint resolu- 
tion passed by the Wisconsin State Legislature, memorializing 
Congress of the United States to enact legislation prohibiting 
the use of palm oil in the manufacture of oleomargarine or 
making any product manufactured with palm oil subject 
to tax on colored oleomargarine; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 17095) granting an increase 
of pension to Catherine R. Forbes; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAIL: A bill (H. R. 17096) granting a pension 
to Irene M. Radclift; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DOWELL: A bill (H. R. 17097) granting a pension 
to Rebecca Story; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 17098) authorizing the 
President of the United States to present in the name of 
Congress a medal of honor to Thomas H. Laird; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HOGG of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 17099) granting, 
an increase of pension to Mary E. Hollopeter; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 17100) for the 
relief of Florence Northcott Hannas; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 17101) granting a pension to Hannah C. 
McCarthy; to the Committee on Pensions, 
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By Mr. JOHNSTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 17102) 
granting an increase of pension to Nancy Hoover; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mrs. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 17103) for the relief of Nels 
D. Anderson; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17104) to authorize the appointment of 
First Sergt. John Rowland, retired, United States Army, to 
master sergeant, retired, United States Army; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 17105) for the relief of 
G. Casman; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MAGRADY: A bill (H. R. 17106) for the relief of 
Wilfred J. Drey; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MANLOVE: A bill (H. R. 17107) granting a pen- 
sion to Laura B. Riffee; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17108) granting a pension to Dorothy 
B. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 17109) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mattie L. Bennett; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: A bill (H. R. 17110) granting a pen- 
sion to Ruvira Jerolaman; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 17111) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary Clark (with one accompanying paper); 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 17112) 
granting an increase of pension to Margaret T. Work; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 17113) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James M. Smith; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17114) granting a pension to Ross 
Huston Horner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 17115) granting a 
pension to Lillian May Hendrickson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were 
laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

9643. Petition of Belle Randolph Van Horn and other 
citizens of New Orleans, La., favoring the Sparks-Capper 
stop-alien representation amendment; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

9644. Also, petition of citizens of New Orleans, La., favor- 
ing the Sparks-Capper stop alien representation amend- 
ment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9645. Also, petition of Miss A. P. Hamilton, favoring the 
passage of House bill 7884; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

9646. Also, petition of National Republican Club of New 
York, opposing the calling of a Federal constitutional con- 
vention; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9647. By Mr. ANDRESEN: Petition of John Ireland Club, 
of Red Wing, Minn., protesting the passage of Senate bill 
4582; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9648. By Mr. ARNOLD: Petition of citizens of Calhoun, 
III., urging passage of resolution to exclude unnaturalized 
aliens from census reports in connection with congressional 
reapportionment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9649. Also, petition of citizens of Brownstown, Hl., and 
vicinity, urging immediate cash payment of adjusted-service 
certificates of World War soldiers; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

9650. By Mr. BACHMANN: Petition of Charles W. Jones 
and other citizens of Grafton, W. Va., and F. B. Harrington, 
M. D., of Weirton-Cove Post, No. 10, Weirton, W. Va., urg- 
ing that the United States Government immediately pay in 
cash to World War veterans the full face amount of ad- 
justed-compensation certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9651. By Mr. BOHN: Petition of ex-service men, resi- 
dents of the county of Alpena, Mich., heartily indorsing 
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proposed payment in full of adjusted-service certificates; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9652. By Mr. CANFIELD: Petition of Rev. Alfred L. 
Beatty and 28 other citizens of Hope, Ind., urging the pas- 
sage of the Sparks-Capper amendment; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

9653. Also, petition of Rev. H. C. Clippinger and 23 other 
citizens of Greenwood, Ind., urging the passage of the 
Sparks-Capper amendment; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9654. By Mr. CARTER of California: Petition of 175 
members of the Third Order of St. Francis, St. Francis de 
Sales Branch, of Oakland, Calif., protesting against the 
passage of Senate bill 4583, regarding distribution and sale 
of contraceptive literature; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

9655. Also, petition of 200 members of the Ladies’ Aux- 
iliary of Ancient Order of Hibernians of America, of Oak- 
land, Calif., protesting against the passage of Senate bill 
4582, regarding distribution and sale of contraceptive litera- 
ture; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9656. Also, petition of 200 members Catholic Daughters of 
America, Hayward, Calif., protesting against the passage of 
Senate bill 4582, regarding distribution and sale of contra- 
ceptive literature; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9657. By Mr. CARTER of Wyoming: Petition of W. L. 
Stone, of Casper, Wyo., and others, favoring the passage of 
House bill 7884; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

9658. By Mr. CHALMERS: Petition of the Toledo Chapter, 
No. 5, Disabled American Veterans of the World War, favor- 
ing the proposal to cash the adjusted-service certificates of 
World War veterans at their face value; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9659. By Mr. CHRISTGAU: Petition of citizens of Clarks 
Grove, Minn., submitted by A. C. Anderson, of Clarks Grove, 
in behalf of the immediate cash payment at full face value 
of the adjusted-compensation certificates; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. i 

9660. Also, resolution adopted by members of the Navy- 
Marine Post, No. 472, the American Legion, at Minneapolis, 
Minn., favoring the immediate payment of the face value of 
the adjusted-compensation certificates; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

9661. By Mr. CLAGUE: Petition of Mrs. C. C. Gilmore, of 
Pipestone, Minn., and others, in support of the Sparks- 
Capper resolution No. 356; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

9662. Also, petition of F. J. Schraeder, J. R. Lesewski, and 
others, of Canby; S. E. Greene, and others, of Odin; and 
Fred Jensen, and others, of Fairmont, Minn., favoring the 
immediate payment of the adjusted-compensation certifi- 
cates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9663. By Mr. CLANCY: Petition of residents of the fifth 
congressional district; favoring the passage of House bill 
7884; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

9664. Also, petition of Edna Lucking Apel and other resi- 
dents of Detroit, Mich., favoring the passage of House bill 
7884; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

9665. Also, petition of G. W. Otto and E. A. Bowman, of 
Detroit, Mich., urging the passage of House bill 7884; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

9666. Also, petition of James E. Spier, circuit judge Ma- 
comb County, Mount Clemens, Mich., favoring the passage 
of House bill 7884; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

9667. Also, petition of Walter Fenton, Mount Clemens 
Kiwanis Club, Mount Clemens, Mich., favoring the passage 
of House bill 7884; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

9668. Also, petition of Emma Demay, Detroit, Mich., favor- 
ing the passage of House bill 7884; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

9669. Also, petition of Ira E. Babcock, Detroit, Mich., 
favoring the passage of House bill 7884 without amendment; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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9670. Also, petition of Mr. and Mrs. Edward Caulkins, of 
Detroit, Mich., favoring the passage of House bill 7884; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

9671. Also, petition of residents of Detroit, Mich., favor- 
ing House bill 7884; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

9672. Also, petition of residents of Detroit, Mich., favoring 
immediate payment in full of adjusted-compensation cer- 
tificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9673. By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: Petition of 250 citi- 
zens members of the American Legion Postal Service Post, 
No. 123, filed by Mathew N. Messmer, adjutant, 6916 Vir- 
ginia Avenue, St. Louis, Mo., urging Congress to provide for 
the payment in full of adjusted-service certificates; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9674. By Mr. CONNERY: Petition of 1,690 veterans and 
citizens of New England, favoring the cash payment of 
adjusted compensation of the World War Veterans; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9675. Also, petition of 25 citizens of the seventh congres- 
sional district of Massachusetts in behalf of House bill 7884; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

9676. By Mr. DALLINGER: Petition of various citizens of 
Middlesex County, Mass., praying for the enactment of 
House bill 7884, for the exemption of dogs from vivisection 
in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

9677. By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of R. Hartwig and others, 
favoring the immediate cash payment at full face value 
of adjusted-compensation certificates as created by section 
702 of the World War adjusted compensation act of 1924; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9678. By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of Hamilton Circle, 
No. 200, Daughters of Isabella, by Leona Olinger, secretary, 
Hamilton, Ohio, protesting against the passage of Senate 
bill 4582 relative to birth control; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9679. Also, petition of Mrs. Ellis J. Finke, executive secre- 
tary; Marie L. Crotty, supervisor case work; Emma Grusen- 
meyer, children’s department; and Grace Hagedorn, regis- 
trar of the Catholic Charities, of Dayton, Ohio, urging im- 
mediate passage of Senate bill 3060 to relieve the unemploy- 
ment situation; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9680. By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Petition signed by E. Pet- 
tinger, of 155 Riverdale Avenue, Yonkers, N. Y., and 38 
other residents of Yonkers, N. Y., urging the immediate 
cash payment of the World War veterans’. adjusted-service 
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9681. By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of Paul C. Wolman. 
commander in chief Veterans of Foreign Wars of the 
United States; Ethel Stratton Nock, National Gold Star 
chairman, American War Mothers, Washington, D. C.; Ad- 
miral R. E. Coontz, president the National Sojourners, 
Washington, D. C.; Mrs. John Laidlaw Buel, national presi- 
dent National Society of Daughters of Founders and Patri- 
ots of America, Litchfield, Conn.; and A. Streiff, 115 Second 
Street, Jackson, Mich., favoring building Navy up to London 
treaty; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

9682. Also, petition of Mrs. C. B. Steunenberg, superin- 
tendent of public instruction, Boise, Idaho, protesting 
against reduction of enlisted and officer personnel; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

9683. Also, petition of Florence H. Luscomb, executive sec- 
retary Women’s International League for Peace and Free- 
dom, Boston, Mass., urging parity of security instead of 
parity of tonnage, and that the naval treaty of London be 
not regarded as ground for increasing naval appropriations; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

9684. Also, petition of Mrs. John Laidlaw Buel, national 
president National Society of Daughters of Founders and 
Patriots of America, Litchfield, Conn.; Paul C. Wolman, 
commander in chief Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United 
States; Admiral R. E. Coontz, president the National 
Sojourners, Washington, D. C.; Ethel Stratton Nock, 
chairman National Gold Star American War Mothers, 
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Washington, D. C.; N. P. Alifas, president, District No. 44, 
International Association of Machinists, Washington, D. C.; 
and Florence O. Thomas, Department of Agriculture, Wash- 
ington, D. C., favoring modernization of battleships; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

9685. By Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma: Petition of Ameri- 
can Federation of Labor, urging the increase in border 
patrol; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

9686. Also, petition of Farmers Gin Co., regarding the ac- 
tivities of the Federal Farm Board and Federal agricultural 
marketing act; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

9687. Also, petition of National Cooperative Council, op- 
posing amendment to the agricultural marketing act; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

9688. Also, petition of Carmen Memorial Post, No. 47, 
American Legion, Carmen, Okla., regarding House bill 15621; 
to the Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

9689. Also, petition of Capt. A. C. Garrison, Ponca City, 
Okla., urging payment of adjusted-service certificates; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9690. By Mr. GREENWOOD: Petition of John Henry and 
others, favoring proposed amendment to the Constitution 
to exclude aliens from count for reapportionment of rep- 
resentation in Congress; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

9691. By Mr. HALL of North Dakota: Petition of 26 resi- 
dents of Westhope and Maxbass, N. Dak., urging the passage 
of House Joint Resolution No. 356; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9692. By Mr. HANCOCK of New York: Petition of Rev. 
G. Winne Taft and other residents of Onondaga County, 
N. Y., favoring the Sparks-Capper amendment; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

9693. By Mr. HICKEY: Petition of Mrs. G. H. Denison 
and other residents of Hanna, Ind., urging passage of the 
Sparks-Capper stop alien representation amendment, House 
Joint Resolution No. 356; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

9694. By Mr. HILL of Washington: Petition of Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, of Wenatchee, Wash., asking 
for enactment of a law for Federal supervision of motion 
pictures; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

9695. By Mr. HOOPER: Petition of citizens of Eaton, 
Rapids, Mich., favoring immediate cash payment at full 
face value of adjusted-compensation certificates; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9696. By Mr. HALL of Illinois: Petition of the Women's 
Catholic Order of Foresters, by Anna R. Downes, protesting 
passage of Senate bill 4582; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9697. By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: Petition, of 
members of Methodist Episcopal Church, Britton, S. Dak., 
Henry D. Gough, pastor, favoring House Joint Resolution 
No. 356, providing for an amendment to the United States 
Constitution excluding unnaturalized aliens when making 
apportionment for congressional districts; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

9698. By Mr. JOHNSON of Texas: Petition of committee 
of Texas Reclamation and Drainage Association, John T. 
Fortson, president; Guy M. Gibson, secretary; and Judge 
Rufus Hardy, Frank N. Drane, Joe B. Fortson, and J. Frank 
Williams, urging passage of Senate bill 4123; to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

9699. By Mr. KOPP: Petition of numerous residents of 
Crawfordsville, Mount Pleasant, Salem, Pleasant Plain, and 
Washington, Iowa, urging the passage of the so-called 
Sparks-Capper amendment; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

9700. Also, petition of Jean Loras Circle, No. 181, Daugh- 
ters of Isabella, Fort Madison, Iowa, protesting against the 
amendment of the tariff act and Criminal Code so that lit- 
erature and material for use in contraception or artificial 
birth control could be imported and distributed throughout 
the country; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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9701. By Mr. KVALE: Petition of 38 citizens of Willmar, 
Minn., urging cash payment of adjusted-compensation cer- 
tificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9702. Also, petition of Merton-Dale Post, No. 80, American 
Legion, Wheaton, Minn., submitted by R. H. Steidl, adjutant, 
favoring immediate cash payment of adjusted-compensation 
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9703. By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of National Association 
of United States Civil Service Employees and National Fed- 
eration of Federal Employees, urging that the naval clothing 
factory at the naval supply department, Brooklyn, N. Y., be 
not restricted in its present efficient operation; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

9704. By Mr. LOZIER: Petition of numerous citizens of 
Wakenda, Mo., praying Congress to enact legislation for cash 
payment at full face value of adjusted-compensation certifi- 
cates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9705. By Mr. McCORMACK of Massachusetts: Petition of 
Arthur Peabody; 95 Commercial Street, and others, of West 
Lynn, Mass., urging early and favorable consideration of 
legislation providing for immediate cash payment of ad- 
justed-service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9706. By Mr. MEAD: Petition of Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union, of Collins Center, N. Y., for Federal super- 
vision of motion pictures; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

9707. By Mr. MILLER: Petition of Seattle Council of 
Catholic Women, protesting favorable consideration or en- 
actment of Senate bill 4582; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9708. By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: Petition of Anna Groh, 
Katie Groh, Mrs. J. T. Jones, and others, urging support of 
the Sparks-Capper amendment to the United States Con- 
stitution; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9709. By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS: Petition of citizens of St. 
Louis, Mo., favoring immediate payment of adjusted-service 
certificates at their face value; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

9710. By Mr. PALMER: Petition of Ches Spreckelmeyer, 
of 329 New Street, and numerous other citizens of Spring- 
field, Mo., favoring cash payment for adjusted-compensation 
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9711. By Mr. FRANK M. RAMEY: Petition of Waples- 
Bauer Post, No. 94, American Legion, Nokomis, III., favoring 
immediate payment in cash at full face value of the World 
War veterans’ adjusted-service certificates; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

9712. Also, petition of board of governors, the Veterans 
Service Bureau, Springfield, Ill., protesting against moving 
the Air Corps Technical School from Chanute Field, Ran- 
toul, III., to Wright Field, Dayton, Ohio; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

9713. Also, resolution of La Fore Lock Post, No. 755, 
Springfield, III., Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United 
States, protesting against transfer of the Air Corps Tech- 
nical School from Chanute Field, Rantoul, II., to Wright 
Field, Dayton, Ohio; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

9714. Also, petition of Lincoln Home Camp, No. 64, United 
Spanish War Veterans, Department of Illinois, protesting 
against moving the Air Corps Technical School from Cha- 
nute Field, Rantoul, Il., to Wright Field, Dayton, Ohio; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

9715. By Mr. REED of New York: Petition of Sherman 
Branch of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of 
Sherman; Chautauqua County Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union; and Baptist Church Ladies’ Aid, of Fredonia, 
N. Y., indorsing House bill 9986; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

9716. By Mr. RICH: Petition of citizens of Williamsport, 
Pa., favoring House Joint Resolution No. 356, known as the 
Sparks-Capper bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9717. Also, petition of citizens of Wellsboro, Pa., favoring 
the passage of House Joint Resolution No. 356, known as the 
Sparks-Capper bill; to the Commitiee on the Judiciary. 
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9718. By Mr. ROBINSON: Petition of Mrs. C. F. Paine 
and 42 other citizens of Eldora, Iowa, urging the passage 
of the Sparks-Capper stop alien representation amend- 
ment, H. J. Res. 356; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9719. Also, petition of Rev. Albert R. Rice and 16 other 
citizens of Eldora, Iowa, urging the passage of the Sparks- 
Capper stop alien representation amendment, H. J. Res. 356; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9720. By Mr. SANDERS of New York: Petition of Rev. 
George O. Fisher and 42 other citizens of Avon, N. Y., urging 
enactment of the Sparks-Capper bill, providing for con- 
stitutional amendment excluding aliens from the count for 
representation in Congress; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9721. By Mr. SANDERS of Texas: Resolution of Advertis- 
ing Men’s Post, No. 209, of American Legion, New York City, 
urging consideration to compromise legislation on bonus bill 
increasing present loan value on bonus policies to approxi- 
mately 50 per cent of their maturity value; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

9722. By Mr. SPARKS: Petition of Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Palco, Kans., for the Federal super- 
vision of the motion pictures as provided in the Grant 
Hudson motion picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9723. Also, petition of Kansas yearly meeting of friends, 
of Alton, Kans., for the Federal supervision of the motion 
pictures as provided in the Grant Hudson motion picture 
bill, H. R. 9986; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

9724. Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Glade, Kans., for the Federal supervision of the 
motion pictures as provided in the Grant Hudson motion 
picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

9725. Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Beloit, Kans., for the Federal supervision of the 
motion pictures as provided in the Grant Hudson motion 
picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

9726. By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition of citi- 
zens of Indiana County, Pa., favoring the proposed amend- 
ment to the United States Constitution to exclude unnat- 
uralized aliens from the count of population for congres- 
sional apportionment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9727. Also, petition of citizens of Jefferson County, Pa., 
favoring the proposed amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States to exclude unnaturalized aliens from the 
count of population for congressional apportionment; to thé 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

9728. By Mr. SWANSON: Petition of Christian Haupt 
and others, favoring the exclusion of aliens in the appor- 
tionment of the House of Representatives; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

9729. Also, petition of Ora Fisher and others, favoring 
the exclusion of aliens in the apportionment of the House 
of Representatives; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9730. By Mr. SWING: Petition of 17 citizens of Califor- 
nia, urging the passage of the dog exemption bill, H. R. 
7884, to save dogs the horrors of vivisection; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

9731. Also, petition of L. F. Courtright and 38 citizens 
of Patton, Calif., urging the immediate cash payment at 
full face value of adjusted-compensation certificates as 
created by section 702 of the World War adjusted compen- 
sation act of 1924; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9732. Also, petition of R. M. Greer and 38 other citizens of 
Patton, Calif., urging the immediate cash payment at full 
face value of adjusted-compensation certificates as created 
by section 702 of the World War adjusted compensation act 
of 1924; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9733. Also, petition of W. A. Pike and 38 other citizens of 
San Bernardino, Calif., urging the cash payment of adjusted- 
compensation certificates at full face value as created by 
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H. R. 305. An act for the relief of Northern Trust Co., the 
trustee in bankruptcy of the Northwest Farmers Cooperative 


9734. Also, petition of H. A. Bennett and 38 other citizens | Dairy & Produce Co., a corporation, bankrupt; 


of Victorville, Calif., urging the cash payment of adjusted- 
compensation certificates at full face value as created by 
section 702 of the World War adjusted compensation act of 
1924; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9735. By Mr. TEMPLE: Petition of Rev. L. M. Bonner, 
Roscoe, Pa., urging passage of the proposed Sparks-Capper 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, which 
would permit the omission of unnaturalized aliens and count 
only citizens as a basis for apportionment of Congressmen 
to the various States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9736. By Mr. TILSON: Resolution passed by the Jewish 
Community Council, of New Haven, Conn., upon the subject 
of alien registration; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

9737. By Mr. TURPIN: Petition of citizens of Luzerne 
County, Pa., urging passage of House Joint Resolution 356, 
known as the stop alien representation amendment; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

9738. By Mr. WATRES: Petition of the Catholic Woman’s 
Club, of Scranton, Pa., protesting against the passage of 
Senate bill 4582; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9739. Also, petition of representative members of the Fed- 
eration of Men’s Bible Classes, of the Primitive Methodist 
Churches of Jermyn, Blakely, Dickson City, Taylor, Arch- 
bald, and Scranton, Pa., unanimously favoring the passage of 
House Joint Resolution No. 356; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9740. By Mr. WYANT: Petition of citizens of Berry, West- 
moreland County, Pa., favoring Sparks-Capper amendment 
eliminating 7,500,000 unnaturalized aliens from count in pro- 
posed congressional reapportionment; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

9741. Also, petition of citizens of Jeannette, favoring im- 
mediate cash payment of World War veterans’ adjusted- 
service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9742. Also, petition of Veterans’ Association of the One 
hundred and seventh Field Artillery, Twenty-eighth Division, 
requesting cash payment of adjusted-service certificates; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9743. Also, petition of citizens of Latrobe, Westmoreland 
County, Pa., requesting cash payment at full face value of 
adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 


SENATE 
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 16, 1931 
(Legislative day of Monday, January 26, 1931) 


- The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian, on the expiration 
of the recess. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will receive a mes- 
sage from the House of Representatives. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


_ A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Hal- 
tigan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed 
without amendment the following bills of the Senate: 

S. 8. An act for the relief of Lieut. David O. Bowman, Med- 
ical Corps, United States Navy; 

S. 557. An act to authorize the disposition of certain public 
lands in the State of Nevada; and 

S. 5613. An act for the relief of Commercial Loan & Trust 
Co., Monticello, Ark. 

The message also announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 2854) for the relief of Mrs. A. K. Root, with 
amendments, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

H. R. 303. An act for the relief of Charles Thomas and 
Edgar Thomas; 


H. R. 6817. An act for the relief of Robert Bennett; 

H. R. 7672. An act for the relief of Carroll K. Moran; 

H. R. 7849. An act for the relief of R. K. Stiles & Co.:; 

H. R. 8103. An act for the relief of the American Falls 
Realty & Water Works Co. (Ltd.), of Power County, Idaho; 

H. R. 9946. An act for the relief of Annie M. Eopolucci; and 

H.R.11015. An act to provide an appropriation for the 
payment of claims of persons who suffered property damage, 
death, or personal injury due to the explosion at the naval 
ammunition depot, Lake Denmark, N. J., July 10, 1926. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed 
his signature to the following enrolled bills, and they were 
signed by the Vice President: 

H. R. 3644. An act for compensation in behalf of John M. 


Flynn; 

H. R. 8159. An act to authorize appropriation for construc- 
tion at the United States Military Academy, West Point, 
N. Y.; Fort Lewis, Wash.; Fort Benning, Ga.; and for other 
purposes; and : 

H. R. 9872. An act for the relief of Andrew J. Brown. 

APPROVAL OF THE JOURNAL 


Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Journal for Thursday, Friday, and Saturday of last 
week may stand approved. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
that the pending motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Hae] to proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 5288) 
to authorize the construction of certain naval vessels, and 
for other purposes, may be temporarily laid aside and that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill, H. R. 16738. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, in the absence of a quorum 
I would not want to have the request of the Senator from 
Connecticut submitted by the Chair. Therefore I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 


Ashurst Fess La Follette Sheppard 
Barkley Fletcher McGill Shipstead 

Frazier McKellar Shortridge 
Black George McNary Smith 
Blaine Gillett Morrison Smoot 
Blease G Morrow Steck 
Borah Glenn Moses Steiwer 
Bratton Norbeck Stephens 
Brock Goldsborough Norris Swanson 
Broussard Nye Thomas, Idaho 
Capper Hale Oddie Trammell 
Caraway Partridge Tydings 

Hayden Patterson Vandenberg 
Co: Hebert Phipps agner 
Copeland Heflin Pine Walcott 
Couzens Howell Pittman Walsh, Mass 
Cutting Johnson Ransdell Walsh, Mont 

e Jones Waterman 

Davis Kean Robinson, Ark. Watson 
Deneen Kendrick Robinson,Ind. Wheeler 
Dill 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-three Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. The request 
of the Senator from Connecticut is pending. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I understood when we recessed 
on Saturday that I would have the floor this morning upon 
the reconvening of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. BrycHam] was recognized to submit a unanimous- 
consent request. If it was understood that the Senator from 
Utah should be recognized 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I have no desire to take 
the Senator from Utah off the floor. My request was merely 
in order to facilitate business. I understand debate on 
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the motion of the Senator from Maine will be rather long, 
and in order that we may get the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill to conference I asked unanimous consent 
that his motion be temporarily laid aside in order that the 
Senate might proceed to the consideration of the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill, and thus get it to conference as 
quickly as possible. 

Mr. KING. Why not vote down the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Maine and displace it by taking up the appropria- 
tion bill? 

Mr. BINGHAM. If a vote could be had on the motion 
immediately, I should be in favor of such a procedure, but I 
understand it is going to be debated at length. I am very 
anxious to conclude the consideration of the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill. 

Mr. KING. I appreciate the importance of getting the 
appropriation bill through. Those of us who have been 
desirous to secure action upon my motion to reconsider the 
bill (S. 202) to provide for the deportation of certain alien 
seamen, and for other purposes, I think have been patient 
beyond the requisites of virtue. I am perfectly willing to 
allow the District of Columbia appropriation bill to come 
up now because I know it will take but a short time, but it 
must displace the motion which is now pending. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Under the circumstances the 
Chair feels that the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine] should 
be recognized, and he is recognized. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. What becomes of the unanimous- 
consent request submitted by the Senator from Connecticut? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will be submitted as soon 
as the Senator from Utah has yielded to one or two Senators 
who have some morning business to transact. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. KING. I yield. 


INVESTIGATION OF CEMENT INDUSTRY 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I have lying on the Vice 
President’s table a resolution (S. Res. 448) relating to the 
investigation of the sale of cement. I asked unanimous 
consent for its consideration at the time it was introduced. 
It was objected to by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
Kean]. He had an amendment which he desired to offer. 
I have consulted with him. He has submitted that amend- 
ment. I have no objection to the amendment. I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. WATSON. Let the resolution be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair suggests that we 
first dispose of the unanimous-consent request submitted by 
the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, in order to facilitate 
the disposition of that request I object to the request of the 
Senator from Connecticut. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. Is there ob- 
jection now to the request of the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. WATSON. I would like to have the resolution read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the resolution be read for 
the information of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 448) sub- 
mitted by Mr. Norris on the 12th instant. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the im- 
mediate consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I have been asked in regard 
to the preamble. Some Senators prefer not to have it. I 
have no objection to striking out the preamble. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. 
The clerk will state the amendment submitted by the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. Kean]. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The senior Senator from New Jersey 
offers the following amendment: On page 2, line 1, after 
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the word “ cement,” insert the words “ whether of foreign or 
domestic manufacture,” so as to make the resolution read: 


Resolved, That the Federal Trade Commission be, and it is 
hereby, directed to investigate competitive conditions in the ce- 
ment industry and report to the Senate of the United States: 

1. The facts with respect to the sale of cement, whether of for- 
eign or domestic manufacture, and especially the price activities 
of trade associations composed of either manufacturers of cement 
or dealers In cement, or both. 

2. The facts with respect to the distribution of cement, includ- 
ing a survey of the ices of manufacturers or dealers used in 
connection with the distribution of cement. 

3. Whether the activities in the cement industry on the part of 
trade associations, manufacturers of cement, or dealers in cement 
constitute a violation of the antitrust laws of the United States 
and whether such activities constitute unfair trade practices. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I would like to ask the Senator 
whether this will cause any delay? If it will, I must object. 

Mr. NORRIS. The resolution is about to pass. 

Mr. KING. It would have been passed if the Senator 
from Maine had not taken the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolu- 
tion as amended is agreed to; and without objection, the 
preamble is disagreed to. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I ask permission to insert in 
the Recorp a memorandum which I have prepared relative 
to the subject matter of the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

The memorandum is as follows: 


The following constitutes the substance of the more recent 
complaints received regarding cement: : 

i. Telegrams from State highway commissions stating that the 
action of the cement people in combining and agreeing upon price 
is apparent. “We are about to advertise for our 1931 require- 
ments and would like to know if you have any suggestions that 
grow out of your experience which would protect us from the 
customary manufacturer's practice to quote us exactly the -same 
price regardless of location of factory or the freight haul involved.” 

2. Complaint from builders and contractors in the building trades 
located in Wisconsin, alleging combination among several of the 
large cement companies, by which prices of cement are definitely 
fixed. 


3. One complaint from a dealer in building materials located in 
Nebraska, complaining of maintenance of high prices in lumber 
and plaster. “ Incidentally I have been surprised that your com- 
mission has allowed the cement people of the land to maintain 
an absolutely rigid and uniform price over a long period of time.“ 

4. A complaint from a dealer in building material located in 
Minnesota states that he is unable to purchase material because 
he is not a lumber dealer. 

5. A complaint from a dealer in Illinois that several cement 
companies refuse to sell him cement because he does not handle 
a full line of building material. The real reason, he alleges, is 
because he has cut prices. 

6. Adealer in Iowa complains of price discrimination on the part 
of a chain building-material concern. 

7. A complaint from a New York dealer alleging a conspiracy 
among the members of a cement association to fix prices, which 
cement is to be sold in any locality. “All companies in the East 
belong to the association and have fixed the price for cement laid 
down at Rochester, N. Y., no matter whether the cement comes by 
a long haul or a short one. Freight varies as much as 6 cents per 
hundred from some of the companies, yet they all charge the same 
price for cement. If cement is ordered from a company that is not 
represented in a certain city, the company from which it is ordered 
immediately appoints a dealer in that city, giving the dealer 10 
cents per barrel for handling and charging same to the consumer.” 

8. A manufacturer of cement block and building tile, located in 
New York City, complains that he is unable to buy cement direct 
from the manufacturer. 

9. A dealer in building material, located in Iowa, complains that 
he is unable to purchase cement from manufacturers at wholesale 
prices due to threats made by the old-line lumber yards. The 
real cause for refusal to sell appears to be price cutting on the 
part of the dealer. 


REPORT OF PERSONNEL ge ase BOARD ON THE FIELD 
SER 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Director of the Personnel Classifica- 
tion Board transmitting, pursuant to law, the closing report 
of the board on the wage and personnel survey of certain 
positions in the field service of the Government, which, with 
the accompanying documents, was referred to the Committee 
on Civil Service. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the fol- 

lowing joint memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
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Idaho, which was referred to the Committee on Irrigation Mr. TYDINGS presented petitions of sundry citizens of the 


and Reclamation: 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

I, Fred E. Lukens, of state of the State of Idaho, 
and legal custodian of the original enrolled copies of all acts 
paeron at the various sessions of the Legislature of the State of 
daho, do hereby certify that the annexed constitutes a full, 
true, and complete transcript of the original enrolled copy of 
Senate Joint Memorial No. 7 enacted by the twenty-first session 
of the Legislature of the State of Idaho and filed in this office the 
12th day of February, 1931. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. 

Done at Boise, the capital of Idaho, this 12th day of February, 


A. D. 1931. 
[SEAL.] FreD E. LUKENS, 
Secretary of State. 


LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
TWENTY-FIRST SESSION, 


Senate Joint Memorial 7. By irrigation and water resources 
committee 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the 

United States of America in Congress assembled; 

Your memorialist, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, re- 
spectfully represent: 

That whereas there is not now available in the Federal recla- 
mation fund an adequate amount to carry on the construction 
and betterment on many reclamation projects approved by Con- 
gress and now in process of tonstruction; and 

Whereas such lack of funds necessitates the discontinuance 
of work thereon until such time as said reclamation fund may 
be augmented by the different sources of income thereto; and 

Whereas the prevailing economic depression throughout the 
Nation may cause considerable time to elapse before the income 
of said reclamation fund will be adequate to permit. the con- 
tinuance of work on the various reclamation projects; and 

Whereas said delay in the continuation of construction on such 
projects will add considerable to the cost of those projects now 
under construction, loss to settlers now on the projects awaiting 
an initial or additional water supply, and tend to add to the gen- 
eral economic depression in many localities in our Western 
States: Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the Senate of the State of Idaho (the House of 
Representatives concurring), That we most respectfully urge the 
Congress of the United States of America to make an emergency 
appropriation of $5,000,000 as a loan to the reclamation fund; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That the secretary of state of the State of Idaho is 
hereby instructed to forward this memorial to the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States of America, and 

- that copies hereof be sent to the Senators and Representatives 
in Congress from this State and to the States of , Wash- 
ington, California, Utah, Nevada, Arizona, Colorado, and Montana. 

This senate joint memorial passed the senate on the 12th day 
of February, 1931. 


G. P. Mrx, 
President of the Senate. 
This senate joint memorial e the house of representatives 
on the 12th day of February, 1931. 
O. A. BOTTOLFSEN, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives, 

I hereby certify that the within Senate Joint Memorial No. 7 
originated in the senate during the twenty-first session of the 
Legislature of the State of Idaho. 

Cart C. KITCHEN, 
Secretary of the Senate. 

Mr. KEAN presented resolutions adopted by the Board of 
Chosen Freeholders of Salem County, N. J., favoring the 
passage of House bill 10887 and Senate bill 1498, providing 
for the granting of a franchise to the Delaware-New Jersey 
Bridge Co. for the building of a bridge across the Delaware 
River between Delaware and New Jersey by the use of private 
capital, which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAPPER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Washington, D. C., praying for the prompt ratification of 
the World Court protocols, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Topeka 
Milk Producers’ Association, of Topeka, Kans., praying for 
the passage of legislation imposing a tax on colored oleo- 
margine, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Chanute, 
Winfield, and Arkansas City, all in the State of Kansas, 
praying for the prompt ratification of the World Court pro- 
tocols, which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 


State of Maryland, praying for the passage of legislation for 
the exemption of dogs from vivisection in the District of 
Columbia, which were referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of Snyder-Farmer Post, No. 3, 
the American Legion, of Hyattsville, and sundry citizens, in 
the State of Maryland, praying for the immediate payment 
in cash of adjusted-service certificates of ex-service men, 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Balti- 
more, Md., remonstrating against the passage of legislation 
providing for the immediate payment in whole or in part 
of war veterans’ insurance polices, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of the States 
of Maryland and Pennsylvania, praying for the prompt 
ratification of the World Court protocols, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WALCOTT presented a resolution adopted by the 
Bridgeport (Conn.) Chamber of Commerce, remonstrating 
against the passage of legislation for the cashing of veterans’ 
adjusted compensation certificates, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of the Universal Sunshine 
Society, of Clinton, Conn., praying for the passage of legis- 
lation providing for the Federal supervision of motion pic- 
tures, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented petitions and papers and telegrams in 
the nature of petitions from the League of Women Voters, 
of Ridgefield; the Council of Jewish Women, of Hartford; 
the College Club, of Waterbury; the Kalmathean Club, of 
West Haven; the Windham County League of Women Vot- 
ers, of Pomfret Center; and of sundry citizens of New Haven, 
Bridgewater, Yalesville, Wallingford, Hartford, and Ansonia, 
all in the State of Connecticut, praying for the prompt rati- 
fication of the World Court protocols, which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FESS presented memorials and letters and telegrams 
in the nature of memorials from the Loyola Study Club, of 
Youngstown; the National Council of Catholic Women and 
related societies of Lima; the Toledo Council of Catholic 
Women, of Toledo; the Catholic Women of St. John’s Parish, 
of Payne; St. Luke’s Women’s Guild, of Cleveland; St. 
John’s Hospital Guild, of Cleveland; the Daughters of Isa- 
bella, of Marion; St. Vincent’s Hospital Nurses Alumnæ, of 
Toledo; the pastor and committee of St. Mary’s Parish and 
the Knights of Columbus, of Marietta; the Daughters of 
Isabella, of Marietta; and the National Council of Catholic 
Women, of Akron, all in the State of Ohio, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called Gillett birth control 
bill, being the bill (S. 4582) to amend sections 305 (a) of 
the tariff act of 1922, as amended, and sections 211, 245, 
and 312 of the Criminal Code, as amended, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Toledo, 
Ohio, remonstrating against compulsory military training in 
civil educational institutions, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions numerously signed by sundry 
citizens of the State of Ohio, praying for the prompt rati- 
fication of the World Court protocols, which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. KING presented a resolution adopted by the Provin- 
cial Board of Bohol, Tagbilaran, P. I., favoring the passage 
of legislation for the protection of Filipino laborers in the 
United States, which was referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Provincial 
Board of Batangas, Batangas, P. L, remonstrating against 
the treatment accorded Filipinos on the Pacific coast of the 
United States and appealing for the passage of legislation 
giving them protection, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 
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BIRTH CONTROL 


Mr. KING presented a letter in the nature of a memorial 
from the Catholic Woman’s League of Salt Lake City, Utah, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


CATHOLIC WOMAN'S LEAGUE, 
Salt Lake City, Utah, February 7, 1931. 
Hon. WILIA H. KING, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 
My Dear Senator Kino: The Catholic Woman's League of Salt 
Lake City wishes to register its opposition to Senate bill No. 4582. 
Will you kindly enter this protest in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
and oblige. 
Yours very respectfully, 
JANE M. CALLAHAN, 


President Catholic Woman’s League. 
THE ALASKA RAILROAD 


Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I have a very important 
resolution adopted by the Chamber of Commerce of Seattle 
with reference to the Alaska Railroad situation. I ask that 
it may be referred to the Committee on Territories and 
Insular Affairs and printed in the RECORD, 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Territories and Insular Affairs and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Whereas it is proposed in Congress to reduce this year the appro- 
priation to cover the operating deficit of the Alaska Railroad from 
$1,000,000 to only one-half that amount; and 

Whereas the unavoidable effect of such reduction is to force an 
increase in the rates of the railroad, estimated by the Department 
of the Interior in the light of the recommendations of the Special 
Select Committee of the Senate on Investigation of the Alaska 
Railroad to be 6634 per cent increase on passenger rates and 50 per 
cent on freight rates; and 

Whereas the people of Alaska have suffered most grievously as a 
result of the change in gold and other values following the war 
and the severe upset in business conditions generally, from which 
distress the people were just beginning to recover and had just 
begun to look forward to progressive improvement when the pres- 
ent depression again interfered; and 

Whereas the condition of the people of Alaska is at present most 
disturbing, business conditions are depressed along with the gen- 
eral world depression, the credit of the merchants as well and the 
people generally is stretched almost to the breaking point, but the 
people of Alaska, exhibiting a manhood and courage indicative of 
their character and American citizenship and their confidence in 
their Territory under normal conditions, are boldly struggling 
along, striving for the better times which they have felt the future 
holds in store; and 

Whereas to impose upon these people in their present distress 
an enormous ‘increase in railroad tariffs, with the inevitable in- 
crease in the cost of the necessities of life and the practical depri- 
vation of all conveniences, is unfair, unjust, and unpatriotic; and 

Whereas at a time that the Congress of the United States is 
considering the expenditure of many millions of dollars for the 
relief of farmers throughout the country and for the relief of resi- 
dents of drought-stricken areas and is appropriating many millions 
of dollars for alien peoples, like the Porto Ricans and Filipinos, it 
is illogical and unsound deliberately to create a condition of dis- 
tress in this northern realm, whose inhabitants are true Americans; 
and 

Whereas it is believed that the committee in comparing the 
Alaska Railroad with the Copper River Railroad or the White Pass 
Railroad undoubtedly was handicapped by lack of time and oppor- 
tunity to investigate those privately owned railroads, otherwise the 
committee would have pointed out, among other things: 

1. That the Copper River Railroad was organized by a mining 
company for the private purpose of bringing its ore from its own 
mines to tidewater, and that the passenger business of the road 
is secondary and incidental, and that the White Pass Railroad 
runs for only a short distance (about 20 miles) in American ter- 
ritory, and its revenues must be divided among three companies; 

2. That the Alaska Railroad was not built for the purpose of 
haying the Government enter the field of railroad money making 
but for the express purpose of developing the Territory of Alaska, 
in which the Government owns more than 95 per cent of the land 
as proprietor, whereas the private railroads referred to were built 
for profit and not for service; 

3. That the Government is spending many millions of dollars 
throughout the country for highway purposes without thought or 
expectation of remuneration, yet at huge expense for mainte- 
nance, and the Alaska Railroad should be considered as a fit and 
proper public service for the Territory of Alaska the same as 
highways rather than as a money-making enterprise like private 
railroads; and 

Whereas the merchants and traders of California, Oregon, and 
Washington are directly and seriously affected by the trade and 
credit conditions of Alaska, and through them the prosperity of 
the entire Pacific coast will be detrimentally affected by aggra- 
vating the present distressing situation in Alaska; and 
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Whereas the Government itself at the time of the building of 
the Alaska Railroad and thereafter publicly advertised and other- 
wise invited people to come to Alaska and to settle there and in- 
duced many of them to do so and led them to expect assistance 
and encouragement, apd the Government is now under a moral 
obligation and implied contract to stand back of its representa- 
tions and promises; and 

Whereas it is unsound and unfair to charge the people of Alaska 
with the fact, if such it be, that the construction cost of the rail- 
Toad was excessive, or that the operation has been extravagant or 
inefficient, inasmuch as the people of Alaska have had no voice 
or part in the supervision of the construction nor in the conduct 
of the operation of the railroad, but all management whatsoever 
uo been pursuant to act of Congress and Federal administration; 
an 

Whereas it is unsound and unfair to expect that the Alaska 
Railroad in the past or even in the near future will or can operate 
on a profit-making basis when it is considered that the Govern- 
ment donated huge quantities of Government lands to the pioneer- 
ing transcontinental railroads and yet practically all such rail- 
roads passed through years of struggling and finally through liqui- 
e before they ever arrived at a profitable basis of operation; 
ani 

Whereas the proposal to meet a condition of lack of traffic and 
traffic revenue by reducing traffic facilities to inadequacy and by 
raising rates so that they become a burden on the people who are 
forced to use the utility is unsound in both theory and morals, 
and would not be tolerated by the Government itself in the case 
of a privately owned utility; and 

Whereas the natural result of such an unsound policy will be 
a decrease in traffic, discouragement of development, and at the 
same time will have a tendency to stimulate competing river 
traffic for whatever business is left and thereby still further to 
cripple the railroad’s revenue; and 

Whereas it is believed that the humanitarian phases of the situa- 
tion are entitled to the attention of Congress which still possesses 
the ultimate governmental power over the Territory of Alaska 
and in a proprietary way represents the vast majority of the 
property ownership and is therefore charged with corresponding 
duty and responsibility, and the present with its unhappy condi- 
tion of the people of Alaska is no time to increase their burdens 
and discourage them from the increased prosperity which they 
believed the future promised and which with proper and sympa- 
thetic attention can be hastened and insured; and 

Whereas the suggestion of appropriating a fund for the investi- 
gation and development of natural resources in the territory 
tributary to the railroad is a constructive proposal standing out 
in bold contrast with the proposal to diminish service and increase 
rates: Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That an emergency exists in the condition of the peo- 
ple of interior Alaska and that it is essential to the prosperity of 
that vast district that there be secured from this session of the 
United States Congress a deficiency appropriation of $500,000 for 
the operation of the Alaska Railroad in addition to the appropria- 
tion of such an amount included in the measure now before Con- 
gress, and that there should be no increase in the rates upon said 
railroad; be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be forwarded to the 
Members of Congress from the State of Washington and to all 
members of the Appropriations Committee of the United States 
Senate and to the several chambers of commerce of the cities on 
the Pacific coast. 


IMPORTATION | OF LUMBER, PULPWOOD, AND PULP FROM SOVIET 
| RUSSIA 


Mr. MOSES. I present a memorial adopted by the Legis- 
lature of the State of New Hampshire, copy of which has 
been sent to my colleague, who is unavoidably absent, and 
I ask that it be printed in the Recorp and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Finance 


and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
Relative to the importation of lumber, pulpwood, and pulp from 
| Soviet Russia 


Whereas a condition of extraordinary economic depression exists 
in the country at the present time; and 

Whereas as such depression is seriously affecting lumbering, log- 
ging, pulpwood, and pulp business in New Hampshire; and 

Whereas such depression in said lines is due to a great extent 
to the immense importation of said products from Soviet Russia, 
entry thereof being free of duty; and 

Whereas said lumber, pulpwood, and pulp are being sold and 
delivered in and about New England at lower prices than the same 
kind of products can be produced by American labor, due to lack 
of duty thereon, and the forced conditions under which said prod- 
ucts are alleged to be cut and manufactured, and said selling of 
goods under existing conditions amounts to unfair competition; 
and | 

Whereas in consequence of the lack of duty and the unfair 
competition, and cheap-labor conditions existing in Soviet Russia, 
350,000 cords were shipped into thís country in 1930, and it is 
estimated that at least 600,000 cords will be shipped into this 
country during the year 1931 if present conditions are allowed 
to exist; and 
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Whereas in consequence thereof and thereby, lumber, logging, 
pulp wood, and pulp operations have been practically discontinued 
in this State, resulting in the closing of mills, throwing thousands 


‘of American laborers out of employment, causing many to become 


public charges; and 

Whereas in justice to the American manufacturers, workingmen, 
and others interested in said lines of business prompt action is 
necessary to save the above industry from ruin; and 

Whereas it seems fitting and proper that the aid of our repre- 
sentatives in Congress be enlisted in saving said industries from 
what has become a serious situation: Be it 

Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate con- 
curring), (1) That the honorable Senators and Members of the 
House of Representatives, representing the State of New Hamp- 
shire in Congress, be, and hereby are, requested to make every 
possible effort to bring about an embargo or have a substantial 


| duty placed against the goods above described now being imported 


in immense quantities from Soviet Russia, so that the farmers, 
lumbermen, logging operators, and pulp manufacturers may be 
placed in a position where they can continue to do business, and 
thus enable the thousands now out of employment, owing to the 
serious situation, to again have an opportunity to work. 

(2) Resolved further, That a copy of this resolution be for- 
warded immediately upon its passage to the Hon. GEORGE H. 
Moses and Hon. Henry W. Keyes, United States Senators at 
Washington, D. C., and to the Hon. Epwarp H. Wason and Hon. 
FLETCHER HALE, Members of the House of Representatives at 


Washington, D. C. 


On motion of Senator Fernald, of district No. 21, the Senate 
concurred with the house of representatives in the passage of 
the foregoing concurrent resolution, 


PAYMENT OF ADJUSTED-SERVICE CERTIFICATES 


Mr. CONNALLY. I present an appeal and resolutions of 
World War veterans for the payment of the adjusted- 


service certificates in full, which I ask may be printed in the 


Record and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
There being no objection, the matter was referred to the 
Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the 


! RECORD, as follows: 


[From McCamey (Tex.) News] 


Won War VETS APPEAL FOR PAYMENTS OF ADJUSTED-SERvIcE CER- 
TIFICATES IN FULL—ENTHUSIASTIC MEET Favors PENDING. BI 
Two HUNDRED MEN FROM THIS COUNTY AND SURROUNDING 
COUNTIES UNITE IN PLEA 


Trudging through rain, traveling over miles and miles of mud- 
soaked roads and highways and gathering with solemn faces 
reflecting the seriousness of the situation which they were to con- 
sider, more than 200 World War veterans gathered Tuesday night 
at Rainbow Garden at McCamey to go on record in favor of the 
immediate payment in full and to their face value of 
all adjusted-service certificates issued by their country as a debt 
for their deeds of valor on a field of successful war. It was esti- 
mated that at least one out of every four present were without 
means of sustenance, Careworn faces and brows depicting respon- 
sibilities at home made the group of veterans look age worn far 
beyond their summers. It was only in the song, “My Country, 
Tis of Thee,” in which they joined lustily, that one buddy could 
tell that it was the voices, though not from the same agile bodies, 
of the armies of little more than a decade ago. 

Action was spontaneous, sincere, and enthusiastic—a character- 
istic virtue found in the American soldier of all time. Without a 
dissenting vote the body of men, representing the posts of Iraan 
and McCamey, and Legionnaires from Reagan, Tom Green, Tar- 
rant, Crane, Crockett, and other surrounding counties, solemnly 
appealed to their Government, for which they offered their lives 
and futures, to pay off all adjusted-service certificates at face 
value and in full now. 

L. C. Eastland, A. Garland Adair, and C. B. Manning were 
given authority to sign the names of every soldier present to 
resolutions which they were to draft, which resolutions they 
were instructed to forward immediately to those in authority 
in W m and to the State department of the American 
Legion at Austin. 

Iraan's Buster Brown Post was the most largely represented 
of any of the units of the Legion taking part in the mass gath- 
ering. Reports from the buddies from that post were to the ef- 
fect that a recent canvass of the membership showed 39 men 
without employment, many of whom have had no means of sup- 
port for several months, but who are tenaciously hanging on in 
hopes that work may soon be more plentiful. 

Speakers on the occasion were C. F. Fraker and C. L. Mullins, 
of Iraan; Mr. Hughey, of Iraan; and J. W. Wiliford, L. C. East- 
land, and A. Garland Adair, of McCamey. 

The meeting was presided over by Maburn Harris, county judge 
of Upton County and member of the Price Pool Post at Mc- 
Camey. 

Arrangements were perfected by George McMasters, commander, 
and H. O. Brown, adjutant, of Price Pool Post. 

The speakers emphasized the need of united action and the 
importance of enlisting the help of county and district officials, 
as well as of private citizens, if the Legion expects the adjusted- 
service certificates to be paid in full now. L. C. Eastland out- 
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lined the pending bill and gave a report of prevailing conditions 
in financial circles, 

George McMasters, post commander, was about the happiest 
man present, elated because of the success of the meeting, the 
large attendance of which was a great surprise. He and H. O. 
Brown, adjutant, attended to the details and made the necessary 
arrangements for the bean feed preceding the program. 


THE VOICE OF THE SOLDIER 


The following is reproduced at the urgent solicitation of the 
officers and members of local posts of the American Legion, being 
an address delivered on Tuesday night by A. Garland Adair, editor 
of the McCamey News, at the gathering of more than 200 veterans 
of the World War who assembled at the Rainbow Garden. Intro- 
duced by Judge Maburn Harris as a “ pinch hitter for Pat Murphy,” 
Buddy Adair spoke as follows: 

A JUST APPEAL 


“Mr. Chairman and buddies, I can not say that I am pinch 
hitting for Pat Murphy. You who know Pat know him to be some 
hitter. But he could not hit the muddy highway and get here in 
time for this gathering. So I trust you will bear with me sympa- 
thetically while I endeavor to drive out a few rambling blows in 
the hope that some of them may be classified as clean hits. 

“A little more than a decade ago we marched with throbbing 
hearts and lilting music, singing as we served, ‘Where do we go 
from here, boys; where do we go from here?’ To-night the 
question of the hour is, ‘What are we here for?’ The answer is 
written in your solemn faces, your muddy feet, and other evidences 
of heavy responsibilities and pinching needs. You are here to go 
on record in favor of the immediate payment by our beloved coun- 
try of what some have humorously termed ‘hot checks,’ or better 
known and cherished as ‘ adjusted-service certificates.’ 

Before me I see men scarred with battle wounds. I also see a 
large group whose very appearance portrays the ever-presence of 
an unkind fortune. Wealth, it would seem, for which this Nation 
to-day is best known, seems to be without representation here 
to-night. Overalls, not broadcloth, predominate in this motley but 
manly gathering of patriots whose breasts bear no glittering jewels 
or sparkling diamonds. We are impressed with the fact now as 
never before that peace hath her heartaches no less pronounced 
than those of war. A check-up on those here to-night shows that 
many are without employment. They were not too proud to fight, 
but are too proud to beg. 

ROGERS UNHAPPY 


“In a neighboring city to the east of us 125 miles away, at this 
very Moment a great gathering of West Texans is assembled to 
hear America's beloved and most successful humorist, Will Rogers. 
He is speaking in San Angelo in the interest of a cause as worthy 
as humanity itself. A few evenings ago we marveled as we 
listened to a radio program which brought to our very homes the 
voices of men and music from all points of the compass. The 
President spoke, Mr. Coolidge spoke, and others joined in the 
appeal for $10,000,000 for the American Red Cross—mankind’s 
greatest organized friend. Will Rogers spoke from Little Rock. 
For one time, we noted that laughter had faded from his puzzled 
voice and the joke had departed from his helpful message. He 
stood before the microphone with the specter of famine grinning 
in his face, and no doubt if we could have seen through the inter- 
vening miles we could have observed a mist in his eyes such as was 
never seen on land or sea but which appears as a halo about the 
countenance of men and women whose great hearts beat in sym- 
pathy with their fellow men whether threatened by an invading 
foe from without or by enemies to their peace and needs from 
within. 

FOR THE RED CROSS 


We deeply sympathize with the drive being made by and for the 
Red Cross. Our purses will open to its pressing call. We would 
not utter one syllable which might possibly be construed in oppo- 
sition to its $10,000,000 appeal. We wonder, however, that we have 
seen men in public and private life in this country who are aroused 
to the needs of the Red Cross campaign but who fail to see worthi- 
ness in the face of the World War soldier who gave up home, 
loved ones, trade, profession, and opportunities in manhood's early 
morning that this Nation might not perish from the earth. Press 
dispatches carried in to-day’s San Angelo Morning Times quote 
Frank T. Hines, Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs, to the effect 
that ‘it is estimated that 63,412,000, 000 would be required for the 
immediate cash redemption of adjusted-service certificates.’ 

“This represents a sum three hundred and forty-one times 
greater than the Red Cross fund now being solicited. It is, in- 
deed, a huge sum, but ours is a great Government. We are not 
asking for charity. We are merely urging the payment of a debt, 
which has been recognized, as just as our I O U certificates 
reveal, and for a purpose not selfish in the main. In fact, the 
appeal of the American Legion, through its wise and farsighted 
and constituted authorities and leaders, breathes of the spirit of 
America as recorded in the first message ever cabled across the 
Atlantic from our country’s shores. That message was the mere 

UNSELPISHNESS PARAMOUNT 

It is in that selfsame spirit that we have assembled here to- 
night. If our country were in need, if our flag were threatened, 
if her position among the powers of the world were in jeopardy; 
if a condition of war prevailed, the ex-soldiers of the World War 
would gladly say ‘Forget it, and all who could, inspired by a 
patriot’s purpose, though saddened with the experience and mem- 
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ories of unforgotten battlefields would say, ‘Here am I, send 
me.’ Now that a half million or more of the armies of Pershing 
are perishing with want, walking the highways and by-ways of 
the country which they served when she bled ‘and each new 
day a gash was added to her wounds,’ anxious for work which 
they can not find, seeking sustenance for their loved ones at 
home now dependent upon them—now that such scenes are 
manifest, it does seem that Washington could be aroused to ac- 
tion. There are signs that Washington is awakening. (We noted 
a headline a few days ago which stated that our Commander in 
Chief may favor a tariff on oil.) Besides the thousands of vet- 
erans now facing actual want, additional thousands are likewise 
not without their worries. The battle of life has beaten hard 
against them. They did not get an even start in their business 
careers and trades and the breaks have been against them. These, 
too, deserve the consideration which would be theirs through 
the payments in full, at face value, of the adjusted-service cer- 
tificates. 


PAY OUR DEBTS 


“It would be humorous, were it not insulting, that some people 
in this country have raised the question of what the veterans 
would do with the money if paid off in full. This calls to my 
mind a story which Mayor W. E. Anderson has posted on the door 
to his office. Two men were „the story tells. One re- 
marked, ‘I wish I had all the money in the world.’ Well. 
asked the other, ‘what would you do with it, if you had all the 
money in the world?’ ‘The first thing I would do, if I had all 
the money in the world, would be to pay my debts—as far as It 
would go.’ That is just what the holders of the adjusted-service 
certificates would do were the certificates paid in full. They would 
pay their debts—as far as it would go. This and other moneys 
turned into the channels of commerce would soon coax Dame 
Prosperity to return and dwell in the hovels of the humble as well 
as in the houses of the haughty and would solve multiplied thou- 
sands of personal, business, and industrial problems as well. 

“We do not propose to work out the problem of just how these 
payments are to be made, Others before us and men who have 
more power than we, our leaders and our friends, have already 
pointed the way through a proposed bill which now has the 
indorsement of the executive committee of the American Legion. 
No half measures, or half-pay substitutions are wanted. 


CONDITIONS PUZZLING 


“Our country to-day presents the most puzzling condition of 
affairs that has existed since the dawn of democratic government. 
With more of everything needed for man's comfort, with more 
grain, more oil, more cotton, more gas and coal, with more silver 
and gold, with time’s wisest financial hand directing the affairs 
of our National , which reveals enormous resources and 
which is ahead of schedule on the retirement of its bonds; with all 
these fortunate conditions confronting our national life we are 
actually face to face with needs not felt in this country since the 
days of carpetbag government in the South. In its dealings with 
foreign powers our country has always the just dues 
of the minority. We appeal to our official to-day to 
stand by the oppressed and depressed at home through the pay- 
ment of these adjusted-service certificates. 

“It may be that the pay would be delayed in coming to the 
hands now ready to receive, but the assurance that it will be paid 
through the passage of the measure that is being supported by 
stalwart Representatives from Texas and other States will be 
comforting and helpful. The stream let loose might not come 
with much force and power until next year, which is presidential 
year, but through it all, no matter who is responsible for our 
victory in this critical conflict, we are willing to stand by the 
Christ-given principle. Render unto Cesar that which is Cæsar's. 


THE APPEAL STRENGTHENS 


„It is gratifying to note an increase in memberships of posts of 
the American Legion everywhere. This growth, unprecedented in 
the history of the Legion, is evidence of the popular demand for 
the payment in full of the certificates. The American Legion 
to-day presents the very best medium through which to make our 
wants known to the Nation and to the world. We invite all 
ex-service men in these several counties here to-night represented 
to place their names immediately on the rolls. You are needed. 
Everything dear to the American heart has been won only after 
struggle. In union there is victory. We are not violating a single 
phrase in the preamble of our American Legion constitution in 
our appeal for back pay. Our motives are as pure as were those 
of the fathers and founders of this land of liberty within the law 
when they adopted the Constitution of these United States. 

“Debts, unemployment, and hunger—triheaded monster abroad 
in the land, seeking whomsoever he may devour—menaces our 
peace at home to-day far more than did the threat of helmeted 
heads 13 years ago. 

“Grant that payments of the adjusted-service certificates would 
make a dent in the coffers of our country; we ask the question, 
How long can a nation of needy citizens endure? 

“ We are not alarmists. Conditions are serious, Our rising army 
upon whom we pin greater faith than in our standing Army; 
our boys and girls everywhere in this Nation to-day by the thou- 
sands are going to the schoolroom with less food than a normal 
growing child should have in one meal a day. 

“The cry of a child will darken the glory of the brightest 
day. 

Tir our Government can draft boys of hearts and souls to give 
battle to a foreign foe, why can not it exert itself to the limit to 
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help those boys when they return, and others to drive an invading 
wolf from the door? 

“When we were younger than we are now, we played a game, 
Button, button, who's got the button?’ It would be interesting 
to-day to resurrect that old game and apply it to our money 
situation. ‘Money, money, who's got the money?’ Wonder what 
our mighty combines and chains and importers of foreign oil 
would answer? 

Man is ever beating with bare and bleeding hands against the 
bulwarks of human oppression. He has successively and success- 
fully fought against his slave-driving master; against the tyranny 
of the King Johns of the earth; against the unholy alliance of 
church and state, and has come through all these experiences 
declaring that all men are created free and equal. Yet, with all his 
conquests, he has never been wise enough to issue an enforceable 
proclamation against the unconscionable, iron-handed dominion of 
blind, grasping barons of bullion whose only country is the realm 
of finance, whose only flag is the dollar bill, and whose only god is 
of silver and gold. 

ACTION WANTED 


“The only final thing to be said now is that immediate action is 
imperative. A few days ago a couple of representatives of the 
United States Chamber of Commerce were here soliciting member- 
ships. They outlined the purpose and needs of the United States 
Chamber of Commerce to one of our citizens. He listened atten- 
tively. The dotted line was then presented him to which he said: 
Gentlemen, I agree with everything you have said; I stand for 
the same things you stand for. I am for you. Now, if you can 
put your program over by night it will help me. But if you can’t 
put it over by then, it won’t do me any good,’ That expresses our 
situation, We need your memberships to-night and we need the 
adjusted-service certificates paid now. 

75 tells the story of an American sentenced to be shot to 
death in Habana, Cuba, in 1873, charged with being a spy. Our 
consul appealed to the Spaniards to await a message coming from 
the United States. His appeal was unheeded, and the next morn- 
ing the American was marched to the wall to face a firing squad. 
Then it was that the consul took his stand by the side of the 
American and wrapped him in the folds of the Stars and Stripes. 
Now. said the consul, ‘shoot if you dare.’ 

“Beautiful are the roses of England and the lilies of France; 
beautiful are the blue bonnets of our own fair Lone Star land, 
but more beautiful than any of these, I am sure many of you 
before me bear witness, is the flag of our country flying on a 
foreign field or shielding the helpless in a worthy cause. 

“Voices from the past seem to rise to-night, from sacred burial 
spots on land and on sea, as well as from the guarded tablet of 
the unknown soldier, and bid us ‘carry on’ in this and every 
other just and merciful campaign. 

Let us send our message to our friends in Washington to-night, 
join our comrades the country around in this united appeal, as- 
semble our claims hke the fabled bundle of seven sticks, envelop 
the cause for which the American Legion appeals in the ample 
folds of our Nation’s flag, and then say to our foes everywhere, 
Now shoot, if you dare.“ 

RESOLUTIONS 


To consecrate and sanctify our comradeship by our devotion 
to mutual helpfulness a special committee from the posts of 
the American Legion of the counties of Upton, Pecos, Crane, and 
Reagan, in session Tuesday night, January 27, 1931, at McCamey, 
Tex., submitted resolutions which were unanimously adopted by 
the membership, as follows: 

“Whereas during the period of emergency and needs of the 
Government of the United States, when its very existence was 
threatened by a foreign foe, the ex-service man did sacrifice his 
individual welfare, his future, his family ties and responsibilities, 
and his financial interests, early in his manhood’s morning, to 
respond to the call of his country at a time when she bled ‘each 
new day a gash was added to her wounds’; and 

“Whereas Congress has recognized the sacrifices made by the 
individual ex-service man and admitted the inadequacy of the 
remuneration he, in war time, received by the issuance of a future 
‘promise to pay’ known as the adjusted-service certificate; and 

“Whereas the adjusted-service certificates were issued in lieu 
of any immediate tangible financial relief at that time on the plea 
that the Government was too deeply in debt on account of the 
cost of the war to make any cash payment then possible; and 

“Whereas now an emergency exists in the experience of the 
holders of the adjusted-service certificates, their ranks being 
attacked by mankind’s worst enemies, debt, unemployment, and 
hunger; and 

“ Whereas these United States, the most powerful and wealthiest 
of all nations of the world, is presented with a means whereby 
these adjusted certificates may now be paid, with hardships on 
none and help for all, through a bill now before the lawgivers of 
our land providing for their full face-value payments immedi- 
ately: Now therefore be it 

“ Resolved, That we, the members of the various American 
Legion posts of this section, through duly delegated committee- 
men, do solemnly petition our representatives who hold the reins 
of our Government in their hands to come to the aid of the ex- 
service man by the passage of an act to redeem now the Govern- 
ment's promise to pay’ adjusted-service certificates at their full 


and be it further 
again pledged to 


face value; 
“Resolved, That our unfaltering patriotism be 
our country and that we reiterate our devotion to our friends who 
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hear our cry, who us in this appeal, who believe that 
gratitude is a worthy virtue, in national as well as in individual 
eharacter, and who also believe wi 

and mercy should follow the 
war, in poverty as well as in plenty, and 
victory. 


“A. GARLAND ADAIR, 
“ Committeemen. 


“M. L. Harris, J. G. Livesey, M. E. Hays, Charles R. Vail, 
George C. Teague, C. J. Powell, G. W. Chapman, J. P. 
White, L. S. Lewis, Paul Weynand, Merle P. Britton, 
Claude H. Jones, C. M. Hughey, C. B. Mannfng, O. H. 
Coleman, Bird Blair, H. B. Blackburn, Thomas C. Mad- 
dox, Silas A. Mosely, S. R. Braley, R. J. Reed, M. I. Lott, 
Robert R. Ward, C. L. Mullins, P. A, Vanderhoist, James 
F. Hale, Theodore L. Peters, F. H. Albright, Claude Fitch, 
Clarence George Baker, O. W. Ramer, A. O. Dixon, Jepthy 
Irley, J. G. Breco, H. O. Brown, William Galloway, John 
Marks, W. D. Disher, C. H. Adair, William C. Kisner, 
Henry A. Brasheors, H. B. Staleworth, Lewis E. Caldwell, 
Roy E. Campbell, Robert C. Gray, E. Armstrong, H, F. 
Chriswell, C. L. Hall, J. F. Wilson, J. H. Mayes, H. H. 
Tannebarger, W. C. McDougal, J. H. Wilford, H. Huddle- 
ston, E. M. Glendenning, J. E. Bissell, J. L, Ryans, 
A. Garland Adair, W. W. Tulley, W. O. Musick, William 
Louis Cooper, F. W. Smith, E. G. Shick, J. O. W. Jack, 
Eddie Spencer, John W. Loe, A. M. Coplen, W. B. Collins, 
Charles H. Treece, A. J. Black, W. J. Langford, E. R. 
Bamerounder, K. P. Looney, A. O. Todd, Frank P. 
Goodner, N. W. McCurdy, George D. Rees, Claude Bishop, 
T. J. Penneylar, H. D. Beaver, George H. Sires, J. R. 
Allen, A. P. Emberling, Edward A. Lee, C. C. Taylor, 
G. C. Snyder, W. W. Peace, R. E. Buckner, Ralph Davis, 
S. C. Rhinehart, Eugene H. Farrel, Clarke C. Gee, Frank 
W. Buck, George A. Tackett, C. Dickenson, L. B. Stoner, 
L. L. Archer, P, Benjamin, Edward F. Craig, T. W. Wat- 
kins, Bonnie Box, O. O. Stephen, Luther Force, J. W. 
Stewart, Dave Rusk, J. D. Hatch, M. D. Davis, Gilbert M. 
MacDonald, F. H. Felps, S. O. Searey, Thomas B, Jones, 
William R. Mount, Charles Hillard, R. V. Townsend, 
O. O. Spirts, Al Tanner, S. C. Backer, O. D. Hatfield, 
E. D. Harrington, C. R. Wilson, George Musick, J. Wate 
Smith, R. E. Dean, J. R. Pace, J. Bradshaw, Lee Chisholm, 
Lee Carter, Hugh Dinwiddie, Dewey G. Barnes, W. L. 
Rice, H. M. Taylor, Richard H. Brannan, J. J. Harrington, 
V. O. Hanlon, Guy Rhinehart, E. R. Stephens, Charles J. 
O'Quinn, A. H. Duke, T. V. Duck, George McMasters, 
H. L. Nixon, W. Mebane, F. M. Grimes, James W. Land, 
J. M. Crupper, Stanley Lewis, Willie Irobee, Hollie C. 
Long, L. C. Eastland, J. W. Wilson, W. S. Robertson, 
Dr. R. E. B. Bledsoe.” 


BENEFITS OF DIVERSIFIED FARMING 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Presiđent, I present for publication 
in the Recorp and reference to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry an editorial from the Jasper (Fla.) News 
entitled“ Three Kinds of Farmers.“ 

There being no objection, the editorial was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

[From the Jasper (Fla.) News of February 13, 1931] 
THREE KINDS OF FARMERS 


One of the drawbacks to any discussion of the farmer and his 
problems is the uncertainty as to what sort of farming is under 
discussion. There are three different types of farmers, and in 
almost every part of the United States all three are to be found 
side by side. 

The most widely distributed type is what may be called the 
“noncommercial” farmer, the great group with whom farming is 
not so much a business as a mode of living. This type raises no 
considerable amount of any one money crop,” but grows on his 
own land the means of subsistence for his family and, counting 
out the eggs, butter, or other marketable produce traded in town 
for store goods, handles very little cash in the course of a year. 

The group of farmers who are specialist, “ one-crop ” farmers is 
probably the largest numerically and in acreage under fence. 
They are business men in the broad sense, producing nothing but 
a single commodity which they sell, or hope to sell, for money, 
and growing nothing, or almost nothing, which they themselves 
consume. The single crop may be cotton, tobacco, wheat, corn, 
oranges, apples, celery, or potatoes, depending upon their location. 
Dependent upon their money returns from the single cash crop 
for everything which they eat and wear, these are the first to feel 
the effects of a general business depression and are constantly 
at the mercy of competition and overproduction in their staple 
crops. This is the type of farmer at whose relief most of the 
political remedies for agricultural ills are aimed. 

The happiest farmers are the third class, those whose farming 
operations combine those of the other two. They live off the 
soil and can contl. de to live independently and comfortably year 
in and yeur out, except for natural catastrophes such as floods or 
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drought. They grow enough of one or more cash crops to figure 
as important factors in the produce markets, but failure in any 
one year to cash in on such crops or livestock does not reduce 
them to penury or plunge them into debt. 

For 40 years and more the United States and the various State 
departments of agriculture, as well as the agricultural colleges, 
have been preaching the gospel of diversified farming in the one- 
crop regions. Every once in a while some natural or economic 
disaster drives the one-crop farmers of a district into diversifi- 
cation, and the result is always greater prosperity and stability, 


re ‘on for the farmer but for all the people of his district or 


COMPETITION BETWEEN BUTTER AND OLEOMARGARINE 


Mr. THOMAS of Idaho presented a statement issued by 
Fred Brenckman, Washington representative of the Na- 
tional Grange, on the subject of competition between butter 
and oleomargarine, which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


COMPETITION BETWEEN BUTTER AND OLEOMARGARINE 


(Statement by Fred Brenckman, Washington representative of the 
National Grange) 


The Agricultural Committees of the House and Senate this 
week favorably reported the Townsend-Brigham bill, regulating 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine. The need for the 
enactment of this legislation before the close of the present 
session of Congress is imperative in order to correct the disas- 
trous effects of a ruling that was made by David Burnet, Com- 
missoner of Internal Revenue, on November 12, 1930. Under 
Mr. Burnet's ruling, oleomargarine colored in semblance of put- 
ter by the use of palm oil is permitted to. escape with a tax of 
one-fourth cent a pound instead of 10 cents, which had hereto- 
iors. jag demanded upon oleomargarine which is artificially - 
co $ 4 

It can not be too strongly emphasized that the major in- 
gredient used in the manufacture of oleomargarine is coconut 
oil. This product comes into the United States free of duty 
from the Philippine Islands. Palm oil, which is now being used 
to color oleomargarine in semblance of butter, is likewise upon 
the free list and is imported from Africa. It would be pre- 
Lousy us to expect the dairy industry to meet such unfair com- 
petition. 5 

Under the Townsend-Brigham bill all oleomargarine entering 
into interstate commerce containing more than a certain shade 
of yellow, as established by what is known as the tintometer 
test, will be required to pay a tax of 10 cents per pound. Oleo- 
margarine in its natural color, which is white, will be taxable at 
one-fourth cent per pound as at present. As is well known, the 
nutritive value of white oleomargarine is fully as great as when 
colored yellow. It necessarily follows that the only reason there 
could be for coloring oleomargarine in semblance of butter is 
to deceive and defraud the consuming public. That is what 
the Townsend-Brigham bill is designed to prevent. 

Those who talk about oleomargarine being the “poor man's 
butter” and who protest against the imposition of a tax upon a 
food product, should bear in mind that it is only when oleo- 
margarine is offered to the public colored in semblance of butter 
that the 10-cent tax applies. Let us not lose sight of the fact 
that at best oleomargarine is simply a synthetic food product. 
If we encourage the use of synthetic foods in preference to gen 
uine food products, in due time we may be expected to have in 
this country a race of synthetic men. 

According to the report of the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1930, 349,123,725 pounds 
of oleomargarine, colored and uncolored, was manufactured. In 
this connection, 185,066,163 pounds of coconut oil was used, as 
compared with 30,213,562 pounds of cottonseed oil. In other 
words, more than six times as much coconut oil, imported free 
from the Philippines, was used as cottonseed oil. The relative 
amount of cottonseed oil used in the manufacture of oleomar- 
garine as compared with coconut oil shows a marked decline for 
the past decade. 

Those who harbor the notion that any attempt to regulate the 
manufacture and sale of oleo ine may react to the detri- 
ment of the cottonseed-oil industry should bear in mind that 
while about $3,000,000 worth of cottonseed oil is annually used 
in the manufacture of oleomargarine, the dairy industry con- 
sumes approximately $100,000,000 worth of cottonseed products 
a year. The best customer of the cotton grower, therefore, is 
the dairy farmer and not the manufacturer of oleomargarine. 
The unfair competitive conditions which the dairy industry is 
compelled to meet under the ruling of the Internal Revenue 
Commissioner, which has already been referred to, is not only 
detrimental to our milk and butter producers, but it is likewise 
injurious to the cotton farmer. It destroys the market for his 
cottonseed products by encouraging the greater use of oleomar- 
garine, which will benefit the producers of coconut oil in the 
Philippines and of palm oil in Africa, rather than enriching 
American agriculture. 

The manufacturers of oleomargarine are fond of reciting the 
fact that they employ hundreds of men and have several million 
dollars invested in plants and equipment; but this makes no 
mention of the billions of dollars that are invested in the dairy 
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industry, upon which millions of people depend to a large ex- 
tent for a livelihood. The prosperity of the industry is 
fundamental to the welfare of American agriculture. The tne te 
industry is not asking for any special favors in advoca 

enactment of the Townsend-Brigham bill. Neither is regi 8 
to impose unjust conditions upon the manufacturers or con- 
ci of oleomargarine. The effort simply is to butter, 

a genuine product, from being thrown into unfair competition 
with oleo ine, which is an imitation product when colored 
in semblance of butter. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

Mr. HAYDEN, from the Committee on Territories and 
Insular Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 16913) 
to amend the act entitled “An act to extend the provisions 
of certain laws to the Territory of Hawaii,” approved March 
10, 1924, reported it without amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 1630) thereon. 

Mr. PINE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, sub- 
mitted a report (No. 1638) to accompany the bill (S. 5979) 
to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to hear and 
determine certain claims of the eastern Emigrant and 
western Cherokee Indians of Oklahoma and North Carolina, 
heretofore reported by him without amendment from that 
committee. 

Mr. GLENN, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 4751) for the relief of Lester Swan- 
berg, reported it without amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 1631) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill (S. 1412) for the relief of Stanislaus Siemek, re- 
ported it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 
1632) thereon. 

Mr. HOWELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with 
an amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

S. 5789. An act for the relief of the United States Ham- 
mered Piston Ring Co. (Rept. No. 1633); and 

H. R. 3187. An act for the relief of Agnes Loupinas (Rept. 
No. 1635). 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the following bill, reported it with amendments and sub- 
mitted a report thereon: 

S. 4382. An act for the relief of Anna Marie Sanford, 
widow of William Richard Sanford, deceased (Rept. No. 
1634). 

Mr. HOWELL also, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which were referred the following bills, reported them each 
without amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

S. 5215. An act for the relief of H. L. Todd (Rept. No. 
1636); and 

S. 5839. An act for the relief of Elizabeth B. Dayton (Rept. 
No. 1637). 

RETAIL PRICES OF MILK AND DAIRY PRODUCTS 

Mr. McNARY, from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, to which was referred the resolution (S. Res. 405) 
to investigate the retail prices of milk and other dairy prod- 
ucts (submitted by Mr. Brooxnart), reported it without 
amendment and moved that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate, which was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF NOMINATIONS 


As in executive session, 

Mr. BRATTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported favorably the nomination of Charles B, Kennamer, 
of Alabama, to be United States district judge, middle and 
northern districts of Alabama, which was placed on the 
Executive Calendar. 

Mr. BORAH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported favorably the nomination of Angus Sutherland, of 
Idaho, to be United States marshal, district of Idaho, which 
was placed on the Executive Calendar. 

Mr. GOULD, from the Committee on Immigration, re- 
ported favorably the nomination of John D. Nagle, of Cali- 
fornia, to be Commissioner of Immigration at the port of 
San Francisco, Calif., which was placed on the Executive 
Calendar. 
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BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. COUZENS: 

A bill (S. 6162) for the restitution of employees of the 
post office at Detroit, Mich.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: 

A bill (S. 6163) for the relief of Joseph L. Rudd; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FESS: 

A bill (S. 6164) for the relief of Etta May Ward (with ac- 
companying papers); to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DENEEN: 

A bill (S. 6165) granting the consent of Congress to the 
county of Cook, State of Illinois, to construct, maintain, 
and operate a free highway bridge across the Little Calumet 
River on Cottage Grove Avenue near One hundred and fifty- 
eighth Street, in Cook County, State of Illinois; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

- By Mr. McNARY: 

A bill (S. 6166) to provide for preliminary examination 
and survey to be made of the Willamette River and its 
tributaries, Oregon, with a view to providing a navigable 
channel from Portland to Springfield; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

A bill (S. 6167) for the relief of Herman Edward Rohwer; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TYDINGS: 

A bill (S. 6168) to correct the status of George Chalmers 
Hunter; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FRAZIER (by request): 

A bill (S. 6169) to extend the restrictive period against 
alienation of any interest of restricted heirs of members 
of the Five Civilized Tribes, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: 

A bill (S. 6170) for the relief of Dempsey Davis; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 6171) to regulate the prescribing and use of 
waters from the Hot Springs Reservation at Hot Springs, 
Ark., and for other purposes (with an accompanying paper) ; 
to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: 

A bill (S. 6172) to expedite the deportation of certain 
aliens, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Immi- 
gration. 

By Mr. GILLETT: 

A bill (S. 6173) authorizing an appropriation to defray 
the expenses of participation by the United States Govern- 
ment in the Second Polar Year program, August 1, 1932, to 
August 31, 1933; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 6174) for the relief of W. E. Maxwell; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 253) to authorize an appro- 
priation for the expenses of the Sixteenth Session of the 
International Geological Congress to be held in the United 
States in 1932; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred as indicated below: 

H. R. 6817. An act for the relief of Robert Bennett; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

H. R. 8103. An act for the relief of the American Falls 
Realty & Water Works Co. (Ltd.), of Power County, Idaho; 
to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation. 

H.R.303. An act for the relief of Charles Thomas and 
Edgar Thomas; 

H.R. 305. An act for the relief of Northern Trust Co., the 
trustee in bankruptcy of the Northwest Farmers Cooperative 
Dairy & Produce Co., a corporation, bankrupt; 

H. R. 7672. An act for the relief of Carroll K. Moran; 
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H. R. 7849. An act for the relief of R. K. Stiles & Co.: 

H. R. 9946. An act for the relief of Annie M. Eopolucci; and 

H. R. 11015 An act to provide an appropriation for the pay- 
ment of claims of persons who suffered property damage, 
death, or personal injury due to the explosion at the naval 
ammunition depot, Lake Denmark, N. J., July 10, 1926; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

CONSTRUCTION OF CERTAIN NAVAL VESSELS 


Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I want to appeal to the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. Hare], under the circumstances, to 
withdraw his motion to take up the bill to authorize the 
construction of certain naval vessels. We want to get the 
appropriation bills through just as quickly as possible. The 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BrvcHam] has in charge the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill. He is ready to take 
it up. Of course, if the motion which the Senator from 
Maine has made is not laid aside, it is open to indefinite de- 
bate and that would delay the consideration of the appropri- 
ation bill. I ask the Senator from Maine in the interest of 
the appropriation bill to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the bill which I have been en- 
deavoring to bring before the Senate is one of very great im- 
portance. I realize, however, that the appropriation bills 
must be passed. I do not want to be in a position of delay- 
ing them. I give notice that I shall ask, as soon as the ap- 
propriation bill is out of the way, to have the naval con- 
struction bill taken up, and I now move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Maine for the purpose of making 
that motion? 

Mr. KING. Not for the purpose of moving the consid- 
eration of the appropriation bill. If the Senator wants to 
withdraw his motion to take up the naval construction bill, 
I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HALE. Then, Mr. President, will the withdrawal of 
my motion open the way for the motion of the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. BrycHam] to consider the District of Co- 
lumbia appropriation bill? 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. A point of order, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin will 
state it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE.. I make the point of order that under 
the rule a motion to amend a motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of a given measure is not in order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair made that statement 
a moment ago. The Senator from Maine may withdraw his 
motion if he desires to do so. 

Mr. JONES. I hope the Senator from Maine will pursue 
that course, because that will make the way clear for the 
consideration of the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

Mr, HALE. I withdraw my motion with the understand- 
ing that I shall ask as soon as the appropriation bill shall 
be disposed of to proceed to consideration of the naval con- 
struction bill. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not want any misunderstanding 
about this matter. I do not want it to be understood that 
any “gentlemen’s agreement” has been entered into con- 
cerning the measure which the Senator from Maine desires 
to press for consideration. The Senator from Utah has been 
waiting here for weeks to secure consideration of a motion 
which has been entered to reconsider the vote by which 
Senate bill 202 was passed, and I think he is entitled to be 
heard. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was just about to 
state that the question of recognition will depend upon 
which Senator first gets on his feet. 

Mr. KING. Mr, President, I shall not object, of course, to 
proceeding to the consideration of the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill; I.realize how important that is, and I 
have attempted in every way to facilitate the consideration 
of appropriation bills; but I support the position taken by 
my friend the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La FOLLETTE], 
that there is to be no understanding that there is any prefix 
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or suffix or reservation to the withdrawal of the motion of 
the Senator from Maine. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. So far as the present occupant 
of the chair is concerned, there will be no understanding. 
The first Senator on his feet will be recognized by the 
present occupant of the chair if he shall then be in the chair. 

Mr. KING. Perhaps I had better stand on the floor con- 
stantly, then, until the appropriation bill shall have been 
disposed of. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATIONS 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, in view of the fact that 
the Senator from Maine has withdrawn his motion, and has 
moved that the District of Columbia appropriation bill now 
be taken up, I hope that that motion will be adopted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Maine. h 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. 16738) making appropriations for 
the government of the District of Columbia and other activ- 
ities chargeable in whole or in part against the revenues of 
such District for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and 
for other purposes, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask unanimous consent that the formal 
reading of the bill may be dispensed with and that the bill 
be read for amendment, the committee amendments to be 
first considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. The Secretary will state 
the first committee amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, in view of the fact that 
by the adoption of the conference report on the Interior De- 
partment appropriation bill all amendments to that appro- 
priation bill providing for the regular increase in salaries ` 
which are known as “step-ups” were disagreed to, in view 
of the further fact that the Senate Committee on Appropri- 
ations has followed the practice of increasing all such ap- 
propriations, and has done so in this bill, and that now the 
Senate has agreed not to make these increases, I ask unani- 
mous consent that all the committee amendments pro- 
viding solely for the “ step-ups,” of which I send to the desk 
a list, may be disagreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. The first 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under 
the heading General expenses, executive office,” on page 
3, line 3, before the word “plus,” to strike out $49,380” 
and insert “ $49,680,” so as to read: 

For personal services, $49,680, plus so much as may be neces- 
sary to compensate the e commissioner at such rate in 
grade 8 of the professional and scientific service of the classifica- 
tion act of 1923, as amended, as may be determined by the Board 
of Commissioners. 

Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. President, the amendment just read 
is one of those which is called a “step-up,” and which the 
Senate has already disagreed to. I do not desire that that 
amendment be agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be dis- 
agreed to. 

Let the next amendment be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 4, line 10, after the word 
“ services,” the committee proposes to strike out “ $60,560” 
and insert “ $61,520.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, that amendment has 
already been disagreed to, according to the request I made 
when I sent to the desk a list of amendments which, for the 
reason stated by me, it is desired should be disagreed to. 
The next amendment to be considered appears on page 12, 
line 14—the proviso. 7 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the pending amendment be 
reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 12, line 14, after the numerals 
“ $105,020,” it is proposed to strike out the following proviso: 


Provided, That commencing with the date of the enactment of 
this act, vacancies in the grade of junior clerk shall not be filled 
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until the total number of such positions provided by appropriation 
has been reduced by three and when so reduced the total number 
shall not be increased either during the remainder of the fiscal 
year 1931 or in the fiscal year 1932. 

ATTITUDE OF DEMOCRATIC PARTY TOWARD PROHIBITION 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I ask that the article 
which I send to the desk may be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to reading the 
article? Without objection, the Secretary will read, as 
requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

[From the Dallas (Tex.) News of February 8] 
SHEPPARD DOUBTS DEMOCRATIC PARTY STAND TO BE FOR REPEAL 

WASHINGTON, February 7.—Senator Morais SHEPPARD, author of 
the eighteenth amendment, does not believe wet delegates to the 
next Democratic national convention will have sufficient strength 
to force the party to adopt a modification or repeal platform. This 
view voiced by the Texas Senator Saturday was prompted by the 
speech of Jouett Shouse, chairman of the Democratic national 
executive committee at Miami, Friday night, in which Mr. Shouse 
declared the Democratic Party has already gone wet. 

“I know,” said Mr. Shouse, “that States whose delegates will 
represent a majority of the next national convention have already 
declared for some change in existing conditions; and if that means 
going wet, then I say the Democratic Party has already gone wet.” 

Mr. Shouse also expressed the hope that the party would have 
the courage to let the American people know where it stands on 
the prohibition question, adding his own belief that it would. 

“As far as I am able to judge the situation,” commented Senator 
SHEPPARD, “I think Mr. Shouse is in error in stating enough States 
already have acted on prohibition in such a way as to mean that 
the delegates from those States will be in control of the next 
Democratic conyention. I do not believe the Democratic Party will 
go wet and I shall continue to fight such a contingency in every 
way within my power.” 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I wish to reemphasize 
what I said in that statement; but I rise particularly to 
request Mr. Shouse to name the States he had in mind when 
he said that States whose delegates will represent a ma- 
jority of the next national convention have already declared 
for some change in existing conditions and that if that 
meant going wet then the Democratic Party had already 
gone wet. I think such information would be interesting 
and informing. 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, in view of the article which 
was just read at the desk containing an interview by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD], I should 
like to give notice that to-morrow or the day after, so long 
as it will not interfere with the consideration of the so-called 
bonus bill, I hope to address the Senate upon the Wicker- 
sham report, making an effort to analyze it and also ex- 
pressing my views as to whether or not this question should 
be nationally considered. 


PROHIBITION ENFORCEMENT 


Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr, President, I feel that, if permitted to 
do so, I can show why Chairman Shouse feels that some re- 
conditioning of the Volstead Act is necessary, and I hope to 
have the attention of the Senator from Texas while I read 
a brief paragraph from the Regulations Relating to Permits 
for Intoxicating Liquors for Nonbeverage Purposes, issued by 
the Treasury Department, Bureau of Prohibition. Under 
the side head of Custom Cider Mills“ I find the following: 

A basic permit will not be required for the operation of a custom 
cider mill engaged exclusively in the manufacture of cider from 
apples owned by others, provided the freshly expressed cider is 
promptly removed to the homes of the owners. 

I am just wondering why the word “ promptly” was in- 
serted in the regulation, and I hope the Senator from Texas 
will give us his opinion about that. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I presume the word “promptly” was 
inserted in order not to give the cider an opportunity to 
become intoxicating. À 

Mr. TYDINGS. Will it not become intoxicating after it 
is placed in the owner’s cellar? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. If it is kept long enough it will. Keep- 
ing it after it became intoxicating would in my opinion be 
a violation of law. 
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Mr. TYDINGS. I also find this provision: 


Freshly expressed cider or apple juice taken as toll by the pro- 

of such custom mill may be sold for immediate removal to 

the homes of the purchasers, or may be removed to the home of 
the proprietor. 

We find the word “immediate” there. Just why such 
cider has to be immediately removed from the cider mill I 
am at a loss to know. The obvious intention of the regula- 
tion, reading it for practical purposes, is this: As everyone 
knows, the cider is going to become hard in 30 or 60 days, 
and it is desired to transport it to the owner’s cellar before 
it becomes intoxicating, and it is the practice all over the 
United States of permitting the possession of wine and hard 
cider in the home or on the farms and denying the people 
in the cities the right to have beer. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 

Mr. BLACK. I understood the Senator in the beginning 
of his remarks to make a statement to the effect that prob- 
ably what Mr. Shouse had in mind was the matter to which 
the Senator has directed attention. Are we to understand, 
therefore, that the Senator thinks Mr. Shouse favors 
strengthening the law in this regard so as to make it im- 
possible for one to evade the law, if what the Senator has 
described is an evasion? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I can not speak for Mr. Shouse, but I 
can say that any intelligent man, whether he be wet or 
whether he be dry, ought at least to make the same law 
applicable to all the people, so that the man in the country 
and the man in the city shall be on an equality. The Gov- 
ernment ought to stop the practice of allowing hard cider 
to be made, the law winking at the making of it, on the 
one hand, and denying a man the right to make beer at 
home in the city, on the other hand, when the beer is 
only one-fifth as intoxicating in many cases as is the cider. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield again? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield further to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. BLACK. I am very much interested in the Senator’s 
statement that any man, whether he was wet or dry, should 
desire to change or amend the law. I have listened with a 
great deal of interest and entertainment frequently to the 
remarks of the Senator on the subject of cider, and I am 
wondering if the Senator intends to propose an amendment 
to the law which will prohibit the evasion of the law and will 
prevent in the future a violation of the law or the spirit 
of the law, if the practice to which he has referred is a viola- 


‘tion of the spirit of the law. 


Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I will be glad to answer 
the Senator from Alabama. I am not one of those, as every 
Member of the Senate knows, who believe in the philosophy 
of national prohibition, and therefore I do not intend to put 
myself in line of supporting that philosophy by offering 
such an amendment. I am pointing it out, however, to Sen- 
ators who do believe in the philosophy of national prohibi- 
tion. I have proven conclusively that Vine-Glo and similar 
products are sold all over this country; that there is no 
attempt on the part of anyone to prevent their sale; that 
the Government itself has loaned $20,000,000 to the people 
who are engaged in the manufacture and sale of these prod- 
ucts; and not one prohibitionist in the entire body offers 
an amendment to wipe out that very gross discrimination. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield again? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield further to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. BLACK. Does the Senator believe that that is a 
violation of the spirit of the law? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I said the other day that I challenged 
any man in this body to say that it was not a violation of 
the spirit of the eighteenth amendment. 
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Mr. BLACK. Of course the Senator is in favor of carry- 
ing out fairly the provisions of any constitutional amend- 
ment? i 

Mr. TYDINGS. Absolutely. 

Mr. BLACK. And the Senator has discovered that this 
18 a violation of the spirit of that amendment? 

Mr. TYDINGS. That is true. 

Mr. BLACK. Then, in view of the fact that the Senator 
favors the fair and honest enforcement of the Constitution, 
and he has discovered that this is a violation of the spirit 
of the Constitution, does not the Senator think that he 
should offer an amendment to carry out the spirit of the 
law, since he believes in the law being obeyed and enforced 
in its spirit as well as in its letter? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Let the Senator from Maryland be the 
prosecuting attorney for a moment and turn the Senator’s 
question back on himself. Does the Senator from Alabama 
believe there is a discrimination in the sale of these things? 

Mr. BLACK. Since the Senator has asked me the ques- 
tion I will state that I was not personally familiar with this 
great national problem until the Senator brought it out on 
the Senate floor. Not having been a purchaser or prospec- 
‘tive purchaser of these sparkling liquids which the Senator 
has so eloquently described, I was not familiar with them. 
Since, however, the Senator from Maryland has discovered 
that there is a violation of the spirit of the law in this 
respect, and the Senator is so earnest about complying with 
both the-spirit and the letter of the law, it seems to me that 
the Senator, having been the original discoverer, should be 
given the credit for closing up this gap and for bringing 
about the fair and honest enforcement of the spirit as well 
as the letter. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I am still waiting for an answer. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must insist that the 
rule be followed, and that the Senator who has the floor 
yield only for a question instead of asking questions which 
result in a speech. 

Mr. TYDINGS. May I say that I am still waiting for an 
answer to the question which I propounded to the Senator 
from Alabama? 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield again? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes; if the Senator from Alabama will 
answer my question instead of going off at a tangent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must hold that a 
speech can not be made. The Senator can yield only for a 
question. The Chair hopes Senators will observe the rule. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. BLACK. As yet I have not stated anything at all 
since the Senator from Maryland yielded to me, so that it is 
impossible for the Chair to determine whether I intend to 
make a speech or ask a question. Therefore, it seems to 
me that a ruling should not be made until I have made mani- 
fest whether I am going to ask a question or make a speech. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that a Sen- 
ator having the floor has no right to ask another Senator a 
question. He can yield only for a question to be asked of 
him. Does the Senator from Maryland yield to the Senator 
from Alabama for a question? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield for a question. 

Mr. BLACK. I desire to ask the Senator, then, since he is 
the discoverer of this alleged defect in the law—and I am 
inclined to agree with the Senator—if he does not think it is 
proper that he should have the benefit of his own discovery 
and should get credit for closing up this gap, and therefore 
should offer an amendment to prohibit the further violation 
of the spirit of the law? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, the use and the selection 
of the word “credit” as expressed by the remark of the 
Senator from Alabama is of doubtful value, I should say, 
on the contrary, that discredit would be involved in becom- 
ing a party to any of the hypocrisy which exists under 
national prohibition. 

Since I called the attention of the Senate to the matter of 
wine sales some days ago, I have received numerous adver- 
tisements from various periodicals, newspapers, letters, and 
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so forth, from all parts of the country, showing that the 
mails, the daily press, the monthly magazines, all carry 
these advertisements that you can have unfermented fruit 
juice made in your home and in 60 days have 15 or 20 per 
cent wine. 

Now I desire to answer the question of the Senator from 
Alabama a little more definitely by making a challenge— 
that there is not one dry Member of this body who will 
offer an amendment which will take away from the farmers 
of this country the right to make and possess cider in their 
basements. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield for a question? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. BLACK. The question I asked the Senator was this: 
Since he is the discoverer of this alleged defect in the law, 
and he says it is a violation of the spirit of the law, and he 
says he stands for the observance of the law in its letter and 
spirit, since the Senator is more familiar with it than any- 
one else in the Chamber—I mean theoretically, of course 
I asked him if he did not think that in the interest of law 
enforcement and in the interest of observing the letter and 
the spirit of the law he should offer this amendment? 

Mr. TYDINGS. The Senator assumes that I have a grade 
of intelligence which I do not myself like to admit. Perhaps 
I have it, but I certainly do not want to admit it. 

The Senator says, in effect, that if the use of tobacco is 
punishable by hanging, and certain people are being allowed 
to smoke pipes and are only being reprimanded, that in 
order to be fair I should hang the people who smoke pipes 
as well as those who use tobacco in other forms. 

I do not favor at all the philosophy of this act; but the 
Senator from Alabama, I believe, does. I am complaining 
against the whole thing. I do not like any of it. There- 
fore, I am not going to be a party to making it worse than 
it is now; but if the Senator favors it, it strikes me that it 
is his duty and not mine to equalize this act so that the 
legislation will apply to all people and not just to those who 
live in the cities. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. BLACK. Whether or not the Senator from Maryland 
favors the eighteenth amendment, of course I recognize that 
he, as an American citizen who has sworn to observe the Con- 
stitution, favors a fair enforcement of any provision of the 
Constitution. I think I can assume that without any fear 
of a dispute between the Senator and me. Therefore, if 
the Senator from Maryland does favor that, and the Consti- 
tution itself is in force and effect, and the Senator sees an 
evasion of the Constitution, does he not think that it is his 
duty as a Senator to seek to prevent that evasion of the 
Constitution? 

Mr. TYDINGS. No; not necessarily. 

Mr. BLACK. I have nothing further to say. 

Mr. TYDINGS. But I did think the Senator from Ala- 
bama would feel that it was his duty to prevent that evasion. 
Therefore I am waiting for the Senator from Alabama, or 
for some other Senator who thinks as he does, to prevent the 
further discrimination which the Volstead Act now contains, 
under which you can have hard cider in your basement on 
the farm but you can not have beer in your house in the city. 

No one disclaims that the Federal Farm Board is lending 
$20,000,000 to these people who are making grape concen- 
trate. Everybody admits that. No one denies it. Every- 
body admits that Vine-Glo is intoxicating. Nobody de- 
nies it. Not a soul denies it. Here are the regulations of 
the Prohibition Bureau, which say it is legal to make cider 
without a permit provided you take it from the cider mill 
immediately and put it in your home; yet it has been held 
in some courts in this country that even the manufacture 
of labels intended to be put on alcoholic liquors in bottles 
was a violation of the Volstead Act, although you can go 
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out and press apples and grapes and make cider and wine 
and there is no violation of the law. 

To show you the extreme hypocrisy of this, let me read 
to the Senator from Alabama another section under the 
head of “ Manufacture ”: 

Sec. 905. What may not be used: (a) Dried fruits, dandelions, 
rhubarb, etc, may not lawfully be used in the production of the 
“ nonintoxicating cider and fruit juices ” mentioned in this article. 

You can not use dandelions or dried fruits or rhubarb, 
but you can use grapes, apples, pears, plums, damsons, and 
similar fruit. Do not dare use dried fruit, however, or 
rhubarb or dandelions. 

Is there one man in this body who can tell me why dande- 
lions can not be used under the Volstead Act, and why it is 
possible to use apples without violating the law? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I think I know, although 
I am not technically informed on the subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will hold that the 
Senator from Maryland has no right to yield for a speech. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield for a question. 

Mr. BLACK. I must confess that I am not an expert on 
dandelions. I notice the Senator says that dandelions can 
not be lawfully used. May I ask the Senator if he knows— 
theoretically, of course—whether or not dandelions can be 
used for making good wine? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I will say to the Senator that if he 
knew more about the answer to that question I do not be- 
lieve he would be what he is; but very good wine can be 
made from dandelions. In fact, it is pretty potent. 

Mr. BLACK. May I ask the Senator another question? 
Does the Senator object to having wine made out of 
dandelions? 

Mr. TYDINGS. No, indeed; not in the slightest. Ido not 
object to having wine made out of anything. 

Mr. President, I am going to surrender the floor; but 
when I do surrender the floor it will be the privilege of any 
other Senator immediately to request the Chair to recog- 
nize him. When I surrender the floor I hope that some 
Senator who believes in the great efficacy of this new dis- 
pensation which we have under the eighteenth amendment, 
some Senator who believes in all the goodness and righteous- 
ness which has come to the country under the eighteenth 
amendment and the Volstead Act, will rise, and instead of 
making a long speech all backward and forward, and instead 
of interrogating me with questions, will say definitely, “ Yes; 
there is this discrimination,” or, at least, “If there is this 
discrimination, I propose to end it by introducing an amend- 
ment which will henceforth prohibit the farmer from pos- 
sessing this cider in his basement.” 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 
question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield for a question? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I do. 

Mr. BLACK. I desire to ask the Senator a question. We 
have two more weeks of this session of Congress. We hear 
from all over the Nation that the people are starving and 
cold. Does not the Senator think that the people of this 
country are more interested to-day in whether or not they 
are going to get some bread than they are in whether or not 
they will get a glass of beer? 

Mr. TYDINGS. That question is so far beside the point 
that it really deserves no answer, of course; but they are 
also interested in getting rid of some of this racketeering, 
getting rid of some of these murders, getting rid of some 
of these jails which are bursting to overflowing. In this 
very Congress the Attorney General has asked for an ap- 
propriation of five or ten million dollars more to build a new 
jail to take care of the prohibition prisoners. 

If the Senator wants to translate the money in the Fed- 
eral Government into bread, here is an opportunity. In- 
stead of building more prisons to house the citizens of the 
United States, there are $5,000,000 which still might be used 


for relief purposes. Let him get rid of some of the graft. 
Let him get rid of some of the 782 prohibition agents who 
were dismissed for discovered corruption in the first eight 
years of national prohibition. One-fourth, 25 per cent, of 
all of the agents employed were dropped from the Federal 
pay roll because of graft; because of discovered corruption. 

Let him get rid of the police force in Philadelphia, where 
a Federal grand jury found lately that 15 of the men em- 
ployed as policemen in that city had bank deposits in cash 
of from $10,000 to $140,000. 

Let him get rid of the situation out in Pittsburgh, where 
the Federal grand jury said the local police are in rebellion 
against the State and Federal prohibition laws. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Let him get rid of the racketeering and 
the crime wave in Chicago, where Al Capone and his cohorts 
have a throttle hold on the city, the fingers of graft run- 
ning up into the judiciary itself. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TYDINGS. Let him get rid of all the hypocrisy, 
where Federal and State officials assemble at a big foot- 
ball game, and after the game is over, on a cold day, a 
thousand empty whisky flasks are picked up in the stadium 
in the city of Baltimore, where the Army and Navy game 
was played a few years ago. 

Let him get rid of the increased drunkenness among 
juveniles in Washington. In the 10 years before prohibition 
55 minors were arrested a year for drunkenness in this 
city. To-day the average is 275 per year, an increase of 
400 per cent since national prohibition went into effect, 
right here in the Senator’s own Capital, over which he has 
the power of legislation. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield again? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Let him 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland 
declines to yield. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Let him get rid of all the murders which 
have been committed in the name of national prohibition, 
which to date number 1,500, people shot down by prohibi- 
tion agents for commission of a mere misdemeanor in many 
cases. 

I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BLACK. So far as statistics are concerned, it is not 
very difficult to get statistics on any subject. It is not my 
intention to ask the Senator a question that has anything 
to do with statistics at the present time, unless the Senator 
wants to talk about statistics on the subject in which the 
people are vitally interested to-day, which is bread. I de- 
sire to ask the Senator if he thinks, with the serious prob- 
lems which confront this Nation to-day, with five or six mil- 
lion men out of employment, with perhaps 15,000,000 de- 
pendent upon them, with an effort being made to pass legis- 
lation to relieve the serious situation and to bring about 
changes whereby honest men can get work, that it is proper 
to consume the time of this body, in the two short weeks we 
have left, in discussing dandelion wine and rhubarb beer, 
rather than in discussing serious problems with reference to 
those things in which the people are interested? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Well—— 

Mr. BLACK. Does the Senator think that in the 

Mr. TYDINGS. Let me answer one question at a time. I 
will give the Senator all the time he wants. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let Senators speak one at a 
time. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes; I think it is important. I think 
there is no more important thing in this country than at 
this good hour to stop the hypocrisy, the shame, the corrup- 
tion, the graft, which are spread all over this land, and have 
made our country the laughing stock of the entire world. 

The Senator knows, if he knows anything at all about this 
question, that wherever he goes people violate the law with 
impunity. It is looked upon as a joke. I venture the remark 
that there are a thousand times as many violations of this 
1 law as there are of any other 10 laws put together, 
and if the Senator thinks that law and order, and the dig- 
nity of our Constitution, should be upheld, then I say there 
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is no more fitting task to which we can apply ourselves than 
to establish some rational form of liquor control in the 
place of the hypocrisy under which we are living. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield again? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes. Does that answer the Senator’s 
first question? 

Mr. BLACK. Not at all. May I state this to the Senator: 
So far as I am concerned, I do not intend at this time to 
get into any discussion of the merits or the demerits of 
prohibition. In my judgment the people of this country to- 
day are in a state of mind where what they need is some- 
thing to eat rather than something to drink. It is also my 
belief that any great group which attempts to camouflage at 


this time behind any liquor question in order to avoid the ing. 


patent misery which is abroad in this land, the starvation, 
and the unemployment, and to dodge real economic issues, 
on which the life of this Nation depends, and upon which 
the comfort and happiness and safety of its people depend, 
is destined to failure. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Let me—— 

Mr. BLACK. May I ask the Senator if he does not believe 
that in the last election, when the people expressed them- 
selves so tremendously throughout this country, turned out 
some who had office and put in others, it was a cry for 
bread, and not a wail for beer? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Well, it all depends on the viewpoint one 
wants to take. x 

Let me say to the Senator from Alabama that 12 years 
ago, right here on this floor, the same pleas to the heart 
rather than to the head were made which he makes to-day. 
“Do away with liquor! Do away with the curse of liquor 
and the jails will be turned into hospitals and public 
libraries! ”. Have they been? There are not enough jails in 
this country to hold all the people 

Mr. BLACK. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Wait until I finish. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Prison riots have broken out all over 
this country. Where are the jails that were to be turned 
into public libraries and hospitals? Where is that argument 
to-day? Every bit of evidence, every ounce of evidence, 
every fact in the case shows that instead of emptying the 
jails they have been filled to overflowing with Federal 
prisoners. 

Then we were told that deaths from alcoholism would 
decrease. Have they decreased? Go ask the Metropolitan 
Life Insurance Co. if they have not increased every single, 
solitary year since 1920 down to the present time. Twelve 
years ago, right here in this Chamber, we were told that if 
we would embrace the philosophy of national prohibition 
deaths from alcoholism would end. They have not ended. 
They have increased in number. 

We were also told that if we had national prohibition we 
would get rid of drunkenness. Has drunkenness decreased? 
In the 10 years before prohibition it was decreasing each 
year, up until 1920, and the records of the police depart- 
ments of this country show that since 1920 arrests for 
drunkenness have been increasing each year up to this good 
hour. Yet 12 years ago we were told that if we adopted the 
eighteenth amendment arrests for drunkenness would de- 
crease. 

We were told that it would take the saloon out of politics. 
It may have taken the open saloon out of politics, but it has 
put the speak-easy into politics. It has engendered the or- 
ganization of gangs of grafters and racketeers all over the 
country, until the corruption is the worst we have ever had 
in our entire history. Yet we were told 12 years ago that 
all of this would be ended if we adopted the policy of na- 
tional prohibition. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield for a question? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I am going to yield the floor in a moment, 
because I know my friend the Senator from Connecticut is 
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very anxious to take up his bill, and with this concluding 
sentence I will yield the floor. 

I will be waiting, when I give up the floor, for that sin- 
cere man who believes in the philosophy of the eighteenth 
amendment to rise and say very definitely, “ Yes; I intend 
to offer and to fight for a bill which will make it a crime 
for a farmer to have hard cider in his cellar.” 

Mr. HEFLIN obtained the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would like to state 
that Senators may yield hereafter for questions only, and 
a Senator yielding for more than a question the second time, 
while the same matter is pending, will lose his right to the 
floor, and can not again speak upon the matter then pend- 


Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I do not agree with the 
Chair that a Senator may not ask a Senator a question who 
propounds one to him. I think that when a Senator yields 
to another Senator and he asks him a question, the Senator 
having the floor is at liberty, under the rule, to ask a ques- 
tion of the Senator propounding the question if he so desires. 

Mr. President, we have heard much talk here about dan- 
delions and rhubarb and fermented millet juice and spark- 
ling wine, and various other things; we are regaled occa- 
sionally with these entertaining addresses. Just the other 
day a Senator made one of those speeches, until he had the 
mouths watering of 8 or 10 men up there in the gallery who 
had the thirst still lingering in the settlement. You could 
see them throwing out their tobacco, and going out to hunt 
a speak-easy somewhere. Such speeches are strangely affect- 
ing these fellows and giving them false hopes of a day when 
they will have the barroom back. I submit it is cruelty to 
animals to hold out such a hope to them. [Laughter.] 
They have no more chance to bring the barrooms back in 
America, as long as intelligent men and women live here, 
than a snowball would have to roll successfully intact 
through Pluto’s infernal regions. 

The Senator from Maryland tells us about people who are 
killed resisting law-enforcement officers. In some instances 
I think men have been killed when there was no excuse or 
necessity for it. I think there have been some reckless men 
clothed with authority shooting down people, possibly 
through excitement on their part or from fear they were 
going to be killed by the outlaws. Nevertheless mistakes 
have been made along that line. But the Senator must 
remember that when these people are resisting an officer 
they are resisting the statute laws and the Constitution of 
the United States, and they, by their resistance, invite the 
force that is used against them, and in their resistance they 
are saying, in effect, that they are willing to risk whatever 
danger that threatens as they dare to defy the law and the 
Constitution of the United States. 

The Senator from Maryland tells us that some 1,400 men 
have been killed by prohibition law enforcement officers. Iam 
sorry that a single one was killed. But let me give him some 
statistics about people who are killed in other ways in the 
United States. The number of deaths in the United States 
from automobile accidents alone in 1929 was 29,531. Most 
every one of those people was killed while some one was 
violating the law, and no doubt many of them were struck 
down by men who were under the infiuence of whisky. 

Of course, we can not fully and completely enforce any 
law. I think the prohibition law is being remarkably well 
enforced, amongst a hundred and odd million people, but I 
admit that there are a few million people among whom it is 
not being well enforced. We know that it is possible now to 
go to some of the large cities—for instance, New York, San 
Francisco, Boston, Chicago, and other big cities—and obtain 
whisky, beer, and wine. I do not think any Senator will 
dispute that statement. The people who are bent on having 
this stuff even to their own hurt are obtaining it. 

But I am surprised at the argument of the Senator from 
Maryland against the liberality of those of us who have 
voted for the prohibition statutes. We permit the farmer 
to make cider, to make cider for his own use, and the Sen- 
ator from Maryland has discovered that we have been liberal 
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enough to permit him to make cider that may contain a | them: “Go into that hell hole and drink until you become 


little alcohol, and he is quarreling because we have done 
that. 

Mr. President, in the main those antiprohibition forces go 
out on the hustings and tell the people that we are a lot 
of cranks and fanatics, that we do not want them to have 
a drop of anything that has a little alcohol in it. That is 
not true. Senators have voted against measures that sought 
to take the alcohol out of medicine. We have refused to 
do it. We know that many medicines contain alcohol. I am 
not in favor of extracting the alcohol out of medicine 
where alcohol is necessary; so we have been liberal along 
that line. It is said that it is necessary to have a certain 
amount of alcohol to preserve the medicine in its integrity. 
We have not interfered with that. 

That is not all, Mr. President. The Congress of the 
United States permits whisky to be sold in every drug store 
in the Nation for medicinal purposes. The State which 
does not permit its sale is deprived of that permission by 
the action of the State itself. The United States Govern- 
ment permits three rye-whisky distilleries to operate con- 
tinuously, permits three bourbon-whisky distilleries to oper- 
ate all the time, making pure whisky for medicinal purposes, 
whisky to supply the drug stores, whisky to supply the 
hospitals. Are Senators now to criticize us for being liberal 
enough to provide whisky for medicinal purposes? If they 
could be heard speaking out on the hustings, it would be 
thought that we had prohibited the sale of whisky in any 
form for any purpose; but that is not true. 

Mr. President, I want to tell the Senator from Maryland 
that in nearly every instance wherever a barroom stood in 
the old days you can find that one man or a half dozen men 
have been murdered there. Go back in your recollection to 
those horror-haunted liquor halls, where barrooms stood 
through the years, and ask the old settlers how many men 
under the influence of whisky had been murdered there. 
They will give you the facts. Go back to those old days, go 
into those communities and ask, “ Where are many of the 
rich, prosperous farmers who lived here in the long ago?” 
They will tell you that they spent their substance in the 
barroom, that they gave mortgages to the barroom man, that 
the barroom man finally owned their homes and farms, and 
they have moved away, wrecked and ruined because of the 
licensed barrooms in the community. 

Go and ask the widow whose husband went down to a 
drunkard’s grave. Go and ask the children made orphans 
by the devilish and damnable stuff. They can tell you all 
about the evil and the curse of the whisky traffic. 

Mr. President, who is it that is soaking up the blind-tiger 
products to-day? It is the idle rich. They have so much 
wealth they do not know what else to do. They are miser- 
able. They are giving of their substance to help cut down 
this great bulwark of the young manhood of America, the 
prohibition provision of the Constitution of the United 
States. They are contributing money with Raskob and his 
crowd to repeal the prohibition statutes and the eighteenth 
amendment. The talk of doing that thing is as idle as a 
painted ship on a painted ocean. They will get nowhere 
with it. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD], who has been 
the spearhead in all these fights, sounded the proper keynote 
here to-day. We are not going to be tied to this wet politi- 
cal body of death. The Democratic Party will not put this 
devilish stuff again in the presence of the young manhood 
of the country to tempt and lure them to ruin. 

Mr. President, 98 men out of every 100, 98 women out of 
every 100, fathers and mothers, if asked to-day, “ To whom 
would you like to see your daughters married?“ will answer 
with uplifted hands, “ To a man who does not drink.” That 
would be the solemn answer of every father and mother in 
the country. Here we have by congressional enactment and 
by vote of the people of the Nation put that stuff out of 
the way of our young men—tempting them on the street 
corners, licensed by the law, sanctioned by the Congress. 
We have made it hard to get. Shall we ever again say to 


an imbecile and a pauper, with health broken, as you march 
on down the road to ruin.” 

Stand here and talk about a little fermented fruit juice 
in the farmer’s jug. The farmers in the main are satisfied 
with prohibition. Many men in my State who used to drink 
every day have quit. A generation of younger men are com- 
ing on who do not know the taste of the stuff. What a 
glorious day it will be when we have another generation or 
two entirely removed from the evil effects of strong drink. 

But, Mr. President, when I see these European liquor 
agents operating through European-Americans to force that 
devilish stuff upon this country again it stirs every drop 
s 5 blood. They are not going to get anywhere 

it. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD] pointed out here 
the other day how a young man, equipped for life’s battles, 
standing on the very threshold of young manhood, seeking 
a position, was asked by the captain of industry, “ What can 
you do?” He told him of the knowledge that he possessed 
along various lines. Then the captain of industry asked, 
“Do you drink?” The young man said, “ Yes; I take a 
drink sometimes.” The captain of industry said, “I am glad 
to see you, but I am busy this morning. Come back again.” 
But he never saw the young man any more. What lost him 
the job? He told the captain of industry that he drank 
occasionally. Why did he lose the job? That man’s busi- 
ness is so important that he wants men working for him 
who do not drink. 

And yet they want to bring the stuff back and make it 
easy for our boys to get. When you put the barroom in 
front of them and teach them to drink you cripple them in 
getting positions, you cause them to fail to get jobs. Is that 
contributing to a sober, upstanding manhood in our country? 
It is time we were frowning upon that kind of talk in the 
Senate. It is time that Senators who represent the great 
moral forces of the Nation were speaking out, supporting the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD] in the gallant fight that 
he always makes for the highest and best interests of his 
country. He reminded us the other day that Thomas A. 
Edison said: 

I recall the old barroom days, When pay day came around, I 
saw a column of keenly interested women coming up to where 
their husbands were being paid. They were nervous and excited. 
What were they doing there? They were there asking the pay- 
master to let them have a portion of their husbands’ pay before 
he “gets it and goes to the barroom. Our children are hungry 
and they need clothes.” 

These are some of the things that wives and mothers 
experienced in the days of the barroom. 

Do we want to again license by law an institution that 
will make a brute out of a man and drive his wife into 
desperation, that will take the substance he earns by his 
labor and spend it in the barroom, rearing his children in 
poverty? That is the fruit of the barroom, the cursed fruit 
of the liquor traffic of other days. ; 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Typrncs] has told us 
that more young men drink whisky in Washington now 
than ever before. I cannot agree to that. Let me tell you, 
Senators, that we never had any correct statistics about 
these things in the barroom days. The man who patronized 
the barroom, who was spending his substance there daily, 
was not reported when he got drunk. The barroom pro- 
prietor would tell a policeman, who frequently was in the 
pay of the barroom: “ Take this fellow and put him in a cab 
and send him home,” and that case of drunkenness was hid 
from view. We never got any statistics on those cases. Oh, 
no, if those statistics had been gathered and published the 
barroom business would have been dead long before it was; 
but they kept those statistics covered up as long as they 
could. 

Why, Mr. President, the antiprohibitionists have sleuth 
hounds trailing every man whom they think has a bottle of 
liquor, not for the purpose of molesting him in any way 
but to get the empty bottle for statistical purposes when he 
throws it away. And then they go into ecstasies when they 
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find an empty bottle in prohibition days in the United 
States of America. Then they claim that more liquor is 
being drunk now than when the barrooms were here. 

Go ask the fathers and mothers whose sons have been 
debauched and ruined by the barroom if they want those 
days to come again? Go and ask the young wife with her 
babe in her arms if she wants her fine and manly husband 
at her side to be tempted by that deadly stuff coming into 
the community again? Consult the fathers and mothers of 
the American home and you go to the source of the Re- 
publics’s strength and inspiration. The immortal Grady, of 
Georgia, said truly that the strength of the Republic is 
not in the Congress; it is not in the courts; it is not in the 
Federal Treasury; it is not in the White House, if you please; 
nor in the Army and the Navy; but the strength of the 
Republic is lodged in the homes of the people. 

We are fighting not only for the well-being and happiness 
of this generation, but for generations yet to come. We 
should contribute in every way that we can here to a sober, 
moral, clean, courageous race of American men and women. 
The old barroom agents are hanging around some of the 
metropolitan papers, pouring their filthy lucre into their 
columns, which go out over the country declaring: “ We are 
going to have the barroom back.” Poor, misguided people! 
And they refer to the barroom days as The good old days.” 

The Senator from Maryland told us about a great foot- 
ball game over at Baltimore where many public officials 
were assembled, as well as other people, about 80,000 in all, 
to see a football game. We are told that foreign diplomats 
and Members of the House and Senate were there. And 
when the show was over, and all those in attendance had 
gone, they searched the place and found, although 80,000 
people had been there assembled, only 800 empty whisky 
bottles. He did not say what size bottles they were, but 
they must have been half-pints or pints which could be 
carried in the pocket. That would just account for about 
a thousand of those attending the game and drinking, and 
79,000 of them refraining from drinking. I submit that 
that tremendous majority speaks well for prohibition. 

Mr. President, the opposition is so hard pressed for argu- 
ment to sustain their wavering cause that they not only list 
the number of drunks they find but they are now roaming 
about the country hunting empty whisky bottles for statis- 
tical purposes and whenever they find one they clap their 
hands for joy, and cry aloud, “ More statistics against pro- 
hibition.” [Laughter.] 

They remind me of the story of the big Newfoundland dog 
that the late Senator James, of Kentucky, used to tell. 
The dog would walk into the post office following his master. 
He was as big as a yearling, and he just pushed men, women, 
and children aside as he moved along. They did not like 
that. So one boy patted him on the head while another one 
tied a tin can with some shot in it to his tail. Then they 
opened the way for him and told him to get out. As soon as 
he started the can commenced to rattle. He stood not on 
the order of going. Down the street like something mad 
he fied, furiously howling at every jump. Every time they 
would catch him in the post office one would engage his 
attention while another would tie a tin can to his tail. They 
ran him so much until finally he got to where the can did not 
frighten him as formerly, and he would not run very much. 
So they quit tying cans to his tail. The boys observed him 
for days, and he seemed sad and lonesome. He got to where 
he would walk the streets looking for an empty tin can, and 
whenever he found one he would back up to it and stand 
there and howl for somebody to tie it to his tail. [Laughter.] 
These old whisky sleuths are hunting empty bottles like 
that, and whenever they find one now they hold it up and 
howl. (Laughter.] 

Mr. President, an effort is being made to tie the Democratic 
party in with the whisky interests. Let us Democrats on this 
side serve notice on Mr. Raskob and Mr. Shouse that the 
Democratic Party is not for sale to the liquor interests or 
to any other interest. The Democratic Party will not follow 
the leadership of the liquor interests; the Democratic Party 
has always fought for good morals and right principles and 
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for the highest and best interests of the American home. 
We will not permit it to be diverted from the ends of its 
1 and made the handy instrument of the whisky 
raffic. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Typincs] did not see fit to yield to me to a ques- 
tion which I desired to ask him; and, as he did not do so, I 
shall have to address myself to the question without having 
the benefit of an answer from him. I hope, however, that 
at some time during his frequent talks upon this subject he 
will tell us what, if anything, he or the dominant political 
organization in the State of Maryland, of which he is a great 
leader, has done to enforce the eighteenth amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States or the acts of Congress 
enacted to bring about the enforcement of that provision of 
our Constitution. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 
question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. MORRISON, I have asked a question, and I yield for 
an answer to it. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, is it proper to answer the 
Senator’s question? À 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will hold that it 
would not be without the unanimous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Let me ask the Senator a question, then. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield for that purpose? 

5 Mr. MORRISON. I will yield if I do not thereby lose the 
oor. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I should like to ask the Senator, in view 
of the fact that in the State of Maryland there are 23 
counties and one big city, and that the county laws for each 
of those counties are much more drastic than the Volstead 
Act, carrying penalties heavier than the Volstead Act pro- 
vides, preventing the sale, possession, manufacture, and any 
contact whatsoever with liquor, if he does not feel that the 
State could do little by way of addition to those laws which 
are already more drastic than the Volstead Act? I will say 
to the Senator that that is the condition in the State of 
Maryland. 

Mr. MORRISON. I should judge, if that be true—and, of 
course, I do not doubt it—that the State of Maryland has 
about the sorriest set of police officers to be found on the 
face of the earth, according to the testimony of the Senator 
from Maryland. 

Mr, TYDINGS. I should like to ask the Senator, if I may 
ask him a question, if he does not feel that a police force 
which has less graft in it than that of any other large city 
in the country, and which has the highest crime-detection 
record of any other city in the country, is not a pretty good 
police force? 

Mr. MORRISON. The Senator has testified to the fia- 
grant and shameless and open violation of the law in his 
State. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will inform the 
Senator that he must not, in debate, reflect upon a State. 

Mr. MORRISON. Upon a State? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Upon a State. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. President, I am trying to reflect 
upon the political organization which temporarily dominates 
the State, and, as I recall, that has been done here in almost 
every debate I have heard. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. MORRISON. No, sir; I think, Senator, I will not 
yield, because it results in mere argument between us, which 
seems to me to be a little disorderly, and, if the Senator will 
excuse me, I will not yield. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Will the Senator yield for an obser- 
vation? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina declines to yield. 

Mr. MORRISON. I desire, Mr. President and Senators; to 
make this point—namely, that the voices most powerfully 
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raised in this country over the nonenforcement of the eight- 
eenth amendment come from States and political organiza- 
tions which have done nothing to try to enforce the prohi- 
bition law. The great city of Chicago, to which the Senator 
made reference, and the political organizations in other great 
cities in this country are leading a fight against prohibition 
because it results in so much violation of law, and yet they 
are all opposed to the enactment in their States of con- 
current legislation for which the Constitution provides to 
enforce the eighteenth amendment. I submit that it would 
sound a little better for the word “ hypocrisy,” as applied to 
the prohibition forces of this country, to roll from other lips 
than the lips of those who really favor nullifying the Con- 
stitution of the United States shamelessly and brazenly. 
The political organizations of both parties in New York City, 
Chicago, Baltimore, and other great cities, favor an absolute 
defiance of the eighteenth amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States and its nullification so far as any action 
of a governmental character on their part can do so. The 
voice comes especially from one State whose governor seeks 
the presidency of the United States because he is the boldest 
nullificationist in the whole country. 

Mr. President and Senators, I do not want to-day to enter 
into a general discussion of the subject of prohibition, but I 
do not like to sit here silent while we are decorated as 
hypocrites and lawless people because we stand ready to do 
all we can to make supreme in this land the crystallized will 
of the American people as expressed in the eighteenth 
amendment to the Constitution of our country. 

It is said that prohibition officers have killed many peo- 
ple. Most of them ought to have been killed, because they 
were resisting the majesty and sovereignty of the law of this 
land and seeking to take the life of innocent officers who 
sought to uphold the law. They lost their lives not because 
of any corruption in the enforcement of the eighteenth 
amendment but because their love of gain was so great 
that they would ply this damnable traffic in defiance of the 
law, and they stood ready to take the life of the officer 
before they would submit to the orderly service of the 
processes of the courts of this country. 

We are given statistics about the number of arrests for 
drunkenness. Back in the good old days of the distillery 
and the saloon drunkenness was not a crime in many sec- 
tions of this country. Unless a man was drunk and also 
disorderly he was not molested, and he could sleep his 
drunken sleep in well-nigh every community in the United 
States without official molestation. As we have progressed 
in this matter we have commenced to arrest people for 
being drunk, and so it appears that the statistics show an 
increase in drunkenness. I submit, however, that there are 
no statistics which sustain the contention that there is more 
drunkenness in this country to-day under prohibition than 
there was in the day of the distillery and the saloon. 

Everybody knows that to be the truth. All over this coun- 
try prohibition is reasonably well enforced, and blessing 
humanity, except in these great centers where they want 
to repeal it so badly that few potent voices are lifted in 
advocacy of its enforcement. 

Yes, Mr. President; there is an audacious effort stirring 
to control the great political parties of this country and put 
in their platforms, for the first time in the history of the 
Republican and the Democratic Parties, a declaration of the 
will of these great political machines and bootleggers in the 
great cities of this country, thereby hoping to bridle the 
free, independent Democrat or Republican, as the case may 
be, and force him to accept their will upon this subject or 
get out of the party to which he belongs, and in which he 
has, in good faith, served his part. 

Oh, it is heralded all over this country what a “ great 
leader of the Democratic Party Mr. Raskob, our chairman, 
is. I submit, Mr. President and Senators, that the only po- 
litical significance Mr. Raskob has, or ever has had, or eyer 
will have, is that he is the monumental mistake of our great 
candidate for President in 1928, the Hon. Alfred E. Smith. 
Mr. Raskob came into our public life like other chairmen, 
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Few men can remember who any of them were a few years 
back; but it is said that he has become a great leader“ in 
our party since his sudden entrance into our politics. I deny 
that he has any influence or that he is any leader in the 
Democratic Party. He is the chairman of our committee, 
because Governor Smith made the great mistake of naming 
him for chairman; and as soon as we nominate another 
candidate for President, if not before, Mr. Raskob will dis- 
appear from American politics as suddenly as he entered, 
in my opinion. 

If Mr. Raskob or those responsible for him undertake to 
use the executive committee of the Democratic Party in- 
solently to fix the policies of the Democratic Party and 
determine them, instead of leaving great questions of policy 
to our national convention and to the representatives of the 
party in the House of Representatives and upon this floor: 
if they advocate carrying out the will of these nullifiers of 
the Constitution of the United States to try to determine the 
policy of the Democratic Party, they will meet defeat before 
the committee, in my opinion; and, if they should carry the 
committee, the committee will receive the worst drubbing 
that any set of men ever received in American politics in the 
next Democratic convention. 

Mr. President, I wish this question did not arise here so 
often. I wish we could have a few days when it is not dis- 
cussed; but if Senators who entertain the views of the Sena- 
tor from Maryland assault prohibition here in any form, 1 
hope the champions of the Constitution of the United States 
will commence to combat their arguments whenever made. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I realize that over in Balti- 
more we are, according to the Senator from North Carolina, 
a lawless, disreputable, corrupt, unseemly, vicious, and dis- 
graceful lot of people. I also realize that down in the be- 
loved State of North Carolina the people are mighty right- 
eous and lawful and fine and cultured and grand. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
for a question? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Just a moment. 

I have in my hand the statistics showing the seizures of 
liquor and distilling apparatus for all the States in the 
Union; and, lo and behold, like Abou Ben Adhem’s name, 
North Carolina is the first lieutenant and Georgia is the 
captain in that great assembly of liquor statistics; for we 
find that in North Carolina, a rather thickly settled State, 
out of each 10,000 people in that State—I hope I may have 
the attention of the Senator from North Carolina—— 

Mr. MORRISON. I wish the Senator would yield for a 
question. I yielded to many questions from him. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I will; but I want to finish this state- 
ment, then I will yield. 

I find that in the righteous, the fine, the good, the con- 
stitutional State of North Carolina 61 stills out of each 
10,000 of population were seized by the Prohibition Bureau 
in the years from 1923 to 1928—61 stills for each 10,000 
people in the entire State! 

I yield to the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. MORRISON. I want to say to the Senator that we 
are very proud of the fact in North Carolina that we have 
the Volstead Act as a State statute; and there is not a police, 
officer in my State who is not loyally trying to enforce that’ 
law. Instead of being ashamed of it, I am proud of it; and 
if there were equal officers in the city of Baltimore what a 
tale the Senator would be reading from that book! 

Mr. TYDINGS. As I understand the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina, he has the double and doubtful 
honor of having the most law and the most violators of any 
State in the Union save one. He is welcome to that proud 
distinction. I am glad to say that in Maryland we do not 
have such a renowned record. 

Not only were 61 pieces of distilling apparatus confiscated 
for each 10,000 people in North Carolina 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land further yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 
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Mr. TYDINGS. Just a minute. I want to give the Sena- j the tyranny of Great Britain against which our country 


tor another striking figure. I find that more liquor in the 
process of manufacture was seized in North Carolina than 
in any other State in the entire Union except one, because 
ifor each 10,000 of population in the State of North Carolina, 
according to the Bureau of Prohibition, 3,797 gallons were 
seized. That is how much illicit liquor was seized for each 
10,000 of population. 

If the Senator wishes to address a question to me on any 
of those figures I shall be glad to yield. 

Mr. MORRISON. I want the Senator now to give us 
the statistics from Maryland, and tell us whether or not the 
officers down there have done their duty. 

Mr. TYDINGS. In Maryland I find that out of each 
10,000 of population we had less than one-third as much 
liquor seized as in North Carolina. 

Mr. MORRISON. One more question, and I will not an- 
noy the Senator further. 

Mr. TYDINGS. The Senator is not annoying me; he is 
helping me. 

Mr. MORRISON. I will ask the Senator if it is not a fact 
that all of those stills were seized by nonresident officers sent 
into the State of Maryland? 

Mr. TYDINGS. No; that is not so, because in my own 
county of Harford, where we have had local option for a 
long while, all the arrests there at each term of court are 
made by our local officers. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
for one further question? 

Mr. TYDINGS. What has the Senator to say about that? 

Mr. MORRISON. I have this to say—that if the Sena- 
tor’s statistics are correct, prohibition is magnificently suc- 
cessful in the State of Maryland, the governor and the 
Senator’s own opinion to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Good! Then instead of the remark 
made by the Senator from North Carolina that we over in 
Maryland are a corrupt lot, a bad lot, he now gives us the 
palm by saying that we are three times as temperate as 
the people in North Carolina. 

Mr. MORRISON, The Senator may take either horn of 
the dilemma he chooses. Either the law in Maryland is 

even more successful than the Senator states or he is in- 
correct in his information that Maryland is undertaking to 
enforce it. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Iam only taking the inescapable conclu- 
sion from the Senator’s own argument. 

Also, we find that, whereas in North Carolina nearly 4,000 
gallons of liquor were confiscated for every 10,000 of popu- 
lation, in the State of Maryland the figure is considerably 
less. 

If the Senator from North Carolina had lived in 1775, he 
would have said, “Do not fight King George over there, 
even though the laws do not suit our people, because these 
stamp taxes and this tea tax were passed in the regular 
way. It is all regular, and we ought to be law-abiding, 
because the law went through in the normal way.” The 
Senator would haye denounced as nullificationists the 
people who signed the Declaration of Independence, because 
they would have been against the existing order. They 
were trying to get local self-government for the thirteen 
Colonies. Therefore he would much rather have had a law 
which he did not like and have paid his homage and tribute 
and reverence to King George than to win for his own 
country the right of local self-government. 

Mr, MORRISON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes; I yield for a question. 

Mr. MORRISON. Does the Senator seriously mean to 
compare a provision in his country’s Constitution which, in 
order to be a Senator here, he had to take an oath to sup- 
port, adopted by three-fourths of the States of this Union 
in due form and pursuant to the provisions of the Consti- 
tution by the sovereign States of this Union—does he really 
mean to compare that with the tyranny of George III and 


rebelled? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I think it is much worse; and I will illus- 
trate it with facts, if the Senator will sit down and give me 
his attention. I hope he will not leave the Chamber. He 
certainly is going to listen to an answer to his own question. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for one 
other question? 

Mr. TYDINGS. No; I will answer this one first. 

In the first place, the stamp tax and the tea tax affected 
only a very small number of American citizens. Many men 
were scattered in the wilderness, where no tax collector ever 
came. The only places where the tax was effective—well, 
Mr. President, when a man leaves the Chamber, he gives 
up the ghost; and I see no need to persecute the Senator 
further. 

The argument has been made here 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield before 
he leaves that subject? 

Mr, TYDINGS. Just a minute; let me finish with the 
Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. BLACK, I thought the Senator had abandoned that 
particular subject. 

Mr. TYDINGS, I was abandoning the answer to the Sena- 
tor’s question. 

Mr. BLACK. I desire to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Just a moment. 

The Senator from North Carolina says that 1,400 people 
have been killed in the enforcement of national prohibition; 
“but what is that? See how many were killed at railroad 
crossings, how many were killed in automobile accidents,” 
and so forth. 

If the Senator were a doctor, applying his logic, and there 
were typhoid fever and smallpox and diphtheria in a com- 
munity, and diphtheria had taken away 2,000 people and 
smallpox 4,000 people, and typhoid fever 6,000 people, the 
Senator would say, “Do not worry about smallpox. Let 
those 4,000 people die. We will save only those who other- 
wise would die from typhoid and diphtheria.” 

Fourteen hundred lives, no matter how the people die, are 
1,400 lives. It seems to me the weak point in the logic of 
those who attempt to explain away these killings by pro- 
hibition agents is this, that the carrying of a pint of liquor is 
only a misdemeanor; that is all. It is not a felony, it is a 
misdemeanor, like exceeding the speed limit, disorderly con- 
duct, the use of profane language. Does the Senator from 
North Carolina contend that if a man exceeds the speed 
limit and does not stop at the call of the officer, the officer 
is justified in whipping out his pistol and taking human life? 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. MORRISON. I do not think that, but I think that 
if an officer undertakes to arrest a man for committing a 
misdemeanor, and the alleged lawbreaker violently resists 
him and endangers the officer’s life, then, however small the 
offense may be, in defense of his own life and in defense of 
his just rights as an officer of the law the officer has a right 
to take human life, under the decisions of every court of 
the land. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I see the Senator has retreated to more 
secure fortifications than those he spoke on but a few 
moments ago. 

Mr. MORRISON. Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. TYDINGS. Because then he said that these people 
ought to be killed, that they ought to die if they violate the 
law and the Constitution of this country. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Maryland yield to the Senator from North 
Carolina? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. MORRISON. I know the Senator does not desire to 
misquote me. I said that many of them quite likely ought 
to have been killed, because I thought they were doing just 
what I have suggested; but that I expressed the opinion that 
any human life ought to be taken without knowing the 


1931 


facts, the Senator is very unjust in saying. I did not express 
any such opinion. Perhaps some of the officers did act 
lawlessly, but I make a presumption in favor of the officer, 
and the representative of my Government, instead, as the 
Senator seems almost.to do, of making a presumption in 
favor of the man plying this traffic and breaking the law. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I make that presumption, 
and make it gladly, for this reason: That it has been shown 
by competent testimony before a committee of this body 
that out of this great, noble prohibition enforcement force, 
one-third of them were discharged for discovered corruption 
while in the pursuit of their duties. Is that the kind of 
people the Senator feels should be allowed to go abroad pro- 
miscuously and shoot down some other violators, when they 
themselves, under the shield of authority, are detected in 
acts of corruption the like of which we have not seen in this 
country before? 

Mr. BINGHAM and Mr. MORRISON addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Maryland yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield first to the Senator from Con- 
necticut, and then I will yield to the Senator from North 
Carolina. j 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I appeal to my good 
friend the Senator from Maryland that he let the District 
bill proceed. He is engaged in a crusade with which I have 
the greatest sympathy, as he knows, but it does appear to 
me 

Mr. TYDINGS. I will cut the Senator off to tell him that 
when 2 o’clock comes I will yield the floor. That is 10 min- 
utes away. I would not hold the floor even that long except 
for the fact that the Senator from North Carolina saw fit 
to hold up the State of Maryland to ridicule, and I want to 
give him a little information about his own State, showing 
that those who are without sin would best throw the first 
stone. 

Mr. MORRISON. - Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I can not any more. 

So we find from the statistics of the Prohibition Bureau 
that the Senator’s State is more guilty of violations of the 
eighteenth amendment and the Volstead Act by four times 
than are the people of the State of Maryland, and all of 
these figures, may I say to the Senator, are figures of the 
Federal Government, which is supposed to enforce the law 
equally in all of the States. We had just as many prohibi- 
tion agents per population in Maryland as there were in 
North Carolina. But the violations in North Carolina were 
four times as great as they were in the State of Maryland, 
per 10,000 of population. 

I may say to the Senator that a committee of the Ameri- 
can Bar Association, headed by many eminent lawyers, 
found the city of Baltimore to be a model city in the detec- 
tion of major crime, and held it up as an example for the 
other cities of this country to copy. 


PROPOSED EVENING SESSION ON TUESDAY 


Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Maryland yield while I submit a unanimous-consent request? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I am going to stop at 2 o’clock. Will the 
Senator withhold his request until that time? 

Mr. McNARY. I have a conference at 2 o’clock, and 
that is my reason for asking that I be allowed to submit the 
request now. 

Mr, TYDINGS. I yield. 

Mr. McNARY. I submit a proposed unanimous-consent 
agreement. ; 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, before that request is 
submitted I think we ought to have a quorum present. 

Mr. TYDINGS. If a quorum is to be called, I refuse to 
yield. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Let the unanimous-con- 
sent request be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will report the 
unanimous-consent request. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, by unanimous consent, that on to-morrow, at not later 
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7.30 o'clock p. m., at which hour it proceed to the consideration 
of unobjected bills on the calendar, with Calendar 
No. 1620, subject to the limitation of debate provided in Rule VIII, 
and continue their consideration until the calendar is completed 
or until not later than 11 o’clock p. m. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I want to ask the Sena- 
tor from Oregon if he will not accept an amendment per- 
mitting the calendar to be called under Rule VII, and con- 
Sider all measures in regular order. I do not believe the 
calendar has been called at this session for action on all 
measures thereon, with the result that there are a number 
of measures which have been held up, and Senators have 
not been able to get a vote on them. There are several 
measures on the calendar in which I am interested and on 
which I want a vote, and there is but one way to get a vote, 
and that is to have them called in the regular order. I shall 
be compelled to object unless some such provision is made. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, if the Senator will stop and 
consider he will agree that it has always been the custom 
and the practice to devote some time to the consideration 
of unobjected bills, which we can act on readily. The bills 
to which there is objection usually lead to interminable 
argument, and it has been proven that the only way to get 
action on such bills is to make them the unfinished business. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, this is Monday, the day 
on which the calendar ought to have been called under 
Rule VIII, when we would have had a chance to take up 
bills, and we have spent the whole two hours needlessly, in 
my judgment, when we might have done something real 
with the bills of the calendar. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I do not want to take the 
Senator from Maryland off his feet, and out of courtesy to 
him, I shall withdraw the request for the present. 


PROHIBITION ENFORCEMENT 


Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I have shown up to the 
present that, first of all, a comparison between the State of 
Maryland and the State of North Carolina shows that the 
latter State has four times as many liquor violations as has 
the State of Maryland. I have also shown that the police 
force of Baltimore city is an example held up to the other 
police forces of this country by such an organization as the 
American Bar Association. 

Let me say, in conclusion, that I do not want to tear down 
the Constitution of the United States, that I have always 
voted for all the enforcement money which has been asked 
for, and offered to vote for more. But I have a right to ask 
that the Constitution of my country be amended. It is not 
fixed for all time. I can stand here and demand its amend- 
ment if I wish to. I can take part in demonstrations to 
bring about its reform. 

I object to being classed as a nullificationist simply be- 
cause I use my right as a citizen to ask for a change in the 
form of government under which I am compelled to live. 
Our country has a sorry page of intolerance in its history. 
The Puritans came over to this country to get freedom to 
worship Almighty God, and in the year 1920 we wrote reli- 
gious intolerance into the Constitution of the United States 
by forcing our religious beliefs upon other people. 

There was a time when a few girls in a darkened room 
engaged in some giggling, and that intolerant man, Cotton 
Mather, turned loose a stream of intolerance which resulted 
in the hanging of many people up in New England for 
witchcraft. 

There was a time when it was contrary to law to preach 
any religion in Virginia, when it was a colony, except that 
of the Episcopal Church, and when three Baptist ministers 
went into that State and were thrown into jail for preaching 
their religion no less a person than Patrick Henry went 
to their defense, and he said to the court: “My God! Has 
it come to this in Virginia, that a man can be put in prison 
for doing no more than preaching the religion and phi- 
losophy of Jesus Christ? 

The founder of the Democratic Party, Thomas Jefferson, 
was the author of the statute for religious freedom in that 
colony. Yet I submit that religion and lawmaking very 
nearly run together in the philosophy of the eighteenth 
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I do not want to be led to heaven by a policeman’s club 
or a prohibition agent’s pistol. I want the right to save 
myself. I do not want the Senate of the United States to 
save me. I do not think they are capable of saving me, 
because if they save themselves they will be doing sufficient. 

The truth is that nowadays religion has gotten away over 
into the domain of public law. You are trying to make 
people be good and adopt your philosophy of Christianity. 
Instead of the teaching of Jesus Christ a policeman’s club 
parades in front of every doorstep to make the people of this 
land reform and tread a particular path to righteousness. 

What good would religion be, what good would salvation 
be, what good would civic virtue be, if it were not a genuine 
impulse from the human heart, but had to be achieved by 
force, and coercion, and fear, and hatred, and death? 

As I look around over this distinguished body of men, I 
do not believe that they have any more religion or righteous- 
ness in them than has the average man in this country. I 
do not think they are any more capable of laying down a 
code of ethics or a code of religion than is the average man 
in this country. The whole tendency is to step outside the 
field of government and go over into the affairs of the church 
and write religious statutes into the basic law of the land. 
As a free citizen, I refuse to have my religion and my morals 
ordered by the United States or any other government, so 
long as I do not interfere with the rights of anyone else. 
If Christ were on earth to-day, he would be put in jail 
himself for turning the water into wine. 

That concludes my case, Mr. President. In Maryland we 
do not want liquor particularly; we do not want beer in 
Maryland particularly. But we want the right to handle our 
local affairs ourselves and not have North Carolina or Kansas 
or any other State in the Union come over and tell us that 


we must abide by the decree of these righteous, self-exalted’ 


people in other sections, 

All I am contending for is the right of Maryland to settle 
her own affairs, just as Thomas Jefferson and others who 
signed the Declaration of Independence contended for the 
right of the colonies to have local self-government. That is 
what the Revolution was for. In the war of 1861-1865 it was 
the relatives and friends of the Senator from North Carolina 
who went out again to contend with their hearts and their 
energies and their property for the principle of local self- 
government. I am not one of those people who feel that 
because a cause is lost it is wrong, for I know that many 
causes that are lost are right. There is nothing so cruel as 
the force of a majority that rides to might, not through logic 
but simply because it has the numbers to achieve it. 

If the Senator’s ancestors were alive to-day and in this 
body, they would not understand the words that drop from 
his lips; they would not understand the philosophy which he 
utters, because they were men who believed in the self- 
reliance of each State and its sovereign right to settle its 
local problems by itself, because its people know the condi- 
tions and the limitation of the population and they can 
settle the problems correctly. 

Mr. President, the next time the Senator from North 
Carolina sees fit to throw aspersions upon the people of the 
State of Maryland I hope he will examine the facts and 
figures first, and before he walks over to criticize my door- 
step, will see that his own is cleared of the muddy footprints 
now shown to be upon it. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. President, there is not anything in 
the statistics called to the attention of the Senate by the 
Senator from Maryland (Mr. Typrvcs] that brings the blush 
of shame to my face as a representative of North Carolina. 
It only goes to show that where a State government and the 
local authorities are in sympathy with the Constitution of 
the United States and undertake to help, as loyal citizens of 
this Republic, to enforce its provisions, they are more suc- 
cessful than they are in a State whose dominant political 
group are misleading its people upon the philosophy that the 
eighteenth amendment is as tyrannical and destructive of 
liberty as the tyranny of King George in the ancient days. 

It is useless for me to answer the insinuated argument 
that there is less liquor sold in the city of Baltimore than in 
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the whole State of North Carolina. The contrary is known 
by all the intelligent people of the South who visit Balti- 
more, but the statistics do show that if the officers are doing 
their duty in Maryland prohibition is far more ‘successful 
there than the representatives of that State have been try- 
ing to teach the Republic. North Carolina does endeavor in 
good faith to enforce the law, and the smallest police officer 
in that State, whether a Democrat or a Republican or a 
Hoovercrat, honestly endeavors to enforce the law and is 
backed loyally in every subdivision of that State by the 
people, If those sections of our country so horrified at the 
failure to enforce prohibition would but in good faith hon- 
estly cooperate with their countrymen, as is provided in the 
Constitution, in the enforcement of the law, it could be 
reasonably enforced everywhere. 

Oh, yes; the Senator has a right to agitate for the repeal 
in this free Government of any provision of our laws, 
organic or otherwise, and I certainly did not mean in the 
slightest degree to criticize him for doing so. But I did 
question the soundness of his argument when he became so 
audacious as to compare the Constitution of this country, 
freely made by the representatives of the people after 50 
years of discussion in one form or another to the tryanny 
against which we rebelled when we established this great 
fabric of free representative government. I am not trying 
to criticize him. I am trying as best I can to answer his 
arguments and to show that this provision of our Constitu- 
tion does not violate the rights of anybody in this Republic. 

How did it find its place in the Constitution of our coun- 
try? By solemn act through the slow procedure provided in 
the Constitution under which the people of this great free 
Government saw fit to grant to the General Government 
additional power over this particular matter. They had a 
right to do so. It was not forced upon them by any tyrant. 
It was forced upon them by a consciousness that the traffic 
in which men were being so debased, so demoralized, and so 
corrupted in this Republic that every important phase of our 
life was affected, had to be destroyed. 

It was placed there by the people, in the form to which I 
have referred, after prolonged discussion, because in the 
exercise of their freedom under this great free Government 
they wanted the general government to have that power and 
they granted it to the general government. ‘There never 
has been in my opinion in some sections of this Republic an 
honest and good-faith willingness to concur in that decree 
of the sovereign people of this great Republic. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. MORRISON. I yield for a question. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Does not the Senator know that the eight- 
eenth amendment was directly passed upon by less than 
4,000 people in the Congress and the legislatures, in the first 
place, and that in the second place at the time of its adop- 
tion nearly 4,000,000 of men were under arms or about one- 
fifth of all the voting population we then had? 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. President, in answer to the Sen- 
ator’s question, I desire to say that it was adopted as only 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
could be adopted, by the slow process provided by the makers 
of that great instrument. After prolonged consideration 
State by State it was overwhelmingly adopted; yes, after 
more prolonged discussion than any amendment ever made 
to the Constitution of the United States was given by the 
people of this great Republic. 

I do not sympathize with the argument which attacks as 
lawless and tyrannical an amendment to the Constitution 
of my country by the processes therein allowed and provided. 
Mr. President, I do not refer to my friend from Maryland 
when I say this, but I do refer to those generally who are 
making an assault upon this amendment by charging it to 
be tyrannical and destructive of local self-government, that 
they not only do that without warrant; but that they en- 
danger the safety of the officers who are trying to enforce 
it; and when they assail the upright judiciary of this Re- 
public who seek to enforce the law, and assault every agency 
of this Government seeking to enforce the law as tyrants 
working against the liberties of the people of this Republic, 
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I must protest and answer, “ No, Mr. President and Senators; 
to enforce a solemnly enacted provision of the Constitution 
of our country is not tyranny.” 

Yes, North Carolina does try to enforce it, and we could 
not elect in a township in that State-rights-loving State a 
man who had the audacity, under the colors of any political 
party, to stand before the conscience of that State or any 
subdivision of it and denounce the Constitution of his 
country as tyranny and denounce as lawless tyrants the offi- 
cers including the judiciary who seek to enforce it. 

Mr. President, I harken unto the appeal for purity and 
law enforcement in this Republic, but the way to have it is 
to give at least some respect and reverence to the organic law 
of the Republic and some sympathy and respect, if not sup- 
port, for the sworn officers of the law who are grappling with 
these organized bands of racketeers and bootleggers and 
murderers and cutthroats whose love of gain is so great that 
they seek to gratify it by pandering to the appetite of the 
weak and the unfortunate for these damnable alcoholic 
drinks that debase and destroy and corrupt. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 


Ashurst Fess La Follette Sheppard 
Barkley Fletcher McGill pstead 
Frazier McKellar Shortridge 
Black George McNary Smith 
Blaine Gillett Morrison Smoot 
Blease Glass Morrow Steck 
Borah Glenn Moses Steiwer 
Bratton f Norbeck Stephens 
Brock Goldsborough Norris n 
Broussard Gould Nye Thomas, Idaho 
Capper Hale Oddie Trammell 
Caraway Harris Partridge Tydings 
Carey Hyden Patterson Vandenberg 
Connally Hebert Phipps Wagner 
Copeland Heflin Pine Walcott 
Couzens Howell Pittman Walsh, Mass. 
Cutting Johnson Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Dale Jones Reed Waterman 
Davis Kean Robinson, Ark. Watson 
Deneen Kendrick Robinson, Ind Wheeler 


Schall 

Mr. BARKLEY. I wish to announce that my colleague 
[Mr. Wriu1amson] is unavoidably detained from the Senate 
on important matters. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-three Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The question 
is on agreeing to the committee amendment. 

AMENDMENT OF IMMIGRATION ACT—CONFERENCE REPORT 


Mr. BROCK obtained the floor. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Tennessee yield to me in order that I may present a con- 
ference report concerning which there is no controversy? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield to the Senator from California for that purpose? 

Mr. BROCK. I do. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I present a conference report upon an 
immigration bill, and I ask unanimous consent for its imme- 
diate consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing yotes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 9803) to amend the fourth proviso to section 24 of 
the immigration act of 1917, as amended, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to all the 
amendments of the Senate and agree to the same. 

Hiram W. JOHNSON, 

Dav A, REED, 

Wm. J. HARRIS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

ALBERT JOHNSON, 

T. A. JENKINS, 

S. RUTHERFORD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. IS there objection to the consid- 
eration of the report? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
California what is the bill? 

Mr. JOHNSON. It is a House bill proposing merely to 
extend the payments of the cost of transfers of immigration 
inspectors and the like to this country as well as to foreign 
countries. The bill was amended by the Senate so that the 
transporting of the remains of those who died in the line of 
their duty should likewise be included. 

Mr. KING. It is the measure which was before our com- 
mittee some time ago? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes; it is a House bill which was 
amended by the Senate, and the House has accepted the 
Senate amendments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the conference report. 

The report was agreed to. 

POWER AND IRRIGATION—ADDRESS BY SENATOR NORRIS 


Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in the Recorp an address delivered at 
Minden, Nebr., January 3, 1930, by my colleague [Mr. 
Nonnis J, relating to power and irrigation. 

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be 
printed in the Retorn, as follows: 


[From the Hastings Daily Tribune, Saturday, January 4, 1930] 


Norris Says POWER ENEMY OF IRRIGATION—SENATOR OUTLINES 
STAND IN SPEECH AT MINDEN FRIDAY 


When I left Washington a few days ago I had no thought of 
having the honor of speaking to this audience, but they called 
me up on a long-distance phone at Omaha when I arrived and 
asked me if I wouldn’t change my plans and come to-night, and 
I assure you that it is one of the greatest pleasures that I have 
had on the trip to be able to be here to-night. 

I rode with Professor Mickey in the automobile from Lincoln 
and it seemed to me that there never was such a beautiful country 
with such unlimited promise to honest effort and honest labor 
as I through to-day. 

Only one thing, it seems, stands in the way of making this 
the garden spot of ail the earth, and that is a lack of moisture. 

We are confronted, and have been for many years, with the 
question of flood control, not understood by men who preceded 
me and even of my own day, because they thought to regulate 
floods of the Mississippi River by building dikes along the 
banks—built honestly at enormous expense. Hundreds of mil- 
lions of the people’s money have been expended in building these 
dikes, but nothing in the way of controlling floods and streams 
flowing into the Mississippi itself; and the Mississippi has a way 
of down the silt and the sand and the soil torn loose 
in the case of every flood time. All that time nature was build- 
ing up, by carrying soil from Montana, the Dakotas, and Ne- 
braska to the lower stretches of the Mississippi, and men had to 
build their dikes higher and higher. It was a contest between 
nature and man and everybody knows what the result must be; 
what it always has been. 

MUST USE OTHER METHOD 


Although we may retain the waters within the limits of our 
levee, the stream will go higher and higher, and when the floods 
do come they will be more disastrous than they would have been 
had we given up the battle years ago. So some other method had 
to be devised. 

Let us lay aside the question of flood control and take up irri- 
gation. That comes to our own homes, and flood control doesn't. 
We have a shortage of moisture. We are coming to the conclu- 
sion that Nebraska needs more moisture than she gets from rain- 
fall, and there are the waters going down the Platte, Missouri, and 
their tributaries that we ought to have in order to fertilize our 
lands in order to give us the thing that this country wants— 
moisture—not water rushing by us on its way to destroy human 
life and property. 

So at one end of the great valley, the garden spot of the 
United States and of the world—at one end of this valley these 
waters are destroying property and life. At the other end the 
crops are being destroyed for want of water. It is up to the 
ingenuity of the present-day civilization to put those two things 
together. 

Men began to invest money in building irrigation ditches, and 
we almost invariably found that men who put money in irrigation 
ditches lost it. The burden was on the farmer, who was called 
upon to pay for those ditches, and we thought that when an 
irrigation ditch was to be built farmers were legally bound to pay 
the entire expense. We made our laws on that policy. The 
burden was too great. 


COMPARES PLANS 


I stood upon the top height where the tri-county irrigation 
came out of the North Platte; I could see a ditch that was put up 
by the Government—one by the Reclamation Service and one by 
private capital. One was successful and one wasn’t, 
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The difference was that private capital had to have interest 
on its investment. Farmers who paid for putting in the Govern- 
ment ditch were allowed use of the ditch without interest. That 
one item was often the difference between success and failure. 

“But we built a great dam, the Pathfinder Dam, to hold back 
the flood waters of the North Platte River in the Wyoming Moun- 
tains. They were not allowed to stop the normal flow of the 
river. They held only flood waters. With those flood waters, let 
out at the proper time, they irrigated. But the farmer was re- 
quired to pay all the costs of the Pathfinder Dam, the ditches, and 
the diversion dam. But when the farmers of northwest Nebraska 
paid for the building of that dam they were paying a debt that 
you and I owe just as much as they did. No one thought of the 
difference for many years. We hadn't reached the point where 
we had concluded, as we ought to have done, that the man who 
built in the mountains or anywhere on the tributaries of the 
Mississippi River a dam that held back the flood waters was a 

hilanthropist and was doing a work for the entire Mississippi 

alley; that he was relieving the Government of a fair and just 
obligation. 


A NEW IDEA 


I remember 15 years ago there wasn't much thought about 
this but it occurred to me that there was one way to help at least 
in this proposition which Congress has always legislated for. One 
way to help it was to hold the waters back in storage, if possible 
to store them in the soil—for after all the greatest reservoir in 
this State is the soil—we can store water here in the soil, which 
by capillary action, with the right kind of cultivation, will raise 
crops even without any rain. 

So when we had a bill authorizing the expenditure of $10,000,000 
for the control of floods of the Mississippi River I mustered 
up courage enough on that occasion (every one I talked with 
poured cold water on it, but it seemed to me that the way to 
handle floods where they did damage was to hold them back 
where we could use them) I offered an amendment providing that 
for any dam holding back flood waters along the tributaries of the 
Mississippi only half of the cost should be charged to farmers in 
the district, and that the other half should come from the Fed- 
eral Government out of funds appropriated for flood control. We 
hed quite a debate. I fared much better than I expected. The 
amendment only lost by three or four votes, and I remember 
when it was over we were laughed at. They said that that was 
not the way to control floods; that the only way to control floods 
was to build levees. 

But time has gone on until people, engineers, farmers, and 
students of political economy have reached the conclusion that 
one great help in controlling floods is to build dams along the 
sources along the tributary streams and hold back the flood waters. 


TOO GREAT FOR FARMERS 


Now we have taken up irrigation and find that the burden of 
paying for the entire expense of the irrigation system, when put 
on the back of the farmer, is too great for him to bear. He can't 
do it, He can't make both ends meet, and so if we didn't have any 
other scheme, we would have to give up irrigation. Farmers can 
not get enough from the crops they raise to pay them for the labor, 
cost, expense, and investment and then the additional cost of get- 
ting water on the land. We found where flood control was weak 
and found where irrigation was weak. We thought then to divide 
the expense, charging some of it to irrigation and some of it to 
flood control. And we have solved the problem if we can divide 
the expense between the two reasons—fiood control and irrigation. 

But let us take up a third. Navigation has always been con- 
sidered, like flood control, to be one of the duties of,the Govern- 
ment, and we have been appropriating money of the people to 
improve navigation. It is conceded everywhere a legitimate ex- 
penditure of public money. Under the old method the only thing 
we did for navigation was to go out and dig the channels deeper 
and then the next big flood that came filled them up with silt 
and we dug them out again. The bill for navigation became a 
stench in the minds of patriotic people, and yet everybody knew 
it was a legitimate expenditure. 


DOVETAIL TOGETHER 


This method lowered the stream when water was low and there 
wasn't enough water for navigation. In the case of high water 
there was too much, so that at both high water and at low water 
periods the streams were not navigable. Now we have navigation 
conceded to be a Government activity and let's carry it up to those 
other two things. irrigation and flood control. 

We say that when we get the most irrigation we get the best 
control; when we have the best flood control we have the best 
irrigation and navigation; all three dovetailing in together. 

So now we go to the farmer and say, “We used to charge you 
for all of these dams and you took on the burden. We've taken 
off some on account of flood control and now we can take off some 
more on account of navigation. Navigation must take its share.” 

So we have the three working together, each making it pos- 
sible for the others to be successful in lowering the burden of 
agriculture, and my friends we have to do that. 

Fifteen years ago that was the entire proposition, but in the 
last 10 years a new thing has come. It has been found that when 
1 dam these streams and hold back the flood waters and then 

et the waters out and run the water over a wheel you will produce 
electricity. Who owns the water? The people. No one has a 
right to the water but the people. Who built the dam? The peo- 
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ple. Now, the ditches and the dam and the water, operating to- 

gether make electricity and if out of the people’s property you 

make another property, whose property is it? I'd like to know. 
PROBLEM OF POWER 


And that brings us to the electricity problem which is a part of 
this proposition. That can be sold and when sold the price can 
be applied to building that dam. Those who use the electricity 
pay their share of building that dam and the farmer has but a 
small portion of the dam to pay for. 

I believe that when experts have reached the end of their 
study of the subject they will that more than half of the 
cost of the dam should be paid for by navigation, flood control, 
and electricity. 

Electricity is a by-product, but when we built the Pathfinder 
even the engineers hadn't advanced that far. Nobody thought of 

the water through a wheel and making electricity, and yet 
it is here to-day. It is an economic sin to build any dam without 
making provision for making electricity. 

Now we can take one of these improvements for flood control 
and make flood control pay part of it. We can take the same im- 
provement for irrigation and make irrigation pay for a part of it. 
By the same means we can produce power, and it can do its 
share toward paying for the improvement, and we can put all of 
those things together and each one paying its share, they have 
solved the problem. We would take away the excess amount the 
farmer has had to pay. 


EXPECTS GREAT FIGHT 


The question arises when this power is produced, Whose power 
is it? What is to be done with it? And who is to handle it? 

There are those who say, “You people go ahead with your 
flood control, go ahead with your irrigation, and put the burden on 
the back of the farmer. Go ahead with navigation and put the 
burden on the taxpayer, but if you produce electricity, then it is 
ours. We want your property turned over to us so that we can 
make a profit.” That’s the Power Trust, and let me say that in 
the fight to get what I have outlined to-night the greatest enemy 
will be the Power Trust. 

If they would confine their activities to an open field I would 
be the last man to complain. I realize that honest, intelligent, 
educated, thinking men disagree on many problems. There are 
many who do not want the Government to make power out of 
water. And then there are those who go into hysterics every time 
they mail a letter and put 2 cents on it, because they know that 
nowhere in the transit of the letter from San Francisco to New 
York City does a private corporation have an opportunity to make 
a profit. 

And I know of private corporations, who thinking they had an 
opportunity to make a profit built the Cape Cod Canal as a matter 
of investment. They thought they would make good returns. 
They took tolls, but after they had spent millions of dollars they 
found it was an absolute failure from a financial standpoint. 
Those men were opposed to the Government going in business, but 
the moment the canal began to be unfavorable financially they 
became Government-ownership fellows. Sell it to the Govern- 
ment, was their cry. Where big business lost money they thought 
it was a good place for the Government to go into business. 


GIVES HIS DOCTRINE 


Now, my friends, that is the way with the power question. If 
we had a power plant that had to be operated and its operation 
was to be at a loss, then all these power people would be in favor 
of Government operation. But wherever there is a profit, they 
want the opportunity. 

This is my doctrine: I have no objection, no fault to find 
with any power man if he wants to go up here and put in a 
dam, sell the water to the farmer and then sell the electricity 
to the rest of us. That's his right, and that's his privilege, but 
when we build it, when we take out of the General Treasury 
money to put in the machine, and generate electricity, I want to 
tell you that, as far as I am concerned, I will never consent that 
the Government turn over the product that already belongs to 
the people to some private corporation to sell it back to us, 

I have been asked where I stand on this question, and I 
don’t want to deceive anybody. I don't want any man’s confi- 
dence under any false pretenses and I want you to know that 
with all my influence, with every bit of power that I possess, so 
far as I am concerned, I will go down dead before I will submit 
to being held up by anyone on any Government proposition. 

Have we reached the point that anybody or any corporation 
is big enough to say to the United States, “ You can’t build that 
dam, you can’t control flood waters, you can't have irrigation, 
unless you let me have the by-product, electricity.” 

It might be disastrous if we couldn't make these improve- 
ments, but I'd rather suffer death than let any man hold me up 
if there was any way to get out of it, and it seems to me that 
the only thing that’s right when we take the people’s money to 
make this development is to return to the people the by-product 
of their improvement. 


COMES IN MANY WAYS 


Opposition will come in a way that we won't surmise. It 
won't come directly from the power people. You know what hap- 
pened in the legislature last year when cities owning a municipal 
plant like yours asked to extend their product into rural com- 
munities. You know that was the thing that was pledged by 
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the majority of the members of the legislature and denied when 
they came to redeem their pledges. 

A great institution of this kind never raises its head in public 
if it can be avoided, and you know that some of the most dis- 
graceful things that ever occurred in the history of our country 
have been in the past six years through the secret methods used 
to influence the Government. They went into the schools by the 
back door, into the colleges, into the churches, into politics, 
always in disguise. 

In bringing about what I believe to be the proper development 
of our streams and control of water it will be the by-product that 
will bring about the greatest conflict. 

BENEFIT TO FARMER 

No place in the world will this by-product bring greater relief 
than to the farmer, and whatever we may do now and how often 
we may be defeated in this fight to preserve the God-given rights, 
the time will come when right will prevail. 

With all the improvements that men can put there, even- 
tually nature will have her way, and the toiling masses of civiliza- 
tion will come into their own. It’s your; it’s mine. Let's keep it. 
Let's transmit it to our children unmortgaged and free from any 
individual, partnership, or private corporation. 


MUSCLE SHOALS 


Mr. BROCK. Mr. President, the conferees on the Muscle 
Shoals bills, representing the two branches of Congress, 
have had these bills before them for practically one year, 
and the interested public has been patiently waiting for some 
definite report from the conferees. 

As a business man, I doubt if the stockholders of a private 
company would be willing to allow its directors to go along 
indefinitely without making some sort of report to the stock- 
holders; and in this case, Mr. President, I think the public 
is entitled to a report of some kind from the conferees when 
they meet next Wednesday. 

I have no brief for either of the three interested groups, 
namely, the power interests, the fertilizer interests, or the 
interest which does not want any legislation, but prefers to 
continue making Muscle Shoals a political football. But I 
do have a brief for the American people who are entitled 
to share the benefit of this enormous investment of public 
funds. 

When I think of what this 10-year delay has cost the 
stockholders, who are the American people, what it has cost 
the agricultural interests, what it has cost the unemployed, 
what it has cost the Government in this prolonged discus- 
sion from year to year, I am wondering, Mr. President, if 
this delay is not a reflection on the intelligence of this great 
law-making body. 

The Government is receiving only a half million dollars 
a year for the power at Wilson Dam, with an operating cost 
of around $228,000, leaving a net income of only $273,000 
on an investment of $137,000,000; and while this is going 
on, the conferees, after 12 months of deliberation, are still 
deliberating. 

This delay has meant a loss of around $2,000,000 a year 
to the Federal Government from the power wasted at Wil- 
son Dam, a large part of which could have been sold to a 
lessee at 2 mills per kilowatt-hour for operating the nitrate 
plant for the relief of the farmer and the unemployed. 

It is a daily discussion as to what can be done to bring 
relief to the farmer and the unemployed. This long delay 
on Muscle Shoals does not help either the farmer or the 
unemployed, and they are not being deceived. The opera- 
tion of this plant will mean more to the farmer than all the 
farm-relief measures and all the tariff bills that were ever 
passed by the Congress. 

If this plant could have been operated as it should have 
been for the last 10 years, making fertilizer for the farmer, 
it would have saved him several times the war-time cost of 
the entire Muscle Shoals project, and the benefits derived 
therefrom would have placed the farmer in such condition 
that it would not have been necessary at this time to appro- 
priate sixty-five millions for his relief. 

The operation of this plant would mean employment of 
from three to five thousand men, bringing happiness to their 
homes and eliminating hunger and cold caused by the lack 
of employment, due to this great plant remaining idle. 

With these facts, which can be proven, and without any 
selfish motives, I earnestly appeal to the conferees to adjust 
their slight differences and report out a bill that can be 
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voted upon at this session in order that we may enact legis- 
lation in the interest of the farmer and unemployed who are 
now dependent on this Congress for relief. 

I understand that the only difference now prevailing and 
standing in the way of an agreement is whether the lessee 
shall be permitted to buy and use for other purposes 15 
per cent of the amount of power used in manufacturing 
fertilizer. In other words, every time the lessee uses 100 
kilowatts producing fertilizer it is proposed that he shall 
have the right to buy 15 kilowatts for other purposes. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. BROCK. I yield. 

Mr. BLACK. I want to have the situation made abso- 
lutely clear. As I understand, the Senator makes the state- 
ment that it is his understanding and information that there 
is no disagreement in so far as the power sale is concerned. 

Mr. BROCK. That is correct. 

Mr. BLACK. In other words, that there is an agreement 
that the bill as passed by this House providing for the 
building of transmission lines by the Government will be 
agreed to by the House conferees and the Senate conferees. 
That is correct, is it not? 

Mr. BROCK. Yes. 

Mr. BLACK. As I understand the Senator, the only dif- 
ference between the two Houses had narrowed down to this: 
That a certain amount of the power developed shall be de- 
voted to the manufacture of fertilizer and the House con- 
ferees ask that, in addition to the amount of power sold 
to the lessee for the manufacture of fertilizer, he shall be 
given 15 per cent of as much of the power as is used for 
fertilizer for use in the manufacture of other chemicals. Is 
that the difference between them? 

Mr. BROCK. The Senator is correct in the statement he 
makes, 

Mr. BLACK. So that the only difference, then, between 
the two Houses, as the Senator understands, is a difference 
as to 15 per cent of the power that is to be used for the 
manufacture of fertilizer? 

Mr. BROCK. The Senator is correct, according to my 
understanding. 

Mr. President, if no legislation shall be enacted at this 
session, it will be two years or more before we can haye any 
legislation and the Muscle Shoals project will remain in con- 
trol of the power companies, as it has since the project was 
completed. Therefore it will be apparent to anyone who 
will do a little figuring that the power companies will have 
full use and control of as much power during the two years 
of delay as the lessee would be permitted to use, under the 
proposed 15 per cent provision, during 13% years of the 
lease period. 

Mr. President, we are all interested in the relief of the 
farmer and the unemployed in this country, and believing 
that the operation of this plant will bring relief to both the 
farmer-and the unemployed, it does seem that this 15 per 
cent proposal in principle is a fair and just one on the part 
of the House conferees and, I hope, will be accepted. 

I understand that the right given the lessee to buy this 
small amount of power is not for the purpose of establish- 
ing a great chemical industry, but its purpose, I believe, is, 
first, to get a lessee; and, second, to enable the lessee to 
operate the plants on a more economical basis, meaning 
cheaper fertilizer for the farmer. It is a fact that the de- 
mand for fertilizer is seasonal; therefore it becomes appar- 
ent that it would be difficult to lease the plant to manufac- 
ture fertilizer under a profit limited to 8 per cent unless the 
lessee is allowed some latitude in producing other products. 

It is my belief that granting the lessee the right to buy 
and use this small additional amount of power will enable 
the board to obtain a lessee and that such operation under 
the law will be continuous and economical, enabling the 
lessee to operate the plant and produce the full capacity of 
the plant in fertilizer. 

Mr. President, it has been stated that this plant is obso- 
lete, yet the distinguished junior Senator from Alabama, in 
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a speech on the floor of the Senate on January 28, presented 
facts which proved beyond any doubt whatsoever that the 
plant is not obsolete but is capable of producing enormous 
quantities of fertilizer at prices approximately one-half the 
cost of Chilean nitrate. 

Mr. President, I send to the desk and ask the clerk to 
read an editorial from the Chattanooga News commenting 
on a recent sale by the Government of a large amount of 
nitrogen which was made during a test run of plant No. 2 
at Muscle Shoals in 1918 under the supervision of the 
Government. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the clerk will 
read, as requested. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 


{From the Chattanooga News of February 13, 1931] 
SALE AT MUSCLE SHOALS 


Visitors to the huge nitrate plants at Muscle Shoals have noticed 
great piles of black, powdery material lying around everywhere. 
It is now announced that the Government has sold this surplus 
supply of cyanamid, manufactured at a test run of Nitrate Plant 
No. 2 during the World War. 

The International Agricultural Corporation, fertilizer manufac- 
turers, has purchased 2,000 tons of the sample cyanamide at $7.50 
a ton, and the remainder will be sold to farm organizations, as 
long as the supply lasts, for $10 a ton. 

During a highly successful two weeks’ test run this fertilizer was 
turned out in vast quantities. Then the great plant was turned 
over to the Government, complete in every detail. Not a wheel 
has turned since. 

Stupid rumors, spread by politically interested or monopoly 
minded persons, to the effect that the nitrate plants are obsolete 
were recently refuted to members of the staff of this newspaper. 
The nitrate plants can be placed in operation in a short while, 
and are by no means obsolete. 

As to whether there will be any demand for the product, it is 
shown that one of the largest fertilizer companies in the world 
has bought a 12-year-old product which has been considered as 
waste material for the past 12 years. 

Thousands of tons of this valuable fertilizer could be turned out 
by the nitrate plants, and fertilizer could be sold cheaply to 
farmers all over the country. 

This fertilizer could be sold at a lower price than is now being 
paid by farmers. Power, too, could be sold at a lower price than 
this region is paying for power. And that accounts for the fight 
which is being made, successfully, much to our regret, to prevent 
the operation of Muscle Shoals for the public welfare. 


Mr. BROCK. Mr. President, this delay has benefited only 
the three interests referred to. 

The power interests are well satisfied with this delay, as 
they are buying the power as needed at only 2 mills per 
kilowatt. 

The fertilizer interests, who have flooded this session of 
Congress with propaganda against leasing the nitrate plant 
for manufacturing fertilizer, are well satisfied not to have 
this wonderful plant as a competitor in making fertilizer 
for the farmer. 

The third group are well satisfied because, for reasons 
best known to themselves, they want to continue to play 
with this political football. 

While this 10-year delay in the settlement of this ques- 
tion has been going on, the condition of the farmer and the 
unemployed has been growing worse each year. 

I doubt, Mr. President, if there has ever been a bill before 
Congress that has been talked about as much as the Muscle 
Shoals measure. 

In the many inquiries received as to what the conferees are 
doing on Muscle Shoals, I have replied in some cases by 
telling them the story of the Irishman feeding the ducks. 

An Irishman was employed by a farmer, and late in the 
evening he said, Pat, go down to the barn and feed the 
ducks.” He came back, and the farmer said, “Pat, did you 
feed the ducks?” “ Yes, sir.“ What did you give them?” 
“I gave them an armful of hay, sir.” “Gave the ducks 
hay! n 6 Yes, sir.” “ Did they eat it? „ u No, sir; but they 

are talking about it.” 

I think the time has come when we should quit talking, 
and the conferees should at least agree on a bill, or report a 
disagreement, and let the country know what we are going 
to do. Twelve months is long enough for eight men to make 
up their minds what they are going to do on any one subject. 
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Mr. BLACK. Mr: President; I desire to say a few words 
with respect to the subject which has just been discussed by 
the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BROCK]. 

For 10 years Muscle Shoals legislation has been held up 
in the Congress and by the President. It has been delayed 
largely on account of the influence of the power interests 
and the fertilizer interests. It seems to me that in so far as 
the prospects of legislation are concerned, we have reached 
a point where there can be no possible excuse for failure to 
agree at this session of Congress. 

In my judgment it would be wholly inexcusable and inde- 
fensible for the Congress to fail to agree on this great and 
important legislation when the matters of difference have 
narrowed down to such an infinitesimal point. 

There is an agreement, as stated by the junior Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. Brock], on the power feature. Under 
that agreement those who have objected to the power mo- 
nopoly obtaining the power at Muscle Shoals will be satisfied. 
The disagreement, it is stated, has narrowed down to a single 
proposition with reference to a leasing provision, and that 
disagreement involves a small amount of power. As stated 
by the Senator from Tennessee, the House conferees are 
asking that a prospective lessee be given the right to pur- 
chase for the manufacture of kindred chemicals 15 per cent 
of the power that is used for fertilizer actually manufactured 
for the benefit of the farmer. 

In other words, there is an agreement on the surplus 
power and there is an agreement on the leasing provision, 
except that one side says, “ You can not have any power 
over and above that which is used for the manufacture of 
fertilizer, fertilizer ingredients, and by-products.” The 
other side says, “ We must have for kindred chemicals 15 per 
cent of the power used for the manufacture of fertilizer.” 

I claim that there is no excuse for a failure to agree at 
this session of Congress. It would be indefensible, it would 
be inexcusable, to permit that small difference of opinion 
to result in further delay of this legislation. I do not know 
how many colleagues will join me; but with this small dif- 
ference the time has come when we should have Muscle 
Shoals legislation, or not another appropriation bill should 
be passed and sent to the President. There is no excuse 
on the part of this body for permitting the passage of other 
legislation unless Muscle Shoals legislation is passed and 
agreed on and signed by the President at this session of 
Congress. 

Is it true that after 10 years, when an agreement is 
reached with reference to the contested questions as to the 
sale of power, that the Congress is to adjourn without en- 
acting Muscle Shoals legislation simply because the con- 
ferees can not agree upon a proposal that 15 per cent of the 
amount of power used for the manufacture of fertilizer for 
the benefit of the American farmer may be used seri kindred 
chemicals? 

There are two lines of argument on that roast titi: I 
am not going into the merits of either side of this contro- 
versy. Some claim that there should be no right to manu- 
facture any other chemical. Those on the other side take 
the position that the ordinary chemical industry is not lim- 
ited to fertilizer only; that fertilizer is a seasonal produc- 
tion; that therefore, in order to operate successfully, there 
must be the right to manufacture something else over and’ 
above actual fertilizer for the farmer. The position is taken 
that this is necessary to regularize employment; that it 
would permit continued operation with resulting economy of 
operation. 

Whether any proposition has been made between the two 
Houses which absolutely guarantees that only 15 per cent 
of the power that is used for fertilizer shall be used for other 
chemicals I can not state; but I have been told that the 
House conferees have publicly stated that they are willing 
to settle the matter on that basis, and that anyone can write 
the provision to accomplish that purpose.. It can be very 
easily determined whether or not they are willing to settle 
it on that basis. A provision can be written which will 
unequivocally set out those stipulations, those terms, and 
those limitations. 
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It is my intention, if an agreement is not speedily reached, 
to seek to obtain concerted action on the Democratic side 
of this Chamber. Whether or not I shall be able to get it 
I do not know, but I shall seek to obtain from the Demo- 
crats of this body help to bring about the stoppage of 
necessary appropriation bills unless an agreement is reached 
on Muscle Shoals legislation at this session of the Congress. 

What excuse can be offered to the people of the country 
if we do not use every means at our command to bring about 
legislation during the closing days of this Congress? -There 
is none to be offered. What excuse can the administration 
offer if it does not use all the influence at its command to 
bring about at this time an agreement, when the differ- 
ences haye narrowed down to such a small point? If by 
reason of the failure to pass legislation at this session of 
Congress an extra session should be necessary, the respon- 
sibility for the extra session will rest with the administra- 
tion because of its failure to aid in securing legislation on 
Muscle Shoals. 

Mr. President, the issues are simple. An agreement has 
almost been reached. Is this Senate willing to use the force 
which it has at its command? Who would be benefited by 
delay? The fertilizer companies and the power companies. 
The power companies will continue to receive the benefits of 
the power sold at Muscle Shoals. The fertilizer companies 
will continue to be benefited because of a failure to manu- 
facture fertilizer at Muscle Shoals in line with the dedication 
of that project. 

Mr. President, I desire to have it known now that it is 
my intention to seek to bring about Muscle Shoals legisla- 
tion at this session of the Congress. I believe it is more 
important to the country to have this legislation than it is 
to complete the pending appropriation bills. I believe the 
people of this country would be injured more by failure to 
pass Muscle Shoals legislation than they would be injured by 
a special session of Congress. 

If those who are interested in producing cheap fertilizer 
for the farmers of this country will agree upon a concerted 
effort, we can have a Muscle Shoals bill through both Houses 
and signed before this week is ended. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Hal- 
tigan, one of its clerks, announced that the House further 
insisted upon its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 14246) making appropriations for 
the Treasury and Post Office Departments for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, agreed to the 
further conference requested by the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and that Mr. Woop, 
Mr. THATCHER, Mr. Harpy, Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
Byrns, and Mr. ARNOLD were appointed managers on the 
part of the House at the further conference. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16654) 
making appropriations for the legislative branch of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for 
other purposes, requested a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and that 
Mr. MurPHY, Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania, Mr. Ho.apay, Mr. 
Sampl, and Mr. Cannon were appointed managers on the 
part of the House at the conference. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 506) to amend the paragraphs 
relating to drought and/or storm or hail stricken areas as 
contained in the Interior Department appropriation act for 
the fiscal year 1932, in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATIONS 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16654) making appro- 
priations for the legislative branch of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, 
and requesting a conference with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 
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Mr. JONES. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments, accede to the request of the House for a conference, 
and that the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President ap- 
pointed Mr. Jones, Mr. Smoot, Mr. Hate, Mr. BroussarD, and 
Mr. Hayben conferees on the part of the Senate. 


MRS. A. K. ROOT 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair) laid 
before the Senate the amendments of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the bill (S. 2854) for the relief of Mrs. A. K. 
Root, which were, on page 1, line 6, to strike out “as com- 
pensation” and insert “in full settlement for all claims 
against the Government,” and on page 1, line 7, after the 
word “ Wisconsin,” to insert: 

Provided, That no part of the amount appropriated in this act in 
excess of 10 per cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or 
received by any agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, on account 
of services rendered in connection with said claim. It shall be 
unlawful for any agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, to exact, 
collect, withhold, or receive any sum of the amount appropriated 
in this act in excess of 10 per cent thereof on account of services 
rendered in connection with said claim, any contract to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating the provisions of this 
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction 
thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceeding $1,000. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I move that the amendments adopted 
by the House be concurred in by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATIONS 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
16738) making appropriations for the government of the 
District of Columbia and other activities chargeable in whole 
or in part against the revenues of such District for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BLACK. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 


Ashurst Fess La Follette Sheppard 
Barkley Fletcher McGill Shipstead 
Bingham Frazier McKellar Shortridge 
Black McNary Smith 
Blaine Gillett Morrison Smoot 
Blease Glass Morrow Steck 
Borah Glenn Moses Steiwer 
Bratton ff Norbeck Stephens 
Brock Goldsborough Norris Swanson 
Broussard Gould Nye Thomas, Idaho 
Capper Hale Oddie ell 
Caraway Harris Partridge 

Carey Hayden Patterson Vandenberg 
Connally Hebert Phipps Wagner 
Copeland Pine Walcott 
Couzens Howell Pittman Walsh, Mass. 
Cutting Johnson Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Dale Jones Reed Waterman 
Davis Kean Robinson, Ark. Watson 
Deneen Kendrick Robinson, Ind Wheeler 
Dill Schall 


King 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-three Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment on page 
12, line 14. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


PAPAGO INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 


ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2231) 
to reserve certain lands on the public domain in Arizona 
for the use and benefit of the Papago Indians, and for other 
purposes, which were, on page 2, line 7, after the word 
lands,“ to insert “except mining claims”; on page 2, line 
10, after the word act,“ to insert: Provided further, That 
lands acquired hereunder shall remain tribal lands and shall 
not be subject to allotment to individual Indians under the 
general allotment act”; and on page 2, line 22, after the 
word “hereof,” to insert “; and also in sections 25, 35, and 
36, township 17 south, range 4 east, of the Gila and Salt 
River meridian, in Arizona, no part of said amount to be 
available unless all the privately owned lands except mining 
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claims within said addition shall be acquired for not more 
than said amount.” 

Mr. HAYDEN. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives numbered 1 
and 2. 

I move that the Senate concur in House amendment num- 
bered 3, with an amendment as follows: At the end of said 
amendment add the following: 


Together with the $9,500 authorized to be appropriated to 3 
chase lands for an addition to the Papago Indian Reservation, 
Ariz., by the act of June 28, 1926 (44 Stat. 775). 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, is this report agreed to by 
the committee and is the amendment accepted by the 
committee? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I have submitted the 
amendment to the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Frazier], and 
it meets with his approval. The bill was favorably re- 
ported from the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs and 
passed the House with the amendments which have been 
indicated. 

The situation is this: The bill authorizes an expenditure 
of $165,000 for the purchase of privately owned lands. The 
House amended the bill by requiring that all of the private 
lands should be purchased, and $165,000 would not be enough 
to accomplish that purpose. By adding the sum heretofore 
authorized to be appropriated by the act of June 28, 1926, 
to that amount, all of the land can be purchased and in- 
cluded within the Papago Reservation. The effect of the bill 
will be to add 196,000 acres of public lands to the Papago 
Reservation, about 45,000 acres of State lands, and about 
3,400 acres of privately owned lands. It will clear up the 
whole situation. 

I ask to have inserted in the Recorp a letter from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs fully explaining the neces- 
sity for the amendment to the House amendment which I 
have just offered. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE or INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 14, 1931. 
Mr Dear Senator: This will refer to your personal conference 
this morning with reference to S. 2231, which authorizes the reser- 
vation of certain lands on the public domain in Arizona for the 
use and benefit of the Papago Indians. 

Facts developed in the conference showed that reports from the 
superintendent of the Papago Indian Reservation indicated the 
impossibility of purchasing for $165,000 all of the privately owned 
lands and improvements within the areas mentioned in the bill 
as amended by the House of Representatives. The chief difficulty 
is in acquiring certain buildings and other improvements located 
in the west one-half of section 36, township 17 south, range 4 east, 
Gila and Salt River meridian, Arizona. 

The primary purpose of the bill is to transfer from the public 
domain approximately 196,720 acres to the Papago Indian Reserva- 
tion, to permit the State of Arizona to select lieu lands for about 
45,000 acres to also become part of the reservation and to purchase 
from private landowners about 3,400 acres together with the im- 
provements thereon. All of the lands to be thus acquired are prin- 
cipally valuable for grazing purposes. 

Since it appears that the $165,000 authorization contemplated by 
the bill will not be sufficient to purchase all of the privately owned 
lands and improvements involved, as required by the House amend- 
ment, it is believed that the $9,500 authorized by the act of June 
28, 1926 (44 Stat. 775), to purchase the 440 acres of privately owned 
land contiguous to the Sells Agency may also be utilized if so 
included as an addition to that amendment. In compliance with 

ur request for age which would make this amount avail- 
able, in addition to the $165,000, the following is suggested: After 
the amendment inserted by the House on page 2 of the bill, insert: 
“together with the $9,500 authorized to be appropriated to pur- 
chase lands for an addition to the Papago Indian Reservation, 
Ariz., by the act of June 28, 1926” (44 Stat. 775). 

The House amendment, together with the above addition, will 
then read: 

“And also in sections 25, 35, and 36, township 17 south, range 4 
east of the Gila and Salt River meridian in Arizona, no part of said 
amount to be available unless all the privately owned lands except 
mining claims within said addition shall be acquired for not more 
than said amount together with the $9,500 authorized to be appro- 
priated to purchase lands for an addition to the Papago Indian 
Reservation, Ariz., by the act of June 28, 1926” (44 Stat. 775). 


FEBRUARY 16 


The concurrence by the Senate in the amendment of the House 
with the additional language here inserted will permit 
acquisition of all of the privately owned lands within the areas 
described in the bill. 

Sincerely yours, 


Hon. Cart HAYDEN, 
United States Senate. 


Approved February 14, 1931. 


C. J. RRoans, Commissioner. 


Ray LYMAN WILBUR, 
Secretary. 
Mr. KING. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator if 
these various amounts are reimbursable, 
Mr. HAYDEN. Not at all; it is a gratuity appropriation 
from the Treasury. 
Mr. KING. Does the Senator think it is fair all around? 
Mr. HAYDEN. Yes. 
Mr. KING. Fair to the Indians and fair to the Gov- 
ernment? 
Mr. HAYDEN. Yes; I think it is an excellent piece of 
legislation, beneficial to all concerned. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN]. 
The motion was agreed to. 


DROUGHT AND STORM RELIEF 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a joint resolution from the House of Representatives, 
which will be read. 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 506) to amend the para- 
graphs relating to drought and/or storm or hail stricken 
areas as contained in the Interior Department appropriation 
act for the fiscal year 1932 was read the first time by its 
title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the paragraphs in the Interior Department 
appropriation act for the fiscal year 1932, amending Public Reso- 
lution No. 112, Seventy-first Congress, by adding such p 
at the end of such public resolution, are hereby amended so that 


such new matter shall be added at the end of section 1 of such 
public resolution. 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, what is the meaning of 
it? I just want to know what the meaning of it is. 

Mr. SMOOT. Public Resolution Numbered 112 of the 
Seventy-first Congress contained two sections. As the com- 
promise provision was written in the bill it reads: 

Public Resolution No. 112 of the Seventy-first Congress for 
the relief of farmers in the drought-stricken areas, approved De- 
cember 20, 1930, is hereby amended by adding at the end thereof 
the following. 

That comes after the second section, and it really applies 
to the first. All that this joint resolution does is to insert 
the words “ of section 1” after the words “ at the end.” 

Mr. McKELLAR. It does not change what was done here? 

Mr. SMOOT. Not in the least. 

Mr. McKELLAR. What is the purpose of it? 

Mr. SMOOT. I mean, it does not change the meaning or 
the intention of Congress. It simply means that we insert 
the words of section 1” after the word “end.” If those 
words are not put in, the amendment to Public Resolution 
No. 112 would come in at the end of section 2. 

Mr, McKELLAR. I know that, but I want to know what 
the purpose of it is. What difference does it make if we 
are going on just as before? What is the design of the joint 
resolution? 

Mr. SMOOT. The design is to make the original measure 
complete, so that it will read as we intended it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the chairman may interrupt, 
the joint resolution transposes one part of the act to the 
point where it really belongs. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I understand that it transposes it; but 
does it change the effect of it in some way? 

Mr. SMOOT. Not in the least from the way we intended 
it to be. I talked to the Senator from Arkansas about it, 
and to the other Senators here. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I just want to know what effect it is 
intended to have. 
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-Mr. SMOOT. It will read a great deal better, and it will Mr. McKELLAR. No; I very much prefer the other way. 


do just exactly what we intended. 

Mr. McKELLAR. What was that? 

Mr. SMOOT. As I say, Public Resolution No. 112—— 

Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, I understand the transposing; I 
remember that; but what I want to know is, what was in- 
tended to be done? 

Mr. SMOOT. To clarify the amendment, so that it will 
come after section 1. As the act reads now, the amendment 
would come at the end of the joint resolution, which had 
two sections. 

Mr. McKELLAR. From the Senator’s explanation, I can 
not imagine what in the world is desired to be done. I 
imagine that it has something to do with the two appropria- 
tions; does it not? 

Mr. SMOOT. It has something to do, of course, with 
the joint resolution that was agreed upon. 

Mr. McKELLAR. In other words, as it passed, the amend- 
ment would apply to the whole $65,000,000? Is that it? 

Mr. SMOOT. No, no. It is just a mistake in putting in 
the amendment at the end of section 2; that is all. We are 
simply correcting that error. 

Mr. McKELLAR. On that assurance, I will not object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider the joint resolution. f 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PROPOSED EVENING SESSION FOR THE CALENDAR 


Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, through the kindness of 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BIN HAM! in yielding to 
me, at this moment I ask permission to propose the follow- 
ing unanimous-consent agreement. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The proposed agreement will be 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, by unanimous consent, that on to-morrow, at not later 
than 5 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m., the Senate take a recess until 
7.30 o'clock p. m., at which hour it proceed to the consideration 
of unobjected bills on the calendar, beg with Calendar 
No. 1620, subject to the limitation of debate provided in Rule 
VIII, and continue their consideration until the calendar is com- 
pleted, or until not later than 11 o'clock p. m. 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, this is the same request 
that came up a few minutes ago, and since that time I 
have had a talk with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
McNary], who tells me that at the end of to-day’s session he 
is going to move an adjournment so that we can have a 
morning hour to-morrow, during which bills on the calendar 
may be brought up in the regular way. With that under- 
standing, I have no objection to the request. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator make the 
meeting hour 8 p. m. instead of 7.30? That would give us 
three hours. 

Mr. McNARY. I should like to accommodate the Sena- 
tor, but the practice has been to meet at 7.30. That gives 
Senators ample time to get their dinners at home. 

Mr. KING. What I had in mind was that some of the 
Senators live at remote distances, and it occurred to me 
that three hours to-morrow evening would be ample to 
enable us to go through the calendar. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, may I suggest to the 
Senator that the calendar is not very long, and I was 
wondering, if we finished the consideration of unobjected 
bills on the calendar, say, at 10 or half past 10 to-morrow 
night, whether an agreement could not be made to include 
the taking up of bills in the regular way. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I would be willing to 
modify the proposal by suggesting that when we finish the 
consideration of bills to which objection is not made, we 
return to the consideration of measures on the calendar 
under Rule VIII. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That would be entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. McNARY. Then I shall abandon the idea of a morn- 
ing hour to-morrow and an adjournment to-day. 


Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I withdraw my proposed 
request. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The request is withdrawn. 
GRADING AND CLASSIFICATION OF FOREIGN SERVICE CLERKS— 

CONFERENCE REPORT j 

Mr. MOSES. I present a conference report with an 
accompanying statement on the part of the managers on 
the part of the Senate, which I ask may be printed in the 
Recorp so that I may be able to call it up sometime to- 
morrow. The report is signed by three of the conferees on 
the part of the House and by two of the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. The other Senate conferee, the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Harrison], is absent from the Senate 
to-day, but if he were here he would have signed it, having 
orally agreed to the report. 

Mr. NORRIS. Let me inquire what is the bill? 

Mr. MOSES. It is the Foreign Service bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report with the accompany- 
ing statement will be printed in the Recorp and lie on the 
table. 

The report and accompanying statement are as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 9110) for the grading and classification of clerks in 
the Foreign Service of the United States of America, and 
providing compensation therefor, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by the 
Senate amendment insert the following: 

“Sec. 7. That the act (Public, No. 135, 68th Cong.) 
approved May 24, 1924, entitled ‘An act for the reorganiza- 
tion and improvement of the Foreign Service of the United 
States, and for other purposes,’ be, and the same is hereby, 
amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 8. That hereafter the Diplomatic and Consular 
Service of the United States shall be known as the Foreign 
Service of the United States. 

“* Sec. 9. That the official designation Foreign Service 
officers ” as employed throughout this act, shall be deemed 
to denote permanent officers in the Foreign Service below 
the grade of minister, all of whom are subject to promotion 
on merit and who may be appointed to either diplomatic or 
consular positions or assigned to serve in the Department 
of State subject to section 21 of this act, at the discretion of 
the President. 

“* Sec. 10. That the officers in the Foreign Service shall 
hereafter be graded and classified as follows with the salaries 
of each class herein affixed thereto, except as increases in 
salaries are authorized in section 33 of this act, but not 
exceeding in number for each class a proportion of the total 
number of officers in the service represented in the follow- 
ing percentage limitations: 

“ “Ambassadors and ministers as now or hereafter provided: 
Foreign Service officers as follows: Class 1, 6 per cent, $9,000 
to $10,000; class 2, 7 per cent, $8,000 to $8,900; class 3, 8 per 
cent, $7,000 to $7,900; class 4, 9 per cent, $6,000 to $6,900; 
class 5, 10 per cent, $5,000 to $5,900; class 6, 14 per cent, 
$4,500 to $4,900; class 7, $4,000 to $4,400; class 8, $3,500 to 
$3,900; unclassified, $2,500 to $3,400: Provided, That as 
many Foreign Service officers above class 6 as may be re- 
quired for the purpose of inspection may be detailed by the 
Secretary of State for that purpose. 

“* Sec. 11. That Foreign Service officers may be commis- 
sioned as diplomatic or consular officers or both: Provided, 
That all such appointments shall be made by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate: And provided further, 
That all official acts of such officers while serving under 
diplomatic or consular commissions in the Foreign Service 
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shall be performed under their respective commissions as 
secretaries or as consular officers. 

“‘ Sec. 12. That hereafter appointments to the position of 
Foreign Service officer shall be made after examination and 
officers so appointed shall serve a suitable period of proba- 
tion in an unclassified grade or, under such rules and regula- 
tions as the President may prescribe, after five years of con- 
tinuous service in an executive or quasi executive position in 
the Department of State, by transfer therefrom: Provided, 
That no candidate shall be eligible for examination for For- 
eign Service officer who is not an American citizen and who 
shall not have been such at least 15 years: Provided further, 
That reinstatement of Foreign Service officers separated 
from the classified service by reason of appointment to some 
other position in the Government service may be made by 
Executive order of the President under such rules and regu- 
lations as he may prescribe. Except that the number of 
such officers reinstated shall not affect the number of the 
percentage of the class provided in section 10. 

All appointments of Foreign Service officers shall be by 
commission to a class and not by commission to a particular 
post, and such officers shall be assigned to posts and may be 
transferred from one post to another by order of the Presi- 
dent as the interests of the service may require: Provided, 
That the classification of secretaries in the Diplomatic Sery- 
ice and of consular officers is hereby abolished without, how- 
ever, in anywise impairing the validity of the present com- 
missions of secretaries and consular officers. 

“* Sec. 13. That section 5 of the act of February 5, 1915 
(Public, No, 242), is hereby repealed. 

“Sec. 14. That the Secretary of State is directed to re- 
port from time to time to the President, along with his 
recommendations, the names of those Foreign Service of- 
ficers who by reason of efficient service have demonstrated 
special capacity for promotion to the grade of minister and 
the names of those Foreign Service officers and clerks and 
officers and employees in the Department of State who by 
reason of efficient service, an accurate record of which shall 
be kept in the Department of State, have demonstrated 
special efficiency, and also the names of persons found upon 
taking the prescribed examination to have fitness for ap- 
pointment to the service, and any Foreign Service officer 
who may hereafter be promoted to a higher class within 
the classification prescribed in section 10 of this act shall 
have the status and receive the compensation attaching to 
such higher class from the date stated in his commission 
as the effective date of his promotion to such higher class. 

That the grade of consular assistant is hereby abolished. 

„SEC. 15. That sections 1697 and 1698 of the Revised 
Statutes are hereby repealed. 

“* Sec. 16. Every secretary, consul general, consul, vice 
consul of career, or Foreign Service officer, before he re- 
ceives his commission or enters upon the duties of his 
office, shall give to the United States a bond, in such form 
as the President shall prescribe, with such sureties, who shall 
be permanent residents of the United States, as the Secre- 
tary of State shall approve, in a penal sum not less than 
the annual compensation allowed to such officer, condi- 
tioned for the true and faithful accounting for, paying over, 
and delivering up of all fees, moneys, goods, effects, books, 
records, papers, and other property which shall come to 
his hands or to the hands of any other person to his use as 
such officer under any law now or hereafter enacted, and for 
the true and faithful performance of all other duties now 
or hereafter lawfully imposed upon him as such officer: 
Provided, That the operation of no existing bond shall in 
anywise be impaired by the provisions of this act: Provided 
jurther, That such bond shall cover by its stipulations all 
Official acts of such officer, whether commissioned as diplo- 
matic or consular officer or Foreign Service officer. The 
bonds herein mentioned shall be deposited with the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

“* Sec. 17. That the provisions of section 4 of the act of 
April 5, 1906, relative to the powers, duties, and prerogatives 
of consuls general at large are hereby made applicable to 
the Foreign Service officers detailed for the purpose of in- 
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spection, who shall, under the direction of the Secretary 
of State, inspect in a substantially uniform manner the 
work of diplomatic and consular offices. 

“* Sec. 18. That the provisions of sections 8 and 10 of the 
act of April 5, 1906, relative to official fees and the method 
of accounting therefor shall apply to diplomatic officers 
below the grade of minister and to consular officers. 

“*Sec. 19. That under such regulations as the President 
may prescribe, and within the limitations of such appro- 
priations as may be made therefor, which appropriations 
are hereby authorized, ambassadors, ministers, diplomatic, 
consular, and Foreign Service officers may be granted al- 
lowances for representation; and also post allowances wher- 
ever the cost of living may be proportionately so high that 
in the opinion of the Secretary of State such allowances are 
necessary to enable such diplomatic, consular, and Foreign 
Service officers to carry on their work efficiently: Provided, 
That all such allowances shall be accounted for to the Sec- 
retary of State in such manner and under such rules and 
regulations as the President may prescribe and the au- 
thorization and approval of such expenditures by the Sec- 
retary of State, as complying with such rules and regula- 
tions, shall be binding upon all officers of the Government: 
Provided further, That the Secretary of State shall report 
all such expenditures annually to the Congress with the 
budget estimates of the Department of State. 

“* Sec. 20. Appropriations are authorized for the salary of 
a private secretary to each ambassador to be appointed by 
the ambassador and hold office at his pleasure. 

“* Sec. 21. That any Foreign Service officer may be assigned 
for duty in the Department of State without loss of class or 
salary, such assignment to be for a period of not more than 
three years, unless the public interests demand further sery- 
ice, when such assignment may be extended for a period not 
to exceed one year. Notwithstanding the provisions of sec- 
tion 1742 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, any 
ambassador or minister or any Foreign Service officer of 
whatever class detailed for duty in connection with trade 
conferences or international gatherings, congresses, or con- 
ferences, or for other special duty not at his post or in the 
Department of State, except temporarily for purposes of 
consultation, shall be paid his salary and expenses for travel 
and subsistence at the rates prescribed by law. 

“* Sec. 22. That the Secretary of State is authorized, when- 
ever he deems it to be in the public interest, to order to the 
United States on his statutory leave of absence any Foreign 
Service officer or vice consul of career who has performed 
three years or more of continuous service abroad: Provided, 
That the expenses of transportation and subsistence of such 
officers and their immediate families, in traveling from their 
posts to their homes in the United States and return, shall be 
paid under the same rules and regulations applicable in the 
case of officers going to and returning from their posts under 
orders of the Secretary of State when not on leave: And 
provided further, That while in the United States the sery- 
ices of such officers shall be available for trade-conference 
work or for such duties in the Department of State as the 
Secretary of State may prescribe, but the time of such work 
or duties shall not be counted as leave. 

The Secretary of State is authorized, in his discretion 
and subject to such regulations as may be issued by the 
President to grant to any officer or employee of the Foreign 
Service not to exceed 60 days annual leave of absence with 
pay. If such officer or employee returns to the United 
States, the leave of absence granted under the provisions of 
this section shall be exclusive of the time actually and neces- 
sarily occupied in going to and from the United States, and 
such time as may be necessarily occupied in awaiting sail- 
ing. Any portion of 60 days annual leave not granted or 
availed of in any one year may be cumulative, not to exceed 
exclusive of time in transit and awaiting sailing, 120 days 
in three years or 180 days in four years: Provided further, 
That employees, not American citizens, may be granted not 
to exceed 30 days leave of absence with pay in any one year. 

“*The Secretary of State is also authorized to grant to 
any officer or employee of the Foreign Service on account 
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of personal illness or on account of exposure to a contagious 
disease which would render presence at a post of duty 
hazardous to the health of fellow employees, sick leave of 
absence with pay at the rate of 15 days a year, the unused 
portion of such sick leave to be cumulative not to exceed 
120 days: Provided, That during the first year of operation 
of this act not to exceed 30 days of additional sick leave 
of absence with pay may be granted. 

No Foreign Service officer shall be absent from his post 
with pay for more than 48 hours without permission, 
except as provided herein. 

“* Section 1742 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed. 

“* Sec. 23. That the part of the act of July 1, 1916 (Public, 
No. 131), which authorizes the President to designate 
and assign any secretary of class 1 as counselor of embassy 
or legation, is hereby amended to read as follows: 

% Provided, That the President may, whenever he con- 
siders it advisable so to do, designate and assign any For- 
eign Service officer as counselor of embassy or legation.” 

“* Sec, 24. That within the discretion of the President, any 
Foreign Service officer may be assigned to act as commis- 
sioner, chargé d’affaires, minister resident, or diplomatic 
agent for such period as the public interests may require 
without loss of grade, class, or salary: Provided, however, 
That no such officer shall receive more than one salary. 

“‘ Sec. 25. That for such times as any Foreign Service 
officer shall be lawfully authorized to act as chargé d'af- 
faires ad interim or to assume charge of a consulate 
general or consulate during the absence of the principal 
officer at the post to which he shall have been assigned, 
he shall, if his salary is less than one-half that of such 
principal officer, receive in addition to his salary as For- 
eign Service officer compensation equal to the difference 
between such salary and one-half of the salary provided 
by law for the ambassador, minister, or principal consular 
Officer, as the case may be. 

“* Sec. 26. The President is authorized to prescribe rules 
and regulations for the establishment of a Foreign Service 
retirement and disability system to be administered under 
the direction of the Secretary of State and in accordance 
with the following principles, to wit: 

„a) The Secretary of State shall submit annually a com- 
parative report showing all receipts and disbursements on 
account of refunds, allowances, and annuities, together 
with the total number of persons receiving annuities and 
the amounts paid them, and shall submit annually esti- 
mates of appropriations necessary to continue this section 
in full force, and such appropriations are hereby author- 
ized: Provided, That in no event shall the aggregate total 
appropriations exceed the aggregate total of the contribu- 
tions of the Foreign Service officers theretofore made and 
accumulated interest thereon. À 

“ b) There is hereby created a special fund to be known 
as the Foreign Service retirement and disability fund. 

e Five per cent of the basic salary of all Foreign 
Service officers eligible to retirement shall be contributed 
to the Foreign Service retirement and disability fund, and 
the Secretary of the Treasury is directed on the date on 
which this act takes effect to cause such deductions to be 
made and the sums transferred on the books of the Treas- 
ury Department to the credit of the Foreign Service retire- 
ment and disability fund for the payment of annuities, 
refunds, and allowances: Provided, That all basic salaries 
in excess of $10,000 per annum shall be treated as $10,000. 

„d) When any Foreign Service officer has reached the 
age of 65 years and rendered at least 15 years of service he 
shall be retired: Provided, That if any such officer shall 
have served 30 years he may be retired at his own request 
before reaching the age of 65 years: Provided further, That 
the President may in his discretion retain any such officer 
on active duty for such period prior to his reaching 70 
years of age, as he may deem for the interests of the United 
States. 

„e) Annuities shall be paid to retired Foreign Service 
officers under the following classification, based upon length 
of service and at the following percentages of the average 


annual basic salary for the 10 years next preceding the 
date of retirement: Class A, 30 years or more, 60 per cent; 
class B, from 27 to 30 years, 54 per cent; class C, from 24 
to 27 years, 48 per cent; class D, from 21 to 24 years, 42 
per cent; class E, from 18 to 21 years, 36 per cent; class F, 
from 15 to 18 years, 30 per cent: Provided, however, That 
in computing the average annual basic salary for the 10 
years next preceding the date of retirement, so much of an 
officer’s service as was rendered prior to July 1, 1924, in 
accordance with the classification and salaries established 
by laws then in effect, as it is possible to credit to him by 
applying to all such periods of service rendered prior to 
July 1, 1924, the rules for corresponding classes in the re- 
classification provisions in section 7 of the act of May 24, 
1924, shall be considered as having been performed in ac- 
cordance with the classifications and salaries established 
for Foreign Service officers in section 3 of the act of May 
24, 1924: And provided further, That no increases in an- 
nuities under this act shall operate retroactively and noth- 
ing in this act shall be interpreted as reducing the rate of 
the annuity received by any retired officer on the effective 
date of this act. 

“*(f) Those officers who retire before having contributed 
for each year of service shall have withheld from their 
annuities to the credit of the Foreign Service retirement and 
disability fund such proportion of 5 per cent as the num- 
ber of years in which they did not contribute bears to the 
total length of service: Provided, That no deductions shall 
be made from the annuities of officers who have contributed 
30 years, and no officer shall be required to contribute more 
than 30 years in any circumstances. 

„g) The Secretary of the Treasury is directed to invest 
from time to time in interest-bearing securities of the 
United States such portions of the Foreign Service retire- 
ment and disability fund as in his judgment may not be 
immediately required for the payment of annuities, refunds, 
and allowances, and the income derived from such invest- 
ments shall constitute a part of said fund. 

ch) None of the moneys mentioned in this section shall 
be assignable either in law or equity, or be subject to exe- 
cution, levy, or attachment, garnishment, or other legal 


process. 

%) In case an annuitant dies without having received in 
annuities an amount equal to the total amount of his con- 
tributions from salary with interest thereon at 4 per cent 
per annum compounded annually up to the time of his death, 
the excess of said accumulated contributions over the said 
annuity payments shall be paid to his or her legal repre- 
sentatives; and in case a Foreign Service officer shall die 
without having reached the retirement age the total amount 
of his contribution with accrued interest shall be paid to his 
legal representatives. 

“* (j) That any Foreign Service officer who, before reaching 
the age of retirement becomes totally disabled for useful and 
efficient service by reason of disease or injury not due to 
vicious habits, intemperance, or willful misconduct on his 
part, shall, upon his own application or upon order of the 
President, be retired on an annuity under paragraph (e) of 
this section: Provided, however, That in each case such dis- 
ability shall be determined by the report of a duly qualified 
physician or surgeon designated by the Secretary of State to 
conduct the examination: Provided further, That unless the 
disability be permanent, a like examination shall be made 
annually in order to determine the degree of disability, and 
the payment of annuity shall cease from the date of the 
medical examination showing recovery. 

“< Fees for examinations under this provision, together with 
reasonable traveling and other expenses incurred in order to 
submit to examination, shall be paid out of the Foreign 
Service retirement and disability fund. 

“t When the annuity is discontinued under this provision 
before the annuitant has received a sum equal to the total 
amount of his contributions, with accrued interest, the dif- 
ference shall be paid to him or to his legal representatives. 

“*(k) The President is authorized from time to time to 
establish, by Executive order, a list of places which by reason 
of climatic or other extreme conditions are to be classed as 
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unhealthful posts, and each year of duty subsequent to Jan- 
uary 1, 1900, at such posts, inclusive of regular leaves of 
absence, of officers already retired or hereafter retired, shall 
be counted as one year and a half, and so on in like propor- 
tion in reckoning the length of service for the purpose of 
retirement, fractional months being considered as full months 
in computing such service: Provided, however, That the 
President may at any time cancel the designation of any 
places as unhealthful without affecting any credit which 
has accrued for service at such posts prior to the date of 
the cancellation. 

“*(]) Whenever a Foreign Service officer becomes separated 
from the service except for disability before reaching the age 
of retirement, or under section 33 of this act, the total 
amount of contribution from his salary with interest thereon 
at 4 per cent per annum compounded annually up to the date 
of such separation, shall be returned to him. 

“* (m) The Secretary of State is authorized to expend from 
surplus money to the credit of the Foreign Service retirement 
and disability fund an amount not exceeding $5,000 per 
annum for the expenses necessary in carrying out the pro- 
visions of this section, including actuarial advice. 

“*(n) Any diplomatic secretary or consular officer who has 
been or any Foreign Service officer who may hereafter be 
promoted from the classified service to the grade of ambas- 
sador or minister, or appointed to a position in the Depart- 
ment of State, shall be entitled to all the benefits of this 
section in the same manner and under the same conditions 
as Foreign Service officers: Provided, That any officer now 
included under the act of May 24, 1924, and the amendment 
thereto of July 3, 1926, shall be entitled to the benefits of 
this section. 

) For the purposes of this act the period of service shall 
be computed from the date of original oath of office as diplo- 
matic secretary, consul general, consul, vice consul, deputy 
consul, consular assistant, consular agent, commercial agent, 
interpreter, or student interpreter, and shall include periods 
of service at different times as either a diplomatic or consu- 
lar officer, or while on assignment to the Department of 
State, or on special duty or service in another department 
or establishment of the Government, but all periods of 
separation from the service and so much of any period of 
leave of absence without pay as may exceed six months shall 
be excluded: Provided, That service in the Department of 
State or as clerk in a mission or consulate prior to appoint- 
ment as a Foreign Service officer may be included in the 
period of service, in which case the officer shall pay into the 
Foreign Service retirement and disability fund a special 
contribution equal to 5 per cent of his annual salary for 
each year of such employment, with interest thereon to date 
of payment compounded annually at 4 per cent: Provided, 
That such special contribution shall be subject to the limi- 
tations established by subdivision (f) of this section. 

„ Sec. 27. In the event of public emergency any retired 
Foreign Service officer may be recalled temporarily to active 
service by the President, and while so serving he shall be 
entitled in lieu of his retirement allowance to the full pay 
of the class in which he is temporarily serving. 

SEC. 28. That all provisions of law heretofore enacted 
relating to diplomatic secretaries and to consular officers, 
which are not inconsistent with the provisions of this act, 
are hereby made applicable to Foreign Service officers when 
they are designated for service as diplomatic or consular offi- 
cers, and that all acts or parts of act inconsistent with this 
act are hereby repealed. 

“© Sec, 29. That the appropriations contained in Title I of 
the act entitled “An act making appropriations for the 
Departments of State and Justice and for the judiciary and 
for the Departments of Commerce and Labor for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes,” for such 
compensation and expenses as are affected by the provisions 
of this act are made available and may be applied toward 
the payment of the compensation and expenses herein 
provided. 

% Sec. 30. That there is hereby established in the Depart- 
ment of State the office of legal adviser (in lieu of the 
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Solicitor of the Department of State, which office is hereby 
abolished). The legal adviser shall be appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
and shall receive the same salary as Assistant Secretaries 
of State. 

“* Sec. 31. There shall be in the Department of State a 
board of Foreign Service personnel for the Foreign Service, 
whose duty it shall be to recommend promotions in the 
Foreign Service and to furnish the Secretary of State with 
lists of Foreign Service officers who have demonstrated spe- 
cial capacity for promotion to the grade of minister. The 
board shall be composed of not more than three Assistant 
Secretaries of State, one of whom shall be the Assistant 
Secretary of State having supervision over the division of 
Foreign Service personnel, who shall be chairman. The 
Chief of the Division of Foreign Service personnel and one 
other member of the division may attend the meetings of 
the board and one of them shall act as secretary, but they 
shall not be entitled to vote in its proceedings. No Foreign 
Service officer below Class I shall be assigned for duty in 
the division of Foreign Service personnel. Foreign Service 
officers assigned to the division shall not be eligible for 
recommendation by the Board of Foreign Service Personnel 
for promotion to the grade of minister or ambassador during 
the period of such assignment or for three years thereafter, 
nor shall such officers be given any authority, except of 
a purely advisory character, over promotions, demotions, 
mp ers, or separations from the service of Foreign Service 
officers. 

“* Sec. 32. The division of Foreign Service personnel shall 
assemble, record, and be the custodian of all available infor- 
mation in regard to the character, ability, conduct, quality 
of work, industry, experience, dependability, and general 
availability of Foreign Service officers, including reports of 
inspecting officers and efficiency reports of supervising offi- 
cers. All such information shall be appraised at least once 
in two years and the result of such appraisal expressed in 
terms of excellent, very good, satisfactory, or unsatisfactory, 
accompanied by a concise statement of the considerations 
upon which they are based, shall be entered upon records to 
be known as the efficiency records of the officers, and shall 
constitute their efficiency ratings for the period. No charges 
against an officer that would adversely affect his efficiency 
rating or his value to the service, if true, shall be taken into 
consideration in determining his efficiency rating except 
after the officer shall have had opportunity to reply thereto. 
The Assistant Secretary of State supervising the division of 
Foreign Service personnel shall be responsible for the keep- 
ing of accurate and impartial efficiency records of Foreign 
Service officers and shall take all measures necessary to 
insure their accuracy and impartiality. Not later than 
November 1 at least every two years, the division of Foreign 
Service personnel shall, under the supervision of the Assist- 
ant Secretary of State, prepare a list in which all Foreign 
Service officers shall be graded in accordance with their 
relative efficiency and value to the service. In this list offi- 
cers shall be graded as excellent, very good, satisfactory, or. 
unsatisfactory, with such further subclassification as may be 
found necessary. All officers rated satisfactory or above 
shall be eligible for promotion in the order of merit to the 
minimum salary of the next higher class. This list shall not 
become effective in so far as it affects promotion until it has 
been considered by the board of Foreign Service personnel 
hereinbefore provided for and approved by the Secretary of 
State: Provided, That this list shall not be changed before 
the next succeeding list of ratings is approved except in case 
of extraordinary or conspicuously meritorious service or 
serious misconduct, and any change for such reasons shall 
be made only after consideration by the board of Foreign 
Service personnel and approval by the Secretary of State, 
and the reasons for such change when made shall be in- 
scribed upon the efficiency records of the officers affected. 
From this list of all Foreign Service officers recommenda- 
tions for promotions shall be made in the order of their 
ascertained merit within classes. Recommendations shall 
also be made, in order of merit, as shown by ratings in the 
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examinations for appointment to the unclassified grade, with 
commissions also as diplomatic secretaries and vice consuls, 
of those who have successfully passed the examinations. 
All such recommendations shall be submitted to the Secre- 
tary of State for his consideration and if he shall approve, 
for transmission to the President. 

“* The correspondence and records of the division of For- 
eign Service personnel shall be confidential except to the 
President, the Secretary of State, the members of the board 
of Foreign Service personnel, the Assistant Secretary of 
State supervising the division, and such of its employees as 
may be assigned to work on such correspondence and 
records. 

“* Sec. 33. That notwithstanding the provisions of section 
10 of this act, all Foreign Service officers having a rating of 
satisfactory or better who shall have been in classes 5, 6, 7, 
or 8 for a continuous period of nine months or more shall, 
on the first day of each fiscal year, receive an increase of 
salary of $100, except that no officer shall receive a salary 
above the maximum of his class, and all such officers in 
classes 1, 2, 3, or 4 shall in the same circumstances receive 
an increase of $200: Provided, That the Secretary of State 
is authorized to fix the salaries of Foreign Service officers 
in the unclassified grade within the salary range specified in 
section 10 of this act; and, within the limits of appropria- 
tions therefor, to grant to Foreign Service officers in any 
class additional promotion in salary within the salary range 
established for the classes in which they are serving, based 
upon especially meritorious service. Increases in salary 
under the terms of this section shall be paid to Foreign 
Service officers only as the right to such increases accrues 
after the effective date of this act. The President is hereby 
authorized to establish, by Executive order, regulations pro- 
viding for the separation of Foreign Service officers from the 
Foreign Service, in accordance with the conditions herein- 
after prescribed. Foreign Service officers so separated from 
the Foreign Service shall be retired from the service, after 
a hearing by the Secretary of State, upon an annuity equal 
to 25 per cent of his salary at the time of retirement, in 
the case of officers over 45 years of age, or in the case of 
officers under 45 years of age with a bonus of one year’s 
salary at the time of his retirement, either annuity or one 
year’s salary to be payable out of the Foreign Service offi- 
cers’ retirement and disability fund and except as herein 
provided, subject to the same provisions and limitations as 
other annuities payable out of such funds; but no return 
of contributions shall be made under paragraphs (i) or (1) 
of section 26 of this act in the case of any Foreign Service 
officer retired under the provisions of this section. When- 
ever it is determined that the efficiency rating of an officer 
is unsatisfactory, thereby meaning below the standard re- 
quired for the seryice, and such determination has been 
confirmed by the Secretary of State, the officer shall be 
notified thereof, and if, after a reasonable period to be 
determined by the circumstances in each particular case, 
the rating of such officer continues to be found unsatisfac- 
tory and such finding is confirmed by the Secretary of State 
after a hearing accorded the officer, such officer shall be 
separated from the service with the annuity or bonus pro- 
vided in this section, but no officer so separated from the 
service shall receive the said annuity or bonus unless at the 
time of separation he shall have served at least 15 years. 
He shall, however, if he has not served at least 15 years 
have returned to him the full sum of his contribution to the 
annuity fund, with interest thereon at 4 per cent com- 
pounded annually. The benefits of this section, except at 
the option of the Secretary of State the return of an offi- 
cer’s contribution ‘to the annuity fund, shall not be given 
to Foreign Service officers separated from the Foreign 
Service on account of malfeasance in office. 

Sc. 34. That nothing in this act shall be construed to 
reduce the salary of any Foreign Service officer upon pro- 
motion to a higher class. 

“*Sec. 35. That the President is hereby authorized, when- 
ever the necessity for such offices with a view to effecting 
economies in accounting procedure is apparent, to prescribe 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


5025 


certain fiscal districts or areas and to establish within each 
such district as a part of the Department of State service 
a district accounting and disbursing office to exercise con- 
trol over the accounts and returns of all diplomatic missions 
and consular offices within the district in such manner as 
the President may direct. To each such office may be as- 
signed the administrative accounting responsibility for re- 
ceipts and expenditures of the diplomatic missions and con- 
sular offices within the district. Each district office shall be 
in charge of an accountable officer, to whom all fees, and 
other official monies, received by any diplomatic, consular or 
Foreign Service officer may be accounted for, under such 
rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary 
of State, all such fees and monies, or the residue thereof 
after the payment of salaries, allowances, and current ex- 
penses of the diplomatic missions and consular offices within 
the district, to be paid by the district accounting and dis- 
bursing officer into the Treasury of the United States. Such 
district accounting and disbursing officers accountable for 
public monies may intrust monies to other bonded officers 
for the purpose of having them make disbursements as his 
agent, and the officer to whom the monies are intrusted, 
as well as the officer who intrusts the monies to him, shall 
be held pecuniarily responsible therefor to the United States. 
All diplomatic, consular or Foreign Service officers on duty 
within the area covered by such district offices may be re- 
quired to render accounts of their disbursements to the offi- 
cer in charge of such district office to be included in his 
accounts. Said district accounting and disbursing officers 
and their agents shall be bonded, respectively, to the United 
States for the faithful performance of their duties in such 
penal amounts as the President may require. 

Provided further, That the Secretary of State is author- 
ized to appoint such district accounting and disbursing offi- 
cers and their assistants in the same manner as clerks in 
diplomatic missions and consular offices are appointed. 

Section 3622 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
(U. S. C., title 31, sec. 496) and any other existing statutes, 
in so far as they conflict with this section are hereby 
amended. 

“* Sec. 36. That all fees and other official monies received 
by diplomatic missions or consular offices or by the district 
accounting and disbursing offices provided in section 35 
above may be transmitted through the Department of State 
for deposit in the United States Treasury, or may be used in 
payment of salaries, allowances, and current expenses of said 
missions and offices, under such rules and regulations as the 
President may from time to time prescribe; the residue, if 
any, to be transmitted through the Department of State for 
deposit in the United States Treasury. Section 3617 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States (U. S. C., title 31, sec. 
484) is hereby amended. i 

“*Sec. 37. That this act shall take effect on July 1, 1931. ” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Gero. H. Moses, 
‘ Davin A. REED, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
H. W. TEMPLE, 
HAMILTON FISH, Jr., 
J. CHAS. LINTHICUM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


STATEMENT OF THE MANAGERS ON THE PART OF THE SENATE 


The managers on the part of the Senate at the conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 
9110) for the grading and classification of clerks in the For- 
eign Service of the United States of America, and providing 
compensation therefor, and for other purposes, submit the 
following statement in explanation of the effect of the action 
agreed upon by the conferees and recommended in the ac- 
companying conference report: 

The Senate amendment added to the House bill, in 
amended form, the act (Public Numbered 135, Sixty-eighth 
Congress) approved May 24, 1924. The House recedes from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate and agrees 
to it with an amendment which is substituted for the Senate 
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amendment. The essential differences between the House 
bill and the bill recommended by the conferees are: 

Sections 1 to 6, inclusive, provide for the classification of 

clerks in the Foreign Service. These sections are in pre- 
cisely the form in which they were passed by both the 
House and Senate. 

Sections 7 to 37, inclusive, comprise the amendment agreed 
to by the conferees as a substitute for the Senate amend- 
ment disagreed to by the House. The provisions of these 
sections have been subjected to most intensive study by 
interested Members of the Senate and the House, officials of 
the State Department, and members of the Foreign Service. 
As included in the conference report, these sections have the 
unqualified approval of all. 

They contemplate the reenactment of the present Foreign 
Service law (the act of May 24, 1924), with changes de- 
signed to eliminate defects which have been discovered dur- 
ing the six and one-half years of practical experience with 
the act and effecting other improvements not inconsistent 
with the original purposes of that act. The following com- 
ments refer only to the sections of the bill approved in 
conference which effect material changes in the present law, 
and the absence of such comment as to all other sections 
indicates that no important change is made in existing law. 


CLASSIFICATION—-SALARIES 


Section 10 reenacts the classification and salary provisions 
of the present law, except as follows: 

Instead of prescribing a fixed salary for each class, as 
at present, the new section creates minimum and maximum 
salaries within which promotions in salary may be made, 
without promotion in class. The present salaries paid to 
Foreign Service officers are in each instance the minimum 
‘ salary for each class, and the maximum is always below the 
minimum salary for the next higher class. The manner in 
which these increases in salary within classes are granted 
is explained in the comment regarding section 33, which 
establishes the procedure. 

The desirability of a salary range for each class in any 
classified Government service rather than a fixed rate to be 
paid over an indefinite period or until a promotion is class 
can be achieved is well recognized. This principle is already 
in effect throughout the classified civil service of this Gov- 
ernment, and the same result is attained in the Army, Navy, 
Marine Corps, Coast Guard, Goast and Geodetic Survey, 
and Public Health Service by means of length-of-service 
increases in the salaries provided by law. Even more re- 
cently, in enacting the law of March 3, 1927, which created 
the Foreign Commerce Service, a salary range was estab- 
lished for each class of Foreign Commerce officers, and the 
act vests in the Secretary of Commerce the full authority to 
regulate salaries within the limits established and the ap- 
propriations made available for the purpose. The creation 
of the salary range for class 1 of the Foreign Service, which 
is analogous to the salary range in the highest class of 
other branches of Government service, including the highest 
class of Foreign Commerce officers (with the same maximum 
salary authorized by law for such officers), is a particularly 
desirable improvement. 

This change in the salary classification can be so admin- 
istered as not to call for increased appropriations, which is 
further explained in the comment on section 33. 

Section 12 of the bill, as approved in conference, regu- 
lates new appointments in the Foreign Service and differs 
from section 5 of the act of May 24, 1924—to which it cor- 
responds—in the following particulars: 

First. A new requirement is made that candidates for ad- 
mission to the service shall be citizens of the United States 
for at least 15 years. 

Second. It is definitely provided that officers who have 
left the service to accept other Government positions can be 
reinstated only within the percentage limitations of classes 
fixed in section 10. This rule has always been observed, 
even under the present law. 

Section 19 authorizes the President in his discretion and 
within such appropriations as the Congress may make to 
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grant also to consular offices representation allowances ic- 
stricted by the act of May 24, 1929, to diplomatic missions 
and a few consular offices at capitals where there are no 
diplomatic missions. It is well known to the Congress that 
consular offices at certain important points other than the 
capitals have as heavy representation responsibilities as 
diplomatic missions at some capitals, and it is the opinion 
5 the conferees that suitable provision should be made for 
em. 

This section, in accordance with the present policy of 
Congress to enact general legislation authorizing all regular 
annual appropriations, also gives statutory authorization to 
post allowance appropriations which the Congress has been 
making annually for many years for the Foreign Service. 

Section 22 of the bill, as approved by the conferees, in- 
corporates the law governing leaves of absence for Foreign 
Service officers and employees into the Foreign Service act, 
instead of having a separate statute as at present. This 
section authorizes the same leave of absence permitted under 
the present law—that is, not exceeding 60 days annually— 
subject to regulations established by the President to limit 
in the interest of the service the leaves of absence granted 
within this maximum. It contains the following new pro- 
visions, also subject to limitation by presidential regulations: 

First. Leave of absence to visit the United States, when 
not taken as available, may be accumulated up to not ex- 
ceed 180 days in four years. 

Second. Fifteen days per annum of sick leave—cumula- 
tive up to 120 days—may be granted to officers and employees 
who become ill in the performance of their duties in foreign 
countries. 

Section 26 of the bill recommended in the conference re- 
port corresponds to section 18 of the act of May 24, 1924, 
which includes all provisions of law relating to the retire- 
ment of Foreign Service officers upon annuities. This sec- 
tion would effect no material change in the present retire- 
ment system and the minor improvements hereinafter enu- 
merated in no way affect the present basis of contributions 
of officers and appropriations. The improvements provided 
are (a) authorization for voluntary retirement after 30 
years of service; (b) limitation of an officer’s contributions 
to a period of 30 years, which is the basis for the maximum 
annuity; (c) the provision for extra credit toward retire- 
ment for service at unhealthful posts is made retroactive to 
January 1, 1900; (d) elimination of the present provision 
of law which requires a 25 per cent forfeiture of an officer’s 
contributions to the retirement fund if he resigns from the 
service; and (e) elimination of present provisions of law 
which prevent retired officers from obtaining employment 
with salaries in excess of their annuities, which is a par- 
ticular hardship upon retired officers with low annuities. 

Section 26 also provides a moderate increase in the annui- 
ties to be paid after the passage of the act to those officers 
who retired on July 1, 1924, and those who have retired or 
will retire between that date and July 1, 1934, by having 
their annuities computed on the basis of a full 10-year period 
of service under the salary scale established by the act of 
May 24, 1924, instead of partly under that salary scale and 
partly under the salary scale existing before the act became 
effective. The annuities to be paid to the officers affected, 
after the passage of this act, credits them for service rend- 
ered prior to July 1, 1924 (and within the 10-year period 
on which their annuities are based), at the rates for salaries 
established in the act of May 24, 1924. Owing to the limited 
number of officers who can be benefited and the fact that 
all officers who retire after July 1, 1934, are not affected, this 
provision is entirely consistent with the sound financial 
policy of the retirement system. 

Section 30 provides for the creation in the Department 
of State of the office of legal adviser, who shall be appointed 
by the President, with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, and receive the same salary as Assistant Secretaries of 
State. Owing to the special and unique character of the 
duties of the chief law officer of the Department of State, the 
Office of solicitor is abolished and the legal adviser is made 


1931 


exclusively an officer of the State Department, in the same 
manner as the chief law officers of all departments except 
State, Treasury, Commerce, and Labor. 

Sections 31 and 32 establish and define the duties of a 
division of foreign service personnel and a board of foreign 
service personnel to assist the President and the Secretary 
of State in administering the Foreign Service. These sec- 
tions have the approval of the Secretary of State and as- 
sure the continuance and expansion of policies with respect 
to personnel administration which have been tested and 
found by experience to be equitable and desirable, without, 
however, placing any burdensome restraint upon the execu- 
tive authority of the President and the Secretary of State 
over the Foreign Service. 

Section 33, as approved by the conferees, affects two im- 
portant improvements in the Foreign Service, as follows: 

1. Within the salary limits established by section 10 of 
the bill, officers having a satisfactory rating on July 1 of 
each year, receive a promotion in salary of $100 per annum 
in classes 5, 6, 7, and 8, and $200 per annum in classes 1, 
2, 3, and 4: Provided, That they have been in their present 
class at least nine months of the preceding year. 

The enactment of this provision enabling small annual 
increases in salary without promotions in class is expected 
to relieve in large measure the pressure for promotions in 
class. This result enables the conforming of the program 
for promotions in class to meet budgetary requirements and 
makes it feasible to defer the filling of vacancies in the serv- 
ice with the object of obviating a necessity for increased ap- 
propriations, notwithstanding the granting of annual in- 
creases to officers rendering satisfactory service. 

This provision is so drafted that no annual increases in 
salary can accrue during the present fiscal year or during 
the next fiscal year. Thereafter no material increase, if 
any, will be necessary in the appropriation for salaries of 
Foreign Service officers as increases in salary within the 
salary ranges provided in the bill can be set off against say- 
ings effected by deferring the filling of vacancies; and also 
it will be possible to utilize unexpended balances which have 
occurred in these appropriations because of the absence in 
the past of any authorization in the Department of State to 
make any promotions of a strictly administrative character. 

2. This section contains a much needed provision estab- 
lishing an equitable method for the involuntary retirement 
of unsatisfactory officers upon an appropriate annuity, or a 
bonus of one year’s salary (depending upon the officer’s age 
at retirement). Adequate provision is made for previous 
warning concerning unsatisfactory work and for granting a 
hearing to officers before such involuntary separations. 

Section 35 authorizes the President to establish districts 
in foreign countries in which the accounting and disbursing 
activities of the Foreign Service can be consolidated under 
the control of a single disbursing officer for each district. 
This authorization will not call for additional appropria- 
tions, but, on the contrary, will make possible important 
economies in administration. It is the result of much study 
on the part of the Departments of State and Treasury, and 
of the General Accounting Office, and has the approval of 
these three branches of the Government. The consolida- 
tion of the accounting and disbursing work as proposed can 
not be put into effect without an enabling statute such as is 
recommended. 

Gro. H. Moses, 
Davin A. REED, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATIONS 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
16738) making appropriations for the government of the 
District of Columbia and other activities chargeable in whole 
or in part against the revenues of such District for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the next 
amendment. 

Tae next amendment was, on page 13, after line 16, to 
insert: 
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GEORGE WASHINGTON BICENTENNIAL COMMISSION, DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA 


For expenses of the District of Columbia George Washington 
Bicentennial Commission, including rent of offices, , travel- 
ing expenses, employment of personal services without reference 
to the classification act of 1923 as amended, and all other neces- 
sary and incidental expenses, $100,000, to be immediately available, 
and to be expended under the direction of the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia. 


THE WICKERSHAM COMMISSION 


Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, assuming that there will 
be no debate or delay, I ask unanimous consent that there 
may be acted upon at this time a resolution which I offered 
some days ago, which simply requests the Wickersham Com- 
mission to transmit to the Senate the evidence which it 
heard, assuming that such evidence was obtained without a 
pledge of secrecy. 

If I may continue for a moment more, I feel that, inas- 
much as we have spent a great deal of money to obtain this 
evidence, the public ought to have it, in order that we may 
all know whether the commission and the facts finally 
adduced by them are of value. Certainly it seems a pity to 
me to have accumulated this vast amount of evidence and 
then not have it for the public, in order that we may see 
where we are getting with the question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the resolution be reported 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 423) sub- 
mitted by Mr. Typrncs on the calendar day of January 27, 
1931. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, was this testimony and evi- 
dence taken in shorthand? How was it received? I have 
understood that the commission simply called in people and 
talked with them and that there was no taking down of the 
testimony. f 

Mr. TYDINGS. May I say in reply to the question of the 
Senator from Idaho that I understand a great deal of the 
evidence is contained in the reports of investigators who 
made investigations and then submitted written reports to 
the commission? I was reading the other day the Anti- 
Saloon League clip sheet, and I saw in that clip sheet a 
paragraph stating what a splendid lot of evidence had been 
accumulated by the commission and pointing particularly to 
the report of one investigator which had been obtained and 
turned over to the commission. It struck me as singular 
that people on the outside seem to know what is in the com- 
mission’s evidence and here I, a United States Senator, in 
common with others, have no information whatsoever. All I 
propose to do is to ask the commission to turn over to us 
such evidence as they have, provided it was obtained without 
the pledge of secrecy. 

Mr. BORAH. I have no objection to it. I think it will be 
worthless when it gets here, however. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Whereas the report of the Wickersham Commission on Prohibi- 
tion recommends that certain legislation shall be passed by the 
Congress; and 

Whereas the testimony on which these recommendations are 
based is not contained in the report: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the commission be requested to send to the 
Senate, for its information in drafting the legislation recom- 
mended, a copy of all the testimony heard by it and of all the 
evidence laid before it, except so far as such testimony or evidence 
may have been received under the pledge of secrecy; and be it 
perry That the commission be requested to send to the 


Senate, for its information, the reports of its experts who investi- 
gated the various phases of prohibition. 


The preamble was agreed to. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATIONS 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
16738) making appropriations for the government of the 
District of Columbia and other activities chargeable in whole 


or in part against the revenues of such District for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending amendment, on 
page 13, after line 16, will, without objection, be agreed to. 
The clerk will state the next amendment. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, under the subhead “ Employment service,” on page 18, 
line 8, after the name “ District of Columbia,” to strike out 
“$10,280” and insert “$10,340; for temporary personal 
services, $4,500; in all, $14,840,” so as to read: 

For personal services and miscellaneous and contingent expenses 
required for main a public employment service for the 
District of 1 78 7 4 $10,340; for temporary personal services, 
$4,500; in all, $ 

The ce was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACK. Reverting to the amendment just agreed 
to, on page 18, lines 8 and 9, would the Senator from Con- 
necticut mind explaining it? It does not show what it is 
for. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Persons in charge of the public em- 
ployment bureau state that on account of the great increase 
in unemployment and the large number of persons seeking 
work, they need an additional stenographer and two addi- 
tional placement clerks in order to take care of the present 
emergency. 

Mr. BLACK. Were they employed under civil service? 

Mr. BINGHAM. They are in the classified service and 
under civil service. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I inquire if those who 
were in the category of temporary personal services employ- 
ment are in the classified service? 

Mr. BINGHAM. They are under the classified service, but 
they are not to be permanent employees because their duties 
would be probably of only eight or nine months’ duration. 

Mr, KING. Isit certain that at the end of that time they 
will not be blanketed into the permanent service? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes. That is why they are in the tem- 
porary service. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, under the subhead Street repair, grading, and exten- 
sion,” on page 29, line 10, after the word “For,” to strike 
out “widening to 80 feet and,” and in line 22, before the 
word “and,” to insert “to be immediately available,” so 
as to read: 

For repaving the roadway of B Street NW. from Fourteenth 
Street to Virginia Avenue, in accordance with plans therefor to be 


jointly approved by the National Capital Park and PI: Com- 
mission and the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, in- 


tal expenses, 
cost not to exceed $168,500, of which sum $101,100 is hereby 
ig ctor out of the revenues of the District of Columbia, to 
be immediately available, and not to exceed $67,400, shall be 
transferred from and in accordance with the appropriation in the 
independent offices appropriation act, 1932, for the construction 
of the Arlington Memorial Bridge. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Bridges,” 
on page 30, line 23, after the figures “ $250,000,” to insert a 
comma and “to be immediately available,” so as to read: 

Connecticut Avenue Bridge over Klingle Valley; for completing 
the construction of a bridge to replace the Connecticut Avenue 
Bridge over Klingle Valley, including necessary 
mains, and including the employment of personal services, by con- 
tract or otherwise, and without reference to section 3709 of the 
Revised Statutes (U. S. C., title 41, sec. 5), or the classification 
act of 1923, as amended, engineering, and incidental expenses, in 
accordance with the provisions contained in the District of Colum- 
bia appropriation act for the fiscal year 1931, $250,000, to be 
immediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I ask for some informa- 
tion, apologizing for not having been at the meeting of the 
committee oftener than I was? I refer to the appropria- 
tion of $6,000,000, on page 19, municipal center—and I am 
asking for information 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is not an appropriation of $6,000,000. 
It is an authorization to enter into a contract or contracts 
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for the preparation and completion of the first unit, with 
surrounding ground, entrances, and so forth. 

Mr. KING. Have all the necessary lands been acquired? 

Mr. BINGHAM. About 85 per cent of the lands have 
been acquired. 

Mr. KING. Have plans been prepared so as to enable the 
authorities to determine with some degree of approximation 
the aggregate cost? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is stated in the House report by Chair- 
man Stroms of the House committee that the total cost 
would amount to about $21,900,000. That is on page 7 of 
the House report, where it is stated that it is estimated that 
the cost of completing the projection for immediate re- 
quirements, including cost of preparation and development 
of sites and erection of the courts and administration build- 
ing, will be $21,900,000, and that of this sum $6,000,000 has 
already been appropriated for the purchase of sites. I was 
in error when I told the Senator 85 per cent of the lands 
have been acquired. The report says that only 68 per cent 
have been acquired. 

In the House hearings it was stated that the buildings 
were not to be monumental buildings, in the sense of being 
superior to the buildings on the other side of Pennsylvania 
Avenue, but buildings of that character so that they will 
be harmonious with the Federal Government construction. 

Mr. KING. Not being an architect or builder, Iam un- 
able, perhaps, to have any judgment, but it does seem to 
me that $21,000,000 is a stupendous sum, much larger than 
necessary. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I agree with the Senator. 

Mr. KING. Does the Senator know whether plans have 
been prepared calling for $21,000,000? 

Mr. BINGHAM. No definite plans have been prepared. 
That is the general estimate which Mr. Summons made of 
the total cost of the project. The money for the other 
buildings has not yet been appropriated, The amount 
appropriated heretofore has been practically all for the 
purchase of land. The $1,500,000 carried in this act is for 
the purpose of beginning the construction of the first unit, 
including the preparation of plans and contracts for it. 

Mr. KING. The people of the District of Columbia will 
have to pay this enormous sum and I think we ought to be 
rather careful before we embark upon a project to cost 
$21,000,000, the greater part of which will be saddled on the 
backs of the taxpayers of the District. They ought to have 
some voice, it seems to me, in the determination of this 
matter. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 36, line 24, after the figures “ $32,200,” to in- 
sert a comma and “of which $10,000 shall be immediately 
available,” so as to read: 

For general supplies, repairs, new batteries and battery supplies, 
telephone rental and purchase, telephone service , wire and 
cable for extension telegraph and telephone service, ‘repairs of 
—— and instruments, purchase of poles, tools, insulators, brack- 

oti, pion, hardware, cross arms, ice, record book, stationery, livery, 

thing, extra labor, new boxes, maintenance of motor 

Cane and other necessary items, $32,200, of which $10,000 shall 
be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the heading “Sewers” 
on page 33, line 9, after the word “ services ” to insert “ pur- 
chase,” so as to read: 

For the control and prevention of the spread of mosquitoes in 
the District of Columbia, including personal services, purchase, 
operation, maintenance, and repar of mtot propana passenger- 
wong ey: vehicles, purchase of oil, and other necessary expenses, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 8, after the 
figures “ $44,225,” to insert a comma and “of which $9,225 
shall be immediately available,” so as ee read: 
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sary equipment and expenses, including not to exceed $8,800, for 
replacement of obsolete engine house firm alarm recording regis- 
ters and take-up reels by new-type registers and reels, $44,225, of 
which $9,225 shall be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under ths heading Public 
schools,” on page 39, line 10, to strike out “ $156,660” and 
insert “ $167,520,” so as to read: 


For personal services of clerks and other employees, $167,520. 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator whether 
the matter which was under discussion when I was attend- 
ing the committee, but upon which no action was taken, the 
item calling for $167,520, is for the purpose of employing 
additional clerks? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is for the purpose of employing addi- 
tional clerks, I think five all together, of whom one each is 
intended for the new teachers’ colleges, as clerks of regis- 
try, and one in the office of the superintendent. 

Mr. KING. I heard the testimony, but I was not quite sat- 
isfied that the appropriation was needed, and yet not hearing 
all of the testimony I do not wish to interpose any objection. 
The committee, however, approved the amount? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The committee believed the clerks were 
necessary, although the House had not provided for them. 
They were approved by the Budget. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
amendment is agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
Was, on page 39, line 19, before the word “and,” to insert 
“including for teachers’ colleges assistant professors in 
salary class 11”; in line 20, after the word “ class,” to strike 
out “nine” and insert twelve,“ and in the same line, be- 
fore the word “ Provided,” to strike out “ $6,399,200 ” and in- 
sert “ $6,401,200,” so as to read: 

For personal services of teachers and librarians in accordance 
with the act approved June 4, 1924 (43 Stat. 367-375), including 
for teachers’ colleges assistant professors in salary class 11, and 
professors in salary class 12, $6,401,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “Americani- 
zation work,” on page 42, line 5, after the word “ schools,” 
to insert a comma and “including $3,700 for the personal 
services of per diem field workers to canvass known adult 
illiterates and necessary supplies connected therewith, in 
relation to both the Americanization school and the night 
schools,” and in line 9, to strike out “$13,000” and insert 
“ $16,700,” so as to read: 

For Americanization work and instruction of foreigners of all 
ages in both day and night classes, and teachers and janitors of 
Americanization schools may also be teachers and janitors of the 
day schools, including $3,700 for the personal services of per diem 
field workers to canvass known adult illiterates and ni 
supplies connected therewith, in relation to both the Americaniza- 
tion school and the night schools, $16,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “Care of 
buildings and grounds,” on page 43, line 1, after the word 
* allowed,” to strike out $833,270” and insert “ $853,690,” 
so as to read: 

For personal services, including care of smaller buildings and 
rented rooms at a rate not to exceed $96 per annum for the care 
of each schoolroom, other than those occupied by atypical or 
ungraded classes, for which service an amount not to exceed $120 
per annum may be allowed, $853,690. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Furniture,” 
on page 43, line 20, after the words “as follows,” to insert 
“ Woodridge School, 8-room addition, $3,697; Murch School, 
8-room addition, $4,503; school at Fourteenth Street and 
Kalmia Road, $4,998”; in line 23, after the name “ Deal 
Junior High School,” to strike out “ $42,700” and insert 
“ $45,333 ”; on page 44, line 1, after the word “ gymnasiums,” 
to strike out $14,500 ” and insert $17,876 ”; in line 3, after 
the word “gymnasium,” to strike out “$6,400” and insert 
“ $20,238 ”; in line 5, after the name Young School,” to 
strike out 512,800 and insert “$13,385”; in line 6, after 


the name “Brown Junior High School,” to strike out 
“$42,700” and insert $45,333”; in line 8, after the words 
“ assembly hall,” to strike out “ $5,000 ” and insert “ $5,226 ”; 
in line 9, after the word “ addition,” to strike out “ $3,600 ” 
and insert “$7,280”; in line 10, after the word “gym- 
nasiums,” to strike out $13,000” and insert “$14,645”; in 
line 11, after the word “ building,” to strike out “$8,400” 
and insert “$8,745”; in line 12, after the word building.“ 
to strike out “ $8,400 ” and insert “ $8,745 ”; in line 13, after 
the word “addition,” to strike out “$5,500” and insert 
“ $9,328”; in line 14, after the word “building,” to strike 
out $3,000 ” and insert $4,322”; and in line 15, after the 
words “in all,” to strike out $171,000” and insert $218,- 
654,” so as to read: A 

For completely furnishing and equipping buildings and additions 
to buildings, as follows: Woodridge School, 8-room addition, 
$3,697; Murch School, 8-room addition, $4,503; school at Fourteenth 
Street and Kalmia Road, $4,998; Deal Junior High School, $45,333; 
Gordon Junior High School, 12-room addition, including two gym- 
nasiums, $17,876; Powell Junior High School, 8-room addition, 
including one gymnasium, $20,238; Congress Heights School, 4-room 
addition, including combination gymnasium and assembly hall, 
$5,000; Young School, $13,385; Brown Junior High School, $45,333; 
Deanwood School, 4-room addition, including combination gym- 
nasium and assembly hall, $5,226; Whittier School, 8-room addi- 
tion, $7,280; Stuart Junior High School, 10-room addition, includ- 
ing two gymnasiums, $14,645; Broad Branch Road, 8-room building, 
$8,745; Mann School, 8-room building, $8,745; Anthony Bowen 
School, 12-room addition, $9,328; Noyes School, 4-room building, 
$4,322; in all, $218,654, to be immediately available and to con- 
tinue available until June 30, 1933. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, the clerk was reading so 
rapidly that it was impossible to keep up with him. But in 
line 3, page 44, I see there is an increase in the amount au- 
thorized for gymnasium from $6,400 to $20,238. I ask the 
Senator how it happens they made evidently such a bad 
mistake in the beginning? 

Mr. BINGHAM. No; there was no mistake made. All 
the items in this paragraph are for furniture and equipment 
in the new buildings and additions to buildings. The Bud- 
get did not permit the usual amount to be appropriated for 
furnishing each one of the buildings and the committee, 
after careful consideration, came to the conclusion that it 
was in the interest of economy and to the interest of the 
District that the furniture and equipment of standard char- 
acter should be purchased at this time when furniture, as 
the Senator knows, is so much cheaper than it usually is. 
Therefore all the amounts were put in as requested by the 
school board to provide the furniture and equipment in 
regular form for each one of the buildings. 

Mr. BLACK. Would this include the authorization which 
is desired? It says, for instance, “Powell Junior High 
School, 8-room addition, including one gymnasium, $20,238.” 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is merely furniture and equip- 
ment for that building, as the Senator will see by referring 
to page 43, line 19. 

Mr. BLACK. It is all limited to furnishings? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes. 

Mr. BLACK. Very well. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 46, line 12, after the word “ exceed,” to strike 
out “ $100,000 ” and insert “ $200,000,” so as to read: 

Not to exceed $200,000 of the unexpended balances of appro- 
priations for buildings and grounds, public schools, contained in 
the District of Columbia appropriation act, fiscal years 1929 and 
1930, is hereby made immediately available and shall continue 
available until June 30, 1932, for the improvement of grounds 
surrounding public-school buildings, constructed under appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year 1930 and prior fiscal years, such work to 
be performed by day labor or otherwise in the discretion of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 25, after the 
figures “ 1932,” to insert a colon and the following proviso: 

Provided, That nothing herein shall be construed as discontinu- 
ing or curtailing the activities of the kindergarten now being 


operated at the Webster School in connection with the Americani- 
zation work. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Buildings 
and grounds,” on page 49, after line 15, to strike out: 

For the construction of an addition to the Woodridge School to 
provide four classrooms and unfinished space for four additional 
classrooms, $110,000. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

For the construction of an 8-room addition to the Woodridge 
School, $120,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 14, before the 
word “addition,” to insert 8-room,” and in line 15, after 
the name “Murch School,” to strike out “to provide four 
classrooms and unfinished space for four additional class- 
rooms, $30,000,” and insert “ $40,000,” so as to read: 

For the construction of an 8-room addition to the Murch 
School, $40,000, and in addition thereto $80,000 of the unexpended 
balance of the appropriation for “ Buildings and grounds, public 
schools,” contained in the District of Columbia appropriation act 


for the fiscal year 1931, is made immediately available for this 
purpose and shall continue available during the fiscal year 1932. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 22, to 
insert: 


For the erection of an 8-room addition to the Janney School 
and the necessary remodeling of the present building, $120,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, line 1, after the 
words “in all,” to strike out “$2,720,000” and insert 
“ $2,860,000,” so as to read: 

In all, $2,860,000, to be immediately 3 and to be dis- 

and accounted for as Bull mne 


bursed d grounds, p 
schools,” and for that purpose shall — — one fund 
remain available until expended. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, line 22, after the 
name “Foxhall,” to strike out Road and Reservoir Streets 
NW.” and insert “ Village,” so as to read: 

For the purchase of a site in the vicinity of Foxhall Village. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
WOOD ALCOHOL 


Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Connecticut yield to me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Connecticut yield to the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of Senate Resolution 437, now on the 
calendar. It merely asks for information. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the resolution may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
resolution will be read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 437) submitted by Mr. BROUSSARD 
on the 9th instant was read, as follows: 


Whereas on June 20, 1930, an interdepartmental conference was 
held at the Bureau of Prohibition, Department of the Treasury, 
for the purpose of ascertaining how public health and life could 
be better protected from the dangers incidental to the manufac- 
ture, distribution, sale, and use of wood alcohol, otherwise known 
as methanol or methyl alcohol, whether derived from the destruc- 
tive distillation of wood, synthesis of gases, or other processes; 
and 


Whereas, as a result of such in ental conference, the 


of Com- 
merce, was represented at such interdepartmental conference and 
concurred in the result thereof, it published in December, 1930, 
Information Circular 6415 pursuant to what is referred to in 
said publication as a “cooperative agreement” between such Bu- 
reau of Mines and certain producers of wood alcohol, otherwise 
known as methanol or methyl alcohol: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce be directed to forth- 
with furnish to the Senate of the United States the following: 
Copies of all cooperative“ or other agreements and correspond- 
ence between the Bureau of Mines, 5 ent of Commerce, and 
any manufacturer of wood alcohol, otherwise known as 
or methyl alcohol, together with the names of all officers and 
agents of the United States concerned with the Kopas pres financ- 
ing, preparation, publication, and circulation of said Information 
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anol or methyl alcohol; and any and all other information, facts, 

and figures bearing upon the subject matter. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered 
and agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Ithank the Senator from Connecticut. 

INVESTIGATION BY THE TARIFF COMMISSION—LEAD 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Connecticut yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield. 

Mr. KING. I have a resolution on the calendar, asking 
the Tariff Commission to make an inquiry concerning the 
cost of the production of lead, which I should like to have 
considered at this time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the consideration of the resolution 
lead to debate? 

Mr. KING. If there shall be any debate on the resolution, 
I will withdraw my request for its consideration. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If it leads to no debate, I have no 
objection to the consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be 
read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 441) submitted by Mr. Ka on 
the 10th instant was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the United States Tariff Commission is hereby 
directed, under section 336 of the tariff act of 1930, and for the 
purposes of that section, to investigate the differences in the 
costs of production during the calendar years 1928, 1929, and 1930 
of the following domestic and foreign article, viz, lead, and to 
report thereon to the Senate as soon as possible. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered 
and agreed to. 

PARCEL-POST RATES 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Connecticut yield to me for the purpose of asking unani- 
mous consent for the immediate consideration of Senate 
Resolution No. 373, requesting the Postmaster General to 
withdraw his request for a change in certain postal rates? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from 
Connecticut yield to the Senator from Tennessee for that 
purpose? 

Mr. BINGHAM. No. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Then, Mr. President, I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate Resolu- 
tion 373. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I hope the Senator will not press that 
motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not un- 
derstand the Senator from Connecticut to have yielded for 
that purpose. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Well, I ask for the floor in my own 
right. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will 
withdraw his motion. If agreed to, it would displace the 
pending appropriation bill. Will the Senator not wait until 
the consideration of the appropriation bill shall have been 
concluded? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, to-morrow the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission is going to pass upon the re- 
quest of the Postmaster General to raise parcel-post rates 
in America by more than $7,000,000. The Post Office Com- 
mittee almost unanimously, there being but two members, 
I believe, who opposed the action, reported this resolution 
some time ago, and it has been on the calendar since De- 
cember 20. I have asked time and again that it may be 
considered. It is a resolution which ought to be adopted. 
Unless it shall be adopted, the Postmaster General is going 
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to tax the American people more than $7,000,000 a year; 
and that tax will be imposed upon the poorest classes of our 
citizens, upon those who are least able to pay it. Further- 
more, it will be imposed upon them in the interest of the 
express companies of the country. I am informed that, if 
parcel-post rates shall be raised, provision has already 
been made for much of the business to go into the hands 
of the express companies. The Government, instead of get- 
ting greater revenue, will therefore derive very much less 
revenue if the proposed rates shall be put into effect. It 
seems to me that we ought to have the right to vote on the 
resolution in the Senate. If the Senate shall vote it down, 
all well and good; but it seems to me, with the Postmaster 
General and the Interstate Commerce Commission propos- 
ing to-morrow to raise parcel-post rates on the American 
people by more than $7,000,000, that we ought to have a 
vote on the resolution before that day comes. For that 
reason I ask unanimous consent—and I hope it will be 
granted—for the immediate consideration of the resolution 
asking the Postmaster General to withdraw his application 
for a change in rates at this time. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ten- 
nessee permit an inquiry for information? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes. 

Mr. KING. I am informed, Mr. President, by one of the 
Officials of the Post Office Department that there will be 
a deficit of approximately $165,000,000 in the postal re- 
ceipts. Since that information was conveyed to me, we 
have passed a bill through this body, and I think it has 
also passed through the other body, and has gone to the 
President, calling for, perhaps, from $13,000,000 to 
$20,000,000, which will then increase the deficit from 
$165,000,000 to $178,000,000 or $185,000,000. I am wonder- 
ing—and I am asking for information—what suggestion 
the Senator from Tennessee would make as to the means 
to be employed in order to meet that deficit? 

Mr. McKELLAR,. I will take great pleasure in answer- 
ing the Senator. The first thing I would propose would 
be that a law be passed repealing the act by which there are 
given to the great shipping interests of the country, through 
the Postmaster General, a great many million dollars every 
year that are charged up to the Post Office Department. That 
expenditure ought not to be charged up to the Post Office 
Department. We are subsidizing, through the Post Office 
Department, the great shipping interests of the country, 
and some of the ships concerned are owned by foreigners. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. I should like for the Senator while he is 
on the subject, if he has the figures at hand—and I think 
he has given them heretofore, but it would be well to put 
them in the Recorp at this point—say just how much of a 
subsidy we are paying to the various ship companies on 
their various mail contracts. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Heaven itself only knows. 

Mr. NORRIS. What assurance has the Senator that 
Heaven knows? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I have none. The truth of the 
matter 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President 

Mr. McKELLAR. Just a moment. The truth of the mat- 
ter is that the Postmaster General is making these contracts 
and binding the Government for 10 years. I have under- 
taken to have an expert examine into the contracts, but 
the expert is not able to tell for how much the Government 
is going to be obligated each and every year for the next 10 
years on account of these shipping contracts. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Just a moment. In addition to that, in 
further answer to the question of the Senator from Utah 
(Mr. Kinc], we are paying subsidies to air mail lines. I 
believe we have appropriated $20,000,000 for that purpose 
next year. 

Mr. MOSES. No; the total appropriation is $20,000,000, 
but nobody knows what can be included in the term “ sub- 
sidy.” 

Mr. McKELLAR. Perhaps not, 
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Mr. MOSES. If the Senator will permit me now that I 
have interjected so much—— 

Mr. McKELLAR. I am delighted to yield to the Senator. 

Mr. MOSES. The Senator from Nebraska will remember 
that the first time the conference report on the Treasury 
and Post Office appropriation bill was under consideration, 
when the report was defeated, this question was raised by 
the Senator from Utah in connection with the increase of 
the appropriation for air mail routes, which the Senator 
from Tennessee and I have seen grow from $3,000,000 to 
$20,000,000 a year. 

Mr. McKELLAR. From $100,000. 

Mr. MOSES. The first time we made a fight it was 
$3,000,000. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I believe it was; but it has grown from 
$100,000 until now it is $20,000,000 a year. 

Mr, MOSES. In that connection the Senator from Utah 
raised the question also of the amount of money paid for 
the ocean transport of mail. I then pointed out that I had 
a resolution pending in the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads to investigate certain other phases of mail trans- 
portation, and the Senator from Utah suggested that air 
mail transportation and ocean mail transportation should 
be equally investigated. To that I readily agreed. 

May I say further, for the information of the Senate, that 
we are now endeavoring to agree upon a form of words which 
will permit an investigation by a subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads of those features of 
mail transportation which seem most pressing? The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee has submitted a resolution dealing with 
the subject. He consulted me about its subject matter; and, 
upon reflection, I am of the opinion that it covers too much 
territory and may consume more time than we can give to 
it in the recess of the Congress, whatever that may be. He 
and I are together, respectively, trying to think over how the 
resolution should be modified in order that the pressing in- 
vestigation may be made. If the investigation shall be made 
with reference to those matters which are most pressing, the 
information which the Senator from Nebraska desires will be 
forthcoming in detail; so that the total amount of mail sub- 
sidies will be made known, and also the full details as to the 
companies and the routes over which the mails are carried. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McKELLAR. Just a moment. What the Senator 
from New Hampshire has stated is absolutely correct. We 
have been trying to agree upon it. The Senator came to me 
and told me, however, he did not want the rates for parcel 
post included. I think they ought to be included. Surely 
the Interstate Commerce Commission ought not to proceed 
in the direction of raising parcel-post rates until the Post 
Office Committee of the Senate shall have had time to 
investigate and determine what the rates ought to be. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, now will the Senator yield? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator has almost answered my sug- 
gestion, but, inasmuch as they are several other items to 
which the Senator from New Hampshire has referred to and 
with which we are all more or less familiar, that go to make 
up the postal deficit, why should we single out the parcels 
post and increase those rates and let all the others go until 
after the investigation is made? Why not let them all go 
together. Therefore, we ought to adopt the resolution of 
the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I think so. The question of the Sen- 
ator is very pertinent, and I will be very happy to give the 
figures in round numbers. First-class mail matter produces 
a profit to the Government, after paying all expenses, of 
something like $80,000,000 a year clear. 

Second-class mail matter, consisting of magazines for the 
most part, produces a deficit according to the cost accountant, 
of about the same amount. 

Mr. MOSES. What are the figures. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Just a moment. Third-class matter 
2 5 a deficit, and the parcels post, fourth- class 

tter, according to the cost accountant, has been producing 
FF Let me give the 
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exact figures as I recall them. I think it was estimated 
last year that the deficit was $21,000,000 in round figures. 

Mr. MOSES. That is correct. 

Mr. McKELLAR. This year it was $16,000,000 in round 
‘figures, showing a lessening of the deficit of some four and 
a half million dollars, and indicating that if the rates are 
‘left just as they are the deficit probably will gradually be 
‘wiped out. By the way, the department reports that the 
business of the parcels post has during the past year, 
despite the depression, very greatly increased and the revy- 
(enue from it has also greatly increased. It is doing well. 
| Now that it is doing well, when it looks as if within three or 
four years at the outside it may be on a self-sustaining 
basis, there comes this proposal of the Postmaster General 
to raise rates, which will, as I think, put the parcels post 
out of business. I think the resolution ought to be adopted. 
We certainly have a right to vote on it in the Senate, and 
that is all I am asking. This resolution has been on the 
calendar—— 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McKELLAR. Just a moment. This resolution has 
been on the calendar now since December 20. Time and 
again I have tried to have it considered. This afternoon 
when the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNary] asked unani- 
mous consent to consider unobjected bills on the calendar 
to-morrow night I objected to the request because I have 
been unable to get a hearing for this resolution. I think I 
have done everything that a man should be asked to do in 
order to secure a vote of the Senate upon it. If the Senate 
believes that the parcel-post rates ought to be raised, if it 
believes that the Postmaster General and the Interstate 
Commerce Commission ought to go forward, I am satisfied; 
I have no objection. I have no personal interest in the 
matter of any kind, nature, or description; I have no other 
desire than to serve the best interests of my country. 

I believe it will be a woeful mistake if we undertake to 
allow these rates to be increased in this way. It was never 
intended that they should be increased in this way, and we 
ought not to permit it. 

All I ask is that we have a vote; and if there are more 
votes against us than for us, I am perfectly willing to let 
the matter go. 

I now yield to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, in response to the inquiry 
made by the Senator from Nebraska a few moments ago, 
if the Senator from Tennessee does not object, may I give 
just a little of the difference between the normal price for 
the mail and the subsidies that were given? It will take me 
about one or two minutes. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I shall be very glad to have the Senator 
do so. 

Mr. BLACK. The American Scantic Line’s compensation 
at normal rates for carrying the mail would have been 
$2,600. The amount in fact paid was $260,000. 

The American South-African Line’s compensation at nor- 
mal rates would have been $375. The amount paid by the 
Government was $165,000. 

The American West African Line, at normal rates, would 
have received $735. The amount in fact paid was $195,000. 

The Dollar Steamship Line—I presume that is one of the 
small companies that need assistance from the Govern- 
ment—for 15 voyages would have received, at normal rates, 
$13,500. The amount in fact paid was $728,000. 

The Eastern Steamship Lines, at normal rates, would 
have received $1,400. The amount in fact paid was $147,000. 

The Munson Steamship Line—which I assume is another 
one of the small companies—at normal rates would have 
received $33,200. Under the Government contract it gets 
$920,000. 

The New York & Cuba Mail Line, at normal rates, would 
have received $35 for carrying the mail; but under the con- 
tract it received $224,000. 

Mr. NORRIS. How much was that—$35? 

Mr. BLACK. Thirty-five dollars is what it would have 
received according to the normal rates that had been pre- 
viously paid for carrying the mail; but this company, of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


FEBRUARY 16 


course, in order to get a slight assistance from the Govern- 
ment, was awarded a contract at $224,000. 

Mr. NORRIS. Can the Senator tell us how many letters 
they carried—how much a letter that was? 

Mr. BLACK, The normal rate would have been $35, so 
I should say it was not very many letters. 

The Oceanic & Oriental Navigation Co. for eight voyages, 
at normal rates, would have received $535. Under this con- 
tract it received $113,000. 

The Oceanic & Oriental Navigation Co. on another route, 
at normal rates, would have received $145. Under this con- 
tract it received $123,000. 

The Pac-Argentine-Brazil Line’s compensation for six 
voyages, at normal rates, would have been $3. Under this 
contract it received $102,000. 

The States Steamship Co., at normal rates, would have 
received $145. Under this contract they received $230,000. 

The States Steamship Co., on another route, would have 
received $133 at normal rates. Under this contract it re- 
ceived $122,000. 

So the indications are that while it is very bad to give 
assistance to the starving unemployed, it is perfectly all right 
to give it to the starving steamship companies. 

Mr. NORRIS. From what was the Senator reading? Will 
he tell us? 

Mr. BLACK. I was reading from information placed in 
the Record by the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Kina], 
which gave the statistics on these contracts. 

Mr. NORRIS. What is the source of the information? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. KING. That information was collated by Mr. 
Nicolson, who for many years was a trusted employee of the 
Shipping Board, and one of the most intelligent men in that 
organization. He presented a report, based upon most 
meticulous investigation, which was printed as a public 
document—No. 210, as I recall. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It is. I had it put in the Recorp; and 
I will say to the Senator that it is the most perfect compila- 
tion of facts that I have seen in a long time. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not want the Senator from Utah or 
the Senator from Tennessee to get any idea that I was 
asserting or even suggesting that the information was not 
reliable. 

Mr. KING. Oh, no; I did not get that impression at all. 

Mr. NORRIS. I wanted the Recorp to show, however, 
where the information came from, so that its reliability 
would appear on its face. I have myself gone over some of 
the records, and, while I have not the figures at hand, they 
correspond quite well with those the Senator has just read 
into the RECORD. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, it is a fact that Mr. 
Nicolson, who is a very great expert, has gone into this 
matter. very carefully, and some of the facts which he sub- 
mits, and which have not been denied, and can not be 
denied, show a perfectly astounding situation. For instance, 
the Shipping Board is shown to have sold a ship to a com- 
pany for, say, $40,000, and then immediately entered into 
a mail contract by which it would pay to that very company 
sometimes $120,000, sometimes $300,000, several times more 
than the ship cost, probably making a very fine return 
for the shipowners who got it. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President 

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator will let me finish, the 
Postmaster General has to pay these subsidies; and surely 
the poor people of the country who use the parcel post 
ought not to be required, through taxation—because that is 
what it means—to have their parcels taxed for the purpose 
of paying these great ship bounties and ship subsidies. 

Mr. NORRIS. In other words, if the Senator from Ten- 
nessee will yield just for a suggestion 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. The figures given by the Senator from 
Alabama that were placed in the Rrcorp by the Senator 
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from Utah do not even tell the whole story. They do not 
even give us a complete idea of the great subsidy that is 
being paid to these shipping companies. They have bought 
their ships from the Government of the United States for 
a song, and, in practical effect, they have been given the 
ships, and then they have been given a subsidy besides to 
operate them. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Not only that, Mr. President, but some 
of these lines have so little mail that in one notable case 
that I recall only three letters had gone over the line within 
a period of one year, as I remember. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, this testimony is all ex parte. 
If the investigation which the Senator from Tennessee is 
seeking, and with which I will cooperate, can be brought 
about, we will find out all of these things. This, however, 
is going far afield from the question of asking the Post- 
master General not to press his demand for additional rates 
on parcel post. 

Mr. NORRIS. I should like to say, in answer to the sug- 
gestion made by the Senator from Tennessee, that I do not 

think it is going far afield. Something of this kind must 
be called to the attention of the Senate and the country, or 
the Postmaster General, who is carrying out the law of 
Congress in giving these enormous subsidies to other 
branches of the Post Office Department, will carry out his 
intention of picking out the parcel post as one that he is 
going to put out of business without doing anything to 
interfere with the subsidies in all these other lines that go 
away beyond the subsidy that comes to the parcel post. 

So far as I know, no move has been made to prevent the 
carrying out of these subsidies. I think the law was bad 
when it was passed; but we have the law, and the Post- 
master General is carrying it out. Unless, however, the 
Senator from Tennessee or some other Senator calls atten- 
tion to these enormous subsidies that are being paid to the 
millionaire shipowners, we shall not be able to have any- 
thing done here to save the poor people who have to 
patronize the parcel post. 

If the Senator will permit me just a word more—— 

Mr. McKELLAR. Les; I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. I remember when this law was passed, 
giving to the Postmaster General the authority that he is 
now trying to exercise. On the floor of the Senate I called 
attention then to what would happen some day if we passed 
that law; and it is here now. I called attention then to the 
fact that there would come a time when some Postmaster 
General would undertake to interfere with the parcel-post 
business in the very way that this law gives him the au- 
thority to do, and at the time I was laughed at. 

Mr. McKELLAR. No; the Senator was not laughed at; 
but I will tell him what happened. I was one of those on 
the floor at the time, and I took part in the colloquy. The 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses] was another; 
and this is what happened: 

The Senator did take that position at that time, and very 
properly so; but up to that time, which I think was in 1927, 
no Postmaster General had done anything except to make 
some slight corrections in measurements of receptacles, and 
things of that sort; some small matter. Both the Senator 
from New Hampshire and I took the position that that was 
all that the measure was intended to do; that it was not 
intended in any way to confer upon the Postmaster General 
or the Interstate Commerce Commission power to increase 
the rates generally. 

Mr. MOSES. No, Mr. President. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I know I did, and I thought the Senator 
from New Hampshire did. 

Mr. MOSES. No; I did not go that far—— 

Mr. McKELLAR, If the Senator did not go that far, I 
take his word for it. 

Mr. MOSES (continuing). Because I have confidence in 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, which evidently the 
Senator from Tennessee and the Senator from Nebraska do 
not share. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator has what? 
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Mr. MOSES. I have confidence in the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, which evidently is not shared by the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. If the Senator from Tennessee will yield, 
it is not a question of confidence in the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. 

á rg MOSES. Why not, since they must decide the ques- 
on 

Mr. NORRIS. Exactly; but it may be that it will be their 
duty to carry out the suggestions of the Postmaster General. 

Mr. MOSES. If the facts warrant it. 

Mr. NORRIS. If the facts warrant it, and I were on the 
commission, I would vote to do it myself. I am calling at- 
tention to the fact, and the Senator from Tennessee is try- 
ing to get before the Senate and the country the fact, that 
this little subsidy from which the poorer class of people get 
some benefit is going to be wiped out because it does not pay, 
while we are letting the subsidy that is received by million- 
aires go unchallenged and uncorrected. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, the Senator from Ne- 
braska is exactly right. Not only that, but the Postmaster 
General has recommended in his report that the rate on 
first-class mail be increased to 214 cents a letter, instead of 
2 cents. That recommendation has not been pressed. The 
Interstate Commerce Commission has not authority over 
that such as it has over parcels post, or I have no doubt 
the same proposal would be made. 

In my judgment, we have such a poor system of cost 
accounting—and I am quite sure the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Moses] will agree with me as to that, be- 
cause he has had large experience 

Mr. MOSES. On that point I am wholly as one with the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I felt sure that the Senator would 
agree to it. We have such a poor system of cost accounting 
that I want to say that in my judgment we are mistaken, 
and the parcels post is paying its own way. It is not making 
money, like the first-class postage; but it is the other parts 
of the Postal Service that are losing money. Let here it 
is proposed to take a service that is now practically paying 
its way, or fully paying its way, and increase the rate on the 
people who are not well off at this time—because the poorer 
classes of our people use parcels post more than any other 
class of our people. 

Mr. MOSES. The Senator is referring to the rural 
routes? 

Mr. McKELLAR,. It is largely a question of the country 
people getting their packages from the great cities. Of 
course, they have to pay the freight on them, and if we 
raise these rates we are raising them on the users of parcels 
post. I think it is certainly fair that the Postmaster Gen- 
eral and the Interstate Commerce Commission should be 
asked not to carry that out until that time. 

All I am insisting on is a vote. We know what we are 
going to do now just as well as we ever will. I do not think 
there is a Senator who is not informed about the matter. 
I am perfectly willing to have a yea-and-nay vote and let 
that end it. If there are more Senators who believe that 
the Interstate Commerce Commission ought to raise those 
rates at this time than there are who believe that they 
ought not to be raised, I shall be satisfied. All I ask is a 
vote. I think I am entitled to a vote. Not only that, but 
the Post Office Committee by a large majority—I do not 
remember what it was, but by quite a majority—have re- 
ported a bill repealing this act, and it is on the calendar. 
It ought to be passed; but surely this resolution ought to be 
passed, and that is all I am asking for. 

Mr. MOSES obtained the floor. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me 
for the purpose of suggesting the absence of a quorum? 

Mr. MOSES. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. PHIPPS. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 


The 


Ashurst La Follette 
Barkley Fletcher McGill Shipstead 
McKellar Shortridge 
Black George McNary Smith 
Gillett n Smoot 
Blease Glass Morrow Steck 
Glenn Steiwer 
Bratton Goft Norbeck Stephens 
Goldsborough Norris Swanson 
Broussard Gould Nye Thomas, Idaho 
Capper _ Hale Oddie ell 
Caraway 
Carey Hayden Patterson Vandenberg 
Connally Hebert Phipps 
Copeland Heflin Pine Walcott 
Couzens Howell Pittman alish, Mass. 
Cutting Johnson Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Dale Jones Reed Waterman 
Davis Robinson, Ark. Watson 
i Kendrick Robinson. Ind. Wheeler 
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Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, I desire to take this occa- 
sion to explain my absence from the Chamber so much. I 
have been attending meetings of a subcommittee of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. I also want to an- 
nounce that the recent absence from the Chamber of the 
junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass] and the junior 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Watcortt] is due to the fact 
that they have been sitting with the subcommittee, which 
is holding hearings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-three Senators hav- 
ing answered to their names, there is a quorum present. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, this quorum was called for 
the purpose of considering a motion made by the senior 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKetrar], namely, to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Calendar No. 1249, Senate Reso- 
lution 373, a Senate resolution proposed by the Senator 
from Tennessee requesting the Postmaster General to with- 
draw his request made to the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion with reference to rates on parcels post. 

That request of the Postmaster General was made in pur- 
suance of law. It is a request which will both increase and 
reduce rates. It will increase rates in the nearer zones and 
on the smaller weights of packages. It will decrease them 
in the farther zones and on the larger weights of packages. 
It also seeks to increase the size of packages which may be 
accepted. If I have misstated the case, I hope the Senator 
from Tennessee will immediately correct me. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator has not misstated it as 
far as he has gone, but he left out this statement, that the 
net result of the increases and decreases amounts to about 
seven and a half million dollars. 

Mr. MOSES. I was about to say that the estimate of the 
result of the increases and decreases asked for by the Post- 
master General is that there will be an increase in revenues 
to the Postal Service from the parcels post of something like 
$7,000,000. The Senator from Tennessee thinks it will be 
in excess of $7,000,000. I think it will be slightly less. But 
it is somewhere near that. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Tennessee has argued, 
with his customary cogency and force, in behalf of his reso- 
lution, because he undertakes to point out that the Post- 
master General is omitting to deal with certain classes of 
mail which do not pay their way, and he admits that the 
parcel post at present does not pay its way; and because he 
insists further that this increase of $7,000,000 in the postal 
revenue will fall almost wholly on the poorer classes of 
people in the country, and in response to an interrogatory 
by me, he said that he meant by that the people living in 
the country districts. 

Mr. President, that assumption is by no means borne out 
by the facts. The parcel post constitutes a tremendous 
problem in the whole matter of the Postal Service of this 
country, inasmuch as we have the anomalous situation of 
purchasing transportation for mail matter by space in mail 
cars and freight cars and requiring payment for it by 
weight. The parcel post, by all the figures which we have 
been able to collate, beginning with the first investigation 
into postal rates in 1924 and running down to date, is shown 
.to produce more than 60 per cent of the bulk of the mails 
and more than 60 per cent of the weight of the mails; and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


FEBRUARY 16 


yet it pays into the postal revenues only about 27 per cent 
of the total revenues. 

It can not be possible that, under any system of account- 
ing where the figures are available, the parcel post can be 
shown to have a smaller deficit in connection with the total 
postal revenues, as the Senator from Tennessee points out 
and as the permanent cost ascertainment committee of the 
Post Office Department insists. 

As a matter of fact, the poorer sections of the country, the 
people living in the country districts, for whom the Senator 
from Tennessee has such an overflowing volume of affection 
and consideration, are by no means burdened with the rates 
as they now exist, nor will they be burdened, in my opinion, 
by the rates as the Postmaster General now seeks to establish 

em. 

The fact is that parcel-post packages originating in rural- 

route districts do not have to pay the service charge and 
that the total number and volume of parcel-post packages 
originating with and delivered to patrons of rural routes is 
infinitesimal in comparison with the total volume of the 
mails. 
I had had it in mind that the total volume of parcel post 
as affecting the rural districts was something less than 1 per 
cent. I find myself in error about that, but not greatly in 
error, because I learn from the annual report of the Post- 
master General for the last fiscal year that there were col- 
lected upon rural routes 13,692,706 packages and that there 
were delivered on rural routes 117,656,956 packages, but that 
the total number of packages originating in the United 
States during that year was 4,324,939,431; that only 2.72 per 
cent of the total number of parcels originating in the United 
States were delivered on rural routes by rural carriers, and 
the number of parcel-post packages originating on rural 
routes was only 0.3 of 1 per cent. 

Under these circumstances the burden imposed by the 
present rates, or the proposed rates, can not be of great 
consequence to the poorer people of the country, those 
living in the rural districts, for whom the Senator from 
Tennessee has raised his eloquent voice. 

Furthermore, permit me to point out that the passage 
of this resolution would effect nothing. It would be a 
mere expression of opinion on the part of the Senate. 
The Postmaster General has proceeded under a statute, 
and it is most unlikely, as I view it, that a mere expression 
of opinion on the part of the Senate would cause him to 
desist from a statutory course. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. MOSES. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. What is the objection to it then? 

Mr. MOSES. I object to futilities at any time. I have 
been voting against futilities in this session of the Senate 
as often as a futility presented itself, and because this 
futility happens to arise in the agile mind of the Senator 
from Tennessee it no more commends itself to my consid- 
eration than if I had originated it myself, let me say. In 
other words, the passage of this resolution would amount to 
nothing more than the passage of a resolution by some 
independent debating society down town. The Postmaster 
General would not be at all compelled to pay any attention 
to it except academically. He has proceeded under the 
statute. The Interstate Commerce Commission will act 
under the statute, and to take the time of the Senate— 
although I am entirely willing that the Senator shall have 
his vote—to pass a resolution, the effect of which can be 
nothing but academic, seems to me, at this stage of the 
session, to be a complete futility. 

The Senator from Tennessee has adverted to the fact 
that he has often tried to get the resolution up by unani- 
mous consent. That is true. I probably have objected 
more often than any other Senator here. I will continue to 
object. I objected this afternoon. But I have no objection 
whatever to the Senator having a vote on his proposition. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Under those circumstances I am 
asking unanimous consent that we now vote upon the 
resolution. 
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Mr. MOSES. There is no need to ask unanimous consent. 
Let the debate terminate and let us vote. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. McKeLLAR], in opening his statement, gave his recol- 
lection of the vote by which the resolution was reported out 
by the committee and stated there were only two nays. The 
vote was nine in favor and four against. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator is probably correct. 

Mr. PHIPPS. The same vote was had with reference to 
the bill which followed the introduction of the Senator’s 
resolution, which is Calendar 1304, and which was reported 
out on January 13. 

The situation, as I understand it, is about this, and I 
think it should be definitely understood: The committees 
of the Senate and House have wrestled with the question of 
postal rates on first, second, and third class matter. It was 
necessary for them to bring in experts, to take testimony, to 
spend quite a length of time in the examination of witnesses, 
the looking up of records and collating information, and 
then to make their recommendation. Some changes were 
made in the rates that have been in effect. However, a law 
on the statute books provided that in case changes were to 
be made in fourth-class or parcel-post matter, authority 
was given to the Postmaster General, upon the approval of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, to revise the rates. 
Acting under that statute, the Postmaster General has sub- 
mitted to the Interstate Commerce Commission interroga- 
tories recommending that certain changes in the different 
zones be made. 

To illustrate, we now carry packages of small size and 
weight for as low as 4 or 5 or 6 cents each, whereas no ex- 
press company would touch them for less than 35 cents. In 
the first, second, and third zones losses are incurred, and in 
those zones the Postmaster General believes that the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission should grant authority to make 
very slight increases in the rates. If we take into account 
the fact that the parcel post runs into billions of packages 
in the course of a year’s time, it will be seen that a mere 
fraction of a cent per package will involve millions of dollars, 
as it does in this case. 

On the other hand, the fifth, sixth, and seventh zones 
have been showing a profit as nearly as can be estimated. 
There the Postmaster General proposes to reduce the rates 
and by so doing to come within the rates which are now 
charged by express companies for handling packages, which 
would undoubtedly bring additional business to the Post 
Office Department. In so doing the Postmaster General 
requests authority to raise the weight limit on packages to 
those zones from 50 to 70 pounds. The prohibition against 
any package weighing more than 50 pounds has resulted in 
a loss of business to the farther zones, which business would 
no doubt be profitable. 

The Postmaster General, in making his estimates of the 
results of the proposed changes, can very readily take cur- 
rent business and figure on that basis what the proposed 
changes would amount to, and thereby arrive at an estimate 
of something like $7,000,000 increase in business in the 
near-by zones; but he has no means of estimating what the 
increased revenue would be and what the resultant profit 
would be in the way of new business which undoubtedly 
would be secured by the Post Office Department were it 
permitted to raise the weight limit from 50 pounds to 70 
pounds on packages and increase the dimensions or extreme 
measurements of packages where we are paying for space, 
which space is necessarily unoccupied because we can not 
always fill a car. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission, in my opinion, 
with its long experience and the experts which it has in its 
employ, knows more about the cost of handling express 
matter, and freight and passenger matter as well, than can 
any committee of the Senate or the House or any other au- 
thority that we can find to-day. It is naturally thé business 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission to inquire into and 
determine what proper rates should be put into effect. If 
the Postmaster General is wrong in his request that parcel- 
post rates be raised to a certain extent, the Interstate Com- 
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merce Commission is not necessarily going to agree with 
him. He does not say flatfooted, “ Here is my recommenda- 
tion, and I ask authority to put it into effect.” It is sub- 
mitted to the Interstate Commerce Commission for their 
investigation and opinion and finally their approval or dis- 
approval. Before arriving at any determination they are 
naturally going to take into account all the elements which 
enter into the question, with the records they already have, 
with their experience in handling freight and express pack- 
ages, and, in addition to that, they are going to examine 
witnesses and get full information as to the real situation. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. PHIPPS. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator seems to base his objec- 
tion principally upon the ground that under the application 
other rates are to be reduced. The resolution requests them 
not to make any changes in the rates. Will the Senator 
agree to the resolution if it provides that they shall not in- 
crease the rates? I would be perfectly content to accept 
that amendment. > 

Mr. PHIPPS. I could not agree to a resolution that seeks 
to. interfere with the operation of a statute on the books 
to-day. I think it is perfectly right and proper that the 
Interstate Commerce Commission should take up the re- 
quest of the Post Office Department to investigate the mat- 
ter thoroughly and to render its opinion as to whether or 
not the existing rates should be changed. Then, if the Con- 
gress is dissatisfied, and if it thinks the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission has arrived at a wrong or improper con- 
clusion, the Congress may do as it chooses with regard to 
the matter. The rates would only be in effect a short time 
until they could be restored, if the Interstate Commerce 
Commission makes an error. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Colorado yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. PHIPPS. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. I think the Senator will agree that there 
is nothing in the law which compels the Postmaster Gen- ` 
eral to make the application. He does not have to make it. 

Mr. PHIPPS. He does not have to make it, but he has 
made it. 

Mr. NORRIS. All the resolution does is to ask him not 
to make it until the committee which is investigating all 
these deficiencies can make a report. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Answering the Senator from Nebraska, it 
seems to me that if the Congress should desire to have 
action suspended until further investigation can be made, 
the proper request would be to the Postmaster General to 
defer putting new rates into effect until the Congress has 
had an opportunity to complete its work. 

Mr. McKELLAR. That is all the resolution provides. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Oh, no; I do not agree with the Senator 
on that. 

Mr. NORRIS. Then, let us change it. If the Senator 
from Colorado and other objectors will agree to confine it 
to a proposition requesting him not to put any new rate 
into effect until the committee can investigate this and 
other items in the Post Office Department already under 
investigation, that would be agreeable, I am sure. 

Mr. PHIPPS. I can only speak for myself, of course. 

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. Moses] is opposed to it. Perhaps he will agree to it 
in the new form. > 

Mr. MOSES. What is the proposal? 

Mr. McKELLAR. The proposal is to change the resolution 
providing that the Postmaster General and the Interstate 
Commerce Commission shall not put any new rates into 
effect until the same have been examined by a committee of 
Congress appointed for that purpose. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Or make any change in rates until Congress 
has had an opportunity to consider them. 
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Mr. MOSES. In what manner would the Congress deal 
with it? 

Mr. McKELLAR. By examination and legislation. 

Mr. MOSES. Does that mean reopening all of the postal 
rates again? 

Mr. McKELLAR,. I would like to have it applied solely 
to the parcel-post rates. If the Senator has no objection to 
that, I think he and I can agree very quickly on the form 
of the resolution. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, reluctantly the Senator from 
Colorado and I agree to the proposal. Meantime the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee withdraws his motion for the considera- 
tion of his resolution, and I will agree to a unanimous- 
consent proposal for the immediate consideration of the 
form of resolution upon which he and I may agree. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, in the discussion of this 
matter the remarks this morning went very much afield, 
perhaps, particularly when the subject of postal contracts 
was alluded to by the Senator from Nebraska {Mr. Norris], 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Brack], and the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Kine]. We had quite a discussion of that 
subject on December 20, and having had some part in it 
then, I feel like saying something at this time by way of 
attempting to be fair and just to the Post Office Department 
and the Postmaster General and all concerned, and laying 
‘some more facts in that connection before the Senate. 

I have full confidence in Mr, Nicolson’s article published 
as a Senate document. I think it is substantially correct. 
There has been an attempt to meet it by a statement from 
one of the commissioners published in the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp, and he has replied very explicitly, as will be found 
on page 4290 of the Record of February 9. I would invite 
the attention of Senators to Mr. Nicolson's article inserted 
in the Recorp at that time by the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. MCKELLAR]. 

One of the points made on the 20th of December was that 
the Shipping Board had sacrificed ships at almost nominal 
prices without requiring any replacement, and that without 
any condition it had made contracts that the lines were to 
be operated for five years, or something like that, without 
requiring any replacement whatever. I understand the pres- 
‘ent Postmaster General has made no contract at this time, 
under the authority of the merchant marine act of 1928, 
which does not require replacement and other vessels to be 
built by the lines holding postal contracts. 

I have here a statement showing the awards under the 
provisions-of the merchant marine act of 1928 for carrying 
foreign mails. It is noted that this statement shows the 
number and estimated cost of new vessels required, vessels 
required conditionally and remodeling or reconstruction of 
vessels required. The estimated cost of these requirements 
is as follows: 

New vessels required $230,947,365; vessels required con- 
ditionally, $40,750,000; reconstruction, $14,700,644, being a 

- total of $286,398,009 of new construction required by reason 
of postal contracts and the aid furnished to ship builders 
and ship operators in connection with these postal contracts. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator from Florida 
yield to me in order that I may ask a question for informa- 
tion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Florida yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I yield. 

Mr. KING. I did not hear the beginning of the state- 
ment made by the Senator. Does the Senator state that 
contracts are now in esse which do not require the construc- 
tion of new ships? : 

Mr. FLETCHER. Oh, yes; sales of ships were made with- 
out requiring any reconstruction, and the lines that pur- 
chased the ships were awarded mail contracts without any 
requirement of reconstruction. That is one thing we criti- 
cized on December 20. 

Mr. KING. Contracts have been entered into and sub- 
sidies granted, for instance, to the Dollar Line. That line 
will have received in 10 years subsidies: amounting to be- 
tween forty-five and fifty million dollars? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Precisely. 
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Mr. KING. Those subsidies are given to a line under 
contracts, according to which no new ships are to be con- 
structed? 

Mr. FLETCHER. That is quite true; but, as I have said, 
I want to be fair, and my understanding is, and my in- 
formation is, that the present Postmaster General has 
awarded no mail contracts which did not require both new 
construction and reconditioning. In other words, the de- 
partment has got away from the practice that was indulged 
in for some years, and in many instances where, under 
contracts awarded by the previous administration, no con- 
struction was specifically required, contractors have actually 
built new vessels and remodeled old vessels. That is the 
present situation, as I understand. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Florida yield to me? 1 

Mr. FLETCHER. I yield to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. COPELAND. I do not think the statement made by 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine] is quite fair. As to the 
Dollar Line, I know I had an invitation in my mail a day 
or two ago to attend the launching of another large ship, 
the second one within a very short time, and, as I under- 
stand, they are spending a million dollars in the building 
of ships. 

Mr. FLETCHER. That may be in pursuance of a new con- 
tract, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I say to the Senator there 
are three contracts between the Dollar Line and the Gov- 
ernment, and under the first two contracts the Dollar Line 
is receiving $27,000,000 in subsidies? I have a statement 
from Mr. Nicolson, which I have compared with the data I 
have, and if the Senator will allow me, I should like to 
refer to it. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. KING. In his letter Mr. Nicolson criticizes Mr. 
Plummer’s attempt to discredit his statement. 

In the attempt to discredit the Senate document in its refer- 
ence to two contracts given the Robert Dollars for their two 
lines to Manila (under which they will receive $27,000,000, and 
yet neither contract requires the building of a single vessel), the 
commission says the fact is they are building two fine large 
vessels, meaning, of course, they are doing so incident to these 
contracts the Senate document criticized; and he applies the 
$27,000,000 to the construction—handicap the owners suffer—in 
respect to these vessels, which handicap he puts at $9,000,000, 
wanting to justify the $27,000,000 to that extent. 

The vice chairman: R 

Speaking of Mr. Plummer, who attempted to criticize Mr. 
Nicolson and to discredit his statement— 

The vice chairman fails to mention that the two vessels are 
being built for the postal route (the round-the-world service) 
covered by a third contract, which contract is not mentioned at 
all in the criticism of the Senate document. 

That is the document which was presented written by 
Mr. Nicolson. 

Mr. FLETCHER. That is what I supposed; that was my 
impression. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Nicolson continues: 

Under this third contract the Dollars are receiving $14,000,000 
more, in addition to the $27,000,000 paid under the two contracts 
criticized! Of course, that $9,000,000 handicap for the two ves- 
sels they are now building are chargeable to this $14,000,000 
subsidy, thus leaving the $27,000,000 untouched and payable under 
two contracts which, we repeat, do not require any new vessels to 
be built, thus leaving the Senate document intact and true, 

Mr. FLETCHER. I understood that to be the situation, 
and, as I have stated, the practice followed some time ago 
was to let these contracts without requiring new vessels to 
be constructed; but I understand the present Postmaster 
General does not follow that practice. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I do not want to take 
the time of the Senate when we have under consideration 
the appropriation bill, but I will yield if the Senator from 
New York will not take much time. 

Mr. COPELAND. I merely want to say that the Post- 
master General, in my opinion, has been acting in good 
faith in administering this law. It is true; as the Senator 
from Florida has stated, that certain lines which have not 
had building contracts in the past have been given these mail 
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subsidies, but under the policy now being followed by the 
Postmaster General, where contracts are given in the form 
of mail subsidies there must be a building program asso- 


ciated with them. 


Mr. FLETCHER. Yes; I have stated what the attitude is, 


as I understand it. 


Route 


Line (Inc.). 
8. F York to Valparaiso; Grace 


10. San Juan to San Domaso New 
York & Porto Rico Steam- 


ship Co. 
15. Boston to to Yarmouth; Eastern 
teamship Lines (Inc.). 
16. New York to Copenhagen, Hel- 
sinki and Leningrad; New 
York to Murmansk; American 


Scantie Lin 

17. New rak to West 1 0 Amer 
ican West African Li 

18. New York to Maracaibi; i: Atlan 
— 85 aoe Steam Navi- 


6. New 
Be 


Co. 

21. New York to Vera Cruz; New 
York & Cuba Mail Steam- 
ship Co, 

2. New "Orleans to Progreso; Gulf 
Mail Steamship Co 


anic Steamship 
25. San Francisco to P Tenis; Dollar 
teamshi 


29. Portland to Dairen; States Steam - 
ship Co. 


30, Los Angeles to Auckland; Oce- 
anic & Oriental Navigation Co. 
81. Los Angeles to Melbourne; Oce- 
anic & Oriental Navigation Co. 
32. New York to Balboa; 


raps Pee oer gre and 
south Atlantic 
Co. of 


Co. 
37. San Francisco to Puerto Colom- 
bia; to Habana, effective Dec. 
— 5 18005 Panama Mail Steam- 
50 
38. Tacoma to Valparaiso; Grace 
Steamship Co. 
39. San Francisco er Bran Armuel- 
las; United Fruit Co. 
44. New York to London; United 
States Lines 


Une.) 
45. New Orleans to Spain; Tampa 
Steamship Co. 


48. San Francisco to Dairen; Oceanic 
& Oriental Navigation Co. 
Francisco to Saigon; a 
& Oriental Navigation Co. 


NOT IN OPERATION 
40. New York 2 Limon: 


United Fruit Co. 
41. New Orleans to Puerto Colom- 
bia; United Fruit Co. 
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Now, Mr. President, I offer for the Record a list of the 
contracts let under the merchant marine act of 1928 and 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the list will 


be printed in the Recorp. 
The list is as follows: 


Contracts let under the merchant marine act, 1928 


Construction of vessels required Sonnen at 8 required 8 of vessels 


A A EESE IER E 


4.2, class 2 40,000 | 17,000,000 | 1, class 2 


92, 000 32,000,000 


5_.........--] 3, class 4 
6.....-..----| 2, class 4 


21, 600 
14, 400 


10, 575,000. 
7, 050, 000 |-.......-..- 


52 419, 536. 00 
36 23, 618. 88 
52 277,126. 50 
17 | 692, 886. 00 
26 | 1, 262, 664. 00 
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teamship Co, (Inc.). 


Mr. McKELLAR obtained the floor. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Tennes- 
see yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield. 

Mr. KING. I ask unanimous consent following the state- 
ment presented by the Senator from Florida to have inserted 
in the Recorp a letter which I have received from Mr. 
Nicolson, a paragraph from which I read a few moments ago. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


WasHINGTON, D. C., February 5, 1931. 
Hon. WILLIAM H. KING, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Senator: A reply is in preparation to the communica- 
tion of Mr. E. C. Plummer, vice chairman of the United States 
Shipping Board, which was published in the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
orp for January 23, but is not yet completed, I am sorry to say, 
for it can readily be demonstrated that the attack on the Senate 
Document No. 210 entitled “The Truth About the Posal Con- 
tracts ” leaves that document unimpaired as a statement of the 
facts of the case. Under the circumstances I have prepared this 
letter this morning that you may have some idea of the criticisms 
which have been made. 

Mr. Plummer's obvious purpose is to impair faith in the state- 
ment of convincing facts presented in the Senate document, and 
to that end a large part, if not most, of the communication is 
directed against its author, alleging, e. g., inconsistency on his 
part when the Senate document is compared with earlier declara- 
tions by me. I will not attempt, in this letter, even to point out 
the many instances mentioned of alleged contradictions, nor deal 
adequately with several I will mention only to indicate that the 
criticisms are inaccurate and unfair. 

1. In the attempt to discredit the Senate document in its refer- 
ence to two contracts given the Robert Dollars for their two lines 
to Manila (under which they will receive $27,000,000 and yet 
neither contract requires the building of a single vessel) the com- 
mission says the fact is they are building two fine large vessels, 
meaning, of course, they are doing so incident to these contracts 
the Senate document criticized; and he applies the $27,000,000 to 
the construction handicap the owners suffer in respect to these 
vessels, which handicap he puts at $9,000,000, wanting to justify 
the $27,000,000 to that extent. 

The vice chairman fails to mention that the two vessels are 
being built for the postal route—the round-the-world service— 
covered by a third contract, which contract is not mentioned at all 
in the criticism of the Senate document. Under this third con- 
tract the Dollars are receiving $14,000,000 more, in addition to the 
$27,000,000 paid under the two contracts criticized. Of course, 
that $9,000,000 handicap for the two vessels they are now building, 
are chargeable to this $14,000,000 subsidy; thus leaving the $27,- 
000,000 untouched and payable under two contracts which we 
repeat do not require any new vessels to be built, thus leaving 
the Senate document intact and true. 

2. In another instance, the commissioner quotes from the 1925 
annual report, and attributes to the author an alleged recom- 
mendation, in 1926, under the 1920 act, of $1,000,000 per annum to 
the Munson Line, and then says the contract under the 1928 law 
is only $200,000 more. It is superfluous to say the head of a 
department who merely prepares the text of a report under in- 
structions from superior officials, e. g., a commissioner of the board, 
as to the conclusions to be presented is not chargeable or respon- 
sible for them; the measure of his responsibility is to be ascer- 
tained from what goes on behind the scenes, e. g., the 1927 
annual report mentions a contract under the 1920 act, to the 
Grace Line, and that $2.25 per mile had been recommended; I 
probably prepared the text of that statement, and would have, 
even had $3 been mentioned. The report does not reveal that the 
eommissioner was told the company’s own statements showed they 
were earning dividends, and certainly were not entitled to much 
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subsidy, if any. He nevertheless directed $3 per mile for this rate, 
the maximum ever granted under the old law. I ardently pro- 
tested—even to the point of delaying administrative action until 
later, then renewing the subject, and the commissioner came 
down to $2.25. Yet, notwithstanding the earnings of the com- 
pany the amount was increased under the 1928 law to $4 per mile. 

The fact is the amount recommended by the board in the 
Munson case was $3 per mile or $490,000 per annum; and yet 
under the 1928 law, this was increased to $8 per mile, or $1,300,000 
annually—i. e., $810,000 more annually—and not merely $200,000. 
So the Munsons will get $13,000,000 and yet are not required to 
build even one new vessel. 

Any statement that the writer at any time or in any form ever 
recommended $1,000,000, actually or approximately, be paid the 
Munsons, either under the 1920 act or the 1928 law, is a very 
inaccurate statement of fact; he did not. 

3. The commissioner comments on the criticisms made by the 
Senate document (p. 17) of the two contracts awarded the 
Oceanic & Oriental Navigation Co., and also based on an errone- 
ous statement that these lines are building “three magnificent 
ships —notwithstanding the two contracts do not require them 
to build any. They are doing nothing of the kind. The com- 
missioner is mistaken. He probably has this line, the Oceanic & 
Oriental Navigation Co., confused with the Oceanic Steamship Co., 
which also has a postal contract, one under which it will receive. 
nearly $10,000,000, and this contract does require the building of. 
new vessels—and they are being built. What has that got to do 
with the criticisms made by the Senate document of the two con- 
tracts in fact criticized? Yet the commissioner says, “ Why does 
he—the author—leave the impression no such facts exist? The 
answer is simple: The facts do not exist. The Senate document 
is accurate and true. 

4. The commissioner refers to the great advance during the past 
10 years in the propulsion machinery of ocean vessels; a fact which 
makes more surprising the unfortunate omission from many of 
these contracts of any requirement for new vessels—to have the 
subsidies keep the American mercharit marine abreast of the times. 
Further seeking to impair faith in the Senate document, he says 
the author “ought to have known, and if he did not he never 
should have attempted to comment on these mail contracts, that 
the advent of the Diesel engine has caused such a development 
in the efficiency of steam propulsion that the machinery of any 
steamer built 10 or more years ago is to-day obsolete.” 

The author knew it, and Senate Document No. 210 reveals he 
knew it; for it states (p. 12) in criticizing the failure to require 
replacements that, apart from the exhaustion of the old vessels 
from age, there remained the fact “they will probably have be- 
come obsolete for competition in foreign trade, so rapid has been 
the movement in recent years for new types of vessels, both in 
speed, capacity, and general efficiency—éspecially in the develop- 
ment of Diesel engines.” 

Hence, in this respect also, the Senate document is not found 
wanting. The failure to give recognition to this well-known fact 
in the shipping world is one of the reasons—but one only—why 
the Truth About the Postal Contracts was written. 

5. The vice chairman quotes an attitude and opinion from the 
1926 annual report and attributes them to the author. He over- 
looks entirely, however, that the provisions of law on which they 
were based, and which is even quoted in the opinion, was repealed 
by the 1928 act; furthermore, that the Senate document points 
out the serious consequences of its having been repealed. Thus to 
compare views expressed under very different provisions of law is 
not exactly fair criticism. 

The many new statements of facts in the commissioner’s com- 
munication are challenged, and I gladly assume responsibility for 
proving the substantial accuracy of the statements and criticisms 
in the Senate document. 

Very respectfully, 
JOHN NICOLSON. 


Mr. McKELLAR. I now desire to perfect my resolution, 
being Senate resolution 373, by striking out the preamble 
and by striking out all except the word “ Resolved,” and to 
insert what I send to the desk. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I am going to ask unanimous consent 
for its consideration as soon as the resolution as modified 
shall have been read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Unanimous consent for a con- 
sideration of the resolution has first to be granted. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Very well. I ask unanimous consent 
that the resolution as agreed to by Senators on both sides 
may now be considered. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I understand that the Senator has with- 
drawn his motion? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I have withdrawn my motion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then, I have no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolu- 
tion will be considered. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask the clerk to read the resolution as 
modified. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the resolu- 
tion as modified. 

The legislative clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 373), as 
modified, as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that the pending 
application of the Postmaster General to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission should not be pursued to a final adjudication, with 
any application of new rates for Is post, until same have 
been reported to Congress and been passed upon by Congress. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

The preamble was rejected. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, in this connection I should 
like to ask the Senator from Tennessee if he will not consent 
to the indefinite postponement of the bill which he has on 
the calendar relating to the same subject? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, no; that has been reported by the 
committee, and we will let it take its course. 

Mr. MOSES. Very well. 

Mr. McKELLAR subsequently said: Mr. President, with 
reference to the resolution passed this afternoon there seems 
to be some doubt among the clerks about where it is to be 
sent. Therefore I ask unanimous consent that a copy of the 
resolution be sent to the Interstate Commerce Commission 
and to the Postmaster General as well. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. NORRIS obtained the floor. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will not the Senator permit the next 
amendment to the appropriation bill be stated? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the Senate be in order. The 
Senator from Nebraska has the floor. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, while the resolution as 
modified has been adopted, I want to call attention in an- 
swer to some of the statements which have been made here 
as to new vessels being constructed that the subsidies which 
the shipping interests are getting from the Government have 
as yet not all been referred to. For instance, when it is said 
that the law requires the building of new ships, nothing is 
said about the fact that practically the new ships are built 
with Government money. The shipping companies borrow 
money from the Government of the United States at a very 
low rate. For instance, within the last year loans of Gov- 
ernment money have been made to some of the shipping 
concerns on 20 years’ time at less than 2 per cent interest. 

Mr. McKELLAR. At 1% per cent. 

Mr. NORRIS. I think the rate was 1%, was it not? 

Mr. McKELLAR. I think the Senator is correct; it was 
1.8 per cent. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; 1.8 per cent. 
per cent. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 

Mr. JONES. My recollection is that we have corrected 
that condition by subsequent legislation providing a rate of 
not less, I think, than 
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Mr. McKELLAR. Not less than 3% per cent, as I recall. 

Mr. JONES. Yes; something like that. 

Mr. NORRIS. It is probably true that in the future the 
rate is going to be 3% per cent; but I remember of one par- 
ticular loan made a few months ago of a million dollars at 
less than 2 per cent interest on 20 years time. Almost any- 
body could do business if he had that kind of money. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes, Mr. President, and if the Senator 
will yield 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. In the appropriation bill for independ- 
ent offices this year there is provided $35,000,000 more to be 
loaned the shipping interests on these very liberal terms. 

Mr. NORRIS. I want to call attention also, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to the argument made by the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. Puiers]. I am not finding fault with what the Sena- 
tor said. As I understand the circumstances, he stated 
them correctly but he probably misapprehends and I am 
afraid that some other Senators here misapprehend the ob- 
ject of a few of us in calling attention to the resolution in 
the effort to prevent the Postmaster General from pursuing 
a course that it is admitted he had a right to pursue under 
the law. There is no criticism, so far as I know, from any- 
one of us of the Interstate Commerce Commission. The 
Senator says they are peculiarly equipped properly to in- 
vestigate matters of this kind and I agree with him as to 
that; I think that is absolutely correct; but here are the 
facts: The Post Office Department is running behind a good 
many million dollars every year. That has been true prac- 
tically every year in our history. One of the particular 
branches of the Post Office Department that causes a deficit 
every year is the parcels post; but, as the Senator from 
Tennessee has shown, the facts are that the deficit growing 
from the parcel post in the last fiscal year was about five 
million dollars less than it was for the preceding fiscal year; 
so that the parcel-post business is showing a tendency to 
pay its own way, and it is a poor time te start to increase 
rates. 

If the Interstate Commerce Commission makes an investi- 
gation and wants to establish rates that would prevent a 
deficit, I think it would follow that they would have to in- 
crease the rates. I am not doubting but what they would, 
and I would not criticize them if they did. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. NORRIS. In a moment. However, the parcel post 
is not the only postal business which is causing a deficit; 
other branches of the Postal Service are causing deficits; they 
have been referred to; but nobody proposes to increase the 
rates on other classes of mail matter; nobody proposes to 
interfere with the deficits along any other line except as to 
the parcel post. I submit that is not fair. I submit that 
it has been shown here that some of the very large items 
that go to make up this deficit—and I would be glad if it 
did not exist, but it is there—are the subsidies which are 
paid to Shipowners and large shipping corporations, not only 
for carrying the mails but for building new ships. The Sen- 
ator from Alabama showed one contract where, under the 
ordinary rates outside of the subsidy, the shipping company 
would have received $3. As a matter of fact, they obtained 
something over $100,000. Those discrepancies, those deficits, 
those items, all go to make up this deficit, besides many 
others. 

It seems to me that if we are going to try to put the Post 
Office Department on a paying basis we ought not to start 
with parcel post—the one that is nearest to the people of 
the United States. After all, working behind it in the dark 
is the express company that wants the business that the 
parcel post gets. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. In speaking about the condition of the 
parcel-post system, the Senator said that the deficit had 
been reduced $4,500,000, and that is correct. I call the 
Senator’s attention to the further fact that during the past 
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year, which was a year of depression, the parcel-post business 
increased very largely in volume, and that was the cause of 
the increase in revenue. When the Senator says, however, 
that if we were going to raise the rate so as to put the 
service on a self-sustaining basis he would be willing to 
raise these rates, I think he is mistaken, for this reason: 
If we raise the rates higher than they are the chances are 
that we will take away from the parcel-post business such a 
volume of it that instead of increasing the revenue it will 
diminish the revenue. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I have not any doubt—I do 
not say this as a warning to Senators who are required to 
vote on this proposition—that behind this movement to in- 
crease the rates on parcels post is the express company; 
and their only object is to put the parcels post out of busi- 
ness. They want to make the deficit larger. They want to 
get the business themselves. That is the real thing behind 
it; and then the only competition in the express line will be 
wiped off the map, and they will have the business all to 
themselves. That is another matter that ought to be taken 
into consideration. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses] refers to 
the fact that only a small percentage of the parcels-post 
business originated on the farm. That is true. Probably it 
will be smaller next year, because, with good roads, most of 
the farmers go to town and send their parcels post from 
there. They are not always equipped at their homes to have 
the package weighed as they would be if they took it to the 
post office; so gradually I think we can expect to have a 
diminishing number of packages sent from the farm. That 
does not mean, however, that the number of packages is 
less. 

It is shown, I think, that something over 13,000,000 pack- 
ages were delivered to the farms through the rural routes. 
That is quite a number of packages. I am not sure, but that 
the number is even larger than that; but it is not only the 
farmer who patronizes the parcels post. I have not been 
advocating the resolution of the Senator from Tennessee on 
the ground of American agriculture. It is all the people of 
the United States, those living in the towns and the villages 
as well as the farmers, who patronize the parcels post. It 
has become part of our civilization, part of our life. It is 
the only competitor the express companies have in business 
to-day, and they are trying to wipe it off the map. 

While I think of it, I should like to say by way of paren- 
thesis to the Senator from Tennessee that I have not been 
advocating our putting the Post Office Department on a pay- 
ing basis. I do not believe we ever will. There are a good 
many things connected with it that can not be figured out 
mathematically. It has been argued, and can be well ar- 
gued, that some of the rates where there is a deficit increase 
very materially the writing of letters; and the parcels post 
plays its part in that. 

The first-class mail is very profitable; and it is admitted 
that some of these other branches of the Postal Service that 
have deficits every year very materially increase the first- 
class business of the Post Office Department, which, ds I say, 
is very profitable. No one, I suppose, can tell just how much 
of that profitable business is contributed by the parcels post, 
but some part of it is. Some part of it also is contributed 
by second-class mail matter that is carried at a loss, 

Mr. President, I realize that this resolution has been voted 
on and passed; but again I want to call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that the only place in the Post Office 
Department where there is a deficit where the Postmaster 
General has authority automatically under the law to 
change the rate without getting the consent of Congress, is 
in the parcel-post business. Do you realize that, Senators? 
Some of these poor political outcasts years ago called atten- 
tion to the fact that that very condition would exist if we 
passed the law under which the Postmaster General is now 
attempting to operate. It applies to nothing else. He has 
not authority to reduce or increase the rate on letters or on 
any other branch except the parcels post. It is a peculiar 
thing, it seems to me, that after that law has been passed, 
when in my poor, weak way I called attention to the danger 
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that was lurking in it to parcels post on the day we passed it, 
now we are confronted with the argument on the part of 
Senators, The Postmaster General is operating under the 
law. What business is it of ours?” they say. When we 
passed the law, however, when attention was called to the 
fact that that very thing would happen, they said, as the 
Senator from Tennessee has narrated to-day, “ Why, it will 
never be called into effect in that way. It will just correct 
some little discrepancies that may creep into the service. 
There never will be an attempt made by a Postmaster Gen- 
eral to increase these rates as a whole.” 

So the law went through. Now we are confronted with 
the result of it. This is the only case where the Postmaster 
General has authority under the law to reduce or to in- 
crease rates in the Post Office Department without first com- 
ing to Congress; and now we are reminded, “ Why this is 
the law. It is not any of our business. He will not pay any 
attention to our request if we ask him to.desist until we can 
investigate the matter. He will disregard our request.” 

Maybe he will. He can, under the law, I concede. He 
does not have to pay any attention to the resolution we 
have just passed. I think he will, however. I think he is 
a gentleman and will be courteous enough to respect the 
wish of one of the legislative bodies, which has expressed a 
desire to investigate before these rates are increased. I 
think the request will be effective, but we are reminded to- 
day that we are helpless because of the law that was put 
over on us under a sort of false pretense. Now we are 
reminded of it in the name of the express companies of 
the United States. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. BLACK. The Senator referred a few moments ago to 
the shipping line which carried $3 worth of mail and 
obtained $102,000 from the Post Office Department. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 

Mr. BLACK. I desire to call the Senator’s attention to 
the fact that that shipping line carried that mail on vessels 
bought from the Government. It cost the Government 
$15,084,000 to build those vessels. They were sold to the 
line which is receiving the subsidy for $396,285. So the 
Senator will note that the cost to the Government was over 
$15,000,000, and the cost to the shipping company for these 
subsidized lines was $396,000. I call the Senator’s atten- 
tion further to the fact that the total cost of all these sub- 
sidized vessels to the Government was $258,000,000, but the 
subsidized companies purchased them for $23,000,000. So 
the Senator has not referred in his remarks to that branch 
of the subsidy. 

Mr. NORRIS. I thank the Senator for his contribution, 
and I am wondering if he has not omitted one other item. 
When the companies bought these ships, did they pay for 
them in cash or on time? 

Mr. BLACK. My understanding is that they were all 
purchased on time. 

Mr. NORRIS. And at what rate of interest? 

Mr. BLACK. The money for the first payment was 
advanced by the Government itself through loans, 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. They got more out of the subsidy 
than they were required to pay on the ships; and the de- 
ferred payments, I presume, are drawing interest at all the 
way from 1 and a fraction per cent up, perhaps, to 3 or 344 
per cent. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I desire to call attention to another 
matter that the Senator brought up a few moments ago, 
and that is about the interest rate on funds loaned to these 
shipping companies. 

To show how differently one class of our citizens are 
treated than another, I want to read from the Federal Farm 
Board act, page 5, section 8: 


(a) Loans to any cooperative association or stabilization cor- 
poration and advances for insurance p shall bear interest 


at a rate of interest per annum equal to the lowest rate of yield 
(to the nearest one-eighth of 1 per cent) of any Government obli- 
gation bearing a date of issue subsequent to April 6, 1917 (except 
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postal-savings bonds), and outstanding at the time the loan agree- 
ment is entered into or the advance is made by the board, as cer- 
tified by the Secretary of the Treasury to the board upon its 
request. 

That much of it is exactly the same provision under which 
the shipping companies have been borrowing money for the 
last six or eight years. It was changed recently by the act 
introduced by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG]. 
The Senator, however, will notice this particular proviso in 
the Federal Farm Board act: 

Provided, That in no case shall the rate exceed 4 per cent per 
annum on the unpaid principal. 

In other words, when we came to deal with the farmers 
we demanded 4 per cent, but the shipping interests received 
their loans at 1.8 per cent. 

Mr. PHIPPS. The provision is that the rate shall not 
exceed 4 per cent. 

Mr. NORRIS. I think the Senator from Tennessee is 
wrong on the proviso. It is that in no case shall the rate 
exceed 4 per cent. 

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator will permit me, I under- 
stand that those loans are made at 4 per cent. I have been 
so informed by farmers. 

Mr. NORRIS. That may be. If so, I think they violate 
the law. I remember, when that particular provision was 
put in, that we had in mind the identical law we had passed, 
providing for loaning money to shipbuilding concerns. Our 
object was to put into the Farm Board law a provision that 
would enable them to loan to these stabilizing corporations 
and cooperative organizations at the same rate that we 
loaned to the shipbuilding concerns. Then we added the 
proviso that in no case should it exceed 4 per cent. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 

Mr. COPELAND. I am wholly in sympathy with what 
the Senator says about the parcel post. It has accom- 
plished work for our country which can not be measured 
in money, I am sure. But I always do resent, in a proper 
way, the reflections upon the shipping interests. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, we are only calling atten- 
tion to the matter by way of comparison. I do not agree 
with the Senator on the subsidies paid to the shipping in- 
terests. I was opposed to the law and voted against it; 
but at the present time no argument is being made for the 
repeal of that law. We are simply calling attention to the 
fact that these subsidies which exist in favor of the large 
shipping interests are not intended to be interfered with, 
and that the attack is being started to get rid of subsidy in 
one place where it seems to me they ought to let it alone. 

Mr. COPELAND. I agree with the Senator. I think that 
is right. 

Mr. NORRIS. It is only a matter of comparison, as far 
as that is concerned. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, I hold no brief for the ex- 
press companies and have no interest in them whatever. 
But I did to the best of my ability inquire into the pro- 
posed changes in existing rates of parcel post when the 
request was submitted to the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion by the Postmaster General. 

As nearly as I could see, I was convinced that the depart- 
ment was merely asking for increases where they would 
still be, with the new rate, well under existing rates of the 
express companies. Those increases apply to the near-by 
zones, as I stated earlier in the day. For the far-off zones, 
where the indications are, as nearly as we can get at it, 
that we are deriving a profit from the handling of the par- 
cel post, it is proposed to reduce the rates, and further 
proposed to increase the permissible size of the package in 
its extreme measurements, and also to increase the weight 
of the package, so that we can compete more readily with 
the express companies. 

My own feeling is that if we could tell what the real effect 
of the proposed changes would be, if they were to be adopted 
as recommended by the Post Office Department, we would 
find that they would bring an increase of net receipts ex- 
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ceeding the estimated $7,000,000; in other words, that the 
Post Office Department estimate of $7,000,000 increase would 
be doubled by the bringing in of new business. Yet the 
citizens would be benefited in that they would have their 
parcels carried for them at much lower cost than they are 
now being transported by express companies. 

With reference to the other class of mail matter, the 
first class, it has been said that the present rate of 2 
cents certainly yields a profit. It is the only class that does. 
The committee has given thought and study to the question 
of raising rates in the second and third classes, and we have 
been met by all kinds of opposition. The recommendations 
of the committee, as my colleague, the Senator from Tennes- 
see, will bear me out, were not approved by the Congress. 
The Senator from Massachusetts, although I believe he is 
largely interested in newspapers, was doing his best to get 
increases in the rates on periodicals. At the same time we 
were met with the insistent demand that periodicals pub- 
lished by railroads and other organizations be carried at 
rates less than those paid by the ordinary publications, with 
which they certainly compete. 

It has not only been a matter of difficulty, but a real im- 
possibility, to convince the Congress that the rates on these 
classes, the second and third, which are causing such a 
deficit in the service, should be increased. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. PHIPPS. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I hope the Senator from Colorado will 
not think that anything I may have said was in any way a 
criticism of him or his policy. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Not at all; I never feel that. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I want to say that the Senator from 
Colorado has been the chairman of the committee for a 
long time, and has made one of the best chairmen we have 
ever had. He has had a tremendous interest in the postal 
system. He has taken a pride in it, and has done as much 
as any man in building it up. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATIONS 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
16738) making appropriations for the government of the 
District of Columbia and other activities chargeable in 
whole or in part against the revenues of such District for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will report the next 
amendment. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 22, to 
strike out: 

For the purchase of a site in the vicinity of the Keene School. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 52, line 15, after the 
words “In all,” to strike out “$530,000” and insert 
“ $490,000,” so as to read: 

In all, $490,000, to be immediately available: Provided, That an 
additional amount of not to exceed $125,000 of the unexpended 
balance of the appropriation for school building and playground 
sites, contained in the District of Columbia appropriation act for 
the fiscal year 1931, is hereby made available without limitation as 
to price based on assessed value for the purchase of such sites. 


UNEMPLOYMENT CONDITIONS IN PHILADELPHIA 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I want to debate that 
amendment a moment by calling attention to what a very 
important citizen of our country has had to say about the 
unemployment situation. 

We have been discussing unemployment and food for the 
unemployed for some time, and we have decided that Fed- 
eral money can not be used to buy food for starving people 
unless they are able to give security in order to get the 
money. 

Over in Philadelphia there is a great deal of unemploy- 
ment, as there is in all other portions of the country. The 
mayor of that city, Mr. Mackey, delivered an address on 
unemployment over the radio, and I want to read to the 
Senate a few quotations from what he said. I read from 
the New York Times of to-day. This is a Philadelphia dis- 
patch, a special to the New York Times: 
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PHILADELPHIA, February 15.—Declaring that the time had come 
for plain talk the unemployment situation, Mayor 
Mackey said over the radio to-night that unless funds were forth- 
coming for carrying on the work of the relief committee and for 
giving employment to the thousands seeking work, “there will 
be a condition in the city of Philadelphia whereby it will be neces- 
sary to call upon the State militia to preserve order.” 


Those are the words of the mayor of Philadelphia speak- 
ing of his home city. He goes on: 

“I am not an alarmist,” said the mayor, “and am not over- 
emphasizing what I know to be the facts. No one wants to see 
martial law proclaimed here, but I know whereof I speak when 
I say that if the Lloyd committee should break down and cease to 
function because of the failure of our people to contribute to its 
funds for relief it would be absolutely impossible for the police 
force of Philadelphia to contend with the conditions which would 
be created.” 


Let me say that I understand that the Lloyd committee is 
a local committee, appointed over there to raise funds for 
the purpose of relieving those who are hungry and out of 
employment. The mayor goes on: 

“Up to the present a great proportion of the relief funds has 
been contributed by the working class. Not one-tenth of our 
citizens have responded, and it is a lamentable fact, but none the 
less true, that many of our wealthy men and women have failed 
to respond, while many others who are rich and well able to do so 
have sent contributions for insignificant sums. 

Some of them give $100 to the Lloyd committee and then go to 
Florida for the winter and the poor man stays here. I say to you 
it is the poor man who has saved the situation up to this time. 
In other words, the poor man is protecting the interests of the 
rich man because the poor man is sympathetic.” 

The mayor stated it was estimated that there were at least 
250,000 persons, including 50,000 children, in the city who were 
without the bare necessities of life. 


Mr. President, I submit that those words of the mayor 
of that great city ought to sink deep into the hearts of all 
fair-minded, honest-thinking people. Those are not my 
words; they are the words of Mayor Mackey, of Philadel- 
phia. I take it that most of the Senators are acquainted 
with him. They know that he is not an alarmist, as he 
says he is not. He belongs to the conservative class of peo- 
ple, and he is evidently frightened at the situation in Phila- 
delphia because contributions from private sources do not 
meet the situation. The starving people in that great city, 
including many small children, are in need now of suste- 
nance and support. The great majority of them undoubt- 
edly are in that condition without any fault of their own. 

Unemployment has driven men into the soup-house lines, 
it has driven their wives and their children to the charitable 
institutions to get the necessities of life, to get the food to 
keep soul and body together, and he calls attention to the 
fact that they are not meeting with a response from those 
who have the money to meet the situation. 

Those of us who favored making a contribution from the 
Federal Treasury would have required these people who 
Mayor Mackey says do not contribute to pay through their 
income taxes into the contributions that would go to make 
up the money necessary to buy the food for these starving 


people. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATIONS 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
16738) making appropriations for the government of the 
District of Columbia and other activities chargeable in 
whole or in part against the revenues of such District for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment on page 52, line 15. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 21, to 
insert: 


The appropriation for the purchase of a site on which to locate 
an 8-room extensible building west of Connecticut Avenue and 
south of Jenifer Street, contained in the District of Columbia 
appropriation act for the fiscal year 1931, is hereby made available 
for the purchase of a site for similar purposes west of Connecticut 
Avenue and south of Military Road. 


The next amendment was, on page 69, line 3, in lieu of 
the committee amendment, to strike out “ $112,700” and to 
insert “ $114,500,” so as to read: 
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PUBLIC WELFARE 
BOARD OF PUBLIC WELFARE 
For personal services, $114,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 70, line 5, under the 
item “ Public welfare,” in lieu of the committee amendment 
to pe out “ $138,280,” and to insert “ $153,280,” so as to 
read: 


To carry out the purposes of the act entitled “An act to provide 
home care for dependent children in the District of Columbia,” 
approved June 22, 1926 (44 Stat. 758-760), including not to 
renege tl $13,280 for personal services in the District of Columbia, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 72, line 9, after the 
word “ exceed,” to strike out “ $12,000 ” and insert “ $60,000,” 
and in line 16, after the figures 1932,“ to strike out the 
comma and “for lighting and fire protection facilities,” so 
as to read: 


Not to exceed $60,000 of the appropriation for remodeling, re- 
arrangement, and consolidation of power, heating, and lighting 
facilities; for construction of a permanent water supply, filtra- 
tion, and fire-protection system; and for equipment and necessary 
expenses in connection therewith, contained in the District of 
Columbia appropriation act for the fiscal year 1931, is continued 
available until June 30, 1932. 


The next amendment was, on page 75, line 17, in lieu of 
the committee amendment, to strike out “$80,080” and 
insert “ $83,880,” so as to read: 


TUBERCULOSIS HOSPITAL 
Salaries: For personal services, $83,880. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 77, line 11, under the 
item “ Gallinger Municipal Hospital,” to strike out “or” 
and insert in lieu thereof “ of,” so as to read: 


For maintenance of the hospital; for maintenance of the quar- 
antine station, smallpox hospital, and public crematorium, includ- 
ing expenses incident to furnishing proper containers for the 
reception, burial, and identification of the ashes of all human 
bodies of indigent persons that are cremated at the public crema- 
torium and remain unclaimed after 12 months from the date of 
such cremation; for maintenance and purchase of horses and 
horse-drawn vehicles; for medical books, books of reference, and 
periodicals, not to exceed $500; for maintenance of nonpassenger- 
carrying motor vehicles; and for all other necessary expenses, 
$211,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Industrial 
Home School for Colored Children,” on page 79, line 15, 
after the figures “$86,000,” to insert a comma and “of 
which $5,000 shall be immediately available,” so as to read: 


For the construction of two cottage dormitories and additional 
school-building facilities, such work to be done by day labor or 
otherwise as in the judgment of the commissioners may be most 
advantageous to the District of Columbia, $86,000, of which $5,000 
shall be immediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 87, line 11, in lieu of 
the committee amendment, to strike out “$816,900” and to 
insert $873,900,” so as to read: 


GENERAL EXPENSES, PUBLIC PARKS 


General expenses: For general expenses in connection with the 
maintenance, care, improvement, furnishing of heat, light, and 
power of public parks, grounds, fountains, and reservations, prop- 
agating gardens and greenhouses under the jurisdiction of the 
Office of Public Buildings and Public Parks of the National Capital, 
including $5,000 for the maintenance of the tourists’ camp on its 
present site in East Potomac Park, and including personal services 
of seasonal or intermittent employees at per diem rates of pay 
approved by the director, not ex current rates of pay for 
similar employment in the District of Columbia; the hire of draft 
animals with or without drivers at local rates approved by the 
director; the purchase and maintenance of draft animals, harness, 
and wagons; contingent expenses; city directories; communica- 
tion service; car fare; traveling expenses; professional, scientific, 
technical, and law books; periodicals and reference books; blank 
books and forms; photographs; dictionaries and maps; leather and 
rubber-articles for the protection of employees and property; the 
maintenance, repair, exchange, and operation of not to exceed 
four motor-propelled passenger-carrying vehicles and all neces- 
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zary bicycles, motor cycles, and self-propelled machinery: the pur- 
chase, maintenance, and repair of equipment and fixtures, etc., 
$873,900, of which amount $309,000 shall be immediately available: 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 87, line 22, after the 
figures 1933,“ to insert: 


Not exceeding $37,000 for grading and improving the roadway of 
Rock Creek Park to the District line; not exceeding $20,000 for the 
improvement and maintenance of a recreational center in the 
Manor Park section. 


So as to make the proviso read: 


Provided, That not exceeding $38,000 of the amount herein ap- 
propriated may be expended for placing and maintaining portions 
of the parks in condition for outdoor sports and for expenses inci- 
dent to the conducting of band concerts in the parks; not exceed- 
ing $25,000 for the improvement and maintenance as recreation 
parks of sections C and D, Anacostia Park; not exceeding $279,000 
for the improvement of the Rock Creek and Potomac connecting 
parkway; not exceeding $100,000 for the improvement of Meridian 
Hill Park, to remain available until June 30, 1933; not exceeding 
$37,000 for grading and improving the roadway of Rock Creek Park 
to the District line; not exceeding $20,000 for the improvement 
and maintenance of a recreational center in the Manor Park sec- 
tion; and not exceeding $15,000 for the erection of minor auxiliary 
structures: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Park 
police,” on page 88, line 10, after the word “ amended,” to 
strike out $180,885 ” and insert “$193,135,” so as to read: 


Salaries: For pay and allowances of the United States park 
police force, in accordance with the act approved May 27, 1924, as 
amended, $193,135. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 88, line 15, after the 
word “ammunition,” to strike out “$15,160” and insert 
“$16,205,” so as to read: 


For uniforming and equipping the United States park police 
force, including the purchase, issue, operation, maintenance, re- 
pair, exchange, and storage of revolvers, bicycles, and motor- 
propelled passenger-carrying vehicles, uniforms, and ammunition, 
$16,205. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the heading “ National 
Zoological Park,” on page 90, line 3, after the word “ periodi- 
cals,” to strike out “$251,040” and insert “$255,540, of 
which $4,500 shall be immediately available,” so as to read: 


For roads, walks, bridges, water supply, sewerage, and drainage; 
grading, planting, and otherwise improving the grounds, erecting 
and repairing buildings and inclosures; care, subsistence, pur- 
chase, and transportation of animals; necessary employees; travel- 
ing and incidental expenses not otherwise provided for, including 
not to exceed $2,000 for travel and field expenses in the United 
States and foreign countries for the procurement of live speci- 
mens and for the care, subsistence, and transportation of speci- 
mens obtained in the course of such travel; maintenance and 
operation of one motor-propelled passenger-carrying vehicle re- 
quired for official purposes; for the purchase, issue, operation, 
maintenance, repair, and exchange of bicycles and motor cycles, 
revolvers and ammunition; not exceeding $30,000 for the con- 
struction of necessary fencing with gates around the park; not 
exceeding $2,500 for purchasing and supplying uniforms to park 
police, keepers, and assistant keepers; not exceeding $100 for the 
purchase of n books and periodicals, $255,540, of which 
$4,500 shall be immediately available, no part of which sum shall 
be available for architect's fees or compensation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Wash- 
ington Aqueduct,” on page 93, line 18, before the word 
“end,” to strike out “north” and insert “east,” and in 
line 19, after the figures “$8,000,” to insert a comma and 
“to be immediately available,” so as to read: 


For the construction of a reservoir of approximately 3,000,000 
gallons capacity on Federal land in Fort Stanton Park (east end 
of W Street SE.), including not to exceed $8,000, to be immedi- 
ately available, for the employment by contract or otherwise of 
such expert and other personal services as may be required 
in connection with the preparation of plans for the construction 
of such reservoir and as shall be approved by the commissioners, 
and without reference to the classification act of 1923, as amended, 
and for approximately 3,500 linear feet of 30-inch water main to 
connect said reservoir by the shortest practicable route with the 
Anacostia pumping station at Eighteenth Street and Minnesota 
Avenue, $172,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. That completes the committee 
amendments. The bill is open to amendment. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, on page 32, at the end of 
line 2, after the numerals “ $122,500,” I move to insert the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That the superintendent of parks and parkways shall 
not be charged rent for the house in which he lives during his 
continuation in his present position. 

The Senator from Connecticut was good enough to indi- 
cate that he would accept the amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is correct. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection the amend- 
ment is agreed to. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I invite the attention of 
the Senator from Connecticut to the item on page 58, line 21, 
relating to the site for the fire house. We were going to 
discuss that again in subcommittee and we did not get to it. 
Information has come to me that it is very important that 
this particular house be located on a wide street, because it 
will house one of the long fire trucks, which requires unusual 
room to turn. I suggest to the Senator that the amount of 
$15,000 be stricken out and that $20,000 be inserted, so that 
in conference the matter may be determined. I really think 
it is a matter of importance. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator will remember that it was 
pointed out that the assessed value of the property was very 
much less than the amount proposed to be appropriated. 
May I suggest that the matter can be taken care of in the 
deficiency bill which will come over within a few days? : 

Mr. COPELAND. That is all right if there is to be a 
chance to take care of it later, but I do want to have it given 
further consideration. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have no objection to the Senator’s 
amendment being taken to conference, if he so wishes. 

Mr. COPELAND. Very well. On page 58, line 21, I move 
to strike out the numerals “$15,000” and insert “ $20,000.” 
That will give the conferees a chance to determine the 
matter. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amend- 
ment is agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, the Senator from Mary- 
land (Mr. Typrncs] spoke to me about two or three amend- 
ments which he desires to offer to the pending appropriation 
bill. I have sent for him, but can not locate him. In order 
that he may be treated fairly in the matter, I am going to 
ask that the bill go over until to-morrow, and I am now 
going to move an adjournment until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield. 

Mr. McNARY. Early in the afternoon I proposed two 
unanimous-consent agreements for a session to-morrow 
night involving a call of the calendar. On both occasions 
objection was made to the proposed unanimous-consent 
agreement. In view of that situation I am going to state 
that an adjournment is to be had until 11 o’clock to-mor- 
row. I shall ask to-morrow that the Senate remain in 
continuous session until we dispose of the District of Colum- 
bia appropriation bill and have an opportunity for a call of 
the calendar. I thought it fair to give notice of the inten- 
tion on the part of those who are interested in expediting 
legislation that we expect to remain in continuous session 
and haye a night session to-morrow unless the appropria- 
tion bill is passed and a call of the calendar had before the 
usual time for adjournment. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, I will say to the Sena- 
tor that since his proposal was submitted to the Senate this 
afternoon one of the very important resolutions which I 
had in mind has been taken up and disposed of and I now 
have no objection to his request. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator 
from Oregon when he expects to have another executive 
session? 

Mr. McNARY. Probably Wednesday evening. 
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Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I understand that it is 
the purpose to adjourn to-night and that when we meet 
to-morrow we are to proceed with the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill and then proceed with a call of the 
calendar? 

Mr. McNARY. That effort will be made. A motion will 
be made by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BINGHAM] 
to adjourn until 11 o’clock to-morrow morning, when we 
will have a morning hour and perhaps a call of the calendar, 
after which we shall proceed with the unfinished business 
at 1 o'clock, and I hope to continue in session until we 
dispose of the unfinished business as well as to complete the 
call of the calendar. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, there is on the calendar 
a matter of great importance to Florida. My colleague has 
introduced a bill which has the support of the Committee 


on Agriculture and Forestry and of the Department of 


Agriculture. We are asking for a survey. It must be passed 
by the Senate and passed by the other House, otherwise we 
lose a whole year on this very important matter. I should 
like to ask unanimous consent that it be taken up now for 
consideration. I am sure it will lead to no debate. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, several Senators have 
left the Chamber upon my assurance that there would be 
no more business transacted to-day. The Senator will have 
a full opportunity to call up his measure on the call of the 
calendar. I hope my good friend from Florida will not 
think me discourteous in not yielding to his request at this 
time. 

Mr. FLETCHER. We have been told that on three dif- 
ferent occasions and assured that the bill would be passed. 
There is no one disposed to dispute or question it. We had 
it up the other day and the Senator from Utah wanted to 
have it go over until he might look into it further. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I shall be very glad to help the Senator 
get it up to-morrow any time after the District appropria- 
tion bill is disposed of if he can not get it up during the 
morning hour. 

Mr. FLETCHER. The junior Senator from Utah has now 
withdrawn his objection. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I want to say, so there will 
be no misunderstanding about what will be done during the 
morning hour to-morrow, that I have a conference report 
on the independent offices appropriation bill, which I expect 
to bring up at the very first opportunity after the Senate 
meets to-morrow morning. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon indi- 
cated a moment ago that he expected to have the Senate 
remain in session to-morrow until certain matters are dis- 
posed of. I wish to have the Senate remain in session until 
some disposition shall be made of my motion to reconsider 
the passage of the bill (S. 202) to provide for the deporta- 
tion of certain alien seamen, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I want to call attention of 
the Senate to the fact that there is a bill which has been 
partly considered and partially perfected and that I wish 
to bring it before the Senate again as soon as possible. I 
refer to the bill (S. 3344) supplementing the national pro- 
hibition act for the District of Columbia. 

REIMBURSEMENT OF STATES 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, pursuant to 
Rule XXVI of the Standing Rules of the Senate, which re- 
quires notice of a motion to discharge a committee from 
consideration of a bill to lie over one day, I now give notice 
of my intention to move that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (S. 5043) to reimburse the States and their political 
subdivisions for cértain relief expenditures. At the earliest 
opportunity I shall press that motion for consideration. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. BINGHAM. I move that the Senate adjourn until 
to-morrow morning at 11 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 5 o’clock 
and 10 minutes p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
February 17, 1931, at 11 o'clock a. m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


MONDAY, FEBRUARY 16, 1931 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., 
offered the following prayer: 


Just to draw apart and be still in Thy holy presence, O 
God, is a comfort and satisfaction. Here may we leave our 
burdens and the memory of our failures and reconsecrate 
ourselves to all that is worthy. We would beseech Thee to 
help us discern the spiritual meanings of the common things 
of life. Whatever our task, never allow it to be manifested 
against the truth. Let the endless song of some far-off 
hymn of faith and hope find an echo in our souls. Heavenly 
Father, arm us against temptation, lest we fall like a reed 
before the wind, and lead us to understand tremendously 
that character is a sublime height to which we must climb 
on the golden rounds of choice and purpose. We pray in the 
holy name of the world’s Savior. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, February 14, 
1931, was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its principal 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments in which the concurrence of the House is requested, 
a bill of the House of the following title: 

H. R. 16654. An act making appropriations for the legis- 
lative branch of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1932, and for other purposes. * 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT-POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 14246) making 
appropriations for the Treasury and Post Office Depart- 
ments for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other 
purposes, with Senate amendments, further insist on dis- 
agreement to the Senate amendments, and agree to the fur- 
ther conference asked by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Woop] asks unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table the bill H. R. 14246, the Treasury and Post Office 
Departments appropriation bill with Senate amendments, 
further insist on disagreement to the Senate amendments, 
and agree to a further conference asked. The Clerk will 
report the bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
is that agreeable to the conferees on this side of the House? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes; it is agreeable. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none and appoints the following conferees: 
Messrs. Woop, THATCHER, Harpy, WELSH of Pennsylvania, 
BYRNS, and ARNOLD. 

INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. WASON presented a conference report on the bill 
(H. R. 16415) making appropriations for the Executive 
Office and sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, 
commissions, and offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1932, and for other purposes, for printing under the rule. 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 16654) mak- 
ing appropriations for the legislative branch of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other 
purposes, with Senate amendments, disagree to the Senate 
amendments, and ask for a conference and the appointment 
of conferees on the part of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Murpxy] 
asks unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s table 
the bill H. R. 16654, the legislative department appropria- 
tion bill, with Senate amendments, disagree to the Senate 
amendments, and ask for a conference. The Clerk will re- 
port the bill. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
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Mr. GARNER. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
is that agreeable to the conferees on this side of the House? 

Mr. MURPHY. Yes. 

Mr. SANDLIN. Yes. It is agreeable. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none and appoints the following conferees: 
Messrs. MurPHY, WELSH of Pennsylvania, HOLADAY, SANDLIN, 
and CANNON. 

RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION 


Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that those members of the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization desiring to present minor- 
ity views on the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 500) further re- 
stricting for a period of two years immigration into the 
United States may have two legislative days in which to file 
minority views. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Washington? 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Reserving the right to 
object, is this the bill that was considered before the Rules 
Committee or a new bill? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. It is the bill, with the 
paragraph affecting Philippine immigration stricken. The 
two days asked for was agreed in committee as sufficient 
time for the Members to file minority views and accepted by 
those with minority views. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. This only applies to general 
immigration and leaves out the Philippines? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Exactly. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Will the gentleman say 
whether or not he is going to bring in a bill restricting immi- 
gration from the Philippines? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. The chairman has intro- 
duced such a bill, and in addition thereto a member from 
the committee was designated to report such a bill to-day, 
but it will be separate and distinct from this bill. Many 
Members have expressed a desire that the subjects be 
separated. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Is there going to be a re- 
quest for a rule for the bill concerning Philippine re- 
striction? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Any bill put out by the 
committee is, of course, urged to final enactment, if possible, 
by any and all parliamentary methods. The question of 
migration of the people of the Philippines to the mainland 
will continue to be an important issue. X 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 

PERMISSION FOR COMMITTEE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS OF THE 
HOUSE 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Committee on Ways and Means have permission to 
sit during sessions of the House during this week. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Oregon? 

There was no objection. 


ECONOMIC POLICIES OF THE GOVERNMENT 


Mr. JONES of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting a copy 
of a statement prepared by my colleague, Hon. CORDELL 
HuLL, of Tennessee, on economic policies of the Government. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

The statement is as follows: 


Economic problems, including tariff and commercial policy, 
should come first on any Democratic National dur- 
ing the next two years. The dominant business and political 
forces have emphatically demonstrated their incapacity to keep 
this great country free from an unprecedented panic longer than 
six years after emerging from a preceding one, notwithstanding 
the fact that no nation in history was ever more completely 
equipped with safeguards against possibilities of panic conditions 
than was this country after 1923. 

Unlimited capital, boundless natural resources, wonderful trans- 
portation facilities, the greatest and most efficient manufacturing 
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plant in the annals of industry, and the position of world creditor 
were ours. Without the vision to see that completely transformed 
postwar conditions imperatively required modernized tariffs and 
commercial policy, instead of the obsolete system of extreme high 
tariffs which contemplate that every nation shall live unto itself, 
our dominant political and business leadership has suffered a 
complete breakdown. Unless our business and economic civiliza- 
tion is a failure, the Democratic Party has an unsurpassed op- 
portunity to give the Nation such sound and constructive leader- 
ship as will at least avoid the most devastating panics within 
6-year periods. 

High tariffs, under changed postwar conditions, greatly obstruct” 
and restrict to the very narrowest channels, commerce between na- 
tions. The inability of nations on this account to dispose of sur- 
pluses soon results in conditions of vast overproduction of raw 
materials, foodstuffs, and manufactures, as the case may be, with 
the resultant decline in prices and the wide unemployment of 
both labor and capital. Such prevention of trade by tariff bar- 
riers also has the inevitable effect of compelling many countries 
to settle their balance due other countries in gold, which cor- 
respondingly saps the strength of their financial structures. The 
concurrence of these conditions has had the inevitable effect of 
greatly diminishing the purchasing power of peoples here and 
everywhere. High tariffs since the war have been by far the most 
serious barriers to commerce, including the most mutually profit- 
able exchanges of surpluses between nations throughout the world. 

It is astonishing to observe that the value of the exports from 
the 28 countries of Europe with 350,000,000 consumers was $11,- 
985,000,000 for the calendar year 1929, compared with $12,086,- 
000,000 for the year 1913, with the 1929 commerce adjusted to the 
value of the 1913 dollar. Omitting our own country and with a 
similar 1913 dollar adjustment for the sake of accurate compari- 
son, the total export trade of 100 nations for 1929 aggregated | 
$20,642,000,000, compared with $17,786,000,000 for 1913, or a purely 
nominal increase of less than $3,000,000,000 over a period of 16 
years. For 1930 these values must have been actually below. 
those of 1913. A like-comparison of United States exports shows 
a total of $3,785,000,000 for 1929 and $2,484,000,000 in 1913, or an 
increase of only $1,300,000,000 during 16 years, compared with an 
annual pre-war increase of 5 to 64% per cent. Even this showing 
was largely made possible by American loans abroad aggregating 
$15,000,000,000. 

High-tariff walls here and everywhere have constituted the 
greatest single underlying cause of the present world economic 
collapse. Had international trade, unfettered by universal tariff 
barriers, been permitted to increase according to the pre-war ratio, 
the many millions of unemployed wage earners in this and other 
countries would to-day be employed at full time. The best 
remedy for unemployment is for a nation to sell its surplus. This 
country can no longer depend upon large but temporary programs 
of building and highway construction or of the expansion of the 
automobile business, of installment sales, and of American loans 
abroad, but we must look beyond the seas, where unlimited trade 
opportunities beckon to us, for vital, stable, and permanent aid to 
our domestic prosperity. We are impregnable in our domestic | 
market under any moderate or reasonably competitive tariff 
policy. 

Not content with the Fordney-McCumber tariff enactment of 
1922, which virtually shut out imports either directly or remotely 
competitive, the blind and selfish forces of economic isolation pro- 
ceeded to enact the still higher rates embodied in the Hawley- , 
Smoot measure in 1930, designed to stop every crack and crevice | 
in our tariff wall, chiefly for the benefit of antiquated or over- 
capitalized or other inefficient industries. Its authors represented 
at the time of passage that the equivalent ad valorem rate which 
it imposed would be 41.14 per cent compared with 40.11 per cent 
which was the height of the Fordney tariff wall. Some person 
made a colossal blunder in thus calculating the tariff increase of 
the Hawley-Smoot Act. The figures for the calendar year 1930 
reveal the amazing average ad valorem rate equivalent to 48.13 
per cent instead of 41.14 per cent, as heretofore represented. 
This Smoot Act thus furnishes greater tariff benefits in the cir- 
cumstances than any previous measure. Comparable factors show 
that the imports of finished dutiable manufactures are less to-day 
than in 1913, and this is the best test of tariff prohibitions. And, 
too, this sordid policy of extreme high tariffs has created the 
widest, deepest, and worst possible spirit of paternalism. It has 
brought forth a vast crop of bounties, subsidies, rebates, draw- 
backs, reprisals, and retaliations which irritate and dislocate trade 
everywhere. It has also hurried peoples in most countries into 
every sort of wild efforts for embargoes and impossible devices 
chp pote to fix and peg commodity prices with collapses always 
following. 

The Nation urgently needs economic leadership with vision, 
courage, and capacity. We have to-day hopeless confusion and 
chaos of economic ideas. It was under American leadership dur- 
ing the past 10 years that most countries have been engaged in a 
wild and mad scramble for high and still higher tariffs. America 
should now lead them back. The need is imperative for a reexami- 
nation of our tariff-rate structure with the view to its readjustment 
to a decent level. Theoretical tariff utterances by individuals or 
political parties do not necessarily mean anything. For all prac- 
tical purposes there are two, and only two, groups of tariff thought 
in this country. One group comprises the chief tariff beneficiaries, 
in close partnership with dominant forces of the Republican Party, 
always pursuing an extreme high-tariff policy—and one which in- 
variably means tariff revision upward. The other group comprises 
the opposition to this sordid and sinister combination of vested 
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interest and politics. The opposition group should, as a first step, 
demand that there shall na longer be government by any political 
party in notorious partnership with the forces of special privilege. 
The second step should be a challenge to the fixed Republican 
policy of tariff revision ever upward, and a demand that the 
country face in the opposite direction; that such downward re- 
vision should be careful and gradual to a moderate or competitive 
level, with rates so adjusted, with the aid of a fact-finding com- 
mission, as to prevent conditions of domestic monopoly on the 
one hand, and to avoid abnormal or unreasonable imports against 
efficient industries operating under normal conditions, on the 
other. 

There must be more than mere hair-splitting differences between 
the two political parties on tariff and commercial policy. They 
must be fundamental. The record of the Democratic Party is 
deeply rooted in a very definite and sound economic philosophy 
which embraces justice and equality. The Republican economic 

hilosophy is steeped in the most aggravated forms of special privi- 
ege or governmental favoritism. If the two old political parties 
are to be merged with respect to this, the major and most powerful 
special-privilege group, then they should be merged as to all the 
minor forces of special privilege. There should be no sham fighting 
in either instance. 

Nor can the tariff be taken out of politics through a tariff com- 
mission, whether acting under the flexible provision in concert 
with the President on the one hand or with Congress on the other. 
High tariffs are a definite part of the ideals of the Republican 
Party; no Republican agency, however honest, could ever be de- 
pended upon to adjust them to a moderate or competitive level no 
more than a litigant could be expected fairly to try his own law- 
suit. President Coolidge tried this experiment and had one scan- 
dal after another, as it was also tried with failure in 1883. The 
country can only look to those who fundamentally oppose the 
philosophy of typical Republican high tariffs for practical revision 
downward. Mere formulas get nowhere. For either political party, 
with the aid of a tariff commission, merely to stabilize the rates 
around the high Republican tariff level will not and should not be 
accepted by the country as taking the tariff out of politics.” 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. CHALMERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that on to-morrow, after the special orders, I may be per- 
mitted to address the House for 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that to-morrow, at the conclusion of the ad- 
dress of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hatt] he may 
be permitted to address the House for 15 minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 


POSTAGE CHARGE FOR DIRECTORY SERVICE 


Mr. KELLY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill (H. R. 11096) to provide a postage charge for direc- 
tory service be stricken from the Union Calendar, since a 
similar Senate bill was considered and recommitted to the 
Post Office Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that House bill 11096 be stricken from 
the Union Calendar, a similar Senate bill having been con- 
sidered and recommitted to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


ANALYSIS OF PEAT DEPOSITS IN ALASKA 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting an 
analysis of peat deposits in Alaska. 

The SPEAKER. The Delegate from Alaska asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by 
printing an analysis of peat deposits in Alaska. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mir. Speaker, under the leave to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp, I include an analysis of 
peat deposits in Alaska by Mr. H. C. Gauss and digest of 
a paper submitted by Julius Stoklasa, of Prague, at the Soil 
Congress of June, 1927. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


No fact in connection with recent work in plant physiology is 
more significant than the increasing emphasis that is being put on 
the importance of the carbon factor in plant growth. The epochal 
paper of Stoklasa (Soil Congress, 1927) was only contem 
with an interest on the part of American workers in this field, 
which kas produced in the past five years a material change of 
view with regard to plant foods and plant stimulants. 

Results have been obtained which have led many to the position 
that the function of the mineral nutrients, so called, has been 
erroneously stated. Johnson and Fisher (Plant Physiology, 3: 
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387-392, 1930) raise the question whether these elements are really 
nutrients or whether they are to be classed with the acknowledged 
toxic elements, such as boron, as toxic stimulants in proportion to 
their concentration. 

Side by side with this doubt as to the true function of the his- 
toric nitrogen-phosphorus-potash triumvirate and with the em- 
phasis given to low concentrations of boron and manganese as 
stimulants, there has been added emphasis in actual practice in 
agriculture and in intensive growing on the use of carbonaceous 
materials, which, whatever may be the theory of their use, must 
necessarily materially increase the carbon content of the soil. 

Thus green manuring, the increased use of peat as a supposed 
mechanical improvement of the soil, and the higher and higher 
prices which are paid by intensive growers for stable and especially 
dairy manures all point to the substantiation of the statements 
made in the digest of the Stoklasa paper, which is appended hereto. 

Accepting the fact of photosynthesis, although without much 
knowledge of the details of the process, it is necessary to provide 
carbon for approximately 98 per cent of the dry weight of the 
plant, and it is evident that it is the bulk of carbon supplied by 
the absorbent material of manures that constitutes the real food 
supply for plants and not the small proportion of animal secretions. 

So wheat straw not used in the bedding of cattle is ploughed 
in with beneficial results; clover fields are turned under and 
green manuring becomes more widely practiced, while the im- 
portation and use of German peat for more intensive growing 
operations increases yearly. 

The tendency of all this is to turn the minds of those en- 
gaged in the study of agricultural problems back to the manure 
pile and to the middens of Europe, the basis of 2,000 years of 
continuously successful agriculture. But the motorized age 
Offers no favorable prospect in this direction and the future of 
agriculture in the United States seems to depend on an effective 
and if possible, an improved substitute. 

Without our knowing just how, the successful growth of plants 
seems to depend on the decay of carbohydrates under particular 
conditions. The work of microorganisms is indicated, although 
as yet no specific type has been identified. This may be due to 
the failure to investigate the vegetative side of microcosmos of 
the soil, very little being known about soil yeasts. The pos- 
sibility of the intensification of the natural process has always 
been recognized in the process of composting and recent investi- 
gations seem to show that this process, normally of long dura- 
tion and expensive from the labor involved in turning the piled- 
up material, may be shortened and cheapened by a cultural treat- 
ment and the use of suitable raw materials. 

It has been established that garbage and sewage residues are 
of great value as motive force in this process and of the various 
forms of absorbents or negative factors, certain of the peats of 
Alaska have been found to be of special value. 

Marked differences, of course, occur in the nature of peats, in 
view of their growth, laying down, and circumstances of existence 
as peat, ranging from a near approach to a coal to the loose 
jumble of vegetable matters not very remote from the period 
of growth. 

Samples of the peat deposits near the Alaska Agricultural Col- 
lege have been found to be more favorable than other samples of 
peat for use as an absorbent of the character indicated. This 
peat has been found to combine without difficulty with the active 
agents employed and without the aggregation of finer particles 
which has been experienced with other peats used. It seems also 
to be in a favorable condition to respond to the action of micro- 
organisms, which is an essential element in the process from a 
commercial point cf view. 

The condition in which this particular peat is found seems also 
to be favorable to its removal and shipment, and reports received 
on this point, together with the results of experimental treatment, 
seem to point to these and similar deposits in Alaska as very de- 
STADIA to be examined as a potential source of a world fertilizer 
Supply. 

From information now available it seems to be indicated that 
the peat deposits in the drier portions of Alaska would be more 
satisfactory in the early development of this resource. Samples 
from other sections have indicated a difficulty in removing the 
water content, and it is possible that importation of a suitable 
culture and preliminary treatment at the source of supply would 
be necessary for the successful treatment of certain of the 
deposits. 

Means for definitely determining the quality of a peat deposit 
with reference to its agricultural uses are now available, and in 
connection with the study of areas and locations a program can be 
laid out for positive establishment of the characteristics of the 
different deposits as well as for a demonstration of the value and 
function of peat as a fertilizing medium. 


DIGEST OF PAPER SUBMITTED BY JULIUS STOKLASA, OF PRAGUE, AT THE 
SOIL CONGRESS OF JUNE, 1927 


It is not true, as is usually believed, that the carbon dioxide 


present in the air is sufficient for the building up of the plant ma- 
terials. We can state that, in the presence of all factors of vege- 


tation and in the case of all plants, the production of plant 
material increases with the increasing carbon-dioxide content of 
the air. 

This shows the importance of the concentration of the carbon 
dioxide at the surface of the soil. It has been established that if 
we want to increase the fertility of the soll and the yields, the 
greatest attention must be paid to the carbon problem. 
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Our experiments show that the carbon dioxide coming from the 
soil is largely utilized and that by means of the utilization of the 
sunlight by the crops high energetic yields are possible. The ab- 
sorption of the mineral constituents from the soil is connected 
with the carbon dioxide assimilation and the intake of carbon as 
bicarbonate from the soil. 

It is erroneous to believe that the value of the application of 
nitrogen, phosphorus, and potassium as fertilizers is in the fact 
that the plants assimilate these elements; this is not the case, as 
a large part of the elements of the plant cells are insoluble in 
water. The bacteria of the root zone change these substances 
from insoluble to soluble in the course of their metabolism so that 
they can be assimilated by the plant. 

I see the value of the addition of nitrogen, phosphorus, and 
potassium to the soil in the increase of energy due to the multi- 
plication of microorganisms and in the stimulation of the meta- 
bolic processes and production of carbon dioxide and organic 
acids. 

All the organisms present in the soil need for the synthesis of 
the living substance in addition to the carbon which is always 
present in the proportion of 48 to 52 per cent, all the other 
biogenic elements—nitrogen, phosphorus, and potassium. The 
bacteria of the rhizosphere contain 9 to 12 per cent nitrogen, 5 
per cent phosphoric atid, and 2.5 per cent potassium oxide. 

The carbon dioxide production of the soil has a great physio- 
logical importance, the intensive respiration processes warm up the 
soil, the carbon dioxide dissolves in water, the insoluble phosphates 
are rendered soluble, the silicates are decomposed and changed into 
bicarbonates. These bicarbonates are resolved in the root system 
and provide the plants with carbon, thus increasing the energy of 
the photosynthetic assimilation and resulting in the formation 
of starch and sugars which are used as building elements of the 


The results of my 40 years’ study in the biophysical and bio- 
chemical soil processes may be stated as follows: The concentrated 
inorganic fertilizers give their best results in the soil only when 
this soil contains readily decomposed organic substances as a 
source of energy for the bacteria. 


UNCLE SAM’S LAWYERS 


Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend my remarks in the Record by printing the 
splendid address delivered by Chief Justice Hughes at the 
banquet of the Federal Bar Association last Saturday, Feb- 
ruary 12, 1931, at the Mayflower Hotel, Washington, D. C. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Idaho asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by print- 
ing the recent address delivered by Chief Justice Hughes. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Chief Justice Hughes said: 


Mr. Attorney General, Mr. Minister of Justice, ladies, and gen- 
tlemen, I desire to express at once—and I am sure I am voicing 
your sentiments as well as my own—the keen pleasure that I have 
had in listening to the eloquent address of the Minister of Justice 
of Canada. 
great Dominion has made us all her debtors by giving us 
to-night of her best; and I trust the Minister of Justice will take 
back to the people of Canada recollections of the gratitude and of 
the pleasure with which we have received his words, and especially 
the message of the warmest friendship on our part toward our 
brethren on the other side of the invisible line. 

I read the other day that a distinguished judge had observed 
that there were more lawyers per capita in the city of W: 
than in any other place in the country. I had thought that New 
York City held what many may regard as the unenviable record in 
this But the fact is not surprising, The irreverent might 
say that where the carcass is, there will the eagles be gathered 
together. I should prefer to find the explanation in the fact that 
this is the eagle’s nest and that it is well defended. The attor- 
neys who come to Washington in the interest of individual clients 
find the Government well fortified with outl battalions of 
lawyers who represent the various departments and guard the ap- 
proaches to the inner citadels of administration. As the beleaguer- 
ing armies become more numerous, the stronger become those of 
defense. Each side, it may be observed, raises the banner of lib- 
erty, and the paradox is that the interests of constitutional liberty 
appear to demand that neither force shall be fully triumphant, but 
that through the balanced contest we shall have the b. of 
peace without the discomfiture of either public or private right. 

If some of you feel that you have fallen upon especially evil 
days, you may find comfort as well as sound advice in the utter- 
ances of eminent pessimists of the past. It was 95 years ago, in 
1836, that Chancellor Kent addressed these words to the Law 
Association of the City of New York: 

“I am induced to press these considerations upon young and 
ardent minds, as I apprehend the tendency of at present is 
to disenchant the profession of much of its attraction. We live 
in a period of uncommon excitement. The spirit of the age is 
restless, presumptuous, and revolutionary, The rapidly increasing 
appetite for wealth, the inordinate taste for luxury which it en- 
genders, the vehement spirit of speculation and the selfish emula- 
tion which it creates, the growing contempt for s!ow and moderate 
gains, the ardent search for pleasure and amusement, the dimin- 
ishing reverence for wisdom of the past, the disregard of the les- 
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sons of experience, the authority of magistracy, and the venerable 
institutions of ancestral are so many bad symptoms of a 
diseased stete of the public mind. It will require a most deter- 
mined perseverance and firmness of purpose and the most devoted 
zeal in the rising members of the bar to resist the contagion 
and pursue triumphantly the rewards and honors of professional 
reputation.” 

Despite the pertinency of these words, both then and now, you 
may still find consolation in the record of the nearly 100 years 
that have passed since they were spoken. The truth is that the 
development of institutions gives constant opportunity for the 
renewal of old anxieties in new relations. I am fond of quoting 
the sage remark of that acute philosopher, George Santayana, that 
what truly matters is that “we should carry on perpetually, if 
possible with a crescendo, the strenuous experience of living in a 
gloriously bad world, and always working to reform it.” He adds 
that we never can succeed in the sense of rendering reform less 
necessary, or life happier, and that in such measure of partial 
success as may attend particular efforts we may even thereby be 
“sowing the seeds of new and higher evils to keep the edge of 
virtue keen.” That is the great work of the bar in promoting 
and cpposing, in disputing, conciliating, and deciding to keep the 
edge of virtue keen.” 

As Uncle Sam's lawyers, you reflect the extraordinary develop- 
ment of the administrative agencies of government. To some you 
may appear to be the living symbols of bureaucracy. I think that 
if in your special tasks, representing the greatest of all clients, 
you are true to the standards of your profession you may well 
turn out to be the protectors of society from bureaucratic excesses. 

Vexed with a multiplicity of laws, observing the defects in the 
administration of justice, finding himself subjected to delays and 
sometimes heavy expenses in vindicating his rights under uncer- 
tain laws, it is small wonder that the victim cries out against law 
itself. But whatever reason there may be for dissatisfaction in 
particulars, the law is the vital breath of democratic institutions. 
It represents the accepted principle, the adopted rule of action. 
The essence of the matter is that we escape the unbridled discre- 
tion of despotic rulers only by the restrictions which constitute 
the reign of law. As William Pitt sententiously observed, “ When 
law ends, there tyranny begins.” And it is our business to see to 
it that when law begins tyranny shall end. The just balance is to 
be found in democracy or, under the constitutional system of our 
Republic, in making the rules of society, which we call law, 
responsive to common sense. 

Simple as this is in theory, it is most difficult in practice, and 
the art of government of the people, by the people, and for the 

e is the most difficult of all arts. In the days of less com- 
plicated conditions it was the accepted view that legislatures were 
equal to their task of lawmaking, and that in their occasional 
sessions they could provide all the rules that were necessary. But, 
despite the inordinate multiplication of laws, which has been 
especially characteristic of recent times, the legislatures have not 
been able to keep pace with social demands, and they have adopted 
the practice, after the formulation of some very general stand- 
ards, of turning over the business of regulation to a great 
of administrative agencies. The making of regula 
course, essentially legislative in character, for they set forth what 
the citizens may and may not do. We are thus confronted with 
the distinctive development of our era, that the activities of the 
people are largely controlled by government bureaus in state and 
netion. It has well been said that this multiplication of ad- 
ministrative bodies with large powers “has raised anew for our 
law, after three centuries, the problem of executive justice”; per- 
haps better styled “administrative justice.” A host of contro- 
versies as to private rights are no longer decided in courts. Ad- 
ministrative authority, within a constantly widening sphere of 
action, and subject only to the limitations of certain broad prin- 
ciples, establishes particular rules, finds the facts, and decides as 
to particular rights. The power of administrative bodies to make 
findings of fact which may be treated as conclusive, if there is 
evidence both ways, is a power of enormous consequence. An 
unscrupulous administrator might be tempted to say, “Let me 
find the facts for the people of my country, and I care little who 
lays down the general principles.” 

We all recognize that this development has been to a great 
extent a necessary one. Activities of vital importance to the pub- 
lic could not be left lated where legislatures were power- 
less to supply the details of regulation. Experience, expertness, 
and continuity of supervision, which could only be had by admin- 
istrative agencies in a particular field, have come to be impera- 
tively needed. But these new methods put us to new tests, and 
the serious question of the future is whether we have enough of 
the old spirit which gave us our institutions to save them from 
being overwhelmed. 

In this new dispensation the service of the lawyer becomes more 
than ever indispensable. In the early days it was the fearless 
lawyer, standing in the dignity and authority of his profession, 
unabashed and determined, before tyrannical judges prone to abuse 
judicial prerogatives, who vindicated essential liberties and secured 
for us our happy tradition both of judicial independence and 
judicial responsibility. So to-day it is to the well-trained, learned, 
and experienced members of the bar justifying the trust reposed 
in them, and representing their clients with honorable zeal, that 
the individuals of the community must continue to look for pro- 
tection every encroachment upon individual rights. The 
more intricate the activities of a closely knit population, the more 
involved the maze of statutes and regulations, the more essential 
is the close and continuous study of the law, and the bringing of 
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an expert and discriminating judgment to the careful assembling 
and presentation of facts which constantly appear in novel 
complexities. 

But, in enjoying this privilege of meeting with the members of 
the Federal Bar Association, composed largely, if not altogether, of 
those retained by the Government to aid it with expert and legal 
assistance in its various departments, I am thinking especially of 
your service as lawyers for the organized community. If our 
adrainistrative systems are to work satisfactorily, it must be by 
your aid, and I am glad of the opportunity to reenforce your 
appreciation of the dignity and responsibility of your calling. 
Where in our profession are there higher standards and where 
should there be greater inducement to live up to them? In your 
departments you are the interpreters of the law, not in selfish 
interest but in the public interest. You are not the employees 
of officers but of the Government. You are not the wards of 
politicians but the guardians of society. You are the servants of 
the laws and not of men. It is not your privilege to bend or 
distort the law to serve either public or private ends, but to 
administer the law as it is. You deal with unavoidable complica- 
tions; you seek to resolve its ambiguities; you subject the endless 
and sometimes burning controversies that come before you to 
cool and impartial analysis. You give no favors and you fear 
no antagonists; you unmask pretensions, expose fallacies, and 
frustrate evasions. That is your high calling as Uncle Sam’s 
lawyers, and I congratulate you upon your client and your oppor- 
tunities, but only as you measure up to them by unswerving 
loyalty to the law. It is in this sense that I find in your expert, 
astute, and high-minded efforts the saving salt of administration, 
the protection against those stretchings of the law which give play 
to tyrannical impulses, and against the abuses deflecting admin- 
istration through political policy or favor. 

How difficult it is to secure legislation that is simple and 
unequivocal! To the business man writing a letter or an ordinary 
business contract, to a judge writing an opinion, a sentence may 
seem to be clear and exact, and yet in the light of some unex- 
pected situation how strangely ambiguous it becomes—the breeder 
of controversies rather than of settlements. Clarity, the greatest 
of legislative and judicial virtues, like the sunshine, revealing and 
curative. For example, I think we have an extremely well-admin- 
istered tax system. Our revenue laws are the subject of close 
study and are drafted by experts. We have elaborate provision 
for consideration of claims. And yet, despite this care and expert- 
ness, how many problems arise from little clauses apparently 
simple and innocuous. Notwithstanding the host of controversies 
that never get beyond the departments, Government cases crowd 
the calendars of our courts. And I am not speaking of criminal 
prosecutions. 

The solicitors in the various departments may render, and I 
think are rending, an important service in keeping down the 
volume of litigation by not attempting to force statutes to an 
extreme construction and by a willingness to take a reasonable 
measure of responsibility and thus to avoid the placing of an 
unnecessary burden upon the courts. There is abundant oppor- 
tunity for good sense even in administering laws. The Depart- 
ment of Justice, under its able head, has been making a most 
admirable record in this respect. I noted, in the last report of 
the Attorney General, that during the past fiscal year the Solicitor 
General authorized applications to the Supreme Court for 
certiorari in only 27 cases out of 217 that were considered. Not- 
withstanding this commendable care, the inevitable pressure of 
governmental work gives the Government a very large propor- 
tion of the cases in the Federal courts. In the Supreme Court 
of the United States, after all the sifting out of controversies that 
do not belong there, it appears that in the term of 1928 the 
United States cases were 28.5 per cent of the calendar; in 1929, 
36.5 per cent; in 1930, 40 per cent. 

Whether at the bar or on the bench I have observed with satis- 
faction the ability drawn to the service of the Government, despite 
the hard work at small pay. When as a lawyer one is opposing 
the Government he is none the less glad to see the business of 
the Government handled with conspicuous competency. And, as 
many of you are young men winning your spurs, let me advise you 
to be mindful of your argument and not of your opponent. A 
young man who has a good argument has no’ to fear from 
any topnotcher at the bar. You may remember what Doctor 
Johnson said: “Nay, sir—argument is argument. You can not 
help paying regard to their arguments if they are good.” Nor 
in your early efforts need you be distressed because of a natural 
trepidation. That you may never be able to overcome. Cicero 
tells us that he never overcame it. He says: “I, who, as all men 
know, am so much concerned in the forum and the courts of 
justice, that there is no one of the same age, or very few, who 
have defended more causes, and who spend all my time which 
can be spared from the business of my friends in these studies 
and labors, in order that I may be more prepared for forensic 
practice, more ready at it, yet (may the gods be favorable to me 
as I am saying what is true!) whenever the thought occurs to me 
of the day when, the defendant having been summoned, I 
have to speak, I am not only agitated in my mind but a shudder 
runs over my whole body.” Such trepidation may often be, as in 
his case, the natural forerunner of the persuasive utterance com- 
ing from one aflame with the thought that kindles a responsive 
interest in his hearers. If you seek to be eloquent, let it be the 
eloquence of the thinking man, not the outburst of one whose 
passion has disarranged his thinking apparatus. If you are exact 
in your thinking processes, you will go as far as the gifts of 


providence permit, although few may be able to emulate the 
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example of Lincoln, who, as has well been said, “learned to do 
a most difficult thing—to produce literature on his legs.“ 

As you leave the service of the Government, as probably many 
of you will in the course of time, I believe that you will always 
carry with you the memory of the distinction of that service and 
a special sense of loyalty to the law, which is the abiding strength 
of the truly successful practitioner and advocate, whether in 
private or public affairs. 

To-day our thoughts turn to the lawyer and statesman who 
illustrated the finest type of both. Lincoln was much more than 
an able lawyer, but the quality of mind which made him success- 
ful at the bar was conspicuously shown in statecraft. He was 
more than shrewd. We erect no monuments to shrewdness. 
He was fair and thorough. Whenever he addressed himself to a 
question he penetrated to the heart of it; he was analytical and 
precise. He was instinct with love of humanity, but this did not 
leave him in a sentimental fog. From his earliest public utter- 
ances he emphasized the importance of a dispassionate, realistic 
viewpoint in public affairs. Passion,” he exclaimed, “has helped 
us but can do so no more. It will in future be our enemy. 
prt n must furnish all the materials for our future support and 

ense.” 

He was self-taught, but in himself he had the ablest and wisest 
teacher of his time. And his self-instruction was never finished. 
When, already a leader of the bar in Illinois, he listened to a most 
skillful argument in a patent case, Lincoln said, “I am going 
home to study law.” And the studies which he carried on with 
fresh intensity more fully prepared him for the unprecedented 
tests to which he was about to be subjected. 

He hated chicanery. Strong in contest, he loved the processes 
of peace. “ Discourage litigation,” he said, “ persuade your neigh- 
bors to compromise whenever you can. As a peacemaker the 
lawyer has a superior opportunity of being a good man.” 

Honest, sagacious, and conciliatory; astute and humane; elo- 
quent, with simplicity and candor, he embodies the Nation’s ideal. 
In every department of government, in every vocation, in every 
emergency, one can do no better than to seek to measure up to 
the standard of action which Lincoln nobly exemplified and pro- 
claimed in imperishable words: “Let us have faith that right 
makes might, and in that faith let us to the end dare to do our 
duty as we understand it.” 


FINAL ENROLLMENT OF THE INDIANS OF THE KLAMATH INDIAN 
RESERVATION, OREG. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the Consent Calendar. 
The Clerk called the first bill on the Consent Calendar, 
S. 3156, providing for the final enrollment of the Indians 
of the Klamath Indian Reservation in the State of Oregon. 
Mr. CRAM TON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that this bill may be passed over without prejudice. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 


AMENDMENT OF THE NATIONAL DEFENSE ACT 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 12918, to amend the 
national defense act of June 3, 1916, as amended. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, the Committee on Military Affairs, since this bill was 
reported, has made recommendations for additional amend- 
ments, and with those amendments incorporated in the bill 
I will have no objection to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, as chairman of 
the committee, I will say that I will offer those amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
is this the National Guard bill? 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr. COLLINS. I do not think this bill ought to go 
through without any discussion. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. I will say that we intend to 
offer several amendments suggested by the Secretary of War, 
and which the committee has agreed to. 

Mr. COLLINS. I am not necessarily opposed to the bill, 
but I do not think this bill ought to go through on this 
calendar. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. I wish the gentleman would not 
object, because it is necessary to get the bill through to-day 
in order to get it through the Senate. 

Mr. COLLINS. This bill is too important and involves 
too much to go through on this calendar. There is an ap- 
plication for a rule which will probably be granted which 
will provide a proper consideration of the bill. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. We have not applied for a rule. 

Mr. COLLINS. I can not let this bill go through on the 
Consent Calendar, and I object. 

Mr. SPEAKS. The bill is very simple in its provisions. 
There is no objection to it from any quarter unless it is 
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upon the floor. At least 100 Members of the House have 
spoken to me urging that we endeavor to have it enacted 
to-day. Unless passed at this time there is little probability 
of its becoming a law before adjournment. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. As far as I know, there is not a 
single objection on the part of any member of our commit- 
tee. The bill has been indorsed by the War Department, the 
National Guard, the Reserve Officers, the Adjutant General, 
and, as far as I know, it is indorsed by every member of our 
committee, and, as I have said, it is important to have the 
bill passed to-day. 

Mr. COLLINS. The gentleman understands that this is 
a most important measure? Its passage on this calendar 
would be without any consideration. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. That is the reason why we 
want to get it through to-day. 

Mr. COLLINS. It is a measure that ought to be under- 
stood by the House. I have examined the bill, but I have 
gone into it fully enough to know it is a measure that ought 
to be carefully considered by the House. I shall therefore 
have to object. That does not mean I will oppose the bill 
when it does come before the House. I may oppose it and I 
may not. Certainly it should be carefully considered before 
passage. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


PANAMA CANAL—RETIREMENT OF EMPLOYEES 


The Clerk called the next bill on the Consent Calendar, 
H. R. 15865, for the retirement of employees of the Panama 
Canal and the Panama Railroad Co., on the Isthmus of 
Panama, who are citizens of the United States. 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that this bill may be passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I hope the gentleman from Mississippi will let this 
bill go through. If it does not, we will have no other chance 
to get it through, and it is quite important. 

Mr. COLLINS. The gentleman can bring it up the next 
time the Consent Calendar is called. 

Mr. DENISON. But that will not be in time to get it 
through the Senate. If we do not get the bill through 
to-day it is lost. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman can bring it up under 
a motion to suspend the rules during the last six days of 
the session. 

Mr. DENISON. But that will not give us time to get it 
through the Senate. 

Mr. COLLINS. The bill covers 24 pages and there are 
items in it that those of us who are interested should have 
an opportunity to study. I have asked for some advice 
about the extent of the bill, and it has not been received by 
me. I want to find out the extent of the expenditure from 
the Public Treasury. 

Mr. DENISON. I can tell the gentleman. 

Mr. COLLINS. The gentleman can not tell me about all 
the matters I have in mind. Time to-day would not permit, 
so I would like to have it go over. 

Mr. DENISON. Of course, that means we can not get it 
through. It is urged by everyone, there is no objection to it 
from any source, and there is a unanimous report. 

Mr. COLLINS. Frankly, I do not think a bill involving as 
much as this one does ought to be passed without any con- 
sideration by the House. 

Mr. DENISON. Let me say to the gentleman that there 
will be no other opportunity so far as I can see to get the bill 
through. It has been worked on for a long time and has 
the approval of every department and every person con- 
cerned, and we ought to pass it without any discussion, be- 
cause it does not add anything, substantially, to public 
expenditure. 

Mr, COLLINS. The gentleman will have ample oppor- 
tunity to bring up this bill later and I would like for it to go 
over without prejudice. 

Mr. DENISON. Under those circumstances I would rather 
the gentleman objected to the bill. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 
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Mr. COLLINS. The gentleman prefers that I object 
rather than have it go over without prejudice, and I there- 
fore object. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STAFFORD. A great number of the Members, I 
know, would like to ascertain when the Speaker is going to 
recognize Members for suspensions to-day. 

The SPEAKER. It is the purpose of the Chair to-day at 
about half past 3 to recognize the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. Bachanach! to call up a bill relating to adjusted 
certificates; following that the Chair will recognize the 
gentlewoman from Massachusetts [Mrs. Rocers] to call up 
the hospitalization bill for veterans of the World War, and 
if some time remains, the Chair may recognize a Member 
for one other suspension, but that has not been definitely 
decided. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If the Speaker will permit a further 
parliamentary inquiry, on last Calendar Wednesday the ma- 
jority leader asked consent to suspend Calendar Wednesday 
after the Committee on Territories had finished its business. 
The Committee on Territories did not call up any further 
bills and the House proceeded with the consideration of the 
Navy Department appropriation bill. There are some bills 
on the Consent Calendar, reported from the Committee on 
Insular Affairs, which is the next committee on call on 
Calendar Wednesday, and the question is whether the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs under these circumstances has the 
next call on this coming Wednesday. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of the 
Chair to the fact there will be no more Calendar Wednes- 
days under the rules of the House. If the gentleman from 
Wisconsin will make a subtraction of 14 days or two weeks 
from March 3, he will find there will be no more Calendar 
Wednesdays. : 

The SPEAKER. I may say to the gentleman from Con- 
necticut that it would seem to the Chair that there will be 
one Calendar Wednesday. 

Mr. TILSON. If the Chair will refresh his recollection 
of his arithmetic and remember that the Congress closes 
with March 3, he will see that this means 3 days in March 
and 11 days in February, which brings us back to Tuesday 
night, February 23. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I shall not press the in- 
quiry at the present moment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will give the matter further 
consideration. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. The Speaker has announced that re- 
quests for suspensions may be submitted in writing. I want 
to ask the Speaker if at the same time the Speaker will en- 
tertain objections to suspensions so that the Speaker may be 
advised whether any requests made for suspensions bring up 
really controversial subjects. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be very pleased to have 
any written objections Members may see fit to make to 
suspension of the rules on certain bills. He thinks that 
would be a very good idea, and thinks they should be pre- 
sented in writing. 

AMENDMENT OF THE ORGANIC ACT OF PORTO RICO 

The Clerk called the next bill on the Consent Calendar, 
H. R. 14560, to amend the organic act of Porto Rico, ap- 
proved March 2, 1917. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that the report does not conform with the Ramseyer. rule. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I call the gentleman’s attention to the 
fact that the supplemental report which has been called 
does meet the gentleman’s objection. 

Mr. BLANTON. Then I object to the bill. 

Mr. DAVILA. Will the gentleman reserve his objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. I reserve it for the purpose of permit- 
ting the gentleman to make a statement about the bill. 

Mr. DAVILA. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DAVILA. The gentleman from Connecticut has said 
that there will be no more Calendar Wednesdays. If we 
are to have another Calendar Wednesday I will not insist 
upon the consideration of the bill now, but I want to be 
sure about that. z 

The SPEAKER. On the question of whether there is an- 
other Calendar Wednesday, the rule about Calendar 
Wednesday says: 


This rule shall not apply during the last two weeks of the 
session. 


If the Chair contrues that “two weeks” means legisla- 
tive working days there will be no Calendar Wednesday. 
If he construes it as merely two calendar weeks there would 
be another Calendar Wednesday. 

The Chair thinks in the line of past precedents—and he 
recalls making a ruling himself upon a somewhat similar 
matter—that it should be considered as legislative working 
days. So there will not be another Calendar Wednesday. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, this bill seeks to create an- 
other department of government in Porto Rico. I shall 
not stand in the way if the representatives of the present 
administration want to let this kind of a bill go through by 
unanimous consent. I will withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DAVILA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
Senate bill 5138, an identical measure, which has passed 
the Senate, be substituted for House bill 14560. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Porto Rico? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 13 of an act entitled “An act 
to provide a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other pur- 
poses, approved March 2, 1917, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 13. That the following executive departments are hereby 
created: A department of justice, the head of which shall be desig- 
nated as the attorney general; a department of finance, the head 
of which shall be designated as the treasurer; a department of 
interior, the head of which shall be designated as the commis- 
sioner of the interior; a department of education, the head of 
which shall be designated as the commissioner of education; a 
department of agriculture and commerce, the head of which shall 
be designated as the commissioner of agriculture and commerce; 
a department of labor, the head of which shall be designated as 
the commissioner of labor; and a department of health, the head 
of which shall be designated as the commissioner of health. The 
attorney general and commissioner of education shall be ap- 
pointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate of the United States, to hold office for four years and 
until their successors are appointed and qualified, unless sooner 
removed by the President. The heads of the five remaining de- 
partments shall be appointed by the governor, by and with the 
advice and consent of the senate of Porto Rico. The heads of 
departments appointed by the governor shall hold office for the 
term of four years and until their successors are appointed and 
qualified, unless sooner removed by the governor. 

“Heads of departments shall reside in Porto Rico during their 
official incumbency, and those appointed by the governor shall 
have resided in Porto Rico for at least one year prior to their 
appointment. 

“The heads of departments shall collectively form a council to 
the governor, known as the executive council. They shall perform, 
under the general supervision of the governor, the duties herein- 
after prescribed, or which may hereafter be prescribed by law, 
and such other duties, not inconsistent with law, as the governor, 
with the approval of the President, may assign to them; and they 
shall make annual and such other reports to the governor as he 
may require, which shall be transmitted to the executive depart- 
ment of the Government of the United States to be designated by 
the President as herein provided: Provided, That the duties herein 
imposed upon the heads of departments shall not carry with them 
any additional compensation.” 3 

Src. 2. That section 18 of the said organic act, approved March 
2, 1917, be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 18. That the commissioner of agriculture and commerce 
shall have general charge of such bureaus and branches of gov- 
ernment as have been or shall be legally constituted for the study, 
advancement, and benefit of agriculture, commerce, and other 
industries; the chief purpose of this department being to foster, 
promote, and develop the agricultural interests and the welfare 
of the farmers of Porto Rico; to improve their market conditions, 
and to advance their opportunities for profitable sale of their 
products, and shall perform such other duties as may be pre- 
scribed by law.” 
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Sec. 3. That between sections 18 and 19 of said organic act, ap- 
proved March 2, 1917, a new section is hereby inserted to read as 
follows: 

“Sec. 18 (a) That the commissioner of labor shall have charge 
of such bureaus and branches of government as have been or 
shall be legally constituted to foster and promote the welfare of 
the wage earners of Porto Rico; to improve their working condi- 
tions, and to advance their opportunities for profitable employ- 
meny and shall perform such other duties as may be prescribed 
by law.” 

Mr. DAVILA. Mr. Speaker, the labor problem in Porto 
Rico is the most serious and difñcult one of our complicated 
life. More than 80 per cent of the adult population of Porto 
Rico belong to the working class. It can hardly be said 
that there is a middle class in Porto Rico. We have wealth 
on one extreme and poverty on the other. The former in 
the hands of a few, the latter widespread all over the island. 
The standard of living of the laborers in continental United 
States is much higher than the standard of living of those 
who might be classified in Porto Rico as belonging to the 
middle class. 

But we do not want you to entertain the idea that because 
we are poor the island of Porto Rico is a sterile rock in the 
middle of the ocean. It is nothing of the sort. It is a coun- 
try gifted by nature with a permanent and luxurious vege- 
tation and splendid scenery of tropical beauty. The fer- 
tility of the soil, abundance of rain, ideal climatic conditions, 
tropical atmosphere, natural beauty, and natural resources 
of the island all contribute to make of Porto Rico an attrac- 
tive and interesting place for the development of human 
activities and the realization of happiness which is the main 
objective of human efforts in the constant struggles of life. 
Porto Rico is one of the most beautiful spots under the flag 
to-day. It is not a burden but an asset to the United States. 
It is one of the best customers of the Nation among the Latin 
American countries. The volume of trade of Porto Rico with 
the United States has in the past reached the amount of 
nearly $200,000,000. The more we increase the buying power 
of the islanders, the more we will be able to spend in this 
country. 

Our economic difficulties are attributed to several factors, 
principally among them being the problems of unemploy- 
ment, lack of industries, absentee ownership of lands, and 
the concentration of lands in the hands of a limited number 
of persons. We know that we have to fight desperately to 
overcome all the forces which work against us, but the 
dynamism and the leadership of Governor Roosevelt has 
restored confidence in the people, and we hope that he will 
be able to carry out his plans with the cooperation of the 
Federal Government and the unified support of the Porto 
Rican people. The creation of the department of labor is 
part of the plans of Governor Roosevelt. Unemployment is 
a natural sequence of overpopulation and knowing that the 
labor people need special attention and care, the governor 
believes that the creation of this department will be very 
beneficial and will prove a useful instrumentality to foster 
and promote the welfare of the working class. And there is 
not a person better qualified to speak about the necessities of 
the people of Porto Rico than Colonel Roosevelt. He has 
made a careful investigation of our conditions and has not 
confined himself to his executive office. He has traveled all 
over the island and has been in constant touch with our citi- 
zens. He approaches the people in distress, visits the home 
of the poor, talks to them in their own language, under- 
stands their needs, and with full knowledge of the situation 
is devoting all his energy to the reconstruction of the coun- 
try and rehabilitation of the people. 

This is not the first time that the creation of the depart- 
ment of labor in Porto Rico has been recommended to Con- 
gress. It was recommended by Governor Towner too, and 
by the unanimous vote of a joint resolution adopted by the 
island legislature. It has also the indorsement of the Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor. 

The new department, if created by Congress, will not cost 
additional expense to the government of Porto Rico, ac- 
cording to Governor Roosevelt. We have at present an as- 
sistant commissioner of labor, with a salary of $4,500. In 
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a message to the chairman of the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, urging the creation of this department, the governor 
has this to say: 

Most earnestly hope you will approve and report out bill cre- 
ating department of labor for Porto Rico. In my opinion this 
measure is most n Will not cost additional expense, but 
will add greatly to efficiency. 

Our present department of agriculture and labor is com- 
posed of two divisions: The division of agriculture and the 
division of labor. By creating this department we are 
merely separating the labor division from the division of 
agriculture. The labor division deals with statistics and 
the means of improving the material, intellectual, and moral 
welfare of the laborers. It is its duty to make investigations 
regarding labor conditions and is in charge of the super- 
vision and enforcement of all laws for the protection of 
women and children. There is under this division the medi- 
ation and conciliation bureau, the workmen’s compensa- 
tion bureau, the employment and industrial development 
bureau, wage protection and claim bureau. 

I regret that we have to appeal to Congress for the crea- 
tion of this department, but unfortunately we have no power 
either to suppress or create a department of the Govern- 
ment in our own country. This is merely a local matter 
in which Congress is not interested, and ought to be handled 
exclusively by the legislature of Porto Rico. I hope that 
some time in the near future Congress will recognize our 
rights and grant full self-government to the people of the 
island. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

The motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

A similar House bill was laid on the table. 

CHANGING THE NAME OF THE ISLAND OF PORTO RICO 


The Clerk read the title of the next bill on the Consent 
Calendar, Senate Joint Resolution 193, a joint resolution to 
change the name of the island of Porto Rico to “ Puerto 
Rico.” 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I object. 

REGULATING LEAVES OF ABSENCE OF EMPLOYEES OF THE NAVY 
YARDS, ETC. 

The Clerk read the title of the next bill on the Consent 
Calendar, H. R. 12136, to regulate leaves of absence of em- 
ployees of the navy yards, gun factories, naval stateons, and 
arsenals of the United States Government. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I shall object unless I am convinced that I am wrong 
in regard to section 2. You are going to grant substantially 
a week’s salary to every person employed in the navy yards 
on his discharge. I wish to submit this suggestion so far as 
section 1 is concerned, whether the privilege of granting of 
additional pay shall not be restricted to those who have 
worked six months prior to May 1. 

Mr, LEHLBACH. I am willing to limit it to that extent. 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


PARRIS ISLAND, 8. C. 


The Clerk called the next bill, H..R. 11367, to provide 
for certain public works at Parris Island, S. C. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


NAVY LEGISLATION 


Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that Calendar No. 862 (H. R. 1190), to regulate 
the distribution and promotion of commissioned officers of 
the line of the Navy, and for other purposes; and Calendar 
No. 863 (H. R. 12964) to authorize alterations and repairs 
to certain naval vessels; also Calendar No. 864 (H. R. 13158), 
for the conservation, care, custody, protection, and opera- 
tion of the naval petroleum and oil-shale reserves, and for 
other purposes, be passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. -Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Also that the bill, H. R. 11367, 
just called, be passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Oh, no, Mr. Speaker; that was ob- 
jected to by three Members. 


DISPOSITION OF EFFECTS OF DECEASED SOLDIERS 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 11979, authorizing 
disposition of the effects of persons dying in the military 
services of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that a similar Senate bill, S. 4619, be substituted for 
the House bill. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STAFFORD. As I understand it, it is the desire of 
the chairman of the committee to substitute the House bill 
as amended for the Senate bill. Would it not be the proper 
practice, as the Senate bill is read, to substitute the House 
bill as amended as a substitute for it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that would be the 
proper practice. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to substitute the provisions of the House bill as 
amended for the Senate bill, the Senate bill being con- 
sidered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from South Dakota. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: “ That the 
effects in the possession of the General Accounting Office of per- 
sons dying while subject to military law, including papers of 
value, sabers, insignia, decorations, medals, watches, trinkets, 
manuscripts, and other articles valuable chiefly as keepsakes, in- 
cluding those of deceased inmates of the Soldiers’ Home dying in 
any United States military hospital, where sent from said home 
for treatment, and similar effects hereafter received by the War 
Department, shall be delivered to the Soldiers’ Home; that wills 
or other papers involving property rights shall be promptly de- 
livered to proper courts of record; that the rémaining effect, if 
the heirs or legal representatives can not be ascertained, shall be 
retained by the home intact until three years from the date of 
the death of the person on whose behalf they were received shall 
have expired (in the event said period shall not have already 
elapsed), for the purpose of delivery to the widow or legal repre- 
sentative of the deceased, or to the son, daughter, father (provided 
the father has not abandoned the support of his family), mother, 
brother, sister, or the next of kin in the order named, or bene- 
ficiary named in the will of the deceased, upon the establishment 
to the satisfaction of the home of a right thereto. 

“Sec. 2. (a) That after the expiration of three years from date 
of death of said deceased, the Soldiers’ Home may sell, either at 
public or private sale, as deemed most advantageous, all or any 
of such effects to which a right thereto shall not have been estab- 
lished on behalf of said deceased, his heirs, or legal representatives. 

“ (b) That such of said effects as at the expiration of five years 
from date of death of deceased have neither been sold nor a 
right thereto established on behalf of the deceased shall be finally 
disposed of by said home in such manner as in the interest of 
the public it deems most fitting, helpful, and appropriate, either 
by permanent retention thereof, distribution to the Veterans’ 
Administration, State or other military homes, museums, or other 
appropriate institutions, or by their destruction, if, in the opinion 
of the board of commissioners thereof, they no longer possess any 
value. 

“(c) That the net proceeds received by the home from the sale 
of such effects shall be covered into the Treasury to the benefit 
of the fund “ Soldiers’ Home permanent fund (trust fund),” and 
such principal fund as thus augmented shall draw interest at 3 
per cent per annum, payable quarterly to the treasurer of the 
home. 

“ Sec. 8. (a) Claims for the net proceeds of effects may be filed 
with the General Accounting Office at any time prior to the ex- 
piration of six years from date of death of such deceased for 
action as authorized by law in the settlement of the accounts of 
deceased officers and enlisted men of the Army (act of June 30, 
1906; 34 Stat. 750; U. S. C., title 10, sec. 868), and, if not so filed, 
are barred from being acted on either by the courts or the 
accounting officers. 

“(b) All claims for the net proceeds of such effects which are 
allowed by the General Accounting Office shall be certified to the 
treasurer of the home for payment by check, in the amount thus 
found due and accrued interest thereon, from the fund “ Soldiers’ 
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Home permanent fund (trust fund),” hereby appropriated there- 
for in such amount as necessary. No claim thus allowed or paid 
shall exceed the net proceeds and accrued interest derived from 
the particular estate and covered into the Treasury as aforesaid. 

“Sec. 4. That the containers now in the possession of the Gen- 
eral Accounting Office, in which are stored the effects enumerated 
in section 1 hereof, shall be transferred therefrom to the Soldiers’ 
Home to provide for the protection and safekeeping of such effects. 

“Spc. 5. All laws and parts of law, in so far as in conflict here- 
with, are repealed.” 


Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Srarronp to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from South Dakota: 

Page 2, line 1, after the word “ De ent,” insert “under the 
provision of the act of June 4, i921 (41 Stat. L., 809, U. S. O. 
title 10, sec. 1584), as amended.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. Mr. Speaker, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to 
have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Houston of Hawaii: 

Page 2, line 21, strike out the period, insert a colon and the 
following: “Provided, That decorations, medals, and citations shall 
not be sold, but shall be disposed of as in section (b) following.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to and the bill 
as amended was ordered to be read a third time, was read 
the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
Passed was laid on the table. 


EXCHANGE OF LANDS IN VIRGINIA NEAR MEMORIAL BRIDGE 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 16248, authorizing 
the Secretary of War to exchange with the Rosslyn Connect- 
ing Railroad Co. lands on the Virginia shore of the Potomac 
River near the west end of the Arlington Memorial Bridge. 

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in order to enable the Arlington Me- 
morial Bridge project to be carried out in a satisfactory manner 
and to remove any interference with the plans for said bridge or 
its approaches on the Virginia side of the Potomac River 
from the location of the tracks of the Rosslyn Connecting Rail- 
road Co., the Secretary of War, with the consent of the Secretary 
of Agriculture and the Arlington Memorial Bridge Commission, is 
authorized to effect such an exchange of lands with the Rosslyn 
Connecting Railroad Co. as may be necessary or desirable for that 
purpose and will permit the relocation of the tracks of said rail- 
Toad company in accord with the plans for said bridge and its 
approaches; and to that end the Secretary of War is authorized 
to convey to the Rosslyn Connecting Railroad Co. such lands of 
the United States on the west side of the Potomac River, including 
lands within the administrative control and jurisdiction of the 
Secretary of War, the Secretary of Agriculture, and the Arlington 
Memorial Bridge Commission, as may be agreed upon in said 
exchange in consideration of the conveyance to the United States 
by said railroad company of such lands of an approximately 
equivalent area as the Secretary of War shall deem necessary or 
desirable to carry out the purpose of this act and permit the 
removal of the tracks of the Rosslyn Connecting Railroad Co. to 
a location in accord with said Memorial Bridge project: Provided, 
That the title to the lands conveyed in exchange by the Rosslyn 
ERSTE ROR OAE ve: ABER REDE a0: ne BOTEA (ot 
ar. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider laid on the table. 

PUBLIC WORKS AT NAVAL WAR COLLEGE, NEWPORT 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 14441, to authorize 
the Secretary of the Navy to proceed with certain public 
works at the Naval War College, Newport, R. I. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, this bill would expend 
$400,000 out of the Treasury, and right at this time it ought 
not to be spent. We may need this $400,000 to help finance 
the veterans’ loan bill which we are to pass to-day. I object. 
PURCHASE OR CONSTRUCTION OF POST-OFFICE STATION BUILD- 

INGS, ETC. 

The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 13566, to provide for 
the purchase or construction of buildings for post-office 
stations, branches, and garages, and for other purposes. 
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Mr. MAAS. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
This bill is very important legislation and has been de- 
signed for the purpose of meeting the situation in regard 
to post-office leases. The present practice of leasing these 
properties at excessive rentals has been draining the Treasury 
of millions of dollars a year. When that situation came 
to light this legislation was designed by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLY] to permit the purchase 
and the construction of these parcel-post stations and 
garages. The bill in its present form, I think, would be 
unacceptable, because it permits the Postmaster General 
to purchase these properties virtually without reference ‘to 
any estimate other than his own as to cost, and in view 
of the fact that there are very many conflicting estimates 
of cost in the Post Office Department and that frequently 
arbitrary appraisals have made raising these estimates 
from 1 to 300 per cent, I believe that an amendment 
should be adopted, and if the gentleman will accept an 
amendment fixing the price to be paid by commissioners 
appointed by a court which will take it out of the hands 
of the Post Office Department entirely, I think this excel- 
lent legislation will meet the situation that needs cor- 
rection. It will be a start on the policy of doing away with 
these leases. 

Mr. KELLY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAAS. I yield. 

Mr. KELLY. What amendment does the gentleman pro- 
pose? 

Mr. MAAS. I propose an amendment which will set a 
limit to be paid on any leased station now occupied by the 
Government by an appraisal to be fixed by three commis- 
sioners.to be appointed by the Federal court in the district 
in which the property is located. 

That takes it out of the hands of any executive bureau 
entirely. i 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Who will appoint the commissioners? 

Mr. MAAS. They will be appointed by the Federal dis- 
trict court. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. My objection to the bill was whether 
or not the Postmaster General could commit the Govern- 
ment beyond the total amount of the appropriation, so I 
suggested a limiting amendment on page 1, line 6, after the 
word “ otherwise,” “ within the limits of the amount herein 
authorized.” 

Mr. ELLIOTT. There would be no objection to that. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA: As to the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Maas], while perhaps I 
should not speak as to the amendment, anyone who has 
had experience with commissioners, whether appointed by a 
Federal court judge or anyone else, knows that this amend- 
1 sd defeat the very purpose which the gentleman has 

Mr. MAAS. I do not think so. This is following the pro- 
cedure in condemnation cases. The Postmaster General has 
made a statement recently disclaiming all responsibility for 
leases, and stated that for the last 15 years every Postmaster 
General has been urging the abolition of the leasing system 
and begging Congress to purchase these properties, placing 
the responsibility upon us. I want to point out to the House 
that this is the first time any such measure was proposed, 
and it was never initiated by any Postmaster General. 
There is no record of Postmaster General Brown or any 
other Postmaster General ever even suggesting the abandon- 
ment of the vicious leasing policy. Brown continually de- 
fended it until the conditions were brought to the attention 
of Congress. Then last summer, after the exposé of the 
leasing policy in Congress, Brown suddenly, after a Senate 
investigation was ordered, announced his intention to aban- 
don the leasing policy. In view of that fact I think we 
must place a limitation upon this measure, and take the 
purchase price of these properties out of the hands of the 
Postmaster General, or we will have the leasing scandal 
duplicated a hundred per cent in the purchase of these 
stations. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAAS. I yield. 
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Mr. STAFFORD. Is the gentleman aware of the fact 
that before any of these properties can be purchased a pro- 
posal must be submitted to the Bureau of the Budget for 
their approval? 

Mr. MAAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STAFFORD. And then that must be supplemented 
further by action by the Committee on Appropriations in 
voting the money. 

Mr. MAAS. That has been true in cases of the leases 
also. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, I question that statement. 

Mr. MAAS. I have looked into it thoroughly. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I question that statement because 
under the leases there is no submission whatsoever to the 
Committee on Appropriations as to approval of these 
respective leases and the rental. 

Mr. MAAS. There has not been to the individual lease 
but there has been to the Bureau of the Budget. The 
Bureau of the Budget was frequently victimized by receiv- 
ing wrong and falsified statements as to the value of the 
properties. That is why I think it should be done by disin- 
terested commissioners. The gentleman has no objection to 
this amendment, has he? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes, I have; because you virtually 
compel the Postmaster General to pay the price fixed by the 
commission. 

Mr. MAAS. No; no. That is the maximum which may 
be paid. 

Mr. STAFFORD. It takes away his discretion entirely. 

Mr. MAAS. Yes; certainly; and properly so. That is the 
very purpose of the amendment. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. But the weakness of the amendment 
offered by the gentleman is that we do not want the courts 
engaged in administrative functions. 

Mr. MAAS. This is not engaging the courts in an admin- 
istrative function. Ordinarily we would take these prop- 
erties by condemnation action, and this is the procedure that 
would be followed if we were condemning the property. 
Three disinterested commissioners are appointed by a Fed- 
eral court to make an appraisal. That is not the price to 
be paid, but that is the price beyond which they can not go. 
That is all. . 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAAS. I yield to the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. As I understand the purport of the 
amendment suggested by the gentleman, it is one that the 
gentleman showed me a while ago? 

Mr. MAAS. Yes. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. In which provision is made that in these 
places where they have leased buildings now, the Postmaster 
General shall not be allowed to purchase them until after 
the Federal court of that district has appointed three com- 
missioners to appraise those buildings, and then that he can 
not pay any more than these three commissioners fix as the 
value. 

Mr. MAAS. That is all there is to this amendment. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Do I understand the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. ELLIOTT] to say it is all right? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I have no objection to it. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAAS. I yield. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I have a constituent who bought a 
$1,000 bond in the post office at St. Paul which the Govern- 
ment leased. I would like to know the condition as to that 
post office? 

Mr. MAAS. That case is in process of settlement out of 
court now on the basis of a compromise. Those bondholders 
will get 56 cents on the dollar. They are fortunate to get 
that. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAAS. I yield. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The gentleman has already answered 
a part of my question as to who would appoint the com- 
mission. 

Mr. MAAS. Yes. They would be appointed by the judge 
of the Federal court. The thing I want to avoid is the 
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purchase of these leased stations at a price to be regulated 
by the present inflated rental value, which is what will be 
done otherwise. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, I think the gentleman is going 
pretty far when he says that will be the value, because in 
the report of the Postmaster General it shows that the 
returns may be very much higher than what is the ordinary 
result in commercial transactions, but that does not mean 
that they were going to pay more than the reasonable value. 

Mr. MAAS. Oh, yes; it would. He reports that these 
leases are bringing a return of 10 per cent to the owners of 
the stations, when in reality the return is from 15 to 40 per 
cent. We do not want these rentals used as the guide in 
establishing the price to be paid in the purchase of these 
stations. The Postmaster General’s actions in the St. Paul 
case leave us no basis for confidence in his judgment or 
recommendations. He reported to Congress that the St. 
Paul station had a value of $800,000, although a Federal 
court awarded only $334,000, and the owners have settled 
the case on that basis. Had Mr. Brown had his way, there 
is every reason to believe he would have paid $800,000 for 
the station, although we have been able to acquire it for 
nearly $500,000 less. I think we had better put the matter 
of price in the hands of disinterested parties. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in order to provide accommodations for 
post-office stations, branches, and garages throughout the United 
States the Postmaster General is authorized to acquire by pur- 
chase, condemnation, or otherwise such sites as he may deem 
necessary for any of the foregoing purposes; and he is authorized 
to acquire by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise any building 
now or hereafter occupied under lease for any of the foregoing 
purposes which, in his opinion, having regard to its size, location, 
and design and the character of its construction, is adequate and 
suitable for continued occupancy by the Government for the uses 
of the Postal Service. 

Sec. 2. That the work of preparing designs, drawings, estimates, 
and specifications, and the awarding of contracts, as well as the 
supervision of any work authorized to be done by contract under 
the provisions of this act, shall be performed under the direction 
of the Postmaster General: Provided, however, That when deemed 
by him advantageous, the Postmaster General may procure by con- 
tract the floor plans, designs, working drawings, and detailed 
specifications for any building to be constructed under the pro- 
visions of this act, and may contract for the supervision of its 
construction. 

Sec. 3. No contract shall be entered into for the purchase or the 
construction of any building, or for the purchase of land, under 
the provisions of this act unless an appropriation shall be available 
for the payment of all obligations arising out of such contract. 
The Postmaster General shall, from time to time, submit esti- 
mates to the Bureau of the Budget of the appropriations necessary 
to carry out the provisions of this act, which shall include, so far 
as practicable, a statement of the location of the buildings pro- 
posed to be erected or acquired by purchase, condemnation, or 
otherwise, together with an estimate of cost for the same, includ- 
ing the cost of necessary sites; and, except as the act making such 
appropriations may otherwise specifically provide, the said appro- 
priations shall be expended by the Postmaster General in accord- 
ance with the estimates submitted to the Bureau of the Budget. 

Sec. 4. For the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this 
act such sums as may be necessary are hereby authorized to be 
appropriated, of which not more than $10,000,000 shall be ex- 
pended annually, except that any part of the balance of any 
appropriation remaining unexpended at the end of any fiscal year 
may be expended in any subsequent fiscal year without reference 
to this limitation. 1 


With the following committee amendments: 


Page 1, line 7, after the word “n insert “and to 
contract for the construction thereon of adequate and suitable 
buildings.” 

Page 2, in line 1, strike out the words “now or hereafter” 
and insert “and premises the whole or any part of which is 
now or may hereafter be.” 

Page 2, line 7, after the word “Service,” insert a semicolon 
and the following: “and he is further authorized to enlarge, 
extend, or remodel any building acquired for any of the fore- 
going purposes.” 

Page 3, line 11, after the word “Budget,” insert the follow- 
ing: “ Provided, however, That all contracts within the purview 
of this act shall be let in accordance with the terms of the gen- 
eral law governing the construction of public buildings.” 

Page 3, line 16, after the word “act,” strike out the words 
“such sums as may be necessary are and insert the words the 
sum of $45,000,000 is.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
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Mr. MAAS. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota offers 
an amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Maas: In line 9, page 2, after the 
word “ purposes” add the following: “Provided, That in case of 
the purchase of buildings already occupied the price paid shall 
not exceed the appraised value determined by three commis- 
sioners to be appointed by the United States district court of the 
district in which the property is located.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers 
an amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. LAGUARDIA: Page 1, line 6, after the 


word “otherwise” insert a comma and the following: “ within 
the limits of the amount herein authorized.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed was laid on the table. 
AMENDMENT OF THE TRADING WITH THE ENEMY ACT 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 10585, to amend 
section 9 of the trading with the enemy act. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, I would like to ask some member of the Committee 
on Ways and Means if $266,401 represents the total amount 
received by the Custodian of Alien Property for the sale of 
5,089 patents, 870 trade-marks, and 492 copyrights? Is that 
the total amount? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I see only one member of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means present, and that is the distinguished 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway]. Let me 
say as a substitute for that committee that the report shows 
that to be the full amount which the Chemical Foundation 
paid for these patents, patents virtually appropriated by 
them during the war, when the owners were at the mercy 
of this Government. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Supplementing what the gentleman 
from Wisconsin has said, I say that the appropriation of 
these rights was lawful, but I say the sale was tainted and 
was dishonest in spite of all the court decisions they can 
get, and it is one dark page in the history of this country. 

Mr. STAFFORD. There is no question but that this is 
one dark blot on the Government in the taking over of alien 
property during the World War. 

There being no objection, the bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc, That subsection (k) of section 9 of the 

with the enemy act is amended by adding at the end 
thereof the following new sentence: “The Alien Property Custo- 
dian shall allocate among the various trusts the proceeds received 
from the license, ent, and sale to the Chemical Founda- 
tion of patents (and any rights therein or claims thereto and 
including applications therefor), trade-marks, copyrights, and con- 
tracts, without regard to value.” 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider laid on the table. 


CLOSING OF STREETS, ROADS, HIGHWAYS, OR ALLEYS IN THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 16045, to authorize 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to close 
streets, roads, highways, or alleys in the District of Columbia 
rendered useless or unnecessary, and for other purposes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


BRIDGE BILLS 


The Clerk called the next bill, S. 5456, to extend the time 
for construction of a free highway bridge across the Sabine 
River where Louisiana Highway No. 21 meets Texas Highway 
No. 45. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, the next 16 bills on the 
calendar are bridge bills. They are all either extensions of 
franchises already authorized, or grants to public author- 
ities to construct public bridges. I ask unanimous consent 
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that the next 16 bills on the calendar, down to and including 
No. 921, be considered en bloc; that the bills be considered 
as having been called up, read, the amendments approved, 
and the bills passed, with this exception, that as to No. 911 
on the calendar I want to substitute Senate bill 5887 for 
the House bill. 

Mr. PARKS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
does that include the San Francisco bridge? 

Mr. DENISON. No; it does not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the next 16 bills, Calendar No. 905 to 
Calendar No. 921, inclusive, be considered together, all of 
them being bridge bills. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, I would like the gentleman to exclude from his 
request Calendar No. 911 (H. R. 15598), a bill to extend the 
times for commencing and completing the construction of 
a bridge across the Ohio River at Mound City, Ill, and 
Calendar No. 918 (H. R. 16033), a bill to extend the times 
for commencing and completing the construction of a bridge 
across the Ohio River at or near Shawneetown, Gallatin 
County, III. I have no objection to the other 14 bills. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the bills referred to en bloc? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, unless Calendar No. 911 
and Calendar No. 918 are excluded from the request, I 
shall object. The other 14 bills are all right. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. May I ask the gentleman to include 
the Senate bill extending the time for the building of a 
bridge across Chesapeake Bay? 

Mr. DENISON. We are going to reach that a little later. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois that these bills, except Calendar No. 
911 and Calendar 918, be considered en bloc? 

There was no objection. 

The following Senate bills were ordered to be read a third 
time, were read the third time, and passed: 

S. 5456. An act to extend the time for construction of a 
free highway bridge across the Sabine River where Louisi- 
ana Highway No. 21 meets Texas Highway No. 45; 

S. 5457. An act authorizing the State of Louisiana and the 
State of Texas to construct, maintain, and operate a free 
highway bridge across the Sabine River where Louisiana 
Highway No. 6 meets Texas Highway No. 21; 

S. 5458. An act authorizing the State of Louisiana and the 
State of Texas to construct, maintain, and operate a free 
highway bridge across the Sabine River where Louisiana 
Highway No. 7 meets Texas Highway No. 7; and 

S. 5519. An act granting the consent of Congress to Louis- 
ville & Nashville Railroad Co. to construct, maintain, and 
operate a railroad bridge across the Tennessee River at or 
near Danville, Tenn. 

The following House bills, as amended, were ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time, were read the third time, 
and passed: 

H. R. 15591. A bill granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Minnesota to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Brainerd, 


H. R. 15594. A bill authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Mahoning River at Edinburg, Lawrence County, 


Pa.; 

H. R. 15767. A bill to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Des 
Moines River at or near St. Francisville, Mo.; 

H. R. 15860. A bill granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
across the Fox River east of Serena, in La Salle County, II., 
between sections 20 and 29, township 35 north, range 5 east, 
third principal meridian; 

F. R. 15861. A bill to extend the time for completing the 
construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or 
near the city of Lansing, Iowa; 

H. R. 15862. A bill granting the consent of Congress to the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to construct, maintain, and 
operate a free highway bridge across the Allegheny River 
at or near Emlenton, Venango County, Pa.; 
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H. R. 15869. A bill to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Mis- 
souri River at or near Rulo, Nebr.; 

H. R. 16113. A bill to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a free highway bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near Hastings, Minn.; and 

H. R. 16115. A bill granting the consent of Congress to the 
Panola-Quitman drainage district to construct, maintain, 
and operate a dam in Tallahatchie River. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand that the two 
bills omitted from the request, H. R. 15598 and H. R. 16033, 
have been objected to? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. They are objected to, Mr. Speaker. 


SILVER SERVICE OF THE U. S. S. “ UTAH” 


The Clerk read the title of the next bill on the Consent 
Calendar, H. R. 14817, authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy, in his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the Utah 
State Capitol Museum of Salt Lake City, Utah, the silver 
service in use on the U. S. S. Utah. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to substitute the bill S. 5069, a similar bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows: 


S. 5069 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Navy is authorized, 
in his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the State of Utah for 
preservation and exhibition the silver service which was in use on 
the battleship Utah: Provided, That no expense shall be incurred 
by the United States for the delivery of such silver service. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

A similar House bill was laid on the table. 

MEDAL IN COMMEMORATION OF THE ONE HUNDRED AND FIFTIETH 
ANNIVERSARY OF THE SURRENDER OF LORD CORNWALLIS AT 
YORKTOWN, VA. 

The Clerk read the title of the next bill on the Consent 
Calendar, H. R. 14271, to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to prepare and manufacture a medal in commemo- 
ration of the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the 
surrender of Lord Cornwallis at Yorktown, Va., and of the 
establishment of the independence of the United States. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, I want 
to suggest an amendment providing for the payment for 
these medals in advance. We adopted it before when a coin 
bill was passed. My amendment provides that the money 
be paid in advance of the delivery of the model. 

Mr. STAFFORD. My thought was the same as that of the 
gentleman from New York, that sufficient security be fur- 
nished to indemnify the Government for the cost thereof. 
Criticism has been leveled heretofore by the Secretary of 
the Treasury against the expense of these medals not having 
been met by the applicants. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. I think they should be paid for in 
advance of the delivery of the model. 

Mr. STAFFORD. That is not broad enough, because the 
department will have gone to the expense of preparing the 
dies. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No; the dies are made from the model. 
When they get the model let them pay for the medal in 
advance. 

Mr. BLAND. That includes the cost of making the medal. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes; they will have to pay for ees in 
advance. I think that is a businesslike way. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Who is going to pay the expense of 
making the medals? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. They will pay the entire expense of the 
medals on the delivery of the model. 

Mr. BLAND. This bill has passed the Senate. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not think there will be any objec- 
tion to my amendment—adding “upon sufficient security 
being furnished to indemnify the Government for the cost 
thereof.” 
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Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill S. 5677 be substituted for the bill on the calendar, 
and then the gentleman’s amendment can be offered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows: 


S. 5677 


Be it enacted, etc., That in commemoration of the one hundred 
and fiftieth anniversary of the surrender of Lord Cornwallis at 
Yorktown, Va., and of the establishment of the independence of 
the United States the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to 
prepare and manufacture at the United States Mint at Philadel- 
phia a medal from an appropriate design with devices, emblems, 
and inscriptions significant of this historic achievement. The 
medals herein authorized shall be manufactured, not to exceed 
500,000 in number, subject to the provisions of section 52 of the 
coinage act of 1873, from suitable models to be supplied by the 
United States Yorktown Sesquicentennial Commission. The 
medals so prepared shall be delivered at the Philadelphia Mint to 
a designated agent of the United States Yorktown Sesquicentenial 
Commission upon payment of the cost thereof. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 
amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. STAFFORD: On page 2 of the Senate bill, line 
1, after the word “achievement,” insert the words: “upon suffi- 
cient security being furnished to indemnify the Government for 
the cost thereof.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read the third time, was read 
the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

A similar House bill was laid on the table. 


REFORESTATION IN PORTO RICO 


The Clerk next called House Joint Resolution 192, extend- 
ing the provisions of sections 1, 2, 6, and 7 of the act of 
Congress entitled “An act to provide for the protection of 
forest lands, for the reforestation of denuded areas, for the 
extension of national forests, and for other purposes, in 
order to promote the continuous production of timber on 
lands chiefly suitable therefor,” to the Territory of Porto 
Rico. 

There being no objection, the Clerk read the joint resolu- 
tion, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the provisions of sections 1, 2, 6, and 7 of the 
act of Congress entitled “An act to provide for the protection of 
forest lands, for the reforestation of denuded areas, for the exten- 
sion of national forests, and for other purposes, in order to promote 
the continuous production of timber on lands chiefly suitable 
therefor,” approved June 7, 1924, are herewith extended to the 
Territory of Porto Rico, and the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby 
authorized to cooperate with the appropriate officials of Porto Rico 
on the same terms and conditions as with the States: Provided, 
That not to exceed 50,000 acres of land may be acquired in Porto 
Rico under section 6 of the aforesaid act of Congress approved 
June 7, 1924. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed, and a 
motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


PROTECTION OF FOREST LANDS IN HAWAII 


The Clerk next called House Joint Resolution 284, author- 
izing the Secretary of Agriculture to cooperate with the Ter- 
ritories of the United States under the provisions of sections 
1 and 2 of the act of Congress entitled “An act to provide for 
the protection of forest lands, for the reforestation of de- 
nuded areas, for the extension of national forests, and for 
other purposes, in order to promote the continuous produc- 
tion of timber on lands chiefiy suitable therefor.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SNELL). Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to substitute Senate Joint Resolution 183, an iden- 
tical resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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The Clerk read the Senate joint resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to cooperate with the Territories of the United 
States on the same terms and conditions as with States under sec- 
tions 1 and 2 of the act of Congress entitled “An act to provide for 
the protection of forest lands, for the reforestation of denuded 
areas, for the extension of national forests, and for other purposes, 
in order to promote the continuous production of timber on lands 
chiefly suitable therefor,” approved June 7, 1924. 


The resolution was ordered to be read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

A similar House joint resolution (H. J. Res. 284) was laid 
on the table. 


TERM OF COURT AT ORLANDO, FLA. 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 7118, providing for 
the establishment of a term of the District Court of the 
United States for the Southern District of Florida at Or- 
lando, Fla. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Without objection, the Clerk 
will report the committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: That sec- 
tion 76 of the Judicial Code (U. S. C., title 28, sec. 149) be, and 
the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“The State of Florida is divided into two districts, to be known 
as the northern and southern districts of Florida. The southern 
district shall include the territory embraced on the ist day of 
July, 1910, in the counties of Baker, Bradford, Brevard, Citrus, 
Clay, Columbia, Dade, De Soto, Duval, Hamilton, Hernando, Hills- 
boro, Lake, Lee, Madison, Manatee, Marion, Monroe, Nassau, 
Orange, Osceola, Palm Beach, Pasco, Polk, Putnam, St. John, Sum- 
ter, Suwanee, St, Lucie, and Volusia. Terms of the district court 
for the southern district shall be held at Tampa on the second 
Monday in February; at Key West on the first Mondays in May 
and November; at Jacksonville on the first Monday in December; 
at Miami on the fourth Monday in April; and at Orlando on the 
first Monday in October: Provided, That suitable rooms and ac- 
commodations for holding court at Orlando are furnished without 
expense to the United States. The district court for the southern 
district shall be open at all times for the p of hearing and 
deciding causes of admiralty and maritime jurisdiction. The 
northern district shall include the territory embraced on the Ist 
day of July. 1910, in the counties of Alachua, Calhoun, Escambia, 
Franklin, Gadsden, Holmes, Jackson, Jefferson, Lafayette, Leon, 
Levy, Liberty, Santa Rosa, Taylor, Wakulla, Walton, and Wash- 
ington. Terms of the district court for the northern district shall 
be held at Tallahassee on the second Monday in January; at Pen- 
sacola on the first Mondays in May and November; at Marianna 
on the first Monday in April; and at Gainesville on the second 
Mondays in June and December.” 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, was read the third time, and passed, and 
a motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

The title was amended to read: “A bill to amend section 
76 of the Judicial Code by providing for the establishment of 
a term of the District Court of the United States for the 
Southern District of Florida at Orlando and to abolish the 
terms of court at Ocala and Fernandina, Fla.” 


CONSTRUCTION OF CERTAIN NAVAL VESSELS 


Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the next three bills, Calendar Nos. 929, 930, and 934, 
be passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The Clerk called the bill, H. R. 14688, to authorize the 
construction of certain naval vessels, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
bill H. R. 14688? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin, and Mr. 
BLANTON objected. 


REPAIRS TO CERTAIN NAVAL VESSELS 
The Clerk called the next bill, S. 4750, to authorize altera- 
tions and repairs to certain naval vessels. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA, Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin, and Mr. 
BLANTON objected. 
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RETIREMENT OF CERTAIN NAVAL OFFICERS 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 16519, to amend the 
act approved June 22, 1926, entitled “An act to amend that 
part of the act approved August 29, 1916, relative to retire- 
ment of captains, commanders, and lieutenant commanders 
< oe line of the Navy,” as amended by the act of March 

1929. 

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that this bill be passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, does the gentleman intend to have this bill 
taken up in some other way? 

Mr. BRITTEN. This bill continues existing temporary 
law that we have been carrying for four or five years, 
pending the passage of a line bill. That bill is now before 
the Committee on Rules. If we do not pass the line bill, it 
will be necessary to pass this bill. If we do pass the line 
bill pending in the Committee on Rules, it will not be 
necessary to pass this. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Is the gentleman hopeful 
that the line bill will come out of the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. BRITTEN. Very. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 


AUTHORITY TO RESELL LAND AT CAMP TAYLOR, KY. 


The Clerk called the next bill, S. 4636, to authorize the 
Secretary of War to resell the undisposed-of portion of 
Camp Taylor, Ky., approximately 328 acres, and to also 
authorize the appraisal of property disposed of under au- 
thority contained in the acts of Congress approved July 9, 
1918, and July 11, 1919, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to 
object in order to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs if he recalls the time that his committee 
came on the floor with a bill providing blanket authority for 
the sale of real estate. I was one of a very few, if not the 
only one, who opposed the passage of that bill and voted 
against it. Since then we have had the very condition that 
I predicted. Are we going to buy at high prices and sell 
to-morrow at ridicuously low prices? That happens all of 
the time. We have to put an end to it. I suggest an 
amendment at the end of the section, as follows: 

Provided further, That no real estate belonging to the War 
Department shall be disposed of without authority of Congress. 
All acts and parts of acts in conflict herewith are hereby repealed. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. I think that is a very good 
amendment. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman is mistaken in saying that 
he is the only one who objected to the passage of the bill giv- 
ing this blanket authority to the War Department. I did. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is correct. I do not know where 
we are going to end with the policy of the War Department 
in changing the uses of land and in selling land. I think 
we ought to hold control of the matter. 

Mr. BLANTON. The reason they did not get this matter 
through was because the Comptroller General disapproved 
of the appraisals. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. The Comptroller General is generally 
right. 

Mr. THATCHER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. THATCHER. In this particular case I may say that 
the land ought to sell for more than it was originally sold 
for, because the remainder of the camp has been sold and 
has been built up. 

Under authority of act of February 28, 1920, the lands 
of the Camp Taylor Military Reservation at Louisville, Ky., 
containing over 2,000 acres, and the buildings thereon were 
sold at auction. This sale was made prior to June 30, 1921, 
the date whereon the general authority conferred by the 
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act of February 28, 1920, expired. The purchasers of 328 
acres of this total area failed to consummate their pur- 
chases, and under the opinion of the Attorney General a 
resale thereof can not be made until Congress gives new 
authority therefor. To grant to the War Department such 
authority is the purpose of this bill; that is to say, of its 
first section. Section 2 relates to other matters in which I 
have no special interest. That section was included be- 
cause of the wish of the War Department to take care of 
certain other matters. Objections being made to the bill 
are addressed to the provisions of section 2. 

I trust that we may be able to agree on the provisions to 

be carried in the measure so that the indicated resale of the 

: remaining area of this World War camp may be made with- 
‘out further delay. The land should pass into private uses 
and the Government should receive the purchase money 
therefor. It has been nearly 10 years since all the other 
lands of Camp Taylor were sold. It is important to secure 
this authority for resale now, because there are desirable 
purchasers who are now in the market for this unsold 
acreage, and they are ready and willing to pay its full value. 
Should the authority here sought be withheld until some 
future time the lands might not be sold to the same 
advantage. 

The War Department has asked for the enactment of this 
measure, and the reasons set forth as the basis for this re- 
quest are contained in the letter from the Secretary of the 
War Department to the chairman of the House Committee 
on Military Affairs, dated June 21, 1929, and included in the 
House committee’s report on the proposed legislation. Iden- 
tical bills were introduced in the House and Senate as H. R. 
4203 and the instant measure, S. 4636, which passed the 
Senate at the last session. f 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I want it understood, gentlemen. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, this bill ought not to be 
passed under unanimous consent. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. Oh, yes. This is only a resale. 

Mr. BLANTON, I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. Will the gentleman withhold 
his objection for a moment? This is only a resale. . 

Mr. BLANTON. I reserve it for a moment. What about 
the disapproval of the Comptroller General of these ap- 
praisals? Does the gentleman expect to get around that? 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. No; not at all. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will this bill not get around him and 
permit it to be carried through regardless of his disap- 
proval? 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. No, sir. It will have to come 
before Congress in every case, under the provisions of the 
amendment suggested by the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. LAGUARDIA], of which I approve. 

Mr. BLANTON. But the Comptroller General held that 
these appraisal fees were not just. I do not think this bill 
ought to pass. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. Strike out the second section 
and let that section which takes care of our colleague go 
through. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the committee agree that the sec- 
ond section may be stricken out? 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Now, I want to call the attention of 
the House to the fact that my amendment is very far- 
reaching and drastic. It repeals existing law. I am not 
taking this House by surprise. I call attention to the fact 
that the distinguished gentleman from Michigan, the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs [Mr. 
James], is on the floor and consents to it. The distin- 
guished gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAFFORD], a mem- 
ber of the committee, is on the floor— 

Mr. STAFFORD. And dissents to it, with the accent on 
the “oe dis.” 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The distinguished gentleman from 
New York [Mr. WAINwRIGHT], also a member of the com- 
mittee is on the floor; and the gentleman from Ohio, Gen- 
eral SPEAKS, also a member of the committee is on the 
floor. 
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Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I yield. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The proposal of the gentleman in- 
volves a legislative policy. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It does. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The Committee on Military Affairs has 
given no consideration to that question. This is a bill to 
provide two things, and the first, a provision relating to 
reappraisal, has been stricken out. Now, we are providing 
for the resale of certain lands connected with Camp Taylor 
down in Kentucky, which happens to have fallen down. 
Why should the gentleman, who is a stickler for legislative 
propriety, put on a general legislative provision to a specific 
act? 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman will, if no one objects. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman certainly will, because 
Ido not want to take this House by surprise. 

Mr. BLANTON. They will not let you do that, unless you 
now have it definitely understood. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman should not project him- 
self into involving general legislation on a specific act. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. I do not think there is any law 
to-day under which the War Department can do that, but 
in order to have the gentleman from New York assured of it 
I consented to the other amendment. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If I can not get my amendment, I am 
going to object. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. I yield. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. My understanding is that there is, 
in connection with the surplus land of the War Department, 
considerable authority to-day to sell a large part of the 
unused, obsolete, and unnecessary land of the War Depart- 
ment. I understand if we pass this bill with this amend- 
ment, that will deprive the War Department of authority to 
sell a piece of real estate. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It will. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Even if it be a part of a lot, without 
coming to Congress for it. I do not know where this is 
going to land us. I must say I have grave doubts, notwith- 
standing the great respect I have for the judgment of the 
chairman of our committee. I am rather inclined to think 
he is a little too accommodating. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. No. The gentleman is not ac- 
commodating. He is fair. There ought to be no such law. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Let me ask the gentleman from New 
York one question. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I would dislike to object to this bill 
in the amended form in view of the interest of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, but I think we had better not put this 
special amendment in this bill at this time. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. What objection is there to having the 
War Department come to Congress for authority to sell real 
estate? The gentleman knows that they have not handled 
prudently or in a businesslike way the sale of property with 
reference to which we gave them blanket authority. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Ido not assent to that. As I under- 
stand, there is authority existing to-day for the sale of a 
great deal of Department of War real estate. If this amend- 
ment is enacted it means that is all wiped out. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. Oh, no. It does not apply. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. The War Department will be abso- 
lutely hamstrung as far as the sale of real estate is con- 
cerned. . 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. What other department has the right 
to sell real estate without the authority of Congress? 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. If the gentleman will bear with 
me 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, until we can work out some 
kind of an agreement, I object. 

CHARGES AGAINST HON. BASCOM S. DEAVER, UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
JUDGE FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF GEORGIA 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to present a resolution from the Judiciary Committee in the 
matter of charges against Hon. Bascom S. Deaver, United 
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States district judge for the middle district of Georgia, and 

I ask for the adoption of the resolution. i 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Penn- 

sylvania asks unanimous consent for the present considera- 

tion of a resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Resolution 359 

Resolved, That the evidence submitted on the charges against 
Hon. Bascom S. Deaver does not warrant the interposition of 
the constitutional powers of impeachment of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

AMENDMENTS OF PARAGRAPHS RELATING TO DROUGHT AND/OR 
STORM OR HAIL STRICKEN AREAS AS CONTAINED IN THE INTERIOR 
DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION ACT FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1932 
Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

for the present consideration of a joint resolution which I 

send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michi- 
gan asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of a joint resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House Joint Resolution 506 

Resolved, etc, That the paragraphs in the Interior Depart- 
ment appropriation act for the fiscal year 1932, amending Public 
Resohıtion No. 112, Seventy-first Congress, by adding such para- 
graph at the end of such public resolution, are hereby amended 
so that such new matter shall be added at the end of section 1 
of such public resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to explain 
that when the compromise was brought to the attention of 
the conferees the form did not seem to me the best form. I 
suggested a redraft which had been prepared by the clerk 
of our committee; that was taken up with the parties inter- 
ested in the Senate and we were advised that it was not 
feasible to consider any alterations at that time, so we ac- 
cepted it just as it came to us. It is now brought to my 
attention by the chairman of the Senate conferees who, I 
understand, speaks for those most interested in the Senate, 
that the reference in the paragraph which we adopted in 
the Interior bill to add an amendment at the end of the 
drought aid act was in error and that the matter should 
have been added at the end of section 1. All this resolu- 
tion does is to put the new matter in the right place in the 
old act. Of course, I consulted my friend from Colorado 
(Mr. Taytor] about this. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. As the gentleman has said, 
if they had accepted the language which he suggested at the 
time, it would have been all right, and they now find they 
have to do something similar to what he suggested. It is 
merely a clerical correction. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion was passed was laid on the table. 

AUTHORIZATION TO RESELL UNDISPOSED OF PORTION OF CAMP 

TAYLOR, KY. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, my colleague from 
New York [Mr. WarywricHTt] misunderstood the effect of the 
amendment suggested by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
LaGuarpia]. I ask unanimous consent that we return to No. 
932 on the Consent Calendar, Senate bill 4636. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michi- 
gan asks unanimous consent to return to No. 932 on the 
calendar and vacate the proceedings by which the bill was 
objected to. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. It is understood that the committee is 
going to accept the LaGuardia amendment, and that section 
2 will go out of the bill. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. The discussion of this bill a few 
moments ago was predicated upon the possible effect of 
wiping out all existing authority in the Wer Department to 
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sell land. I am now assured by my colleague from New 
York (Mr. LaGuarpia] that this amendment will not affect 
in any way existing authority to sell, and that this will only 
apply to future sales of real estate for which no authority of 
law exists to-day. On that understanding I will withdraw 
any objection I have. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. James]? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby author- 
ized to resell, under such terms as he deems to be to the best 
advantage of the Government, that portion of Camp Taylor, Ky., 
approximately 328 acres, which was sold under authority of the 
act of Congress approved February 28, 1920 (41 Stat. 453, 454), 
but which sales were not consummated by the respective pur- 
chasers. The Secretary of War is also authorized to have said land 
appraised, the cost of such appraisal to be paid from the proceeds 
derived from the resale; and the net proceeds of such resale shall 


be deposited in the Treasury to the credit of the fund known as 
the military-post construction fund. 


With the following committee amendments: 

Page 1, line 3, after the word “ authorized,” insert “, after due 
advertisement,“; after the word “to,” strike out “resell” and 
insert the following: “sell at public auction, for cash, at not less 
than the appraised value.” 

Page 1, line 4, strike out all on line 4 and the words “the 
Government,” on line 5. 

Page 1, line 7, strike out the word “sold” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “attempted to be sold.” 

5 sb 2, line 2, after the word “appraised,” insert the word 
again.” 

Page 2, line 3, strike out the word “resale” and insert in Heu 
thereof the word “ sale.” 


Page 2, line 4, strike out the word “resale” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “sale.” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: R 
Src. 2. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to ap- 
point and choose appraisers of the surplus real estate of the War 
Department which may be disposed of under the provisions of the 
ts of Congress approved July 9, 1918 (40 Stat. 850), and July 
1, 1919 (41 Stat. 129), and that payment for the services of such 
appraisers shall be paid out of the proceeds of the sale of real 
estate before the net proceeds of such sales are deposited in the 
Treasury to the credit of the fund known as the military-post 
construction fund, and, furthermore, that the cost of the appraisal 
of the Peter Lyall plant, at Montreal, Canada, and the cost of 
appraisal of other surplus real estate of the War Department here- 
tofore sold under the provisions of the acts of Congress approved 
July 9, 1918, and July 11, 1919, shall be paid from the proceeds 
of sale of surplus real estate of the War Department not as yet 
deposited in the Treasury. 


With the following committee amendment: 

Page 3, line 2, after the word “ insert the words 
“ Provided, That the amounts so paid to such appraisers shall be 
reported to the Congress.” 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out 
section 2. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New 
York offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. LAGUARDIA: At the end of section 1, 
add the following: “ Provided, That hereafter no real estate of the 
War Department shall be sold or disposed of without authority of 
Congress, and all existing acts or parts thereof in conflict with this 
provision are hereby repealed. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I have not paid much at- 
tention to this matter. What will be the effect of this 
amendment? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve a point of order. 

Mr. BLANTON. It is too late to reserve a point of order. 
Argument has been begun by the gentleman from Michigan, 
and I make a point of order against the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the point 
of order comes too late. 

Mr. CRAMTON. What will be the effect 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 
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Mr. STAFFORD. If it were the understanding that we 
were to consider this amendment, of course, I would not vio- 
late the rights of any Member by pressing a point of order. 
I think it is clearly subject to a point of order, but I think 
I am estopped from making it because there was such an 
understanding. Therefore, I shall not press the point of 
order. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. I did not want to take the House by 
surprise in the matter 

Mr. BLANTON. And it was understood the committee 
would accept the amendment before the objection stage was 
passed. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I do not think there is 
anything to prevent my asking a question. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Not at all. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I want to know whether this amend- 
ment would reach a special act heretofore passed with ref- 
erence to a specific piece of land? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is not my understanding. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I think the text is broad enough to 
reach such a situation. I have in mind a bill that I got 
through, after a great deal of work, authorizing the sale of 
a certain piece of land in the Fort Gratiot Military Reserva- 
tion. Whether the transfer has actually taken place as yet 
I do not know, but I do not want to sit here and have a bill 
go through that repeals that prior act. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The amendment says “ hereafter.” 

Mr. BLANTON. It only applies to future acts of the War 
Department not specifically authorized by Congress. 

Mr. BURTNESS. If there is a special act of Congress 
covering it, it is excepted. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. The gentleman from New York gave 
us his assurance that under his construction of the amend- 
ment it would not affect the sale of any piece of land for 
which there was existing authority, either by any general 
law or any special act. 

Mr. CRAMTON. There is not any question but what the 
amendment offered repeals existing acts. The amendment 
says: 

Provided that hereafter no real estate of the War Department 
shall be sold 

The “ hereafter relates to the sale 


or disposed of without authority of Congress, and all existing acts 
or parts thereof in conflict with this provision are hereby re- 
pealed. 

If you adopt this amendment you have repealed every 
single existing special or general act for the sale of War 
Department property. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, there is no reason why 
any Member should get unduly excited or exercised about 
my amendment. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I had ceased to give attention to the 
activities of my friend for a few moments and I thought he 
was going along all right, and now I give him my attention 
and I am naturally alarmed to find he got off the track. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The War Department has been operat- 
ing under a blanket authority for the sale of surplus land 
and real estate. My amendment would take away that 
blanket authority and require the authority of Congress for 
the sale of land. Any piece of land which receives specific 
authority from Congress would naturally be excluded from 
the contemplation of my amendment. That is all there 
is to it. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the La- 
Guardia amendment by adding, after the word “ proviso,” 
the words “other than special acts for the sale of stated 
pieces of lands.” 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is all right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. Cramton to the LaGuardia amendment: 
After the word “ proviso,” in the last line of the LaGuardia amend- 


ment, insert the words “other than special acts for the sale of 
stated pieces of land.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask recognition on the 
amendment. Does not the gentleman from Michigan think 
that his amendment would be placed better if inserted after 
the first clause? It reads awkwardly, with all due respect 
to the eminent legislator of the House. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I put it in where it appeared to be 
best—I do not care where you put it in. 

Mr. DUNBAR. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman 
from New York and the gentleman from Michigan, whose 
amendments are pending, am I to understand that any 
property owned by the War Department in the United States 
can not from this time on be sold to any person for any 
purpose except with the consent of Congress? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is true; that is the law now. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 
amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. Srarronn to the Cramton amendment: 
Strike out the word “pieces” and insert the word “ tracts.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BOYLAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. Mr. Speaker, I think this amendment ought 
not to prevail. Why should we pick out the War Depart- 
ment as a particular branch of the Government; why not 
pass a general act applying to all the departments? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Because that is the law of the other 
departments. 

Mr. BOYLAN. It ought to be covered by a general act and 
not pick out the War Department for a special act. We 
ought to have orderly procedure applying to all real estate 
owned by the Government and not pass special acts for each 
department. 

Mr. BLANTON. None of the other departments can sell 
property without permission of Congress, but a short time 
ago this Congress foolishly passed an act that gave the War 
Department blanket authority to sell lands. Now we are 
taking it away from the War Department. 

Mr. BOYLAN. The passage of that act, as I remember, 
was in order to clarify the situation and permit the sale of 
surplus property, so that something could be done for the 
building program of the Army. The selling of these lands 
has not been completed, and why burden the sales with all 
these amendments and changes until the work is completed? 

Mr. GREEN. If the gentleman will permit, I have a bill 
for the sale of Department of Commerce land reported from 
the committee February 4 and on the Private Calendar. 
When we reach that place on the calendar, I am going to 
have the bill taken up as a consent bill. I think the same 
rule that applies to the War Department ought to apply to 
all departments. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOYLAN. Yes. , 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman is on the Committee on 
Appropriations and well acquainted with the title to prop- 
erty belonging to the United States. Does the gentleman 
know of any real estate the title to which rests in the War 
Department? I believe that title to all of the land of the 
Government is in the United States and not any of it in the 
War Department. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I agree with thet. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman’s amendment refers to 
land of the War Department. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. That is the language that the War 
Department has been using all of the time. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman cite one instance 
where the department says “lands of the War Department ”? 
There is no such thing, not even in the gentleman’s district. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I ask the gentleman to look on page 2, 
line 22, of the bill— 

All other surplus real estate of the War Department. 

Mr. STAFFORD. We have stricken that out. 
that is warrant for the gentleman using it. 

Mr. DALLINGER. How can the War Department hold 
title to real estate? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. Boytan] yield the floor? 


Perhaps 
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Mr. BOYLAN. No, I think we are amending this bill to 
death. I do not think there are seven men in the House 
who know what it is all about. Why waste the time of the 
House with all of these frivolous amendments? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. BOYLAN. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. The amendment starts out by 
stating what is not the fact— 

Any land owned by the War Department. 


There is no land owned by the War Department. The 
land is owned by the Government, under the control of the 
War Department. Then the amendment goes further and 
provides that no land owned by the War Department shall 
be sold without a special act of Congress. That is the con- 
dition now except in so far as acts of Congress have been 
enacted authorizing sales. There is no need of the amend- 
ment even if it were in proper form. 

Mr. BOYLAN. Absolutely not. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. There is nothing in my amendment 
that speaks of “real estate owned by the War Department.” 

Mr. BOYLAN. Mr. Speaker, so many amendments have 
been tacked onto this that I think nobody knows how it 
reads now. The distinguished gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Moore] has called attention to a very good point. 
Inasmuch as the War Department owns no real estate, how 
can you enact an amendment providing that the War 
Department shall do this and that with land that it does 
not own? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BO „ Nes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Every member of the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs on the floor except one agreed to and accepted 
this proposed amendment. They knew what it meant. 
They were apprised of its significance, and after carefully 
considering it they thought it was salutary. 

Mr. BOYLAN. The gentleman must remember that last 
week a veto message came here from the President of the 
United States vetoing a bill that was unanimously reported 
out of the Committee on Military Affairs, which committee 
had given it thought and attention. Yet the members of 
that committee deserted the committee findings. I do not 
think a man on the Committee on Military Affairs voted to 
override the veto of the President. If they are going to give 
thought and attention to matters and then not stand by 
their guns, what are they going to do with this? I believe 
that we should give this matter our attention. I have the 
greatest respect. for the Committee on Military Affairs, but 
I was disappointed last week when the veto message came 
in and they did not stand by their guns. If I were a mem- 
ber of a committee and that committee had acted on a 
matter, I would stand by it. I spoke to several of them 
when the message was before the House, and they said, 
“Well, we did not know this and that.” I think I would 
stand by the report of my committee; and yet they saw this 
poor old fellow, who is 97 years old, deprived of his miser- 
able little pension of $12 a month because somebody got up 
and said, We must sustain the President.” 

Mr. BLANTON. Did not that vetoed bill come from the 
Committee on War Claims and not from the Committee on 
Military Affairs? 

Mr. BOYLAN. The original bill had come from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. It had been passed on by them. 
Yet when the bill was presented to the House they all turned 


tail and were afraid to vote against the veto. I think in 


that case as in this we should use our own judgment. We 
have this measure before us, and yet we load it down with 
so many amendments that we do not know what it is all 
about—amendments that are not germane, amendments 
that have no real place in the bill itself. I think all these 
amendments should be voted out of this bill and the bill 
ought to be passed as reported by the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Michigan, as 
amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York as amended 
by the gentleman from Michigan. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, was read the third time, and passed, and 
a motion to reconsider laid on the table. 

THIRTEENTH NATIONAL CONVENTION OF AMERICAN LEGION 
DETROIT, MICH. 

The Clerk called the next bill on the Consent Calendar, 
H. R. 15620, to authorize the Secretary of War to lend War 
Department equipment for use at the Thirteenth National 
Convention of the American Legion at Detroit, Mich., during 
the month of September, 1931. 

Mr. McLEOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
substitute a similar Senate bill, S. 5817. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the 
Clerk will report the Senate bill. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to lend, at his discretion, to the American 
Legion 1931 National Convention Corporation, for use at the 
Thirteenth National Convention of the American Legion to be 
held at Detroit, Mich., in the month of September, 1931, 20,000 
cots, 40,000 blankets, 40,000 bed sheets, 20,000 pillows, 20,000 pillow- 
cases, and 20,000 mattresses or bed sacks: Provided, That no 
expense shall be caused the United States Government by the 
delivery and return of said property, the same to be delivered at 
such time prior to the holding of the said convention as may be 
agreed upon by the Secretary of War and the American Legion 
1931 National Convention Corporation, through the chairman of 
the housing committee of the American Legion 1931 National 
Convention Corporation, Heinrich A. Pickert: Provided further, 
That the Secretary of War, before delivering said property, shall 
take from the said the American Legion 1931 National Convention 
Corporation a good and suficient bond for the safe return of 


said property in good order and condition, and the whole without 
expense to the United States. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read 
the third time and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

A similar House bill was laid on the table. 


COLLECTION AND PUBLICATION OF STATISTICS OF PEANUTS 


The Clerk called the next bill on the Consent Calendar, 
H. R. 10345, to provide for the collection and publication 
of statistics of peanuts by the Secretary of Agriculture and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, what 
great need is there for an additional department to check 
up or count or classify or otherwise catalogue peanuts? 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. To see if they are double- 
jointed. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I was under the impression that the 
Bureau of the Census collated these statistics? 

Mr. LANKFORD of Georgia. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. LANKFORD], the author of this bill, I am advised, 
is ill and can not be here to-day. Senator GEORGE, of Geor- 
gia, is the author of a similar bill in the Senate. They are 
both anxious for the passage of this measure. 

Let me say the Bureau of the Census is not authorized to 
do this work as effectively as is provided in this bill. The 
Department of Agriculture is fully equipped to do this work 
and will be able to render a real service to the peanut in- 
dustry if authorized to act. There will be no conflict be- 
tween the activities of the two departments and no dupli- 
cation. 

I hope no one will object. The peanut producers favor the 
bill and believe these statistics will be very valuable to them. 
They have built up a great industry and need this proposed 
legislation. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I realize that it is quite an industry 
and there is a great amount of it used here; but it seems 
to me there is no classification of quality such as there is 
in cotton. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I want to know if there is? 

Mr.EDWARDS. Yes. There are several kinds of peanuts. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. On the fat content? 
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Mr. EDWARDS. On the fat content, and the oil content. 
The purpose of the legislation in the House and in the 
Senate is to get more information about the food value 
of this article; also to develop uses of the nut and to de- 
velop markets for them. It is a very important and grow- 
ing industry. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. May I ask the gentleman, in section 6, 
page 6, line 18, does the gentleman construe the appoint- 
ment of employees to be limited to the civil service law? I 
am afraid that is not quite clear. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I think it is under civil service. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It is rather heavy. It says “And shall 
have the power to appoint, remove, and fix the compensation 
of such officers and employees not in conflict with existing 
law.” Would that bring it under the civil service? 

Mr. EDWARDS. I think so. If the gentleman wishes to 
clarify it, I would have no objection to that. 

Mr. COLLINS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I yield. 

Mr. COLLINS. I do not see that the quality or grade of 
the peanut has anything to do with this bill. It deals en- 
tirely with the collection and publication of statistics of 
peanuts. 

Mr. WARREN. We have none on them now 

Mr. COLLINS. The statement has been made that if this 
bill passed the fat content and the food content of peanuts 
would be ascertained. I do not understand that this bill 
has that in mind at all. > 

Mr. EDWARDS. The bill has for its purpose just what 
the gentleman stated, the getting of statistics, but it will 
also enables us to get the other information. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Dealing with the various kinds of pea- 
nuts and the food content of the various kinds? 

Mr. LANKFORD of Georgia. The statistics will be valu- 
able from every standpoint. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Yes; and encouraging the industry. It 
is a great industry in this country. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I think the gentleman is in error as 
to opening up markets. The bill reads: 

The Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized and directed 
to collect and publish statistics of raw peanuts, shelled, unshelled, 
and crushed, and peanut oil, in the United States, in the posses- 
sion of warehousemen, brokers, cleaners, shellers, dealers, growers’ 
cooperative associations, and owners other than the original pro- 
ducers of peanuts. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that this bill go over without prejudice. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Let us get the amendment which the 
gentleman from New York proposes to offer about the civil 
service and pass the bill. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I am under the impression that the 
collection of statistics has heretofore been made by the 
Bureau of the Census. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I do not think so. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I know it is the case 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wis- 
consin asks unanimous consent that the bill be passed with- 
out prejudice. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

PAN AMERICAN COMMERCIAL . WASHINGTON, D. C., 

93 

The Clerk called the next bill on the Consent Calendar, 
H. R. 16159, authorizing an appropriation of the sum of 
$15,000 to defray the expenses of the Pan American Com- 
mercial Conference to be held in Washington, D. C., in 
1931. 

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as fol- 
lows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, the sum of $15,000 to enable the Pan American Union 
to meet the expenses of the Pan American Commercial Conference 
to be held in Washington, D. C., in 1931; this money to be paid 
by order of the Secretary of State to the Pan American Union, 
and to be expended in the same manner and under the same 


conditions as the appropriation of the United States of the quota 
for the support of the Pan American Union. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


TO AMEND THE NATIONAL DEFENSE ACT 


The Clerk called the next bill on the Consent Calendar, 
H. R. 2756, to amend the act entitled “An act for making 
further and more effectual provision for the national de- 
fense, and for other purposes,” approved June 3, 1916, as 
amended, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, this bill 
will cost $86,000, and I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman from Texas reserve 
the objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. Is the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Cramton] in favor of spending $86,000 for music when 
people want something to eat? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Well, I think we can go forward in vari- 
ous directions. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman spoke over the radio so 
distinctly against food the other night—— 

Mr. CRAMTON. No; I was not distinct, if the gentleman 
got that impression. I simply want to call the gentleman’s 
attention seriously to the fact that the National Federation 
of Musical Clubs has been very much interested in this bill. 

Mr. BLANTON. I have received nine telegrams from mu- 
sical sources to-day in behalf of this bill. Somebody has 
gotten them interested in spending this $86,000 for this new 
1 legislation, but those telegrams did not disturb me 
at all. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I happen to know this and I call it to 
the gentleman’s attention, although I will not press it if the 
gentleman is determined to object. 

Mr. BLANTON. I first want to spend this $86,000 and 
whatever additional sum that is necessary in behalf of those 
veterans who have signed these huge petitions which are 
over there on that desk, the veterans’ loan bill, which we 
take up at 3.30 and pass. That measure, to meet their 
urgent necessities, must first be passed, before we spend 
$86,000 for music. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I want to remind the gentleman that 
there are many music lovers all over the United States who 
are really interested in this and believe it is in the direction 
of better music outside as well as in the Army. 

Mr. BLANTON. Well, is the gentleman in favor just now 
of spending $86,000 for it? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes; certainly. I would not be appeal- 
ing to the gentleman if I were not in favor of it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Does the gentleman know how long 
these men have been waiting for this bill? I first heard of 
this bill when I was a little boy out in Arizona and my 
father was one of these bandmasters, way back in the 
eighties. 

Mr. BLANTON. I first want to see if the President of the 
United States signs the bill that the Speaker is going to let 
us pass under suspension and get through this afternoon at 
3.30 before I withdraw my objection to this $86,000 music 
bill. I want to see that bill passed and signed first. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Let this go through. They have been 
waiting for this thing for 45 years. 

Mr. BLANTON. No; I regret that I can not. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


TENTH OLYMPIC GAMES 
The Clerk called the next bill, S. 5715, to authorize the 
attendance of perscnnel and animals of the Regular Army 


as participants in the Tenth Olympic Games. 
Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


COMMEMORATION OF THE BATTLE OF FORT NECESSITY, PA. 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 9104, to provide for 
the commemoration of the Battle of Fort Necessity, Pa. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, I notice there is no provision made as to the design 
of this monument, which is going to cost $25,000. Will the 
gentleman accept an amendment providing that the design 
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of said monument shall be approved by the Commission of 
Fine Arts? 

Mr. KENDALL of Pennsylvania. I will accept that 
amendment. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Will it be agreeable to the gentleman 
to provide that this be administered through the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, through the Park Service? 

Mr. KENDALL of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Before the gentleman consents to that 
provision let us discuss it. This, as I understand from the 
hearings before the committee, is to be a State park. 

Mr. CRAMTON. If it is to be a State, park, then the 
expense should be borne by the State. The bill provides 
that the administration is to be at the expense of the 
Federal Government. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Only so far as this acre of ground is 
concerned, a mere formality. 

Mr. BLANTON. It will require an annual appropriation 
to keep it up. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not think we should establish the 
policy of having the National Government take over the 
entire supervision of this park. 

Mr. CRAMTON. If not, then the gentleman should strike 
out section 3. I would not quarrel with the gentleman 
about that, but if it is to be administered by the Federal 
Government it should be administered through the Park 
Service of the Interior Department, because the War Depart- 
ment has no activities at that point to handle it. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Would the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania be willing to have section 3 stricken out? 

Mr. KENDALL of Pennsylvania. I will accept that. 

Mr. STAFFORD. As I understand, it is a State park. 

Mr. KENDALL of Pennsylvania. I will accept that 
amendment, 

Mr. CRAMTON. In order to be sure the gentleman ac- 
complishes what he has in mind, he should go further, and 
in section 2, or at some other point, provide that it is to 
be administered without expense to the Federal Government. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If that is agreeable to the author, it is 
to me. f 

Mr. COLLINS. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. KENDALL of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. COLLINS. A study of battlefields has been made by 
the War Department, and that report, I understand, has 
been published. I was wondering if Fort Necessity was on 
that report. Does the gentleman know? 

Mr. KENDALL of Pennsylvania. Fort Necessity, of 
course 

Mr. COLLINS. I know about Fort Necessity. That is 
the place where Washington was said to have been reversed 
prior to the Revolution, but I was trying to find out if Fort 
Necessity is on that list of important engagements. 

Mr. KENDALL of Pennsylvania. It was. 

Mr. COLLINS. If it is not on that list, we certainly 
ought not to pass this bill. 

Mr. HILL of Alabama. It was on the list. 

Mr. COLLINS. On what list was it? 

Mr. HILL of Alabama. It was on the last list sent to the 
Congress by the War Department as having been studied 
and investigated by the historical section of the War De- 
partment, and a favorable recommendation was made by 
the War Department for the enactment of this bill or some 
bill providing for that monument. 

Mr. COLLINS. Was it on the first-class list of engage- 
ments, the second-class list, or the third-class list? 

Mr. HILL of Alabama. It was in the third class. There 
was a very limited number in the first class, a larger num- 
ber in the second class, and the overwhelming number of 
these battlefields are classified in the third class. 

Mr. COLLINS. I think we ought to take care of the first- 
class and second-class projects first. 

Mr. HILL of Alabama. Practically all of the first-class 
projects have been taken care of. Those that have not 
been taken care of the War Department is now taking care 
of, and the same will apply very largely to the second class. 

Mr. COLLINS. Will the gentleman state for the RECORD 
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how many of these forts, battle grounds, and so on, are 
on the third-class list? 

Mr. HILL of Alabama. I can not state that off-hand. 
There are several hundred of them, because it includes the 
battles of every war in which this country has been 
engaged. 

Mr. COLLINS. And by the time we get through preserv- 
ing them and erecting monuments on them there will be 
little money left in the Treasury for other Government ac- 
tivities. We must not let sentiment carry us too far. 

Mr. HILL of Alabama. Of course, that is a matter for 
the Congress to determine. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that this bill may be passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Texas? : 

There was no objection. 

SELFRIDGE FIELD, MICH. 


The Clerk called the next bill on the Consent Calendar, 
H. R. 9224, to authorize an appropriation for the completion 
of a sea wall at Selfridge Field, Mich. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, there are three bills on this calendar for Selfridge 
Field; one provides for a sea wall, another for drainage pipe 
to pump out the water, and I am wondering if it would not 
be economy if we turned over this aviation field to the Navy 
for a submarine station. 

Mr. CRAMTON. My friend from New York has been 
more hasty than is his custom, I think. The second bill 
does not have the purpose that the gentleman suggests, but 
I am glad the gentleman has called attention to the three 
bills, because I would be very happy if they could be con- 
sidered together as there is a real emergency in the case 
of the latter two. 

The first bill is to complete the sea wall, which is only 
needed in cases of storms, ice jams, and so forth. The 
second is a bill to enable them to connect with the water 
system of the city of Mount Clemens and construct the 
necessary mains outside of the aviation field, and the third 
is for the construction of a quartermaster warehouse. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. You have a refrigeration plant there, 
too, have you not? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Because of fire the warehouse was de- 
stroyed and their supplies are now carried in one of the 
old war-time hangars. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker. 

There being no ‘objection, the Clerk read the bill, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby authorized to be appro- 
priated the sum of $150,000 for completion of a sea wall and 
necessary fill at Selfridge Field, Mich. 

With the following committee amendment: 

Line 4, strike out “$150,000” and insert in lieu thereof 
“ $50,000.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, the other two bills about 
Selfridge Field which we discussed are on the calendar and 
I fear they may not be reached to-day. They are emergency 
measures and the appropriations should be included in the 
deficiency bill that is coming through, and in order that 
there may be some chance of that, I ask unanimous consent 
that No. 999 on this calendar, which is H. R. 15596, pertain- 
ing to the construction of water mains, and Calendar No. 
1000, H. R. 15616, authorizing the building of a warehouse, 
be added as amendments to this bill. We will then have the 
three items for Selfridge in one bill. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. In whose congressional district is this? 

Mr. CRAMTON. For a few days in mine, I will say to the 
gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michi- 
gan asks unanimous consent that Calendar No. 999 and 
Calendar No. 1000 be added as amendments to the present 
bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, this will require a total appropriation of how much? 
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Mr. CRAMTON. $50,000, $37,000, and $55,000, making a 
total of $142,000. 

Mr. BLANTON. Under all the circumstances, I shall not 
object. [Laughter and applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from 
Michigan offer them as new sections to the bill? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 

The Clerk reported the amendments, as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to construct a water main extending from the limits of the 
city of Mount Clemens, Mich., to and connecting with the dis- 
tribution system of the Selfridge Field Military Reservation, Mich.; 
and there is hereby authorized to be appropriated the sum of 
$37,000, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, for such purpose: Provided, That the right of way for 
said main shall be conveyed to the United States free of any cost. 

Sec. 3. Harrison and Clinton Townships of Macomb County, 
Mich., may, under such regulations as the Secretary of War may 
prescribe, make connections with said main for the purpose of 
supplying water to residents of said townships, but no such con- 
nections shall be made until said townships shall have paid to the 
Secretary of War one-fourth of the cost of construction of said 
main between the said city limits and the boundary of the reser- 
vation, which sum so paid shall be covered into the Treasury to 
the credit of “ Miscellaneous receipts”: Provided, That all water 
used through said main for other than post shall be 
without expense to the United States: And provided further, That 
should there be any interference with the post supply the Secre- 
tary of War shall have the right, from time to time, to suspend 
the use of water through part or all of said connections, or remove 
and discontinue the same. 

Sec. 4. That not to exceed $55,000 is hereby authorized to be 
appropriated for construction of a quattermaster warehouse at 
Selfridge Field, Mich. 

The amendments were agreed to. > 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


GRAND VALLEY RECLAMATION PROJECT 


The Clerk called the next bill on the Consent Calendar, 
H. R. 16215, authorizing the sale of surplus power developed 
under the Grand Valley reclamation project, Colorado. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, there is one phase of this matter I do not quite 
understand. Is this surplus power to be sold to consumers? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Oh, yes; to the local farmers 
there. They want to bring in some more land. If the gen- 
tleman will permit, I may say that the water users have 
the right now under the law to put in a plant for 10 years. 
They have been trying to build the plant, but they have not 
thus far been able to finance it on a 10-year basis. The 
population are anxious to have them go ahead and build the 
line and sell it to them. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It is not contemplated to sell it to any 
electrical company and allow the company to sell it to the 

, consumers. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Oh, no; they are to sell it to 
the consumers. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I want to say that the financial respon- 
sibility of the Government would be clarified if the gentle- 
man would accept an amendment in line 9, page 2, after 
the word “ project,” insert: 

Such development in power to be without expenditure of money 
ale the reclamation fund or from the Treasury of the United 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. That is all right. They are 
going to build it at their own expense entirely. I will accept 
the amendment. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever a development of power is 
necessary for the irrigation of lands under the Grand Valley 
reclamation project, Colorado, or an opportunity is afforded for 
the development of power under said project, the Grand Valley 
Water Users’ Association, with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior, is authorized to enter into a contract or contracts 
for a period of not exceeding 25 years for the sale or development 


of any surplus power or power privileges in said Grand Valley 
reclamation project, Colorado: Provided, That the money derived 
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from such sale or, development shall be credited as provided in 
Subsection I of section 4 of the act approved December 5, 1924 
(43 Stat. L. 672, 703). 

With the following committee amendment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: That 
whenever a development of power is n for the irrigation 
of lands under the Grand Valley reclamation project, Colorado, or 
an op ty is afforded for the development of power under 
said project, the Grand Valley Water Users’ Association, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior, is authorized to enter 
into a contract or ¢ontracts for a period of not exceeding 25 years 
for the sale or development of any surplus power or power privi- 
leges in said Grand Valley reclamation project, Colorado.” 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 
amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 9, after the word “ project," insert “such develop- 
ment in power to be without expenditure of money from the 
reclamation fund or from the Treasury of the United States.” 

The amendment to the committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

The committee amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

COMMEMORATION OF THE BATTLE OF FORT NECESSITY, PA. 


Mr. KENDALL of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
return to No. 942 on the calendar, the Fort Necessity bill. 

Mr. BLANTON. We have passed that, and I object for 
the present. 

INVESTIGATION OF OPERATIONS ON COTTON EXCHANGES 

The Clerk read the title of the next resolution on the Con- 
sent Calendar, Senate Joint Resolution 195, a joint resolution 
authorizing investigation of certain operations on cotton 
exchanges. 

Mr. BLACK. I object. 


ESTABLISHMENT OF BOULDER CITY TOWN SITE 


The Clerk read the title of the next bill on the Consent 
Calendar, H. R. 16422, authorizing the establishment of 
Boulder City town site, and necessary expenditures in con- 
nection therewith, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SNELL). 
jection? 

Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as 
this has to do with a project not yet completed I object. 


AMENDING THE FEDERAL HIGHWAY ACT 


The Clerk read the title of the next bill on the Consent 
Calendar, S. 5314, an act to amend the Federal Highway 
act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, I would like to ask a question in connection with 
this bill. I notice it is an act to amend the Federal high- 
way act. It so happens that I have had a bill before the 
Committee on Roads for the most of this session for the 
same purpose, namely, to amend the Federal highway act. 
It has been absolutely impossible to get a hearing on that 
bill or similar bills, as the chairman of the committee has 
refused to call a meeting of the Roads Committee. 

Now I do not see why one type of legislation should come 
up here for the purpose of amending the Federal highway 
act, and at the same time a definite and positive refusal 
on the part of the chairman of the committee to give at 
least two and probably more of the Members of the House 
a hearing in his committee for another amendment of 
the highway act. Unless some explanation can be given 
of that I shall object to the bill. 

Mr. BLANTON. Inasmuch as the chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee has finally given us a hearing on the 
veterans’ loan bill which we are to pass to-day, the chair- 
man of the Roads Committee ought to follow his good 
example and call a meeting of his committee for the gentle- 
man right away. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I will join with the gentleman from 
Texas and try to force him to do so. 


Is there ob- 
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Mr. COLTON. This bill simply restores section 3 of the 
‘original highway act, which was inadvertently repealed by 
‘the act of June 24, 1930. Unless this bill passes it will hold 
up projects amounting to more than a million dollars. At 
the time the act of June 24, 1930, was passed it was intended 
to apply to the public domain and Indian lands as additional 
authorization only. It was not intended at all to repeal 
section 3 of the highway act. 

It was not discovered at the time that the bill passed both 
Houses, and a great hardship will be worked in Western 
States if this bill is not allowed to become a law at this time. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, I realize the gentleman’s 
explanation, but at the same time it offers me no explana- 
tion for the situation that Members of this House are in who 
want a hearing on a bill to amend the Federal highway act 
and make a fair adjustment between the Government and 
States. The failure to get that hearing will work just as 
much of a hardship on many States as not to have this bill 
passed. The bill I refer to is recommended by the highway 
commissions throughout the country, and has already passed 
the Senate. Yet we can not get a hearing on that bill be- 
fore a committee of the House designated as the Roads 
Committee, because of the autocratic action of the chairman 
of the committee. 

Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I demand the 
regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. TREADWAY. Out of courtesy to the gentleman from 
Utah [Mr. Cotton] I shall not object. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Federal highway act approved 
November 9, 1921 (42 Stat. L. 212), as amended or supplemented, 
be further amended by inserting after section 3 a new section, to 
be numbered 3a, and to read as follows: 

“ Sec. 3a. The Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to cooperate 
with the State highway departments and with the Department of 
the Interior in the construction of public highways within Indian 
reservations, and to pay the amount assumed therefor from the 
funds allotted or apportioned under this act to the State wherein 
the reservation is located.” 3 

Sec. 2. All acts or parts of acts in any way inconsistent with the 
provisions of this act are hereby repealed, and this act shall take 
effect on its passage. ; 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider was laid 
on the table. 


REGULATION OF WAGES PAID ON GOVERNMENT BUILDING CONTRACTS 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 16619, relating to 
the rate of wages for laborers and mechanics employed on 
public buildings of the United States and the District of 
Columbia by contractors and subcontractors, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. BOYLAN. I hope the gentleman will reserve his ob- 
jection. 

Mr. BLANTON. Very well, I reserve my objection, if the 
House wants to hear from the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BOYLAN. I reserve it, so that the House might hear 
from the gentleman from New York [Mr. Bacon]. 

Mr. BLANTON. It interferes with the contractual rela- 
tions of the people here in Washington, and it ought not 
to pass. 0 

Mr. BOYLAN. It does not, and the gentleman misunder- 
stands the bill. He has not read the bill. It applies only 
to future contracts. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

TUSAYAN NATIONAL FOREST, ARIZ. 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 15986, to amend the 
act of May 23, 1930 (46 Stat. 378). 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that the report does not comply with the rule, in that it does 
not show by a comparison in print what change is contem- 
plated in the law to be amended. ; 

Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona. It simply adds to the language 
of the bill passed last spring. It does not strike out any 
language. It simply adds territory. 

Mr. COLTON. This matter was not overlooked. We did 
not know how to comply any more fully with the Ramseyer 
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rule. There is no amendment to the existing statute. It 
simply adds to the law already in existence. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I shall not press my point of order, but 
I should think the way to do it would be to reprint the ex- 
isting law in the regular print, and then the new sections 
could be added in italics. I withdraw the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to substitute S. 5557, a similar Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the act of May 23, 1930 
(46 Stat. 378), entitled “An act to eliminate certain lands from 
the Tusayan National Forest, Ariz., as an addition to the Western 
Navajo Indian Reservation,” be, and the same is hereby, amended 


so as to include the following-described lands subject to all the 
conditions and provisions of said act: Sections 10 to 15, inclusive, 


p + „ 
9, 16 to 21, 29 to 32, all inclusive, in township 27 
8 east; sections 1 and 2, the east half of section 3, 
the east half of 
Tan; q 


i 


10, sections 11 and 12, township 26 north, 


Gila and Salt River „ 

. 2. That for the purpose of arriving at the values and 
of which private landowners are entitled 
23, 1930, as hereby amended, the value 
of the improvements on all privately owned lands to be conveyed 


Eig 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read 
the third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider laid 
on the table. 


A similar House bill (H. R. 15986) was laid on the table. 
NANCY HART 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 14805, to amend 
the act entitled “An act for the erection of a tablet or 
marker to be placed at some suitable point between Hart- 
well, Ga., and Alfords Bridge in the county of Hart, State 
of Georgia, on the national highway between the States 
of Georgia and South Carolina, to commemorate the mem- 
ory of Nancy Hart.” 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to 
object. This bill has had extended consideration by this 
House on various occasions. I recall when the original 
measure was under consideration that it was a bill to author- 
ize an appropriation which was in part to be matched by 
the Daughters of the American Revolution down in Georgia. 
This bill proposes to amend that law so as to eliminate any 
local cooperation as to the erection of the monument. There 
was another important feature of the original bill, which 
is the existing law, which we are now asked to repeal, and 
that was the very eloquent and voluminous tribute paid to 
this lady of Georgia, of the Revolutionary period, Nancy 
Hart, giving the reason for the erection of the monument. 

The report stated that— 

During the American Revolution when a party of British Tories 
came to her home, which was located on what was then known 
as Fish Dam Ford or Broad River, single handed and alone she 
captured these Tories, killing one, wounding another, and the 
others surrendering, and that all of the living ones were there- 
after hanged by Nancy Hart and a few of her neighbors. 

I feel that it is a little unfair that the neighbors are not 
honored by at least a mention of their names on the monu- 
ment. I am wondering, however, whether the purpose of 
eliminating this language is because of some more compel- 
ling reason for this monument or because historical research 
has developed the fact that she did not hang all or any 
part of them. However, the House has been very kind to 
me, and I shall not object. 
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Mr, LaGUARDIA. I reserve the right to object. The 
copy before me shows that the bill passed on January 22, 
1931, and there is the printed name of William Tyler Page, 
clerk, to that effect. 

Mr. LUCE. I do not find it on this copy. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a star print of 
that bill. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Did it pass the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has not passed the 
House. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I have a copy of the bill (H. R. 14805) 
to amend the act entitled 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
error. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I do not see how it is possible for the 
bill to have been printed 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. There has been a reprint. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But how was this printed? 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. It was printed by mistake. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That was an error in the 
Printing Office, reproducing an old bill that was passed last 
year. Is there objection? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, may I ask the distinguished chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Library a question? This bill passed the 
House once. As the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cram- 
ton] stated, there was assurance given that a part of the 
expense would be defrayed by the Daughters of the Ameri- 
can Revolution. That is stricken from the bill at this time. 
What has happened that they have withdrawn their interest 
or contribution to this monument? 

Mr. LUCE. They have not withdrawn their interest. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But their contribution. 

Mr. LUCE. Their local bank failed and the drought has 
interfered with their plans. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Now, do not get me started on the 
drought. Did the bank fail with any funds of this organi- 
zation? 

Mr. LUCE. The community is in such condition that 
funds can not be raised for furnishing the stone as a marker. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I do not suppose they are in a spirit 
to have a monument there, are they? 

Mr. LUCE. The purpose of the monument 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. How much will this cost? 

Mr. LUCE. Six hundred and fifty dollars in addition to 
what has already been authorized. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
bill. 

Mr. LUCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Senate bill, S. 5246, be reported in place of the House 
bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act approved February 26, 1929 
(Public, No. 811, 70th Cong.), entitled “An act for the erection of 
a tablet or marker to be placed at some suitable point between 
Hartwell, Ga., and Alfords Bridge in the county of Hart, State of 
Georgia, on the national highway between the States of Georgia 
and South Carolina, to commemorate the memory of Nancy Hart," 
be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to furnish and 
erect at some suitable point between Hartwell, Ga., and Alfords 
Bridge, which croses the Savannah River in the county of Hart, 
State of Georgia, on the national highway between the States of 
Georgia and South Carolina, a tablet or marker to commemorate 
the memory Nancy Hart. 

“Sec. 2. There is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$1,650, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to carry out the 
provisions of this act.” 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table, 

A similar House bill was laid on the table. 


The star print created that 


The Clerk will report the 


Without objection, it is so 
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SALE OF CERTAIN INDIAN CEMETERY RESERVES, KIOWA INDIAN 
RESERVATION, OKLA. 


The Clerk called the next bill on the Consent Calendar, 
H. R. 16466, authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to sell 
certain unused Indian cemetery reserves on the Kiowa In- 
dian Reservation in Oklahoma, to provide funds for pur- 
chase of other suitable burial sites for the Wichita, Caddo, 
and Delaware Indians. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Reserving the right to 
object. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, I do 
not know anything about the character of the land, but 
usually in the sale of lands of this character the mineral 
rights are reserved. There is no such reservation in con- 
nection with the land that is contemplated to be sold by this 
bill. Was there any reason for omitting or was that simply 
overlooked? 

Mr. LEAVITT. This is land which belongs to the Indians, 
and their mineral rights are their own. All there is to this 
bill is to authorize the sale of land they they do not want, 
and permit them to use the money to buy other land that 
they do want. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Is there any mineral or oil on this 
land? Ido not know. 

Mr. LEAVITT. I will refer that question to the gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. McCurnt1cl. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I am asking why the usual reservation 
of mineral rights is omitted from this bill. I do not know 
the character of the land, and I do not know if there are any 
minerals there or not. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. First reserving the right 
to object, Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask some one who knows 
about the bill for this information: In part, I represent the 
district in which the Kiowa Indian Reservation is located. I 
would like some one to tell me where this land is located; in 
what county? 

Mr. LEAVITT. The land, of course, is described by sec- 
tions and townships in the bill. It is given as southwest 
quarter of southeast quarter of section 3, township 9 north, 
range 10 west, Indian meridian, 40 acres; and north half of 
northeast quarter of northwest quarter, and southeast quar- 
ter of northeast quarter of northwest quarter section 10, 
township 7 north, range 10 west, Indian meridian, 30 acres. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. That is just about as en- 
lightening as the Greek alphabet would be to me. 

Mr. LEAVITT. There could not be anything more definite 
than to describe it by legal subdivisions. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. But can the gentleman 
tell me whether the location is in the eastern part of Okla- 
homa or the western part? 

Mr. LEAVITT. I can not tell you that, but I may state 
that if I lived in that great State and you asked me about 
any township, I would know. If you mention any township 
in Montana I can tell you what part of the State it is in. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that this bill go over without prejudice. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I notice in the title of the bill reference to the Kiowa 
Indian Reservation, and in the first section of the bill it re- 
fers to the land being located in Wichita, Caddo, and Dela- 
ware Indian Reservations. This land could not be located 
in both reservations. Evidently that should be cleared up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA]? 

There was no objection. 


WITHHOLDING OF PAY OF CERTAIN EMPLOYEES 


The Clerk called the next bill on the Consent Calendar, 
S. 3277, to provide against the withholding of pay when 
employees are removed for breach of contract to render 
faithful service. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, would the 
gentleman have any objection to the bill being amended fol- 
lowing the suggestion of the Secretary of the Navy, to insert 
before the word employee,” in line 5, the word civil? : 
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Mr. WILLIAMSON. There is no objection to that, but 
there would be objection to the inclusion of the proviso sug- 
gested, because that proviso is clearly improper. If it should 
apply to the Army it should apply to the Navy and every- 
thing else. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Would the gentleman have any objec- 
tion to this? 

Provided further, That nothing in this act shall be held to apply 


to the commissioned or enlisted personnel of the Navy, Naval 
Reserve, Marine Corps, or Coast Guard. 


Mr. WILLIAMSON. The objection to that is that those 
people are not civil employees; they are enlisted men and 
they are not classified as civil employees, and the word 
“ civil” is wholly unnecessary in the bill. I have no objec- 
tion to the inclusion of the word “ civil,” but the proviso 
should not go in. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If the word “ civil” is incorporated in 
the bill, then I assume the word “ Federal” should be elimi- 
nated. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. And the word “ civil” put in in its 
place. I have no objection to that word. 

There being no objection, the bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act 
there shall be no withholding or confiscation of the earned pay, 
salary, or emolument of any employee of the United States re- 
moved for cause: Provided, That if at the time of such removal 
any such Federal employee is indebted to the United States any 
Salary, pay, or emolument accruing to such Federal employee 
coming within the provisions of this act shall be applied in whole 
or in part to the satisfaction of any claim or indebtedness due to 
the United States. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Starrorp: In line 5, after the word 
“any,” insert the word “ civil.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I offer another amend- 
ment. In line 7, and also in line 9, strike out the word 
“ Federal.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. STAFFORD: In line 7, and also in line 
9, strike out the word “ Federal.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider laid on 
the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE BAY OF SAN FRANCISCO 


Mrs. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of Senate bill 5825, granting the 
consent of Congress to the State of California to construct, 
maintain, and operate a toll bridge across the Bay of San 
Francisco from the Rincon Hill district in San Francisco 
by way of Goat Island to Oakland. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlewoman from California asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of Senate 
bill 5825, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, and I do not intend to object because I do not want 
to delay the passage of the bill, but I want to offer some 
amendments to the bill. I want to ask the gentlewoman 
from California if those amendments will be satisfactory? 

Mrs. KAHN. Of course, I am not entirely satisfied with 
the amendments. I will say that. I would much prefer the 
bill to go through the way it is drawn. Of course, if it is 
going to delay the passage of the bill I suppose I will have 
to accept the amendments. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, further reserving the 
right to object, I understand the gentleman’s amendment 
is to shorten the period of amortization. 

Mr. DENISON. That is one amendment; yes. 
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Mr. BLANTON. And the usual recapture clause. 

Mrs. KAHN. There is no recapture clause necessary. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. The gentleman intends to make the 
period of amortization 20 years, I understand. 

Mr. DENISON. Yes. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. I am going to move to make it 40 
years, because this is a public bridge. 

Mr. DENISON. With that understanding, Mr. Speaker, 
I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, I would like to ask the chairman of the committee 
if this bridge is to be erected at a point where it will inter- 
fere in any way with the movement of our naval vessels 
in the Bay of San Francisco provided they have another 
fire in San Francisco. 

Mrs. KAHN. May I answer that question? We have 
a favorable report from the War Department, the Navy 
Department, the Department of Commerce, and the De- 
partment of Agriculture. The bridge will be so constructed 
as to obviate, so far as humanly possible, any destruction 


from natural causes. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. I most certainly hope the gentle- 
woman from California is correct in that prophecy. I 
want to say, however, that both the War Department and 
the Navy Department officials apparently have changed 
their positions on this very important matter in the last 
year or two. In my judgment, the time will come when 
San Francisco Bay will house a great naval base. It is 
the natural, the desirable location for such a base. In 
times of peace as well as times of war our fleet will be at 
anchor in that bay. It strikes me as being rather danger- 
ous to the national safety to erect a bridge across the Bay 
of San Francisco when, in the case of any future catas- 
trophe such as the lady from San Francisco has just re- 
ferred to, it is possible for the proposed bridge to be 
dumped into the Bay of San Francisco and bottle up not 
only our fleet but such other merchant vessels as may be 
in the harbor. 

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield for a 
moment? 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. The Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce in reporting these bills, goes into that 
question very carefully. The representatives of the Army, 
the Navy, the Department of Agriculture, and the Depart- 
ment of Commerce appeared before our committee and said 
that they were of the opinion that the building of this bridge 
would not in any way seriously menace navigation in the 
Bay of San Francisco. 

There are several million people in these two cities who 
are asking Congress to take action on this very important 
highway bridge. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his 
objection. We have gone into it very carefully and there is 
an almost unanimous report from our committee. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. I understand that, and I want to say 
to my friend that I am very reluctant about objecting. I 
think if I object to this bill it will be the first bill that has 
been on either the Private Calendar or the Consent Calendar 
that I have ever objected to, and I am constrained to do 
this only because of my interest in the national defense. 

Mrs. KAHN, Everybody in the State of California is 
anxious to have this bill passed. It is to be a State-built 
bridge. It will affect millions of people on both sides of the 
bay. The only reason we have come to Congress is because 
we have to cross an island in the bay called Goat Island. 
We have an absolutely favorable report from every depart- 
ment of the Government that is interested. The welfare of 
millions of people is dependent upon this proposed legisla- 
tion. I sincerely hope and trust the gentleman will with- - 
draw his objection. It is a matter of tremendous interest to 
the State of California. 

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. I may also say to the gentleman 
from Michigan that President Hoover appointed a commis- 
sion to investigate this matter. The commission worked for 
one year studying every angle of the proposition and then 
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they came to our committee with a report recommending the 
building of the bridge. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. I understand that, I will say to my 
friend from Ohio. This matter has been before the Govern- 
ment authorities for many years and it is only within the 
last year or two that the Army and Navy authorities have 
changed their opinion and are willing that this bridge should 
be erected. This, no doubt, is due to the fact that our 
engineers haye so progressed in the art of bridge building 
that they now feel sure they can erect a bridge which will 
stand even the strain of a recurrence of the fire, which 
a few years ago so nearly completely destroyed the city of 
San Francisco. Our engineers in both the Army and the 
Navy certainly ought to be in a position to know. I am not 
an engineer and perhaps I am going a little too far when I 
put my judgment and my patriotism above the judgment 
and patriotism of those gentlemen. In view of this and in 
view of the remarks submitted by the gentlewoman from San 
Francisco and the gentleman from Ohio, I will very reluc- 
tantly withdraw my reservation of objection. 

_ Mrs. KAHN. I want to express my deep appreciation to 
the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby 
granted to the State of California to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Bay of San 
Francisco, at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, at 
or near the general site from Rincon Hill, in the city and county 
of San Francisco, to and across Goat Island, in San Francisco 
Bay, thence to Oakland, in the county of Alameda, in accordance 
with the provisions of an act entitled “An act to regulate the 
construction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 
23; 1906, and subject to the conditions and limitations contained 
in this act: Provided, That permission for such bridge to cross 
the Government reservations on Goat Island shall first be ob- 
tained from the Secretaries of War, Navy, and Commerce: Provided 
jurther, That if any buildings, improvements, or facilities on such 
Government reservations are damaged or destroyed by the con- 
struction of said bridge they shall be repaired or replaced by the 
State of California on a site or sites acceptable to the respective 
8 of the department having jurisdiction over the property 

volved. 

Sec. 2. If tolls are charged for the use of such bridge, the rates 
of toll shall be so adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to pay 
the reasonable cost of maintaining, repairing, and operating the 
bridge and its approaches under economical management, and to 
provide a sinking fund sufficient to amortize the cost of the 
bridge and its approaches, including reasonable interest and 
financing cost, as soon as possible under reasonable charges, but 
within a period of not to exceed 40 years from the completion 
thereof. After a sinking fund sufficient for such amortization 
shall have been so provided, such bridge shall thereafter be main- 
tained and operated free of tolls, or the rates of toll shall there- 
after be so adjusted as to provide a fund of not to exceed the 
amount necessary for the proper maintenance, repair, and opera- 
tion of the bridge and its approaches under economical manage 

ment. An accurate record of the costs of the bridge and its 
approaches, the expenditures for maintaining, repairing, and 
operating the same, and of the daily tolls collected, shall be kept 
and shall be available for the information of all persons interested. 


expressly , 
of any kind whatsoever for the alteration, amendment, or repeal 
thereof. 

With the following committee amendment: 

Page 2, line 23, strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word thirty.“ and amend the title. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment to 
the committee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Denison to the committee amend- 
ment: Page 2, line 23, strike out the word “forty” and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “ twenty.” 

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Speaker, I offer a substitute for 
that amendment, substituting the word “ forty.” 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, the bill as read contains 
the word “forty,” the committee amendment is “ thirty,” 
and the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois is 
“ twenty.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this is a proper sub- 
stitute for the committee amendment. The Clerk will re- 
port the amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Substitute amendment offered by Mr. Buntness for the com- 
mittee amendment: 

: 2, line 23, strike out the word “thirty” and insert the 
word “ forty.” 

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Speaker, the only proposition that 
is involved in this matter is the length of time that is to 
be given the State of California in which to amortize the 
debt that will be incurred in the construction of the bridge. 
I have now forgotten the exact estimate of cost, bu. 

Mrs. KAHN. About $75,000,000. 

Mr. BURTNESS. The estimated cost of this bridge is 
approximately $75,000,000. I hesitate, indeed, to disagree 
with my distinguished colleague on the bridge subcommittee, 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Denison), whom I almost 
universally follow, but the reason for a short period of 
time within which amortization is to be had is, of course, 
totally different in the case of public bridges from what it is 
in the case of private bridges. 

It seems to me the State of California should have just as 
liberal an opportunity as possible to arrange for its own 
financing. If it is better for them to arrange for serial 
bonds that will run 30 or 40 years, we ought not. to limit 
them to 20 years but leave the matter to their own judg- 
ment. 

Then, there is another important factor. This bridge that 
is going to be constructed under the plans proposed should 
stand, not for 20 or 30 or 40 years, but should stand for 
many centuries. It seems only fair to me that the people 
who live in Oakland and Alameda and San Francisco and 
other communities on San Francisco Bay 25 or 30 years from 
now should participate in the cost of the bridge, and not 
compel all of it to be paid in 20 years, unless the people of 
California so desire. In other words, if this bridge is to 
be built at all—and that is another question—it should pro- 
vide the lowest possible rates of toll over the bridge, and 
the cost of using it will be lower, naturally, if they are 
given 30 or 40 years within which to pay the cost of the 
bridge than the rates would be if they are compelled to make 
the tolls high enough so as to retire all the bonds or other 
indebtedness within 20 years. 

For this reason I think the original Senate bill ought to 
be accepted, and my substitute for the Denison amendment 
will make the bill conform with the Senate bill, and thus do 
away with any amendment whatsoever as well as the danger 
of a possible defeat due to a failure to agree in conference 
before the end of this session. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, the Senate bill is now before 
the House. That provides a period of 40 years for paying for 
the bridge. It will be a toll bridge that long unless Con- 
gress prevents it in this bill My amendment, if approved, 
will make it a free bridge in 20 years. The Senate bill pro- 
vides for 40 years. The House committee amended the 
Senate bill, and that is before the House as a committee 
amendment, making the period 30 years. I am proposing 
an amendment to the committee amendment to make it 20 
years instead of 30 years. I think the policy of the House 
is to require the State to build free bridges. We want to 
get free bridges in the United States as soon as we can, and 
when the bridges are to be built by the State we expect them 
to be made free as soon as their cost can be amortized. 

But we have recently given certain States the right to 
build bridges and pay for them from the tolls. I want to 
say this to the Members of the House: There is a disposition 
growing in this country to erect toll bridges as a source of 
revenue for the State. I do not approve of such a policy, 
and I do not think Congress approves of it. I think we 
should require amortization as soon as possible and make the 
bridges free as soon as possible. This bridge will be crossed 
by 65,000,000 people annually, and with only a small toll the 
debt will be amortized in a very short time. If you put the 
period at 40 years the State will be using it as a source of 
revenue for the period of 40 years. 

Mr. BURTNESS. But they are prohibited from charging 
tolls after the amortization. After the amortization they 
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will not be permitted to charge tolls except for the mainte- 
nance of the bridge. They could not use the money to ob- 
tain income from tolls. 

Mr. DENISON. With a limit of 40 years they will be 
charging tolls for 40 years. No one need ever have any 
doubt about that. I do not think Congress ought to ap- 
prove of it, and my amendment is in harmony with what 
Congress has heretofore done in placing limitations on 
charging tolls. This bridge will pay for itself in a few 
years. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DENISON. I yield. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Has the gentleman made any computa- 
tion as to the tolls that will be charged and the number 
of passengers that will utilize the bridge in determining 
whether a reasonable toll in 20 years will produce amortiza- 
tion? 

Mr. DENISON. I have no knowledge of what tolls will be 
charged, but the testimony is that it will be used by 65,000,- 
000 persons every year. It is an easy matter to calculate 
that the bridge will pay for itself in a short time, and 20 
years is ample time. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the first vote come on the substi- 
tute offered by the gentleman from North Dakota for a 40- 
year period, or will the first vote be on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois? 

The SPEAKER. The first vote comes on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 
| Mr. LAGUARDIA. And the second vote on the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from North Dakota? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DENISON]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from North Dakota. 

The question was taken, and the substitute was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the committee 
amendment as amended by the substitute. 

The question was taken, and the committee amendment 
as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I offer another amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 14, strike out the period and insert a colon, and 
add the following: “ Provided further, That the bridge constructed 
under authority of this act shall not be used as a railroad bridge 
for the transit of railroad locomotives, trains, or cars.” 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I offer this amendment for 
the purpose of preventing the construction of a railroad 
bridge across the entrance to San Francisco Harbor. The 
gentlewoman from California [Mrs. Kaun] said that she 
had no objection to that, and I understand that those who 
are responsible for the bill have no objection to it. 

Mrs. KAHN. Oh, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I told 
the gentleman that I had a telegram from the chief engineer 
of the State, stating there was no intention of using this 
for a railroad bridge. The engineer of the State highway 
commission, under whose authority it will be constructed, 
telegraphed me as follows: 

Pro d San Francisco Bay bridge will provide for six lanes of 
automobile traffic on upper deck and three lanes of truck traffic 
on lower deck. Also two interurban electric train tracks with two 


additional passing tracks on lower deck. Steam trains will not 
be carried across bridge. 


Mr. DENISON. That is what I understood the lady to 
say, and I am offering an amendment to prevent its being 
constructed as a railroad bridge. The railroads for years 
have been endeavoring to obtain permission to build a bridge 
across the mouth of San Francisco Bay, which is the most 
important naval rendezvous that we have on the western 
coast. Up until this year the Army and the Navy have 
uniformly opposed the construction of any bridge, and par- 
ticularly a railroad bridge, across the entrance to this harbor. 
Iam merely offering this amendment as a safeguard to pre- 
vent a railroad company from constructing this bridge and 
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using it as a railroad bridge. The argument in favor of this 
bridge is to allow an entrance into San Francisco to accom- 
modate automobiles and other means of traffic on highways, 
and I think it ought to be safeguarded against the State 
allowing a railroad company to do what the railroad com- 
ee have been unable to do heretofore and could not do 

-day. 

Mrs. KAHN. Oh, California can protect her own interests. 
The gentleman need not worry that it is going to be used as 
a railroad bridge. It could not be built strong enough. It 
will be many miles long, the longest in the world. It would 
cost a vast amount more to build a bridge that would carry 
a railroad train over that length of bridge. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DENISON. Yes. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Is the gentleman positive that the 
amendment he proposes would not be construed as prohibit- 
ing the use of it for electric trains, street cars, interurban 
trolleys? 

Mr. DENISON. Iam positive. 

Mr. BURTNESS. If there is no question as to that con- 
struction, then I can see no particular objection to the 
gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. DENISON. It would not be so construed at all. 

Mr. BURTNESS. I could not hear the language very 
well. Fear always rises in my mind when amendments are 
proposed in a hurry that they may be construed to include 
something not intended. 5 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment. There has been opposition to this project as a 
State undertaking for several years. Several promoters have 
been trying to get a franchise or a permit from Congress to 
build a private bridge there. These promoters have been 
active for this proposition and seeking to obstruct the proj- 
ect as a State bridge. Now, we have this bill before us 
and the State of California is prepared to build this bridge. 
It is a $75,000,000 or $100,000,000 proposition. It is entirely 
within the State and it is our duty not to hamper the State. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Denison] just tried to 
hamper this project by compelling a 20-year amortization of 
the bond issue, when the same gentleman has come before 
this House time and time again with private bills extending 
all kinds of facilities and long-term amortization plans. In- 
asmuch as this is to be a State project, paid for by the 
State, let us not hamper the State of California. If it is a 
profitable undertaking for private promoters it must be a 
good and proper project for the State to assume. I ask the 
House to vote down this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mrs. Kann) there were—ayes 45, noes 165. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read 
the third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider laid 
on the table. 

The title was amended. 


TERM OF COURT AT ORLANDO, FLA. 


Mr. GREEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to Calendar No. 928 (H. R. 7118), providing for the 
establishment of a term of the District Court of the United 
States for the Southern District of Florida at Orlando, Fla., 
for the purpose of offering an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


NANCY HART 


Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp on Nancy 
Hart. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to 
extend my remarks in the Record on the life and character 
and war activities of Nancy Hart, one of the most remark- 
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able women of the American Revolution, I submit excerpts 
from the following histories: 
Gov. GEORGE R. Grumore’s HISTORY OF GEORGIA, 1855 


In Sahai a ao cian te Sin 1 he has this to say, 
among other in to Nancy : 

“In the contest between the Whigs and Tories, in the Revolu- 
tionary War, she proved herself every inch a Whig. Nancy Hart's 
confident courage stirred into patriotic action many vacillating, 
British-fearing men of the times. When the Whigs of upper 
Georgia were flying from the murdering and plundering of the 
Tories and their superiors she stood her ground, ever disposed and 
ready to defend herself and hers from her country’s foes. 

“Nancy Hart was one of the North Carolina emigrants. She 
was a tall, muscular, red-headed, cross-eyed woman, 

“The restless temper and fearless spirit which had urged Nancy 
Hart to fight for liberty made her the best backwoods woman 
after the war ended. She traced the bee to its tree and the deer 
to its lair, among snakes and wild beasts, with ualed success. 

“when civilization began to extend its gentle influence over 
the frontier people of upper Georgia, Nancy Hart left her accus- 
tomed haunts for the West. She settled for a while on the 
Tombigbee, 

“On one occasion she captured three Tories, and after doing so, 
with these Tories she waded the Broad River, her clothes tucked 
up under one arm, a musket under the other, and the three Tories 
ahead, on her way to the camp of the Whigs, to deliver them up 
to the tender mercies of Col. Elijah Clarke.” 


THE Lire AND TIMES OF WILLIAM H. CRAWFORD 
By J. E. D. Shipp, A. B., 1909 
THE STORY OF NANCY HART 


In The Life and Times of William H. Crawford it is stated: 
“On the north side of Broad River at a point about 12 miles 
from the present city of Elberton, Ga., was situated the log house 
in which Benjamin Hart and his wife, Nancy Morgan Hart, lived 
at the commencement of the Revolution. This house is near a 
small and romantic stream, known as War Womans Creek, the 
name given to it by the Indians in honor of Nancy Hart, whom 
they admired and feared. Benjamin Hart was a brother to the 
celebrated Col. Thomas Hart, of Kentucky, who was the father of 
the wife of Henry Clay. 

“Nancy Hart, along with six boys and two girls, presents a 
unique case of patriotic fervor, courage, and independence of 
character unparalleled in history. Rough, 6 feet tall, spare, big 
boned, and exceedingly strong, she was high spirited, energetic, 
and shrewd, and delighted in her prowess and physical strength. 
The Whigs all loved her—she was hospitable and kind to them. 
The Liberty Boys called her ‘Aunt Nancy.’ The Tories feared and 
hated her unrelentingly. 

“When General Clarke moved the women and children away 
from Broad River settlement to a place of safety in Kentucky most 
of them were anxious to go, but Nancy refused and remained 
alone with her children after her Whig neighbors had departed. 
Her life was in constant danger, but she was resolute, and in- 
spired the Tories with a wholesome dread, and for a long dismal 
period she stood her ground. Her house was a meeting place for 
her husband's company. She aided as a spy and kept him in- 
formed of the movements of the enemy. 

“ One day very near her dwelling ‘Aunt Nancy’ met a Tory. She 
engaged in conversation with him, and after a while diverted his 
attention, and seized his gun. There was a lively wrestle over the 
weapon, but her superior strength gained the mastery and she 
marched him down the river a mile and a half to a fort known as 
the Old Block House and turned him over as a prisoner of war to 
its commander. 

“All through Georgia and the Carolinas Nancy soon became 
famous. Her courage and confidence rekindled the smoldering 
sparks of liberty in hearts that were weary and ready to faint. 

“She was of considerable property, and her descend- 
ants were well provided for by her. 

“In 1787, when the two Virginia preachers, Thomas Humphreys 
and John Majors, were holding a great camp meeting in Wilkes 
County, Ga., many of the inhabitants were moved by their teach- 
ings to embrace the doctrine of John Wesley. She was among 
those who fervently espoused the cause and became a stanch 
adherent of the new faith. 

“She made several changes of residence—one to St. Marys, Ga., 
and other places—and finally, with her family, moved to Ken- 
tucky, where her relatives, the Morgans, lived. Hart County is the 
only one in Georgia named for a woman. Hartwell was named in 
her honor. The town of Hartford, which in 1810 was the county 
seat of Pulaski County, was also named in her honor. Many of 
her descendants reside in Georgia and treasure with pardonable 
pride her virtues and fondly relate the traditions of her great 
name.” 


— 


MEMORIALS OF DIXIE LAND 
By Lucien Lamar Knight, M. A., LL. D. 


It was during the troublous days of Toryism in upper Georgia 
that Nancy Hart performed the courageous feat which has since 
carried her name to the ends of Christendom. There is perhaps no 
exploit in our annals richer in the thrilling elements of the drama. 
It was staged in a little cabin of the backwoods. Both Savannah 
and Augusta had become the strongholds of the British, and all the 
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frontier had commenced to swarm with Tories. Preparatory to 
waging warfare against these scalawags of the Revolution, Gen. 
Elijah Clarke had transported most of the women and children 
of the Broad River settlement to a secure asylum beyond the Blue 
Ridge Mountains. But Nancy Hart had not traveled in the wake 
of the noted rifleman. There was work for her at home. 

The Hart family into which she married, an aristocratic one, gave 
a wife to the illustrious Henry Clay: while it flowered again in the 
great Thomas Hart Benton, of Missouri. Her own maiden name 
was Nancy Morgan, a name which honorably connects her with one 
of the best families of the Old Dominion. She has left us no 
mound to bedew with our tears, to bedeck with our garlands; but 
she has left us an immortal memory. 

HISTORICAL COLLECTIONS OF GEORGIA 
By the Rev. George White, M. A., 1855 

This author says: 

“One among the most remarkable women that any country has 
ever produced resided in Elbert County. 

“She was most remarkable for her military feats. She pro- 
fessed high-toned ideas of liberty. Not even the marriage knot 
could restrain her on that subject. 

“The clouds of war gathered and burst with a dreadful explo- 
sion in this State. Nancy’s spirit rose with the tempest. She de- 
r SURE: O ZDAR OOU IT AGN ee OF 


“She was ignorant of letters and the civilities of life, but a 
zealous lover of liberty and the Liberty Boys, as she called the 
Whigs. She was awkward in manners, but having a woman's 
heart for her friends. She was well known to the Tories, who 
stood in fear of her revenge for any grievance or aggressive act, 
though they let pass no opportunity of worrying and annoying her 
when they could do so with impunity. 

On one occasion, when information as to what was transpiring 
on the Carolina side of the river was anxiously desired by the 
troops on the Georgia side, no one could be induced to cross the 
river to obtain it. Nancy promptly offered to discharge the perilous 
duty. Alone, the dauntless heroine made her way to the Savannah 
River; but finding no mode of rt across, she procured a few 
logs and, tying them together with a grapevine, constructed a raft 
upon which she crossed, obtained the desired intelligence, returned, 
and communicated it to the Georgia troops. 

“Once more when Augusta was in possession of the British, 
the American troops in Wilkes, then under the command of Col. 
Elijah Clarke, were very anxious to know something of the inten- 
tions of the British. Nancy assumed the garments of a man, 
pushed on to Augusta, went boldly into the British camp, pretend- 
ing to be crazy, and by this means was enabled to obtain much 
useful information, which she hastened to lay before the com- 
mander, Colonel Clarke.” 


Grorcia—HIsToRICAL AND INDUSTRIAL 
By O. B. Stevens 


One of the most remarkable women that any country has ever 
produced resided in Elbert County. That was Nancy Hart, whose 
maiden name was Her husband was a brother of Col. 
Thomas Hart, of Kentucky, who married a Miss Gray, of Orange 
County, N. C., and who was father-in-law of Henry Clay and ma- 
ternal uncle of the Hon. Thomas Hart Benton. Nancy Hart re- 
moved with her husband to Georgia before the Revolution and 
settled on Broad River in Elbert County. She was an ardent 
patriot in whose untutored bosom dwelt the heart of a hero. 

On one occasion she defended successfully a small fort against 
the attack of a band of Tories and savages. 


Tue Story oF GEORGIA AND THE GEORGIA PEOPLE 
By George Gillman Smith, D. D., 1900 
In her old age the governor says she became a shouting Metho- 
dist and was recognized by all as a good woman. She married an 
uncle of Thomas Hart Benton, the famous Senator, and the sterling 
old statesman was always proud of his connection with her. It is 
certain she was a woman of integrity, and her family was among 


the best. 
WoMEN OF THE REVOLUTION 
(Vol. 11, ch. 43) 
By Elizabeth F. Ellett 
NANCY HART 

At the commencement of the Revolutionary War a large district 
in the State of Georgia, extending in one direction from Newsons 
Ponds to Cherokee Corner, near Athens, and in the other from the 
Savannah River to Ogeechee River and Shoulder Bone, had been 
already organized into a county which received the name of Wilkes, 
in honor of the distinguished English politician. At the com- 
mencement of hostilities so great a majority of the people of this 
county the Whig cause that it received from the Tories 
the name of the “Hornet's Nest.” In a portion of this district, 
near Dyes and Webbs Ferries, on Broad River, now in Elbert 
County, was a stream known as War Womans Creek—a name 
derived from the character of an individual who lived near the 
entrance of the stream into the river. 

This person was Nancy Hart, a woman entirely uneducated and 
ignorant of all the conventional civilities of life, but a zealous 
lover of liberty and of the Liberty Boys, as she called the Whigs. 
She had a husband whom she denominated a “ poor stick,” because 
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he did not take a decided and active part with the defenders of 
his country, although she could not conscientiously charge him 
with the least partiality to the Tories. This vulgar and illiterate, 
but hospitable and valorous female patriot could boast no share 
of beauty; a fact she would herself have readily acknowledged, had 
she ever enjoyed an opportunity of looking in a mirror. She was 
cross-eyed, with a broad, angular mouth—ungainly in figure, rude 
in speech, and awkward in manners—but having a woman's heart 
for her friends, though that of a tigress or a Katrine Montour for 
the enemies of her country. She was well known to the Tories, 
who stood somewhat in fear of her vengeance for any grievance or 
aggressive act, though they let pass no opportunity of teasing and 
annoying her when they could do so with impunity. 

On the occasion of an excursion from the British camp at 
Augusta a party of loyalists penetrated into the interior, and hay- 
ing savagely massacred Colonel Dooly in bed in his own house, pro- 
ceeded up the country with the design of perpetrating further 
atrocities. On their way a detachment of five from the party 
diverged to the east and crossed Broad River to examine the 
neighborhood and pay a visit to their old acquaintance Nancy 
Hart. When they arrived at her cabin they unceremoniously en- 
tered it, although receiving from her no welcome but a scowl, and 
informed her they had come to learn the truth of a story in circu- 
lation, that she had secreted a noted rebel from a company of 
“King’s men,” who were pursuing him and who, but for her inter- 
ference, would have caught and hung him. Nancy undauntedly 
avowed her agency in the fugitive’s escape. She had, she said, at 
first heard the tramp of a horse and then saw a man on horseback 
approaching her cabin at his utmost speed. As soon as she 
recognized him to be a Whig flying from pursuit she let down the 
bars in front of her cabin and motioned him to pass through both 
doors, front and rear, of her single-roomed house—to take to the 
swamp, and secure himself as well as he could, This he did with- 
out loss of time, and she then put up the bars, entered the cabin, 
closed the doors, and went about her usual employments. Pres- 
ently some Tories rode up to the bars, calling vociferously for her. 
She muffled up her head and face and, opening the door, inquired 
why they disturbed a sick, lone woman. They said they had 
traced a man they wanted to catch near to her house and asked if 
anyone on horseback had passed that way. She answered, “ No,” 
but she saw some one on a sorrel horse turn out of the path into 
the woods, some 200 or 300 yards back. 

“That must be the fellow,” said the Tories, and asking her 
direction as to the way he took, they turned about and went off. 
“Well fooled,” concluded Nancy; “in an opposite course to that 
of my Whig boy; when, if they had not been so lofty minded 
but had looked on the ground inside the bars, they would have 
seen his horse’s tracks up to that door as plain as you can see the 
tracks on this here floor and out t'other door down the path to 
the swamp.” 

This bold story did not much please the Tory party, but they 
would not wreak their revenge upon the woman who so unscrupu- 
lously avowed the cheat she had put upon the pursuers of a rebel. 
They contented themselves with ordering her to prepare them 
something to eat. She replied that she never fed traitors and 
King’s men if she could help it—the villains having put it out of 
her power to feed even her own family and friends by stealing and 
» killing all her poultry and pigs, “ except that one old gobbler you 
see in the yard.” “Well, and that you shall cook for us,” said one 
who appeared to be a leader of the party; and raising his musket 
he shot down the turkey, which another of them brought into the 
house and handed to Mrs. Hart to be cleaned and cooked without 
delay. She stormed and swore awhile—for Nancy occasionally 
swore—but seeming at last disposed to make a merit of necessity, 
began with alacrity the arrangements for cooking, assisted by her 
daughter, a little girl 10 or 12 years old, and sometimes by one of 
the party, with whom she seemed in a tolerably good humor, now 
and then exchanging rude jests with him. The Tories, pleased 
with her freedom, invited her to partake of the liquor they had 
brought with them, an invitation which was accepted with jocose 
thanks. 

The spring—of which every settlement has one near by—was 
just at the edge of the swamp; and a short distance within the 
swamp was hid among the trees a high snag-topped stump, on 
which was placed a conch shell. This rude trumpet was used by 
the family to convey information, by variations in its notes, to Mr. 
Hart or his neighbors, who might be at work in a field, or clean- 
ing” just beyond the swamp; to let them know that the “ Brit- 
ishers” or Tories were about—that the master was wanted at the 
cabin—or that he was to keep close, or “ make tracks” for another 
swamp. Pending the operation of cooking the turkey, Nancy had 
sent her daughter Sukey to the spring for water, with directions 
to blow the conch for her father in such a way as should inform 
him there were Tories in the cabin; and that he was to “keep 
close with his three neighbors who were with him until he 
should again hear the conch. 

The party had become merry over their jug, and sat down 
to feast upon the slaughtered gobbler. They had cautiously 
stacked their arms where they were in view and within reach; 
and Mrs. Hart, assiduous in her attentions upon the table 
and to her guests, occasionally passed between the men and their 
muskets. Water was called for; and our heroine having con- 
trived that there should be none in the cabin, Sukey was a 
second time dispatched to the spring, with instructions to 
blow such a signal on the conch as should call up Mr. Hart 
and his neighbors immediately. Meanwhile, Nancy had man- 
aged, by slipping out one of the pieces of pine which form a 


chinking between the logs of a cabin to open a space through 
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which she was able to pass to the outside two of the five 
guns. She was detected in the act of putting out the third. The 
whole party sprang to their feet; when quick as thought Nancy 
brought the piece she held to her shoulder, declaring she would 
kill the first man who approached her. All were terror stricken, 
for Nancy's obliquity of sight caused each to imagine himself her 
destined victim. At length one of them made a movement to 
advance upon her, and true to her threat she fired and shot him 
dead. Seizing another musket, she leveled it instantly, keeping 
the others at bay. By this time Sukey had returned from the 
spring; and taking up the r gun, she carried it out of 
the house, saying to her mother, “ Daddy and them will soon be 
here.” This information much increased the alarm of the Tories 
who perceived the importance of recovering their arms immedi- 
ately; but each one hesitated, in the confident belief that Mrs. 
Hart had one eye at least on him for a mark. They proposed a 
general rush. No time was to be lost by the bold woman; she 
fired again and brought down another of the enemy. Sukey had 
another musket in readiness, which her mother took, and posting 
herself in the doorway, called upon the party to surrender 
Their d Tory carcasses to a Whig woman.” They agreed 
to surrender, and proposed to “shake hands upon the strength of 
it.” But the victor, unwilling to trust their word, kept them in 
their places for a few minutes till her husband and his neighbors 
came up to the door. They were about to shoot down the Tories, 
but Mrs. Hart stopped them, saying they had surrendered to her; 
and her spirit being up to boiling heat, she swore that “ shooting 
was too good for them.” This hint was enough, the dead man 
was dragged out of the house, and the wounded Tory and the 
others were bound, taken out beyond the bars, and hung. 


SEA WALL AT SELFRIDGE FIELD, MICH, 


Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the title to the bill H. R. 9224, in respect to the com- 
pletion of the sea wall at Selfridge Field, Mich., be amended 
to conform to the act. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


ENLARGEMENT OF CAPITOL GROUNDS 


The Clerk called the next bill, H. R. 16703, to authorize 
the acquisition of additional land for enlarging the Capitol 
Grounds. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


ADJUSTED-SERVICE CERTIFICATES 


Mr. BACHARACH. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill (H. R. 17054) to increase the loan 
basis of adjusted-service certificates, which I send to the 
desk and ask to have read. i 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 502 of the World War adjusted 
compensation act, as amended, is amended by adding at the end 
thereof two new subdivisions to read as follows: 

„) For the purpose of this section the loan basis provided in 
subdivision (g) shall at no time be less than 50 per cent of the 
face value of the certificate, and in no event shall the rate of in- 
terest on any loan made after this subdivision takes effect exceed 
414 per cent per annum, compounded annually. If at the time of 
application to the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs for a loan the 
principal and interest on or in respect of any prior loan under 
this section have not been paid in full by the veteran (whether or 
not the loan has matured), then, on request of the veteran, the 
administrator shall (1) pay or otherwise discharge such unpaid 
principal and so much of such unpaid interest (accrued or to 
accrue) as is necessary to make the certificate available for use 
as security for the new loan, and (2) deduct the same from the 
then existing loan basis of the certificate. 

“(m) Loans made by the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs 
under this section may at his option be made out of the United 
States Government life insurance fund, or out of the adjusted- 
service certificate fund created under section 505.“ 

Sec. 2. Section 507 of such act, as amended, is amended to read 
as follows: 

“Sec. 507. All amounts in the fund shall be available for pay- 
ment, by the administrator, of adjusted-service certificates upon 
their maturity or the prior death of the veteran, for payments 
under section 502 to banks on account of notes of veterans, and for 
making loans authorized by section 502, as amended.” 

Sec. 3. There is authorized to be appropriated such amounts as 
may be necessary to provide for the making of loans to veterans 
by the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs under the World War 
adjusted compensation act, as amended. 

Src. 4. This act may be cited as the emergency adjusted com- 
pensation act, 1931.” 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I understand the reason the 
Speaker recognized the gentleman from Oregon instead of 
some one on this side of the Chamber is that no one on this 
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side of the Chamber who is a member of the Ways and 
Means Committee, is opposed to the bill. I take it that the 
gentleman from Oregon, in demanding a second, is opposed 
to the bill; otherwise I would ask for recognition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair assumed the gentleman from 
Oregon is opposed to the bill. Is the gentleman opposed to 
the bill? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. As ranking member of the Ways and 
Means Committee the Chair recognized the gentleman from 
Oregon to demand a second. 

Mr. BACHARACH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that a second be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 

Bacuaracu] is entitled to 20 minutes, and the gentleman 
from Oregon [Mr. Haw.ev] is entitled to 20 minutes. 
Ar. BACHARACH. Mr. Speaker, If anyone believes that 
this Congress is not determined to put through legislation 
for the immediate relief of our World War veterans— 
relief which will help those in distress by reason of unem- 
ployment and tide them over until the business of the coun- 
try rights itself—in my opinion he does not properly judge 
the temper of the House and Senate. 

There has been introduced in this Congress upwards of 50 
bills bearing upon the cash payment of adjusted-service 
certificates. These may properly be grouped into four 
classes, ranging in cash payment now of the full face value 
of the certificates at the time of maturity to the plan car- 
ried in the bill now before the House to increase the loan 
value of the certificates to 50 per cent. 

The cost of these various plans as estimated by the Treas- 
ury Department ranges from $2,309,250,000—that is, the 
actual amount of cash that would have to be raised by the 
Treasury—to $1,697,750,000 for the increased-loan plan car- 
ried in this bill. 

It will be observed that even should every veteran take 
advantage of the increased loan value of his certificate 
carried in this bill, the Ways and Means Committee have 
agreed upon the plan which will put the least possible strain 
upon the finances of the country. This is not alone the es- 
timate of the Treasury Department, but it is likewise the 
judgment of some of the outstanding financiers and busi- 
ness men of the country who appeared before our committee 
at the invitation of the chairman. 

Under the circumstances I am at a loss to understand 
why anyone should be opposed to this legislation. As a 
matter of fact, we do not do full justice to the veterans in 
this measure, for if the veterans had similar policies for the 
same length of time with any of the old line life insurance 
companies, they could at this time borrow 53 per cent of the 
face value of the policy, while this measure only permits 
them to borrow 50 per cent. 

Those of you who were in Congress when the present 
adjusted compensation law was under consideration will 
remember that we gave serious thought to the question of 
issuing the adjusted-service policies through some of the 
old-line insurance companies rather than through the 
Veterans’ Bureau. 

I was a member of the committee that framed the present 
law, and I can say for myself that I thought we were giving 
the veterans a 20-year endowment policy with the same bor- 
rowing value that an old line insurance company policy 
would have. 

However, the Treasury Department insisted that if we 
were going to issue insurance policies, they were prepared to 
handle the matter through the organization set up for 
handling the war-risk insurance. 
~ Under the circumstances I can not understand why the 
Treasury Department should not approve of this bill, for if 
the veterans had received policies through old line com- 
panies, as I have stated before, they would now be able to 
borrow 53 per cent of their face value, and I am sure there 
would have been no difficulty on the part of the insurance 
companies to meet the requirements of this bill, even to the 
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full extent of the cost as estimated by the Treasury De- 
partment. 

The Treasury Department was absolutely opposed to all 
the plans suggested in the various bills introduced in the 
House and Senate. It conceded, through its representatives 
who appeared at the hearings before our committee, that 
the plan carried in this bill was less burdensome than any 
other plan suggested, but it could not approve of it. The 
alternative plan which was suggested as meeting the ap- 
proval of the department—that of limiting the amount 
which could be borrowed under the increased loan value to 
not more than a specified amount, and confining the loans 
to those veterans who could show through some designated 
source that they were out of employment and in dire need— 
in my opinion presented a situation which was absolutely 
unfair, unjust, and intolerable to the veteran. 

There is still some suggestion that such a provision should 
be written into this legislation by those who are opposed to 
this bill. To my mind, such a proposition would mean noth- 
ing less than establishing the “dole” system for those 
veterans who are unemployed at this time through no fault 
of their own. Once Congress takes such a step for the 
unemployed veterans it would only be a matter of time— 
should unemployment remain general throughout the 
country—when we would be forced to adopt a general 
“ dole ” system to take care of all the unemployed. 

While it is true that the ultimate cost of this legislation 
may be as high as the amount estimated by the Treasury 
Department—which estimate is based upon the assumption 
that every veteran who now holds an adjusted-service cer- 
tificate will take advantage of the full 50 per cent loan 
value—as a matter of fact, the actual cost depends upon 
the number of veterans who would take advantage of their 
new borrowing capacity, and it is therefore problematical 
as to just what the cost would be. As stated by General 
Hines, when asked his personal views of the cost of this 
bill, “It is anyone’s guess, and your guess is as good as 
mine.” 

But the fact remains that through all of the unemploy- 
ment existing in the ranks of the veterans holding adjusted- 
service certificates and the severe depression of the last 18 
months through which they have passed, the total amount 
borrowed by the veterans during the year 1930 was only 
$90,000,000, while the total amount available for borrowing 
amounted to $430,000,000. 

There has been considerable comment upon the amount 
borrowed by the veterans so far this year as compared with 
1930. The officials of the Veterans’ Administration state 
that $20,000,000 was borrowed in January of this year and 
for February the borrowings would range from $10,000,000 
to $12,000,000. 

It is therefore important to note that with all the agita- 
tion that has been going on, both in Congress and through- 
out the country, in support of the various bills that have 
been introduced in Congress for the relief of the veterans— 
some of which appeared as early as May of 1929—the total 
increase in loans for the first two months of this year—right 
at the time when the country is feeling the worst effects of 
depression—is less than $6,000,000 over last year. 

In determining the probable cost of this legislation it 
must be remembered that while 48 per cent of the veterans 
have taken advantage of the loan value of their certificates, 
their borrowings only amount to 43 per cent of the total 
amount which they were entitled to borrow. 

My own judgment as to the cost of this bill, based upon 
the fact that only $90,000,000 was borrowed during the year 
1930, on a basis of a loan value of 22% per cent, with the 
loan value increased to 50 per cent, the amount of money 
borrowed will not amount to more than $350,000,000. 

General Hines, in the hearings before our committee, 
stated in answer to questions propounded by Representative 
Frear that in his opinion 50 per cent of the veterans would 
take advantage of the increased loan value. Personally I 
think the general’s estimate is too high. 

General Hines also stated that it would require about six 
months’ time to complete the operation of issuing the new 
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checks if all those who have already borrowed should take 
advantage of their right to borrow an additional amount; so 
the Treasury Department would at least have that much 
time to put in motion such refinancing as may be necessary 
to meet the cost. 

It is of interest to note that under the original plan for 
increasing the loan value of the certificates, it was proposed 
to make the interest rate 4 per cent simple interest. This 
change was proposed because under the present law different 
rates of interest are charged against loans to the veterans, 
the rate of interest depending entirely upon the rediscount 
rate in the Federal reserve district in which the veteran 
lives. Under this bill the rate of interest shall be uniform 
throughout the United States and shall be no higher than 
4% per cent compounded annually. The change from the 
original plan of 4 per cent simple interest, to 445 per cent 
compound interest will result in a difference in the interest 
account of about $300,000,000. 

Those of us who were here in 1924 will remember that the 
Treasury Department did not approve of the enactment of 
the bill which is now the present adjusted compensation law. 

Mr. Mills, the present Undersecretary of the Treasury, was 
at that time a Member of the House and a member of the 
Ways and Means Committee and voted against the bill. We 
all know that the Treasury Department always deplores the 
spending of money by Congress. But it seems to me that 
the department should not condemn and oppose this bill, 
which simply gives the veteran the right to increase his loans 
from 22 ½ per cent to 50 per cent, because, and I again re- 
peat, if the veteran held a similar policy with any of the 
old line insurance companies he would be entitled to a loan 
value of 53 per cent, and the money due the veterans would 
be paid without any confusion to the financial condition of 
the country and the veterans would feel as if they had been 
given justice. 

It is difficult to understand why the Treasury Department 
should be so much concerned about how much it is going to 
raise the cost of bonds if this legislation goes into effect; 
only last Friday they sold $175,000,000 worth of 3-month 
notes on a basis of 1 per cent per annum. 

There is no doubt in my mind but that the cost of this 
legislation can be financed without a bond issue. This bill is 
in the interest of fair play to the veterans, and it seems to 
me most unusual if this great Government of ours can not 
do equally as well in the discharge of its just obligations as 
could be done by a private corporation in justice to that 
great body of our manhood and womanhood who went forth 
to war, willing to lay down their lives, if necessary, for the 
honor and glory of their country. [Applause.] 

I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway]. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, the opinions of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may be ridiculed, his estimates may 
be scoffed at, and his predictions may be contradicted, but 
the fact remains that three Presidents of the United States 
have considered him a sufficiently able financier to retain 
him over a period of 10 years in that very important posi- 
tion. Whatever the opinion of him may be among certain 
Members of this body, it is generally agreed that he is the 
ablest Secretary of the Treasury since the days of Alexander 
Hamilton, and the American people respect his judgment 
and approve of his policies and believe in his integrity. 
Besides this, the Undersecretary of the Treasury while a 
Member of this branch was recognized as our best analyst 
of financial problems. So, with all due deference to the 
wisdom of some of my colleagues, I will continue to follow 
the judgment of these men rather than accept guesses made 
on this floor. 

The bill we have under consideration is satisfactory 
neither to the veterans of the World War nor to the business 
interests of the country. Nor, in my opinion, is it approved 
by the average citizen. No request has reached my office 
from any group of veterans for any other form of settlement 
of adjusted-service certificate than full cash payment, ex- 
cept where individual veterans have written me that they 
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certificates become due. Nor have I had a single communi- 
cation from any constituent or business house except in 
opposition to the payment. 

It is therefore very apparent that this measure meets 
with the approval of no one, and that it is regarded as a 
very unsatisfactory compromise. Efforts are made to mini- 
mize the amount of cash that will be required to put the bill 
into operation, but for my part I think the people will agree 
with the conclusions of the Secretary of the 
wherein he says that we are incurring a potential liability 
of $1,700,000,000, and that the estimate of the amount of 
loans beyond those already made will be from $550,000,000 
to $1,000,000,000. 

Note this sentence by the Secretary of the Treasury: 
V * Unless Congress is prepared to incur an obligation 


without providing means of meeting it, an appropriation of ap- 
proximately $1,000,000,000 is necessary. 


Further: 


If the bill in its present form becomes law the funds to be pro- 
vided must be raised either in the first instance or at a compara- 
tively early date by long-term bond issues. 

I commend also to the attention of every Member of the 
House the careful explanation which Secretary Mellon makes 
of the refunding obligations of the Government during the 
next few years. 

In conclusion he says: 

I can not too urgently recommend that this measure should 
have reconsideration in order that it should be placed upon a basis 
which will not damage our whole financial position. 

In view of such an opinion this House to-day is riding to 
a tremendous financial fall in the passage of the measure 
before us. 

Let me now explain how this bill comes before the House. 
On Thursday last—February 12—the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee met in executive session. On our desks were two sug- 
gested drafts, one submitted by Congressman BACHARACH and 
the other evidently prepared by the drafting service at the 
request of the chairman and others. Two witnesses were 
heard throughout the morning, Undersecretary Mills and 
General Hines, the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs. S 

At the conclusion of the morning session General Hines 
said that his assistant, Mr. Breining, would be at the service 
of the committee in the afternoon. At 2 o’clock the com- 
mittee reconvened. Mr. Breining at once pointed out an 
inconsistency in the Bacharach suggestion, which Congress- 
man Bachanack admitted. After considerable preliminary 
discussion Mr. Breining was asked most informally to state 
what, in his opinion, would be the expense to the Govern- 
ment of the suggestions before us of 40 per cent, 45 per cent, 
and 50 per cent payments of the face value of the certifi- 
cates. Without any study or figuring, and in a most off- 
hand manner, he said that in his judgment the three rates 
would cost $500,000,000, $600,000,000, and $700,000,000, re- 
spectively. Within half an hour the committee had voted to 
have the chairman introduce a bill, which is now before you, 
estimated to cost the Government $700,000,000. 

Congress is sometimes accused of being slow and dilatory, 
but if ever there was speed in planning to spend Govern- 
ment money it was exhibited by the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee on Thursday last. So far as I know, no member of 
the committee had seen either draft of bill previous to 10 
o’clock that morning, and by 4 o'clock in the afternoon we 
had perfected and authorized the introduction of the most 
important piece of legislation this Congress has had before 
it. The speed of the English racer at Ormond Beach, where 
he developed a rate of 245 miles an hour a few days ago, 
appears like slow-motion pictures in comparison with the 
rapidity of our committee. It is sometimes a good plan to 
make haste slowly, and this would have been one of the 
times. The mistakes are so apparent that they need no 
comment. We do not know the cost nor do we provide a 
means of paying whatever the cost may be, whether by 
taxation, bonds, or other possible method. 

Now, why this great haste? To-day is the last suspension 
day of this session. Unless the bill had been agreed upon 
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by the Ways and Means Committee and introduced by 
Friday last, it could not have been brought up under sus- 
pension to-day. 7 

I dislike to disagree with a majority of my colleagues on 
the Ways and Means Committee, but I never was more 
firmly of the opinion that a measure should not pass this 
House than I am in the present instance. 

We have had quite extended hearings, which are before 
you to-day for the first time. There really was no need of 
these hearings being held because we have not followed the 
advice or suggestions of a single witness. 

I think the country was greatly impressed with the testi- 
mony of Mr. Owen D. Young. From the beginning of vet- 
erans’ legislation I have constantly maintained the position 
that every needy and distressed veteran should have the 
utmost consideration and assistance from Congress. I am 
as strongly of that opinion to-day as ever. It is that 
thought which predominates in the testimony of Mr. Young, 
and he further said that no veteran could possibly feel any 
tinge of jealousy for not receiving financial assistance pro- 
vided his buddy in distress was properly cared for. 

If we are not to believe Mr. Mellon and Mr. Mills, let us 
take the word of such a financier and practical business 
man as Mr. Young. In spite of the efforts of the gentleman 
from Texas to change his views, Mr. Young reiterated that 
an expenditure exceeding $500,000,000 could not be met 
without difficulty by the Government, and that the class of 
veterans who should be benefited were the ones for whom 
he was advocating assistance, namely, those in need and in 
distress. 

To-day you can choose whether to protect the financial 
interests of the country and at the same time relieve dis- 
tress among the veterans, or offer cash to veterans not in 
need or distress and thereby damage the financial struc- 
ture of the country. [Applause.] 

Mr. BACHARACH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that all Members have five legislative days in which 
to extend their remarks on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. CHINDBLOM]. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, I regret that I can not 
support this legislation (H. R. 17054) at this time or in its 
present form. It is not an emergency relief proposal be- 
cause it is not predicated upon the needs of the ex-service 
men. It seems certain that not to exceed 10 per cent of the 

«ex-service men are in the class of unemployed at this time. 
There is no reason why a larger proportion of the ex-service 
men should be out of employment than of the balance of 
the population of the country. This bill will therefore in- 
clude 3,000,000 men who are not in immediate economic 
distress by reason of unemployment. It will open the door 
for every single holder of adjusted compensation certifi- 
cates, whether in actual need or not, to receive a loan 
from the Government of 50 per cent of the face value of 
his certificate. If all the veterans avail themselves of this 
privilege, the outlay will be $1,711,500,000. At the present 
time, there are 1,700,000 borrowers out of 3,400,000 certif- 
icate holders, being one-half of all such holders. These 
borrowers have loans amounting to $330,000,000 upon a 
maximum present borrowing value of 22% per cent of the 
face of the certificates. It is reasonably certain that these 
borrowers. will at once avail themselves of the full borrow- 
ing value. How many more will join the borrowing class, 
it is impossible to estimate, but the legislation is based upon 
the theory that the ex-service men want this legislation. 
If the great majority of them want it, they will avail them- 
selves of its provisions and the cost will be so large as to 
seriously endanger not only our present economic condi- 
tion, but the early recovery from our economic depression. 
If the ex-service men will not generally avail themselves of 
this opportunity to borrow, then we should not subject the 
country to the unfavorable economic effects which = 

inevitably result from the legislation. 
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The Secretary of the Treasury has shown conclusively 
that the marketing of a billion dollars or more of Govern- 
ment securities additional to the obligations now outstanding 
and maturing in the very near future would seriously affect 
the bond market for both public and private issues. We 
must give consideration to the condition of and effect upon 
the finances of the Nation in determining our course upon 
legislation of this kind. Not only has the Federal Treasury 
now outstanding a short-term indebtedness of approximately 
$2,800,000,000, but within a month, on March 15 next, 
$1,109,000,000 of old obligations will mature. The prospect 
is that the present fiscal year will close on June 30 next with 
a deficit of $500,000,000, which will have to be financed. 
The low rates on short-term paper are themselves proof of 
the unsound condition of the money market, as the reason 
for these rates is the unwillingness and timidity of capital 
to make permanent or long-time investments. While we 
are doubtless financially the best situated nation in the 
world, we can not defy all the experience of wise manage- 
ment of Government and business and simply “hope for 
the best ” in the midst of a disorganized and depressed world. 
In the last analysis, the Government can get money only by 
borrowing from the people or by levying taxes on their in- 
come and property. If we increase expenditures we must 
provide additional revenue or income. This bill makes no 
such provision. 

There is another very serious phase of this matter in its 
effect upon the ex-service men themselves. The average 
adjusted compensation certificate calls for the ultimate pay- 
ment of about $1,000, due on or after January 1, 1945. If 
an ex-service man holding a $1,000 certificate borrows $500 
upon the enactment of this legislation he will pay interest 
at 4% per cent per annum, compounded annually, for 14 
years, until his certificate matures. The total of that inter- 
est on January 1, 1945, will be $425.97, leaving the veteran 
only $74.03 to collect at that time and, in fact, reducing the 
amount of his certificate from $1,000 to $574.03. Of course, 
this result can be obviated by repayment of the principal 
and by payment of the interest, which upon a $500 loan 
would be $22.50 per annum. The experience of the Veterans’ 
Bureau, however, is that practically none of the borrowers 
repay any part of the principal or. in fact, pay the interest, 
but increase their loans each year as the loan value ad- 
vances. The whole purpose of the adjusted compensation 
certificate plan will be destroyed. The protection which was 
intended for the ex-service men and their dependents will 
be entirely lost and the ex-service men themselves will 
eventually feel that the Government did not keep its com- 
mitment to them. 

The important thing at the present time in this country 
is to take every step by legislative or administrative govern- 
mental action and by private conduct which will speedily 
restore prosperity to the people. In that result 123,000,000 
persons have a direct and essential interest. Our course 
should look toward the welfare of the entire people and not 
the temporary benefit of groups or classes who happen to be 
in position to demand preferential consideration. We all 
realize the political aspects of this matter. They may be 
important to us as individuals or as a party, but I am sure 
we may have faith that the ultimate judgment of our con- 
stituents and of the ex-service men themselves will support 
action designed to protect and benefit all of our population 
at a time when the true and permanent welfare of indi- 
viduals and of groups is entirely dependent upon the welfare 
of all. 

In this position there is and can be no lack of considera- 
tion and appreciation of the gallant and patriotic services 
of the ex-service men of the Nation. For those of the 
Nation’s defenders who are suffering from disabilities and 
lack of opportunities, due to their service, to compete fully 
with other persons in their vocations, no expenditure out 
of the public treasury should be denied, not only for the ex- 
service men themselves, but, as well, for those who are de- 
pendent upon them, no matter what the cost or incon- 
venience to the balance of the people. 

Mr. BACHARACH. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. FREAR]. 
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Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, the bill before the House does 
not pay $1 in adjusted compensation to the 3,500,000 vet- 
erans who hold adjusted certificates. I was in favor of 
paying them the cash in 1924, when the bill was passed, but 
took the best compromise we could then get in our commit- 
tee. That is what we are accepting to-day, the best com- 
promise offered. Failure to act near the close of the session 
may jeopardize any veterans’ relief bill, and so the com- 
mittee apparently unanimously agreed to the 50 per cent 
loaning proposal—although four members did not join in 
the report. 

This bill authorizes the Veterans’ Bureau to advance loans 
on the adjusted certificates we gave to the veterans in 1924 
to an extent of 50 per cent on their face value and at an 
interest rate of 4% per cent per annum. The certificates 
were originally issued on the basis of $1 a day pay during 
service in the World War for soldiers who remained in this 
country and $1.25 per day to those who were over- 
seas. A limit of 500 days was placed on the basic pay. This 
amount was made payable in 1945 with compound interest 
at 4 per cent and life insurance during that period based on 
the length of service with extreme amounts due any soldier 
in 1945 of less than $1,500 and an average certificate around 
$1,000. 

It is estimated that these certificates if now paid at their 
face value would amount to $3,400,000,000. This bill only 
gives a greater loaning value than the 22 ½ per cent author- 
ized by the Veterans’ Bureau. It specifically gives a 50 per 
cent loan value or slightly less than that given by old-line 
insurance companies where the same basic pay is paid in 
cash when the policy or certificate is issued. These loans 
hereafter are to be made at 4% per cent instead of at from 
5 to 6 per cent, rates heretofore charged the veteran based 
on Federal reserve rates. 

In other words, any advancement of loans on these cer- 
tificates in no way affects the Treasury or the obligation of 
the Government to pay the certificates when due excepting 
it gives to the veterans a larger loaning value and decreases 
interest rates. It anticipates one-quarter of the face value 
of the certificate for which $756,000,000 is held by the 
Treasury in securities toward redemption of the certificates. 

The array of great financiers called before our committee 
at the instance of the Treasury Department were all fearful 
that any immediate cash payment of $3,400,000,000 would 
embarrass the Treasury, reduce values now borne by out- 
standing Government bonds, and increase interest rates for 
the Government if a large new bond issue is to be offered. 

This proposition of payment of practically double the cash 
value was not seriously considered by anyone excepting a 
few veterans who believed the certificates should be paid 
immediately on their face value or, as stated, about double 
their actual cash value because not due until 1945. That 
same view apparently was taken by Secretary Mellon, Assist- 
ant Secretary Mills; Mr. Case, chairman of the Federal Re- 
serve Bank of New York; Mr. Young, governor of the Federal 
Reserve Bank of Boston; Mr. Schaller, president of the 
Citizens First National Bank, Storm Lake, Iowa; Mr. Wag- 
ner, president Discount Corporation of New York; Mr. Rey- 
nolds, of the Continental Illinois Bank & Trust Co., of Chi- 
cago; Philip A. Benson, representing the association of 
Mutual Savings Banks; President Duffield, of the Prudential 
Life Insurance Co.; Treasurer George, of the Metropolitan 
Life Insurance Co.; President Rayburn, of the Associated 
Dry Goods Corporation; President Ferress, of the Investment 
Bankers’ Association; President Stephenson, of the Ameri- 
can Bankers’ Association; President Cooke, of the Columbia 
National Bank, Kansas City; Vice President Roberts, of the 
National City Bank, New York; Owen D. Young, of General 
Electric, the reputed author of the German reparations 
settlement, and others. These distinguished financiers 
voiced protests, with one or two exceptions, all more or less 
vehement against payments of any character to the veterans 
at this time. 

THE POWER OF MANY MILLIONS 


Mr. Speaker, probably never before has there appeared 
such a distinguished array of American financiers in oppo- 
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sition to any bill under consideration by Congress. Their 
presence was highly appreciated, but their slight under- 
Standing of the actual legislative situation before our com- 
mittee did not afford much light for its deliberations. 

The statement of Mr. Stephenson on February 4, who 
represented banks in this country having $53,000,000,000 in 
deposits, of which $28,000,000,000 are classed as savings, is 
an illustration of their composite views. He said: 

I feel that in using the weight of my position as representing 
the American Bankers’ Association to oppose this projected meas- 
ure and to uphold the hands of Secretary Mellon in his conscien- 
cious and well-conceived defense of the public finances I am really 
speaking not primarily for the banks or for any particular inter- 
ests, but that I am speaking for the far greater welfare of all our 
people. 

Mr. Stephenson represented 19,000 banks that contribute 
to his organization, including all of the larger banks and all 
other banks excepting “perhaps three or four thousand 
small banks.” He speaks for “ Billions” of dollars. 

I have enumerated some of the great financial powers that 
were marshaled by Secretary Mellon to support his position 
after the bond market had been stampeded by his statement 
before the Senate and House committees that a $3,400,000,000 
bond issue would demoralize the stock and bond market and 
depress business for months and possibly years to come. 

If the bond market or stock market is seriously depressed 
by the bill reported to the House and now before us for con- 
sideration it will not be due to any threatened danger to the 
financial structure of the Government's finances but to the 
familiar efforts to frighten investors when any proposed 
legislative measure is not favored by Mr. Mellon. 

I submit in support of that statement his vigorous opposi- 
tion to every adjusted-compensation proposal, his demand 
for a sales tax to finance the Veteran’s bill in 1924, as voiced 
by President Harding and his persuasive influence on Presi- 
dents Harding and Coolidge to veto measures passed by Con- 
gress. That responsibility was his, but the law resulting was 
due to an understanding by Congress that its responsibility 
was to the entire people and not to the Secretary. 

If his prediction of disaster is correct, then the market will 
speak immediately in response to organized financial pres- 
sure. In past years it has not so spoken and excepting as 
influenced by speculators it will not do so now. 

Secretary Mellon’s perspective and facts, repeated and re- 
iterated by the various witnesses, I submit were incorrect and 
it takes no great financier but rather a fair amount of com- 
mon sense to determine the facts. Congress wants to help 
the veterans in these days of unemployment and real hard- 
ship through business depression, and it will do so, either 
with or without Mr. Mellon’s consent. 


GENERAL HINES HELPLESS TO RELIEVE 


The man who knows the extent of this hardship is not Mr. 
Mellon but General Hines, Chief of the Veterans’ Bureau, 
who has already loaned to the veterans on their certificates 
approximately $330,000,000. Appeals for unemployment by 
veterans and tales of need do not go to Mr. Mellon, where 
they would be unanswered, but to General Hines. 

I quote from the committee hearings of January 31: 


General Hrnes. I estimate between 200,000 and 300,000 ex-service 
men are out of employment. 

Mr. Frear. You have previously stated that not over 50 per cent 
if given the option would release their certificates so that 50 per 
cent will not be forced; is that right? 

General Hines. That is correct. 

Mr. Frear. The proportion that will be forced is simply those out 
of work, in distress, with their families in need. Now, what pro- 
vision are we to make to care for those people other than the 
bills which are now before us? 

General Hines. I indicated, Congressman, I felt we should make 
an effort to get them into employment * * *. The Department 
of Labor, with the cooperation of the Veterans’ Administration and 
the service organizations, indicate the result of our combined 
efforts * * * that from May until December of 35,974 veterans 
they were able to place in employment 13,253. An additional 
17,439 have been referred to employers but up to date it had not 
resulted in getting a job. 

Mr. Frear, On the basis of those figures 22,000 of the 35,000 are 
still out of employment. 

General Hines. Yes. 

Mr. Frear. Now, what proportion of the total number would you 


say are in this third group that are in distress or in need? 


| 
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General Hnrxes. I think I limited it to two or three hundred 
thousand. 

Mr. Frear, These combined efforts as you have stated have pro- 
vided 13,000 with employment out of two or three hundred thou- 
sand. What are we to do for the balance of those two or three 
hundred thousand? 

General Hnes. It is our duty to continue our special effort to 
get the veteran employment, * * 

Mr. Frear. But if we have only BON 13,000 positions out of 
two. or three hundred thousand we have not made much progress, 

* Of course, they are put in competition with the great 
arts out of employment who are not ex-seryice men. That is 
one reason why 13,000, the number provided for, is so limited, is 
it not? 

General Hives. Yes. 

From the foregoing it is reasonably certain that 300,000 
veterans and probably far more than that number are out 
of employment, because men do not ordinarily appeal for 
help, but would rather walk the streets looking for work, 
even where they are thrown into conflict with 5,000,000 
unemployed—General Hines’s estimate—who are also look- 
ing for work. With their wives and families it is also prob- 
able the number in need will reach over a million veterans, 
including in that number members of their families. 


AMOUNT THAT WILL BE FINANCED 


Mr. Speaker, the loan value of 50 per cent permitted by 
this bill based on certificates maturing in 1945 is $1,700,- 
000,000. From this amount should be deducted $325,000,000 
in loans now outstanding or already made to veterans, leav- 
ing $1,375,000,000, which is the basic figure. General Hines 
estimates that not more than one-half the veterans are in 
need or will make loans, so the outside figure involved, 
according to the man best informed, is $688,000,000 instead 
of $3,400,000,000, broadcasted on the bond market by Secre- 
tary Mellon. Many believe that the additional amount will 
not reach near that figure. 

This amount is not to be an immediate call on the Treas- 
ury. From evidence submitted it will take the bureau from 
60 to 90 days to get its new force in shape to handle the 
large increase in applications, and probably six months 
before all the applications can be filed and paid, or on an 
average about $100,000,000 a month instead of $3,400,000,000, 
the outside figure, that broke the bond market 3 points, from 
$114 to $111, when Secretary Mellon waved the red flag of 
danger. Of course every bond will be paid in full at par 
when due, and the eleven to fourteen dollars above par now 
quoted is the amount brought on the market, due to buying 
and selling for speculative purposes. 

As insurance companies and great banks largely bought 
at time of the bond issues, a 3-point or even a 10-point break 
does not mean any loss to purchasers for investment of 
bonds to be held to maturity when they are payable at par. 


BONDS CAN BE ISSUED UNDER 47 


My colleague, Mr. BachARAcH, called attention to an issue 
last Friday of $175,000,000 of Treasury 3-month notes that 
sold at par drawing only 1 per cent per annum. This is 
frequently a rate at least of less than 2 per cent for short- 
term notes that can be renewed from time to time, so if a 
terrific drop of 3 points in the bond market caused by Secre- 
tary Mellon’s danger signal, reinforced by the group of great 
financiers would embarrass the Treasury in last Friday’s 
issue with so little effect, we need not fear Government bank- 
ruptcy so graphically pictured by the great financiers, who 
failed to convince any appreciable number of the committee 
that it was a real danger. Of course, any needless burden 
thrown on the Treasury should be avoided, but the distress 
of a million or more veterans, including in that total their 
families, is a matter of human need not to be measured by 
or against profits or losses on the bond market. 

So much for the financial part of the story. What of the 
credit and debit account between the veteran and the rest of 
us who did not go to war but sent them to do the fighting? 

ing from an experience of a number of years in the 
Regular Army and Wisconsin National Guard, 16 in all, I can 
say the position of an enlisted man in peace times is not the 
one pictured in glowing circulars of the recruiting officer. 
Two million men who saw real service in the World War, I 
am certain, will confirm that same estimate during war times. 


The dress parades in Paris and wonders of Europe were 
only found in brief glimpses of a war-wrecked country, and 
life in the trenches by those at the front. 


WHAT REAL WAR MEANS 


From my own State of Wisconsin and from Michigan 
came the Thirty-second Division that served at Chateau 
Thierry and along the Marne. That division of 20,000 
civilian soldiers reported officially over 13,000 casualties in 
France before their return, and a company from my home 
city, a part of that division, with its replacements, lost 88 
men killed in action or died from other causes in France. 
The captain and both lieutenants were left on the field, 
though the latter afterward recovered. 

These soldiers, like American soldiers in every other war, 
did their duty. Chapters written of poison gases, of air- 
plane bombings, and of trench warfare do not chronicle the 
miserable life of the dugout; but the soldiers stayed on 
their job at a dollar a day and found, all paid by a grateful, 
powerful, and wealthy Government. We were proud of 
these boys, of their fighting ability and uncomplaining suf- 
fering. So proud in fact that after they returned, Con- 
gress said in effect, while we have spent about $36,000,000,- 
000 to win the war to end wars, these soldiers saved us double 
that amount, so we will be generous to all veterans who 
fought for us and who still live. We then promised to give 
them $3,400,000,000, or a dollar a day for actual service in 
addition to a dollar a day they were paid during the war. 

We did not give it to them. The gift had a long string 
attached so they would not squander it, for Secretary Mel- 
lon was in the Treasury and vigorously opposed any pay- 
ments to veterans. America’s greatest Secretary since Alex- 
ander Hamilton was possessed of a great fortune then esti- 
mated at $300,000,000 and over. 

During the war he received an approximate daily income 
of $50,000 with a big fortune intact. I do not criticize his 
wealth, but he does not understand the difference between 
a dollar a day in the trenches and $50,000 a day at home, 
where he lived in ease and comfort during the war. For 
this reason possibly he opposed the payment of a dollar a 
day to these veterans, even as he now opposes loaning any 
part of our debt to them by the Government, because it 
might affect taxes. That same reason he advances to-day. 
The soldier’s certificate of indebtedness we gave him read, 
to the veteran, payable in 1945, or 21 years from the date 
of issue, 

A DISTINCTION WITH A DIFFERENCE 


That is the difference between collecting $15,000,000 from 
investments annually on a fortune of $300,000,000 to $500,- 
000,000 in securities and the predicament of the veteran who 
hauls out from the old bureau drawer once a year a promise 
to pay by the wealthiest government in the world, all evi- 
denced by a beautifully engraved certificate that voices his 
Government’s gratitude to the veteran—to be paid in 1945. 

To remind these soldiers that the Government was not 
unmindful of good business judgment this veteran was ad- 
vised that while money would be loaned him by the Govern- 
ment in small amounts, as a special favor at 5 or 6 per 
cent annually, that he would only be credited with 4 
per cent on his certificate. That was to be computed an- 
nually and given in addition to the dollar a day, if he out- 
lived the certificate’s date of maturity. 

A small insurance also was provided, depending upon the 
length of service. 

Anyone that accuses this Government of lacking the true 
Hamiltonian spirit is invited to study debt financiering when 
it cancels 75 per cent of a $2,042,000,000 debt owed us by 
Italy by extending her debt payments to 1965 and also by 
reducing the $4,025,000,000 owed by France to 47 per cent, 
due on the same postponed date of payment. That enables 
these governments to start warship building on a large scale 
in 1931, with France constructing 46,000 tons and Italy 
140,000 tons of new warships. 

We promised to pay our Government’s obligation to its 
veterans in 1945 as an evidence of our gratitude for not 
having: lost the entire $11,000,000,000 due from our former 
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allies. Even that compromise was forced over a veto 
recommended by Secretary Mellon. 

However, those who have showered us with financial in- 
formation, the greatest financiers in the world who were 
saved many billions in 1918 but see desolation and ruin if 
full payments, or, in fact, any payments are to be made to 
the 200,000 or 300,000 veterans out of work, are also the 
financial geniuses who frequently advocate cancelling the 
entire $11,000,000,000 of Europe’s debt to us. In the same 
spirit they would probably be willing to cancel the entire 
$1,700,000,000 owed by the Government to its veterans—if 
possible to do so. Their opposition to the adjusted-compen- 
sation loan leads one to believe they are so inclined. 

SECRETARY MELLON’S FINANCIAL COMPLEX 


I have no complaint to register against Secretary Mellon, 
whose peculiar judgment on human affairs comes largely 
from lack of knowledge. He has specialized in finance and 
is an outstanding example of success measured by that 
standard, but the average man would not trade his under- 
standing of his fellowman for a narrow viewpoint that results 
from thinking in terms only of dollars. 

That average man traveling along Pennsylvania Avenue 
between the Treasury and the Capitol would see the long line 
of hundreds of poor men, down and outers, many of them, 
and of men glad to work but with nothing to do. As they 
circle around the old National Hotel along Sixth Street 
every evening waiting for their crust of bread, the average 
nan wonders if Henry Clay, whose headquarters and bedroom 
was immediately above the bread line, could ever have 
dreamed that the old historic inn would have under its walls, 
almost in the shadows of the Capitol of the wealthiest coun- 
try in the world, a changing army of hungry men whose 
dreams do not reach the accumulations of hundreds of 
useless millions but to an occasional full stomach and a pipe 
for dessert. . 

The philosophy and clouded vision of our distinguished 
successor to the great Alexander—and I say it with due rev- 
-erence—does not see that bread line when driving from the 
Treasury to the Capitol and back. At the east end of his 
brief ride he sees only a badgering Congress, that he does 
not understand or care to meet. Their ideas of finance and 
world business conditions he feels are of little value, for all 
such understanding is locked up in the minds of his asso- 
ciates, many of whom appeared before our committee, 

The price of bread, whether sold at 10 cents or 5 cents a 
loaf, is of little concern to financiers, excepting that at the 
former figure it brings large dividends on actual investment 
to the holder of bakery stocks, yet to the 99 who do not hold 
such stocks in bakeries or in any of numerous companies in 
which Mellon is interested that 50 per cent reduction in 
bread price will be as welcome as the 50 per cent increased 
loan that unemployed veterans now need and which we 
propose to give them. 

I have often wondered if the distinguished Secretary of 
the Treasury is to be more envied than the average man 
who goes through the world without desire to accumulate 
useless dollars, however valuable for the rainy day but not to 
be exchanged for the real pleasure of doing and seeing 
things. 

HOW TO RAISE THE MONEY 

The Secretary is properly worried over a possible deficit 
in the Treasury of $500,000,000, due to heavy and unex- 
pected appropriations. In that view we find common un- 
derstanding, nor is it important who is to blame for the 
$160,000,000 unwarranted tax remission last year or the 
great program of waterways and public buildings and war- 
ships that seems to have encompassed the country. Much 
of this is not of pressing importance excepting with the 
view of furnishing employment to the unemployed, but if 
the Secretary or those he represents would explain to a 
waiting world why we are to appropriate $30,000,000 for 
useless battleships and $74,000,000 on a vast naval “ parity” 
program on the heels of a Kellogg peace treaty to outlaw 
war, he will have an enthusiastic army of taxpayers who 
will welcome his opposition. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


FEBRUARY 16 


That deficit of $500,000,000 has no relation to the veter- 
ans’ loan bill before us excepting in its necessary financing. 
The latter is not a new obligation but an advanced payment 
for needy people, which if not repaid will reduce the Gov- 
ernment’s obligation to that exent. 

The deficit of a half billion dollars is a new liability that 
must be met. Every other governmental unit raises its obli- 
gations by taxation. That we should do, and for that pur- 
pose I have attached to my remarks a proposal to increase 
the personal income tax rate 1 per cent on each bracket 
until the maximum rate reaches 25 per cent on all over 
$500,000 annual income as provided by existing law. 

No man with an income of $10,000 or of $500,000 annu- 
ally would seriously suffer by reason of that change. In 
fact when the drifter down by the National Hotel finds com- 
fort in a full stomach and millions of women and children 
out of the public eye but all in the real picture, are on short 
rations, we can not complain over a slight increase in 
taxes. The farmer and all other industries are fortunate 
if they can get by with a 10 per cent increase in tax so 
why not the man with the personal income tax, and even of a 
25 per cent increase, when he has $500,000 annually to spend. 

Secretary Mellon complained that a raise in personal- 
income taxes would cause increased investments in tax-free 
securities. That is fortunate if the Government requires a 
$500,000,000 or even a billion dollar bond issue, for then 
those looking for tax-free bonds can be easily accommodated 
without paying excessive prices for 4 per cent securities. 

TO REFUSE JUSTICE IS HARD HEARTED 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that we are a hard-hearted 
set of men if we can not recognize the statement of Gen- 
eral Hines that between 200,000 and 300,000 veterans, 
whom we sent to war and who received a dollar a day, are 
out of employment and in need. I can not understand why 
any Member should be opposed to this veterans’ loaning bill 
except the Members who voted against the adjusted com- 
pensation bill before. The Secretary of the Treasury fails 
to understand and never can understand the predicament 
of these men. [Applause.] The Secretary of the Treasury, 
with all of his wonderful Hamiltonian experience is some- 
times wrong, and those on the Ways and Means Committee 
who have reported this bill know he is wrong. [Applause.] 
He claims that $1,700,000,000 is subject to payment, to the 
veterans and refuses to reduce from that amount money 
already loaned to the veterans of $325,000,000 or to recog- 
nize that General Hines is more nearly right in his esti- 
mate of not to exceed one-half the veterans will take loans. 
It is no more fair than his statement that it would require 
$3,400,000,000 to pay these certificates in order to strike 
down the bond market. I appeal to those who would aid 
the veterans to accept this half loaf for it will give relief 
to hundreds of thousands of the country’s war-time de- 
fenders. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin has expired. 


HERE IS A MEANS TO RAISE THE MONEY 


Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, I attach hereto a tax proposal 
that will help meet the present Treasury deficit and also 
furnish funds with which to pay all loans provided for in the 
bill. The money to be raised is governed by additional rates 
that are here only tentatively suggested. 

A House Joint Resolution 503 
Joint resolution to amend section 211, Title II, of the revenue act 
of 1926, as amended 

Whereas the statement of Secretary Mellon opposing the pro- 
posed 50 per cent veterans’ loan act asserts that an appropria- 
tion of approximately $1,000,000,000 will be necessary to meet these 
loans during the coming year; that this is entirely contradictory 
to other statements submitted to the committee and apparently 
fails to take into consideration the loans already made amounting 
to $325,000,000 on such certificates that should be deducted from 
the $1,720,000,000; that the prospective estimates by the best 
available witnesses are that not more than 60 per cent of the 
veterans will avail themselves of the additional privilege because 
of the terms of the bill and their desire to retain the full amount 
of insurance represented by the face of the certificate; and 

Whereas these inaccuracies in Treasury statements and in esti- 
mates have occurred before and are humanly possible, particularly 
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when adjusted-compensation propositions have been before Con- 
gress and have been regularly opposed by the Treasury Depart- 
ment in the past; that the statement of the present Treasury 
deficit approaching $500,000,000, due in part to the remission of 
$160,000,000 in personal-income taxes last year and extraordinary 
drafts on the Treasury, are matters of public concern; that this 
anticipated deficit is also subject to the expenditure of $30,000,000 
for the reconditioning of useless battleships, according to the 
highest authority, and for an additional appropriation of $72,000,- 
000 for warship building in the program to place the United 
States on a “parity” with Great Britain; and 

Whereas the advancement of loans on the veterans’ certificates 
in no way affects the Treasury or the obligation of the Govern- 
ment on such certificates excepting to cash or anticipated 
cash for the Treasury to meet such obligations; and 

Whereas, in order to help provide for the anticipated Treasury 
deficit and for the 50 per cent veterans’ loan act, which has been 
reported, the levying and collection of the following increased 
taxes on personal incomes will go far toward relieving apprehen- 
sion and in some degree meet criticisms levied against the $160,- 
000,000 in personal-income taxes granted by Congress last year: 
Therefore be it 

Resolved, etc., That section 211, Title II, of the revenue act of 
1926, as amended, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to 
read as follows: 

SURTAX 


Sec. 211. (a) In lieu of the tax imposed by section 211 of the 
revenue act of 1926 and all amendments thereto, but in addition 
to the normal tax by section 210 of this act, there shall 
be levied, collected, and paid for each taxable year upon the net 
income of every individual a surtax as follows: 

Upon a net income of $10,000 there shall be no surtax; upon net 
incomes in excess of $10,000 and not in excess of $14,000, 2 per 
cent of such excess. 

Eighty dollars upon net incomes of $14,000; and upon net 
incomes in excess of $14,000 and not in excess of $16,000, 3 per 
cent in addition of such excess. 

One hundred and forty dollars upon net incomes of $16,000; 
and upon net incomes in excess of $16,000 and not in excess of 
$18,000, 4 per cent in addition of such excess. 

Two hundred and twenty dollars upon net incomes of $18,000; 
and upon net incomes in excess of $18,000 and not in excess of 
$20,000, 5 per cent in addition of such excess. 

Three hundred and twenty dollars upon net incomes of $20,000; 
and upon net incomes in excess of $20,000 and not in excess of 
$22,000, 6 per cent in addition of such excess. 

Four hundred and forty dollars upon net incomes of $22,000; 
and upon net incomes in excess of $22,000 and not in excess of 
$24,000, 7 per cent in addition of such excess. 

Five hundred and eighty dollars upon net incomes of $24,000; 
and upon net incomes in excess of $24,000 and not in excess of 
$28,000, 8 per cent in addition of such excess. 

Nine hundred dollars upon net incomes of $28,000; and upon 
net incomes in excess of $28,000 and not in excess of $32,000, 9 
per cent in addition of such excess. 

One thousand two hundred and sixty dollars upon net incomes 
of $32,000; and upon net incomes in excess of $32,000 and not in 
excess of $36,000, 10 per cent in addition of such excess. 

One thousand six hundred and sixty dollars upon net incomes 
of $36,000; and upon net incomes in excess of $36,000 and not in 
excess of $40,000, 11 per cent in addition of such excess. 

Two thousand and forty dollars upon net incomes of $40,000; 
and upon net incomes in excess of $40,000 and not in excess of 
$44,000, 12 per cent in addition of such excess. 

Two thousand four hundred and eighty-eight upon net incomes 
of $44,000; and upon net incomes in excess of $44,000 and not in 
excess of $48,000, 13 per cent in addition of such excess. 

Three thousand and eight dollars upon net incomes of $48,000; 
and upon net incomes in excess of $48,000 and not in excess of 
$52,000, 14 per cent in addition of such excess. 

Three thousand five hundred and sixty-eight dollars upon net 
incomes of $52,000; and upon net incomes in excess of $52,000 
and not in excess of $56,000, 15 per cent in addition of such 
excess. 

Four thousand one hundred and sixty-eight dollars upon net 
incomes of $56,000; and upon net incomes in excess of $56,000 and 
not in excess of $60,000, 16 per cent in addition of such excess. 

Four thousand eight hundred and eight dollars upon net in- 
comes of $60,000; and upon net incomes in excess of $60,000 and 
not in excess of 864,000, 17 per cent in addition of such excess. 

Five thousand four hundred and eighty-eight dollars upon net 
incomes of $64,000; and upon net incomes in excess of $64,000 and 
not in excess of $70,000, 18 per cent in addition of such excess. 

Six thousand five hundred and sixty-eight dollars upon net in- 
comes of $70,000; and upon net incomes in excess of $70,000 and 
not in excess of $80,000, 19 per cent in addition of such excess. 

Eight thousand four hundred and sixty-eight dollars upon net 
incomes of $80,000; and upon net incomes in excess of $80,000 and 
not in excess of $100,000, 20 per cent in addition of such excess. 

Twelve thousand four hundred and sixty-eight dollars upon net 
incomes of $100,000; and upon net incomes in excess of $100,900 
and not in excess of $200,000, 21 per cent in addition of such excess. 

Thirty-three thousand four hundred and sixty-eight dollars 
upon net incomes of $200,000; and upon net incomes in excess 
of $200,000 and not in excess of $300,000, 22 per cent in addition 
of such excess. 

Fifty-five thousand four hundred and sixty-eight dollars upon 
net incomes of $300,000; and upon net incomes in excess of 
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$300,000 and not in excess of $400,000, 23 per cent in addition of 
such excess. 


Seventy-eight thousand four hundred and sixty-eight dollars 
upon net incomes of $400,000; and upon net incomes in excess of 
$400,000 and not in excess of $500,000, 24 per cent in addition of 
such excess. 

One hundred and two thousand four hundred and sixty-eight 
dollars upon net incomes of $500,000; and upon net incomes in 
excess of $500,000, in addition 25 per cent of such excess. 

(b) In the case of a bona fide sale of mines, oil or gas wells, 
or any interest therein, where the principal value of the property 
has been demonstrated by prospecting or exploration and dis- 
covery work done by the taxpayer, the portion of the tax im- 

by this section attributable to such sale shall not exceed 
16 per cent of the selling price of such property or interest. 


Mr. BACHARACH. Mr. Speaker, I yield one quarter of a 
minute to Mr. RANKIN, of Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of paying what 
the Government owes these veterans now, even though we 
are compelled to put a wound stripe on the purse of Andrew 
W. Mellon big enough to be seen from Pittsburgh to Phila- 
delphia. [Applause.] 

Those of us who have been striving to secure the payment 
in cash of the adjusted-service certificates expect to vote for 
this bill. We are not satisfied with it; but it is the best we 
can get. If it had not been for the fight we have waged for 
the last few months the veterans would have got nothing 
at all on these certificates at this session of Congress. 

I am in hope that when it gets over to the Senate they will 
at least reduce the interest charge, or eliminate the interest 
altogether, and at the same time amend the bill so as to 
enable veterans to secure these loans regardless of whether 
they have held their certificates two years or not. As the 
bill is written, I fear it would eliminate all veterans who 
have not held their certificates for at least two years. 

I know that the predatory interests are opposed to this bill. 
They oppose all veterans’ legislation. Mr. Mellon seems to 
speak for them. People who grew rich out of the war and 
as a consequence of the war are very much disturbed for 
fear that they will be checked in their mad race for wealth 
and power if we pass this belated piece of legislation to pay 
these veterans a part of the money which this Government 
owes them for their services and their sacrifices in the war 
out of which these large fortunes were made. 

Mr. BACHARACH. Mr. Speaker, I yield a quarter of a 
minute to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON]. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, if the President of the 
United States should veto this bill I predict that this House 
will pass it almost unanimously over his veto. [Applause.] 

We are merely lending these men one-half of their own 
money and charging them 4%½ per cent interest. I was in 
favor of paying it to them in cash when Mr. Andrew W. 
Mellon forced Congress to give them these certificates. 
They were entitled to the cash way back in 1919, when they 
came back from France. 

I am now in favor of paying these certificates to them in 
cash. But Mr. Mellon and his Republican administration’s 
influence has prevented such a bill from being reported by 
the committee. This bill to loan our ex-service men 50 per 
cent of their certificates is the best that we can get from the 
committee. It is all that we will have the chance to vote 
them, for under suspension of the rules we can not amend 
this bill or change it in any particular. We must vote it up 
or down, just as the committee reported it. 

I wired Hon. R. C. Winters, former State commander of 
the American Legion for the State of Texas, to ascertain his 
views on same, and I have just received a telegram from 
him, stating: 

I believe veterans will understand this is the best bill that can 
be obtained under present conditions, and in my opinion same will 
be generally satisfactory. 

I believe that this will prove to be the greatest relief for 
unemployment that Congress has provided, for this $500,- 
000,000 in cash will be equitably distributed in every con- 
gressional district in the United States. This cash eventu- 
ally will find its way into the banks scattered over the 
United States. Everybody will be benefited by it. It will 
better local conditions everywhere. 
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Since we convened in December, Congress has appro- 
priated an additional $150,000,000 for the Federal Farm 
Board, hoping that such action would help our farmers. 
We have appropriated $116,000,000 to relieve unemploy- 
ment, of which sum $80,000,000 becomes additional funds 
for constructing public highways in every congressional dis- 
trict in the United States. We have appropriated $45,000,- 
000 to be loaned to farmers in the drought areas, to finance 
them in making another crop. We have just appropriated 
an additional $20,000,000 for “agricultural rehabilitation,” 
which is construed- to mean food and necessary supplies 
for our farmers. 

Now, by passing this bill and loaning to our ex-service 
men an additional $500,000,000, we are going to grant 
actual relief to many men who with their wives and little 
children have been suffering for necessities and who other- 
wise would get no relief from the other appropriations. 

The Senate will promptly pass this bill. Then it goes to 
the President. It will pass this House by such a tremen- 
dous majority to-day that the President will not dare to 
veto it. The President and Mr. Secretary Mellon and Mr. 
Assistant Ogden Mills and the Republican administration 
have been whipped to a standstill on this question, and 
they should take their medicine. I firmly believe there will 
not be a Democrat against it. There will be such an over- 
whelming majority for it that the President will realize 
that his veto will be futile. For this is one time that the 
Congress will certainly override him. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. 

Mr. BACHARACH. Mr. Speaker, I yield a quarter of a 
minute to the gentleman from Texas [Mr, Parman]. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the passage 
of this bill. It is a step in the direction to relieve distress 
existing among more than 1,000,000 veterans and their 
families in the United States. It will afford substantial relief 
to this large group of veterans, and we can not oppose 
any legislation that will grant so much assistance. It is 
true that we much prefer full payment or an advancement 
on the certificates without interest. This bill is before us 
under suspension of the rules, It can not be amended. We 
must either take it as it is or vote against it. We are hopeful 
that it will be amended in the Senate by striking out the 
interest requirement, if not amended to provide for full 
payment. If we vote against the bill as it is and it is 
killed in the House, the Senate will not have an opportunity 
to so amend it. 

I hope all the Members of this House who have been co- 
operating with me in trying to get the certificates paid in 
full in cash will vote for this measure. 

Under the present law the veterans can borrow only a 
small sum each year, and will never get at one time a sub- 
stantial amount, and at the end of the 20 years the certificates 
will be practically consumed by the compound interest. 
Under this bill, now proposed, it will allow a veteran -to 
borrow a substantial amount at one time. 

I hold here petitions from 250,000 citizens of the United 
States who desire a prosperous nation. All of the signers 
are not veterans of the World War, but they want a prosper- 
ous nation. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Ramseyer]. [Applause.] 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of 
the House, this is not the first time in my career that I have 
found myself with a hopeless minority. I supported and 
voted for the adjusted compensation bill which became a 
law in 1924. That bill was passed after three or four years’ 
careful study by Congress and consultation with the various 
veterans’ organizations of the country. The attitude of the 
veterans’ organizations on the proposed legislation was suc- 
cinctly stated before the Ways and Means Committee on 
March 4; 1924, by Mr. John Thomas Taylor, national legis- 
lative representative of the American Legion, as follows: 
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I want to say to the members of the committee that, so far 
as the American Legion is concerned and so far as the veterans’ 
organizations are concerned, I think—because all of them have 
unanimously indorsed this legislation at all of their conventions— 
the ex-service men and women of the country will be perfectly 
satisfied with the legislation which is reported by this committee, 
as the country is looking to a clean-up of this entire matter. 

It was the common understanding of the Congress and the 
ex-service men and women of the country that the proposal 
was perfectly satisfactory at the time. 

Recently the Ways and Means Committee of the House 
held hearings on various proposals for the cash payment of 
these adjusted-compensation certificates. All of the testi- 
mony was either for or against the cash proposals. Last 
Thursday the Ways and Means Committee in executive ses- 
sion rejected all the cash proposals and on the same day 
considered increasing the loan value of the certificates, on 
which there had been no hearings, for which none of the vet- 
erans’ organizations asked, and so far as I know up to this 
moment none of the veterans’ organizations have indorsed. 

The bill that is before the House was introduced last 
Thursday evening, and came before the Ways and Means 
Committee last Friday forenoon. On the question of re- 
porting this bill out on last Friday four members of the 
Ways and Means Committee, including myself, voted in the 
negative. The report on the bill and the printed hearings 
before the Ways and Means Committee did not become 
available to Members until this morning. For some reason, 
on which I do not care to speculate, the Speaker announced 
that if a bill was reported last week he would to-day recog- 
nize some one to call it up under suspension of the rules. 
Ordinarily the rule to suspend the rules, which allows no 
amendments and only 20 minutes’ debate on a side, is 
utilized on bills that are simple and easily understood or 
on bills that have been pending for some time and Members 


have had an opportunity to become thoroughly acquainted 


with their contents. 

It is impossiblé, for me in a few minutes to point out 
the many ramifications of this bill that adversely affect the 
veterans. One r why I oppose this bill is that it is 
contrary to my views of orderly financing of Government 
financial operations. Where Congress imposes new obliga- 
tions on the Federal Treasury it should at the same time 
provide for orderly financing. 

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BACHARACH] stated 
that if the veteran had a policy with an old-line insurance 
company, instead of with the Government, he would now be 
entitled to borrow 53 per cent of the face of the policy 
instead of 22% per cent, as is now the case. That is not a 
true statement of fact. The law authorizing these certifi- 
cates was not based on the theory that it was a lump-sum 
payment in 1925. The payments to carry these certificates 
and to protect the veterans’ life insurance are paid annu- 
ally by authority of Congress out of the Treasury. Congress 
has made and will continue to make appropriations each year 
until these certificates mature in 1945 of about $112,000,000 
a year, and under this law the certificate reserve fund in- 
vested in Government securities amounts to about $775,000,- 
000. If the law had been written on the theory of issuing 
to the veterans policies on the basis of a lump-sum pay- 
ment in 1925, the reserve fund to protect the veterans and 
their insurance would now have to be about $2,000,000,000 
instead of $775,000,000. 

The fundamental purpose of the law of 1924 was to give 
the veterans and their dependents protection to the full 
amount of the face of the policy until 1945 and then to be 
cashed at a time when cash would be most beneficial to 
them; that is, the policies were chiefly intended for protec- 
tion. The loan feature was secondary. This bill makes the 
protection feature secondary and the loan feature primary. 

For the veterans with disabilities of seryice origin the 
Congress has made and will continue to make liberal pro- 
visions; that is as it should be. Congress also, at the last 
session, and, I think, rightly so, made provision for the care 
of veterans with disabilities not of service origin. This law 
will be liberalized from time to time. 

Another thing 1 wish to call to your attention is that if 
the provisions of this bill are enacted into law the veteran 
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who borrows up to the limit of 50 per cent—and on a $1,000 
certificate that would be $500, with the accumulated inter- 
est—will have left on such a certificate in 1945 but $75 to be 
paid to him in cash. This bill not only greatly impairs the 
protection feature of existing certificates, but on the cer- 
tificates against which the full amount of borrowings are 
made the 414 per cent compound annual interest will eat 
up almost one-half of the substance of the certificates. I do 
not believe that when the veterans fully realize what this bill 
does they will indorse it. 

I have from time to time during the last 10 years pre- 
sented my views to this House on what I regarded as orderly 
financing of the Federal Government’s obligations and the 
speedy payment of our war debt. The last time I addressed 
the House at some length on this subject was on December 
5, 1929, when I opposed the income tax remittance bill of 
$160,000,000. Many of you did me the honor to listen to my 
speech at the time. You know my views and I have not the 
time to restate them now. 

This bill, according to the estimates of the financial officer 
of the Veterans’ Administration, places a burden on the 
Federal Treasury of $700,000,000, and there is possibility 
of a burden of $1,400,000,000. By June 30, 1931, owing to 
the economic depression, the estimated Treasury deficit will 
be around $500,000,000. It is the duty of Congress when 
authorizing additional burdens on the people’s Public Treas- 
ury to raise the money either by increased taxation or to 
specifically authorize new bond issues with sinking fund pro- 
vision to retire such bonds within a fixed limited time. The 
Congress in authorizing Treasury burdens without providing 
for the required money, by taxation preferably, or by bonds 
in case of national emergency, side-steps a plain duty im- 
posed upon them by the Constitution. 

It is the unquestioned duty of Congress, under the Consti- 
tution, to make provision for the money to meet new 
Government obligations in a way that will least affect the 
large financial operations of the Treasury, and that will not 
retard the economic recovery which is so important to all 
the people. The failure of Congress to do its full duty in 
this regard will do the ex-service men, in common with the 
rest of the people in the course of the next few years, more 
harm than good. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Iowa 
has expired. 

Mr. BACHARACH. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Frs]. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, this is the soundest, safest, and 
sanest piece of legislation affecting the interests of the vet- 
erans that has come before this House in the last 10 years. 
{Applause.] The Secretary of the Treasury should give a 
dinner to the Speaker of this House and everyone who votes 
for the bill in the House and Senate if it passes. [Applause.] 

Taking advantage of the permission granted to extend 
and revise my remarks, I can not conceive why any Member 
of Congress should oppose this legislation on the ground 
that it might disrupt business conditions or be a drain on 
the Treasury or increase by the slightest degree the burden 
of the taxpayers. The fact is that according to the provi- 
sions of the bill the veteran holders of adjusted-service cer- 
tificates will have to pay 4½ per cent interest on the loans 
they may make up to 50 per cent of the face value of the 
policy, and the Treasury Department can get the money at 
3 per cent, thereby making a profit of 1½ per cent on every 
loan made by the veterans, whether big or small in amount. 

Only the needy and unemployed veterans will borrow 
money on a 4% per cent basis when banks and savings 
banks are loaning at 4 per cent. The main objective of this 
legislation is to help the veterans who are in need of finan- 
cial relief. There are reported to be 50,000 unemployed vet- 
erans in New York City and approximately 300,000 through- 
out the country. There is more hardship and suffering 
among the unemployed veterans than any other group, as 
they are between 30 and 40 years of age, mostly married, 
with families, and have been unable to lay aside any sur- 
plus earnings as a nest egg for the future. Although the 
World War veterans do not exceed 3 per cent of our popu- 
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lation, they exceed 15 per cent of our unemployed. This 
so-called 50 per cent loan bill will help the needy and un- 
employed World War veterans, but not at the expense of 
the taxpayers or of the Treasury Department, which actually 
will profit on every loan made to a veteran. Why any 
Member of Congress who professes to have any sympathy at 
all for the needy veterans should oppose this bill on grounds 
of increased taxation, I am totally unable to understand or 
comprehend the motives that impel him to such an errone- 
ous decision. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. BACHARACH. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Smmons]. i 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, 
at the time the original adjusted compensation bill was 
passed the World War veterans were asking for cash. That 
bill was a compromise. So far as the veterans have spoken 
in this present controversy they are asking for cash. This 
proposal is a compromise as was the original bill. In my 
judgment, it will be as reasonably satisfactory to the men 
as was the original bill. 

In the year 1937 the present certificates will have a loan 
value of 48.5 per cent and in 1938 a loan value of 53.6 per 
cent. So all this bill does is to advance the loan value date 
of the existing certificates between six and seven years and 
reduce the interest rate to 444 per cent from 6 per cent. 

The present economic situation justifies the compromise 
and justifies the change in the law and certificates proposed 
by the bill. In my judgment this is a fair solution of the 
problem. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Ne- 
braska has expired. 

Mr. BACHARACH. Mr. Speaker, I yield one-half minute 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA]. 

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. I am going to vote for the bill. [Laughter and 
applause.] 

Mr. BACHARACH. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. CROWTHER]. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker and Members of the 
House, after listening to this attack upon the proposition 
by the Four Horsemen of the Apocalypse [laughter], three 
of whom have spoken, and the fourth is to be immediately 
heard from, I think you can visualize the many difficulties 
that presented themselves to the committee during the con- 
sideration of this bill. 

In the one minute assigned me it is impossible to discuss 
the merits of this legislation, but one minute ought to be 
enough for every red-blooded American to realize the jus- 
tice of this payment at this time to the men who fought in 
the defense of their country. [Applause.] 

Ihave not forgotten the promises that were made to them 
as they marched away from home and fireside to embark 
for a foreign shore. With reverence we remember those who 
never came back, and we must keep faith with those who 
returned to us after their distinguished service under the 
Stars and Stripes. 

Mr. BACHARACH. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. CANFIELD]. 

Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of 
the House, in the short time allotted to me it will be im- 
possible to say much about the bill we are considering. 
When we stop to consider that the Secretary of the Treasury, 
Mr. Mellon, the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. 
Mills, a number of the leading bankers from different parts 
of the country, and heads of some of the largest life in- 
surance companies appeared before the committee, and all 
but two of them, Owen D. Young, of New York, and Rome 
C. Stephenson, of South Bend, Ind., insisting that no con- 
sideration be given to the cashing of the World War vet- 
erans’ adjusted-service certificates or to the increasing of their 
loan value at this time, I am frank to say to you that I feel 
we are extremely fortunate in having any kind of legislation 
reported out by the committee for consideration. 
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It is not the kind of legislation that many of the members | tressed ex-service men who need the money with which to 


of the committee would have liked to have had brought out, 
but the best possible compromise we could get; theretore I 
trust the bill will have the unanimous support of every 
Member on our side of the House. 

As all of you know, there were forty-odd bills introduced in 
the House. Each bill presented a different plan, and they 
could properly be grouped into four classes, ranging from 
the full-cash-payment plan to the plan we have in the bill 
that has been reported out by the committee, which in- 
creases the loan value of the certificates to 50 per cent at a 
414 per cent compound interest annually. 

The cost of the different plans range from approximately 
83,400,000, 000 down. Under the bill reported out by the com- 
mittee it would cost approximately $1,700,000,000 if every 
World War veteran would borrow the amount that he will 
be permitted to borrow if this bill becomes a law; but the 
facts are that under the present law only 48 per cent of the 
ex-service men have borrowed, and they have only borrowed 
43 per cent of the amount authorized to be loaned under the 
present law, which amounts to approximately $325,000,000. 
Should 50 per cent of the ex-service men borrow all they 
will be permitted to borrow—and I do not believe the num- 
ber will be greater than that—they would borrow approxi- 
mately $850,000,000. Subtract from this amount the $325,- 
000,000 that has already been borrowed and it would mean 
that the Government would have to raise $525,000,000 to 
take care of the increased loans, and, in my opinion, this, 
ladies and gentlemen of the House, can be done without 
increasing the price of bonds or causing any hardships on 
anyone, be he a bondholder, bond broker, banker, or business 
man of any kind. 

In 1924 the Congress of the United States admitted we 
owed the World War veterans a debt, but they said, “ We can 
not pay you now, but will give you an adjusted-service cer- 
tificate for $1 a day for home service and $1.25 a day for 
foreign service, plus 25 per cent, plus 4 per cent compound 
interest, payable in 1945.” 

True, the adjusted-service certificates are not due, but 
we are passing through the worse financial depression ever 
known in this country, hundreds of thousands of World War 
veterans are in need, many of them, together with members 
of their families, are hungry, and there is every reason on 
earth why they should receive consideration at this time, 
regardless of the fact that the Secretary of the Treasury 
has done everything he possibly could to prevent its passage 
and, in my opinion, made many exaggerated statements as 
to what it will do to the bond market. 

The demand for immediate passage of legislation that will 
be helpful to the World War veterans has not come from 
just one part of the country, but from all parts of the coun- 
try, and, as I stated in the beginning, it is not what many 
of us would like to have passed, but it is the best we can 
expect to pass at this time, and for that reason it is 
better that we pass this bill rather than have no legislation 
whatsoever during this session, and I appeal to the Members 
that are really interested in helping the hundreds of thou- 
sands of veterans that are in need to vote for this bill even 
though it is not the kind of World War veterans’ legislation 
that you had hoped to be able to pass during this session of 
Congress, 

Mr. BACHARACH. Mr. Speaker, I yield one-quarter of a 
minute to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Amon]. 

Mr. ALMON. Mr. Speaker, the ex-service men who were 
sent to the camps and to the battlefields of France and are 
now in great distress due to drought and economic conditions 
have appealed to the Congress for payment of adjusted- 
service certificates. I introduced a bill providing for cash 
payment and am still in favor of such payment. The Gov- 
ernment can borrow the money to make these payments on 
bonds bearing less than 2 per cent interest. This bill does 
the ex-service men a great injustice. While it increases the 
loan value to 50 per cent, still they are required to pay 41% 
per cent interest. I shall vote for the bill, not because I 
like it but because it gives some relief to some of the dis- 


support themselves and their families. It is this or nothing. 

I voted for a cash bonus in 1924 and voted to pass it over 
the veto of President Coolidge. I regret exceedingly that the 
soldiers can not now be given what they need and what they 
deserve. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield one-half minute to 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Fort]. 

Mr. FORT. Mr. Speaker, we spend hours on the Private 
Calendar or the debates on amendments to appropriation 
bills over policies affecting a few hundreds or thousands of 
dollars. To-day, with debate limited to 40 minutes, we are 
considering a proposition which may involve the expendi- 
ture of $1,400,000,000 forthwith. Not only that but the 
legislation we are now considering is the prelude and the 
preface to eventual pension legislation. 

The excuse for this legislation is that a group of veterans 
are out of employment and therefore are in need. Because 
there are some considerable number of veterans in need we 
are passing legislation tendering substantial funds from 
the Treasury at low interest rates to all veterans. After the 
veterans now in need, and some, at least, of those not now in 
need, have borrowed the amount permitted under this bill 
their interest in their adjusted-service certificates will be 
practically at an end, since the amount available to them at 
the expiration of the certificate will be very slight indeed. 
In addition, the amount that we are rendering available to 
the really needy is not great, since those already in need 
have presumably borrowed up to the top present limit of 
their policies. Consequently the major benefit we offer is 
to the nonneedy, who, because nonneedy, have not here- 
tofore had to borrow. From all of these facts it results that, 
for the purpose of a fictitious gesture of generosity to the 
needy veterans, we are in reality eliminating them from any 
further substantial value in their adjusted-service certifi- 
cates. We are also eliminating any substantial value from 
these certificates as a protection to their wives and children. 
I do not believe there is a man in this House who is not 
conscious, if he faces the question squarely, that this can 
mean only that at some date in the not distant future 
tremendous pressure will be brought upon Congress in the 
name of a new group of needy veterans for a general service 
pension coupled with a widow’s and children’s pension for 
those whose insurance has been dissipated under the lend- 
ing features of this bill. 

Some men casually admit that this is true, but say, “ Pen- 
sions are coming anyway.” Possibly they are right, but it 
seems to me quite clear that the Nation and the Congress 
will have to consider very seriously the status of the Treas- 
ury before they do come. 

We are to-day spending for all of the purposes of the Gov- 
ernment, other than the interest and principal of debt and 
that part of the operation of the post office which is offset 
by its revenues, approximately $3,150,000,000. Of this sum 
$866,000,000 was carried in the independent offices appro- 
priation bill for the Bureau of Veterans’ Administration. 
Before we adjourn to-night we will also pass the Rogers 
hospital bill, carrying $12,500,000. This, with the normal 
annual increase in our expenditures under existing legisla- 
tion, renders it certain that the total expenditures for all 
veterans will exceed $900,000,000 next year. In other words, 
30 per cent of the entire cost of running the Government is 
now being expended in one form or another for veterans. 
We have expended since the end of the World War over 
$5,000,000,000 for the veterans of that war alone. 

The principle urged before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee in connection with this legislation of making the need 
of the veteran the criterion of the extension of relief has 
been discarded. So also has the requirement that the assent 
of the wife must be secured before the veteran could borrow 
on his insurance for her benefit. The Ways and Means 
Committee in this bill has therefore turned its back on the 
principle of need as a determining factor in relief. Pre- 
sumably, therefore, we will shortly turn our backs on that 
principle when we consider pension legislation, which Mem- 
bers seem to regard as a certainty in the near future. 
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There are approximately 4,000,000 veterans of the World 
War. A service pension at the rate of $25 per month—and 
nobody anticipates a lower rate—would cost the country 
$1,200,000,000 annually. This added to the $900,000,000 we 
are already spending would bring the total amount for vet- 
erans up to approximately 50 per cent of the total expendi- 
tures of the Government for all purposes. If, as is far more 
likely, the pension starts at the Spanish War rate of $50 a 
month, the total cost would be $2,400,000,000, which added 
to present expenditures would make total appropriations for 
veterans exceed the total current expenses of the Govern- 
ment for all purposes except debt. 

This House should not hastily brush away the only barrier 
now standing between the Treasury and pension legislation 
and discard in brushing it the formulation of sound prin- 
ciples of Government pension legislation if it must come. 

The hearings on this bill have just been printed. Neither 
I nor any other Member of the House has had opportunity 
really to study them nor has the Treasury had a fair oppor- 
tunity to compute the cost of this legislation, but it is per- 
fectly clear that, in view of the past insufficient appropria- 
tions toward amortization of the adjusted-compensation 
certificates, the program we are now entering on involves 
immediate additional drains on the Treasury. These, of 
course, can be met only by additional taxation, since we 
are already facing a deficit of $500,000,000 this year. I 
would feel greater confidence in the gentlemen of the Ways 
and Means Committee and the House who to-day are 
blithely supporting this bill if they had first or simultane- 
ously brought in the legislation for paying the cost by 
increasing taxation. 

To me it is inevitable that this type of ill-considered 
legislation, piling up continually growing costs upon the 
Treasury, must react against an extension of relief to the 
disabled and sick, every one of whom every American wants 
cared for. As I see it, those who vote for this bill to-day 
jeopardize not only the Treasury; not only the return from 
business depression; not only the employment of many men, 
including many veterans, but what is even worse, the ade- 
quate and proper care of physical suffering and distress 
among the veterans themselves. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAWLEY. The people of the United States most 
earnestly desire that we emerge from the present depres- 
sion involving agriculture, labor, industry, and, in fact, prac- 
tically every activity in this country. The resumption of 
normal conditions will benefit the whole people and all its 
various groups. Any legislation by Congress that defers our 
return to normal activities and continues present conditions 
will cause great loss not only to the veterans for whom this 
bill is proposed but to all our population. 

I have had an active part in the preparation of legisla- 
tion for the benefit of World War veterans, and have sup- 
ported the other measures under which we have paid over 
$5,000,000,000. This amount is steadily increasing. We are 
paying for all veteran legislation over $866,000,000 annually, 
of which the World War veterans receive $571,000,000 yearly. 
We have dealt more generously with the World War vet- 
erans than with the soldiers of any of our other wars. The 
Congress and the country have not been unmindful of or 
ungrateful to these men for their valiant services. 

Following the World War it was proposed that some ad- 
justment of the pay of the veterans be made, since civilian 
wages exceeded the Army pay, with the result that the 
adjusted service certificate plan was adopted, under which 
veterans became entitled to a life-insurance certificate pay- 
able in 20 years or upon the death of the veteran, and con- 
taining certain loan privileges. Such certificates generally 
bear date of January, 1925, and hence are not payable to 
living veterans until 1945. The face value of outstanding 
certificates is $3,423,000,000. Since 1925 the business of the 
Government and the affairs of the country have been pro- 
ceeding on the understanding that prior to 1945 the face 
value of the certificates was to be paid only in the event of 
the death of the soldier. After those who had only small 
amounts due were paid, the death losses alone required pay- 
ment in cash out of the Treasury. 
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Recently a movement was initiated to pay the face value 
of the certificates in full at once—1l4 years before their due 
date. According to the information I have, this was not 
originated by the veterans generally but by ambitious souls 
for obvious reasons. Prior to that the veterans were carry- 
ing on, as part of our citizenry, participating in the general 
activities of the people. So far as legislation was concerned, 
their interest lay in providing for the care of their wounded, 
disabled, or handicapped comrades, for which over $5,000,- 
000,000 has already been expended, and for the relief of the 
widows and orphans of the veterans. 

The pending bill proposes to more than double the present 
loan value of the certificates, that is, make it 50 per cent 
of the face value. On loans made hereafter the veteran is 
to pay 4% per cent compound interest. To the holders of 
certificates of comparatively small amounts, and there are 
many of them, the bill affords little relief. The average face 
value of the certificates is practically $1,000. If a veteran 
borrows the 50 per cent authorized under the bill and is 
unable to keep up the interest payments, at the end of 14 
years the accumulated interest will be some $425 and he will 
have as a remainder due him about $75. In my opinion, 
the legislation will not be satisfactory to or meet the gen- 
eral approval of either the veterans or the country. 

The Veterans’ Bureau states that if an adequate force is 
given them the loans proposed in the bill will require six 
or more months for their adjustment—that is, until all seek- 
ing loans have been accommodated. That will prove a dis- 
appointment to hundreds of thousands. 

The face value of the certificates is $3,423,000,000. If 
loans are made to the full amount of 50 per cent, that will 
require the Treasury to find purchasers for securities to the 
amount of $1,711,500,000, if all veterans so borrow, less the 
amount loaned from the United States life insurance fund 
of $286,000,000, or a net of $1,425,500,000. If only 60 per 
cent of the veterans borrow, the net amount to be raised by 
the Treasury would be approximately $740,000,000. 

I believe that more than 60 per cent will apply for loans 
because the bill offers an apparent inducement to borrow—its 
disadvantages not being so apparent—since the amounts that 
may be obtained at one time are materially increased. Two 
things must be remembered: (1) That the Treasury has prac- 
tically no cash with which to pay the veterans, and (2) the 
United States life insurance fund can not continue to carry 
the loans if the interest rate on them proves unattractive, 
as that fund belongs to 675,000 veterans who are paying 
premiums on their insurance and there is no reason in 
morals or equity why their interests should be sacrificed for 
the benefit of others. This fund is now earning 4.74 per cent, 

The loans proposed will probably have a temporary stimu- 
lating effect on business, afford some temporary relief, and 
that effect will vanish, unless there is otherwise a general 
economic recovery, so that the final effect will be serious 
and disappointing. 

The major issue before the country is the economic re- 
covery, in agriculture, in employment of labor, in purchase 
of raw materials, and in every other activity of our people. 
To do this requires confidence in business and funds avail- 
able for investments in enterprise. The discussion has pro- 
ceeded on the supposition that securities would have to be 
offered only to the amount required by the loans. This is 
only a part of the picture. There are outstanding some 
$3,000,000,000 of short-term securities. There will be a 
deficit at the end of this fiscal year of some $500,000,000. 
The outlook for the next fiscal year is not assuring. In 
order to reduce the short-term paper to manageable pro- 
portions, the Treasury will need to offer, in round numbers, 
$1,000,000,000 of long-term securities to effect a reduction 
of the short-term securities. If we add to this $740,000,000 
to provide for the loans, if only 60 per cent avail themselves 
of them, this will create a situation unanticipated by the 
Treasury and by the industries of the country, exceedingly 
serious in character, imperiling our economic recovery, and 
the extension of the present depression would have adverse 
results no one can now forecast. A material increase in - 
taxation is in the offing. [Applause.] 
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Mr. BACHARACH. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of 
my time to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER]. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the 
House, in the short time I haye it would be impossible for 
me to go into the merits of this bill, but I do want to call 
your attention to the only argument that is made against 
the bill. This is the argument of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, Mr. Mellon, and you gentleman who were here in 1924 
will remember that a similar argument was made upon the 
estimate of “the greatest Secretary of the Treasury since 
Alexander Hamilton.” 

We were then advocating paying the soldiers in cash; and 
if that had been done this legislation would not now come 
up. Secretary Mellon at that time estimated there would 
be a deficit in the Treasury of more than $600,000,000. 
Within 90 days the reports showed there was a surplus of 
over $300,000,000. [Laughter and applause.] 

The difference between the estimate at that time and his 
estimate at the present time is based upon the effect upon 
the bond market of the conversion of some $500,000,000 of 
Treasury obligations that we have in the Veterans’ Bureau 
and the insurance fund, and the Secretary says that if you 
do that you are are going to injure the condition of the 
country. 

, Gentlemen, we have had the evidence of all the experts. 
And, by the way, he sent for all the experts he could think 
of. And let it be understood that Chairman Hawiey did 
not suggest them of his own accord. He got these names 
from the Secretary of the Treasury. I brought out in the 
hearings that Mr. Mills, Undersecretary of the Treasury, 
suggested them. And these gentlemen, desiring to defeat 
this measure, realized that Secretary Mellon no longer had 
such a powerful influence with Congress that he could 
make an estimate and get away with it. They sent for all 
the experts throughout the country they could find to 
bolster up this greatest Secretary since Alexander Hamil- 
ton,” because he had lost his infiuence with Congress, and 
justly so. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Treapway] spoke 
about the quickness with which this legislation is being 
considered. What about the quickness with which the 
gentleman changed his mind on the legislation? [Laughter 
and applause.] The four members of the committee who 
spoke against this bill to-day, on Thursday voted for it, and 
when they heard their master’s voice Thursday night, 
changed their opinion. 

Do not talk about the quickness and the speed with which 
the bill is being passed, but talk about the quickness and the 
speed with which you gentlemen changed your convictions 
at Mr. Mellon’s suggestion. 

I wish we had statesmen here of sufficient courage so that 
when they formed their own opinions neither Secretary 
Mellon nor anyone else could make them change that 
opinion, unless some additional reasons were given, which 
they have not done in this instance. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from New Jersey to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill. 

Mr. GARNER. And on that, Mr. Speaker, I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 363, nays 
39, not voting 29; as follows: 


[Roll No. 32] 

YEAS—363 
Abernethy Bacon Brand, Ga. Cable 
Adkins Baird Brand, Ohio Campbell, Iowa 
Aldrich Bankhead Briggs Camp 
Allen Barbour Brigham Canfield 
Allgood Beers Britten Cannon 
Almon Black Browne Carley 
Andresen Blackburn Browning Carter, Calif. 
Andrew Bland Brumm Carter, Wyo. 
Arentz Blanton Brunner Cartwright 
Arnold Bloom Buchanan Celler 
Aswell Bohn Buckbee Chalmers 
Auf der Heide Bolton Burtness Chiperfield 

_ Ayres Busby Christgau 

Bacharach Box Butler Christopherson 
Bachmann Boylan Byrns Clague 
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So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules 
were suspended and the bill was passed. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

On this vote: 2 


Mr. Larsen and Mr. Oliver of New York (for) with Mr. Watson 
(against). 


FEBRUARY 16 

Cl Goider Lea Romjue 
Clark, Md. Goldsborough Leavitt Rutherford 
Clarke, N. Y. Goodwin Lehlbach Sabath 
Cochran, raham Letts Sanders, N. Y. 
Cochran, Pa. Granfield Lindsay Sanders, Tex, 
Cole Green Linthicum Sandlin 
Collier Greenwood Loofbourow Schafer, Wis. 
Collins Gregory Lozier Schneider 
Colton Ludlow Sears 
Condon Guyer °* McClintic, Okia. Seger 
Connery Hadley McClintock, Ohio Seiberling 
Connolly Hale McCormack, Mass. Selvig 
Cooke Hall, Til. McCormick, Ill. Shaffer, Va. 
Cooper, Ohio Hall, Ind. McDuffie Short, Mo. 
Cooper, Tenn. Hall, Miss. McFadden Shott, W. Va. 
Cooper, Wis. Hall, N. Dak. McKeown Shreve 
Cox Halsey McLaughlin Simmons 
Craddock Hancock, N. Y cLeod Simms 
Crail Hancock, N.C McMillan Sinclair 
Cramton Hardy McReynolds Sloan 
Crisp Hare McSwain Smith, Idaho 
Cross Hartley Maas Snell 
Crosser Hastings Somers, N. Y. 
Crowther Haugen Manlove Sparks 
Cc Hess 8 
Cullen Hickey Mapes Sproul, Kans, 
Dallinger Hill, Ala. Stafford 
Davenport Hill, Wash. Mead Staiker 
Davis och Michener Steagall 
Denison Hogg, Ind Miller Stevenson 
De Priest Hogg, W. Va. Milligan Stone 
DeRouen Holaday Montague Strong, Kans 
Dickinson Hooper Montet Strong, Pa 
Dickstein Hope Mooney Sullivan, Pa 
Dominick Hopkins Moore, Ky Summers, Wash. 
Dorsey Howard Moore, Ohio Sumners, Tex. 
Doughton Huddleston Moore, Va. Swanson 
Douglas, Ariz. Hudson Morehead Swick 
Doutrich Hull, Tenn. Morgan Swing 
Dowell Hull, Wis. Mouser Tarver 
Doxey Hull, William E. Murphy Taylor, Colo. 
Drane Igoe Nelson, Mo Taylor, Tenn. 
Drewry Irwin Nelson, Wis Thatcher 
Driver James, Mich. Niedringhaus Thurston 
Dunbar James N.C Nolan Timberlake 

er Jeffers Norton Tucker 
Eaton, Colo. Jenkins O'Connor, N. Y. Turpin 
Edwards Johnson, Ill O'Connor, Okla, - Underwood 
Ellis Johnson, Ind. Oldfield Vestal 
Englebright Johnson, Nebr. Oliver, Ala Vincent, Mich. 

k Johnson, Okla. Owen Vinson, Ga 
Eslick Johnson, Tex. Palmer Walker 
Estep Johnson, Wash. Palmisano Warren 
Esterly Johnston, Mo. Parks Wason 
Evans, Calif Jonas, N. C. Parsons Welch, Calif. 
Evans, Mont. Jones, Tex. Patman Welsh, Pa. 
Finley Kading Patterson Whitehead 
Fish Kahn Peavey Whitley 
Fisher Kelly Pittenger Whittington 
Fitzgerald Kemp Prall Wigglesworth 
Pitzpatrick Kendall, Ky. Pratt, Harcourt J. Williams 
Foss Kendall, Pa. tchard Williamson 
Frear Kennedy Purnell Wilson 
Free Kerr Quin Wingo 
Puller Ketcham Ra Wolfenden 
Fulmer Kiefner Rainey, Henry T. Wolverton, N. J. 
Gambrill Kinzer Ramey, Frank M. Wolverton, W. Va. 
Garber, Okla Kopp Ramspeck Woodruff 
Garber, Va. Korell Rankin Woodrum 
Garner Kurtz Ransley Wright 
Garrett Kvale Rayburn Wurzbach 
Gasque LaGuardia Reece Wyant 
Gavagan Lambertson Reed, N. Y. Yates 
Gibson Langley Reid, III Yon 
Gifford Reilly Zihlman 
Glover Lankford, Ga. Robinson 

NAYS—39 
Ackerman Freeman Merritt Stobbs 
Beck French Nelson, Me Temple 
Burdick Goss Parker Tilson 
Chindblom Hawley Perkins Tinkham 
Coyle Hull, Morton D. Pratt, Ruth Treadway 
Darrow Wainwright 
Dempsey Knutson Rich Watres 
Elliott Leech Rogers White 
Fenn Luce Snow Wood 
Fort Menges Sproul, III 
NOT VOTING—29 

Beedy Hoffman Newhall Sullivan, N. T. 
Bell Houston, Del O'Connor, La. Taber 
Chase Hudspe Oliver, N. Y. Tho. n 
Clark, N. C Johnson, S. Dak; Pou Underhill 
Corning unz Rowbottom Watson 
Douglass, Mass. Lankford, Va. Sirovich 
Doyle n Smith, W. Va 
Eaton, N. J. Michaelson 
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Mr. Corning and Mr. Sullivan of New York (for) with Mr. Under- 
hill (against). 

General pairs until further notice: 

Michaelson with Mr. Smith of West Virginia. 

Taber with Mr. Bell. 

Johnson of South Dakota with Mr. Spearing. 

Eaton of New Jersey with Mr. Douglass of Massachusetts. 
Beedy with Mr. Clark of North Carolina. 

Chase with Mr. Doyle. 

Houston of Delaware with Mr. Hudspeth. 

Lankford of Virginia with Mr. Sirovich. 

Mr. McCORMACK of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, my 
colleague, Mr. Douctass, is absent on account of illness. If 
present, he would vote “ aye.” 

Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Speaker, my colleagues, Mr. OLIVER of 
New York, Mr. SULLIVAN, Mr. Cornrnc, and Mr. SIROVICH, 
are absent on account of illness, and if here would vote 
s aye.” 

Mr. LANKFORD of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, 
Mr. Larsen, is ill, and if present he would vote “ aye.” 

Mr. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, in behalf of my colleague, 
Mr. SmitH of West Virginia, I wish to say that he is absent 
on account of illness; if he were here, he would vote “ aye.” 

Mr. THATCHER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. NEw- 
HALL, is absent on account of illness. If present, he would 
vote “aye.” 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Pov, is 
absent on account of illness. If present, he would vote aye.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 


ADJUSTED-SERVICE CERTIFICATES—-EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, everyone recognizes the 
unusual conditions which prevail throughout the country, 
caused by the general business depression and the unusual 
and extensive drought. Many relief measures have been 
proposed and a number of them have been enacted into law. 

Some 50 or more bills for the relief of the ex-service men 
have been introduced and considered. I have earnestly co- 
operated in an effort to secure their consideration during 
the present session of Congress. 

The committee divides these bills into four classes: 

1. Those that contemplate the payment of the face value 
of the certificates in cash. 

2. Those contemplating payment of the basic credit plus 
6 per cent interest from 1918. 

3. Those that contemplate payment of the basic credit, 
interest at 4 per cent, with full 25 per cent additional 
credit. 

4. Those contemplating payment on present-value basis, 
allowing earned portion of 25 per cent credit. 

In view of these various proposals this bill to provide for 
additional loans up to 50 per cent of the amount of the 
adjusted-service certificates at 4% per cent interest has 
been favorably reported by the Ways and Means Committee 
and considered by the House under a suspension of the rules, 
when no amendment of any kind or character could be 
offered or considered and with 20 minutes’ debate on each 
side. 

Inasmuch as Congress will adjourn in two weeks, it is my 
judgment that no measure other than a loan bill can be 
gotten through Congress during the present session. I shall, 
therefore, vote for this bill, because it affords at least some 
measure of relief. 

In my judgment there is no legitimate excuse or argu- 
ment against the enactment of this bill. If certain amend- 
ments were in order, I would support them, but they are 
not, and the ex-service men of the country should know that 
this bill, coming up under a motion to suspend the rules, 
we must vote either for or against it, without amendment. 

There are approximately 3,400,000 certificates outstand- 
ing, with a maturity value of about $3,423,000,000. These 
certificates average a little over $1,000 each. Their loan 
value at present is 22% per cent, approximating $730,000,000. 
This bill brings the loan value of these certificates up to 
50 per cent and increases the aggregate of their loan value 
to $1,712,500,000. The report of the committee indicates 

that about $325,000,000 has been loaned to veterans on their 
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certificates. Of this amount $286,000,000 was loaned from 
the Government life-insurance fund, $13,000,000 from the 
adjusted-service certificate fund, and $26,000,000 is held 
by banks. 

Surely the ex-service men will never be in greater need 
than they are at the present time. Why should they not, 
then, apply with confidence to the Government for either 
the payment of these certificates in cash or for an addi- 
tional loan upon them? That is exactly what any business 
man would do if he found himself in need of additional 
funds and some one owed him. That is what holders of 
life-insurance policies do, they put them up as security and 
borrow money upon them. 

The report indicates that the loan value of an old-line 
insurance policy, compared with these adjusted-service cer- 
tificates, would be 53 per cent. This bill only permits loans 
up to 50 per cent to be made. 

No other action by Congress would relieve as many people 
and do it as expeditiously and as safely as this measure 
would do. 

The records show that 48 per cent of the ex-service men 
have taken advantage of the loan provisions of their cer- 
tificates and have borrowed up to 43 per cent of the amount 
authorized to be loaned under existing law. 

Perhaps no greater percentage will take advantage of the 
law if the present bill is enacted. The total amount that 
can be borrowed under this bill is $1,712,500,000, but $325,- 
000,000 has already been loaned on these certificates. 

It is urged that the advancement of these loans would 
interfere with the financial program of the Government. 
The Government recently sold short-time notes at a rate 
of interest as low as 0.88 per cent per annum and up to 
1.38 per cent per annum. The Treasury has $725,000,000 
set aside as a sinking fund to retire the bonus certificates, 
and if no greater percentage of the ex-service men apply 
for loans under this bill, than have previously applied, the 
probable cost of this bill is estimated at from $375,000,000 
upward, which would not be difficult to finance. If ‘the 
Government can borrow money on short-time notes at from 
0.88 per cent to 1.38 per cent, I submit that 4% per cent 
interest on these loans is excessive and should be reduced. 

I hope that the Senate will liberalize some of the provi- 
sions of this bill, and if the Senate does so and an oppor- 
tunity is afforded I should be glad to support a lower rate 
of interest and more liberal provisions. 

There never was a time when the need for assistance was 
greater, and the need extends not only to the ex-service men 
but to their dependents as well. I shall vote for the present 
bill because, in my judgment, no other legislation proposed 
at this session of Congress will afford greater or more gen- 
eral relief than the provisions of this bill. 

The Government owes these ex-service men the money. 
It is absolutely safe in advancing loans to the amount of 
50 per cent of the value of the certificates, and in view of 
the fact that the Government is able to finance itself at so 
much lower a rate of interest, I see no reason why this legis- 
lation should not be enacted at this time. Sita 

We must always remember that these ex-service men 
came to the assistance of our country’s flag when it was in 
peril, and now in the hour of their great financial distress 
our Government should not hesitate, even if it involves a 
refinancing by the Treasury, to extend at least this measure 
of relief to the ex-service men of the country. 

In our settlements with the foreign governments when 
they were represented to be in great financial distress, we 
remitted the sum of $10,705,618,006.90. Why should we not 
come to the relief of the defenders of our own flag. During 
the first five years Italy, under our debt settlement with 
that nation, pays no interest, and during the next five years 
it pays one-eighth of 1 per cent, and during the last seven 
or eight years of the 62-year period over which this debt set- 
tlement is extended Italy pays a maximum rate of interest 
of only 2 per cent. Keeping this in mind, I think I am 
justified in criticizing the 4% per cent interest rate charged 
the ex-service men as being excessive, and I vote for this bill 
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in the hope that it will afford some relief, and in the hope 
that the interest rate will be reduced either by the Senate as 
an amendment to this bill or by some subsequent Congress. 

Mr. ANDRESEN. Mr. Speaker, the primary duty of the 
Government in connection with veterans of the World War 
was to enact legislation providing for hospitalization, treat- 
ment, and compensation of soldiers who were injured or dis- 
abled as result of their service in the Army or Navy. This 
obligation has been met to a certain extent, and several 
hundred thousand disabled veterans are now being given aid 
and treatment as the result of their disabilities. 

The passage of the general pension, or disability allow- 
ance law, has been of great benefit to thousands of disabled 
veterans who were unable to prove service connection. The 
provisions of this act should be extended during the present 
session of Congress so that widows, minor children, and or- 
phans of deceased veterans would receive a pension similar 
to the amounts granted other widows from the Civil and 
Spanish Wars. 

Thousands of disabled veterans are now seeking admis- 
sion to the Government hospitals. These men are entitled 
to treatment and hospitalization, and I therefore desire to 
urge upon the membership of the House that the hospitaliza- 
tion program be extended so as to take care of this need. 

The bill under consideration to-day is a measure which 
has been framed as a matter of compromise. It is not satis- 
factory to the membership of the House nor to the disabled 
veterans and, as I understand it, it is not satisfactory to the 
administration, but is the best bill that could be approved by 
the House at this time. 

The adjusted-compensation plan is: 

First. A recognition by the Government of a debt owed 
to the veterans. 

Second. An issue of notes admitting the obligation and 
conveying the promise to pay. 

If, then, the Government owes the veterans this money, 
why should the veterans pay interest to the Government on 
such a debt? It would appear to me that the Government 
should, rather, pay interest to the veterans on this obliga- 
tion. In my opinion, the Government should pay off this 
obligation at a time when it will be of most value to the men. 
Such time is at hand, as we are having distress throughout 
the entire country. 

There is no obligation which the Nation is more in honor 
bound to pay than that of the debt due the veterans. The 
proposal before the House is to loan the veterans 50 per cent 
of the face value of this governmental obligation and reduce 
the rate of interest to 444 per cent. 

If the Government is financially able to loan these men 
one-half of what it owes them, surely the Government is able 
to pay them in cash such an amount instead of charging 
them 414 per cent interest on the money due the veterans. 

The veterans have a right to look to Congress for justice 
in this matter, and I hope that before the bill leaves the 
legislative halls the injustice shown the veterans will have 
been remedied. 

It is far better for the Congress to enact this bill than to 
8 legislation whatsoever, and I shall therefore vote for 
the ; 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of 
the House, no more necessary or important legislation has or 
will engage the thought and attention of this Congress, in 
my opinion, than the pending bill, having for its purpose 
the increased loan value of the adjusted-service compensa- 
tion certificates of the World War veterans. 

Many of us preferred and endeavored to have the House 
consider legislation entirely different from this bill, but the 
measure under consideration is the only thing possible by 
this Congress, in the face of the powerful opposition of the 
administration and the Treasury Department. Had it not 
been for the fight that has been made by those favoring 
doing full justice to the soldiers in this matter we would 
have had no legislation whatever by this Congress. Con- 
stant agitation and discussion by many Members of the 
House and the favorable reaction by the public has made 
possible the bill now under consideration, and while it is 
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only partial justice and can not bring the full measure of 
relief to which the ex-service men are entitled, it will afford 
considerable benefit and be welcomed as a Godsend by 
many of the soldiers and their families, now in dire need 
and distress. 

The Ways and Means Committee, of which I have the 
honor to be a member, had referred to it all the bills bear- 
ing upon this subject and conducted hearings for many 
days, in which all phases of the subject were presented. 
Contrary to custom in all matters of this nature, the oppo- 
sition of all veteran-relief legislation was called by our 
chairman to testify first. Moreover, the powerful interests 
of the country known to oppose any and all legislation what- 
ever on the subject were invited to attend and testify in 
opposition to any legislation. Ordinarily the procedure 
would have been to invite or call those favoring the legisla- 
tion first. However, the obvious purpose of the opposition 
of this legislation was to have the Secretary of the Treasury, 
a number of big bankers, bond speculators, and financiers 
of the country testify in opposition, thereby creating alarm 
and fright in the minds of the people before the friends of 
the soldiers and advocates of the measure could have an 
opportunity for hearing. It was no doubt the purpose of 
those fighting this legislation to fill the country with un- 
favorable publicity and propaganda and to make certain 
the defeat of the measure before it got started. 

After all had been heard opposing any affirmative action 
by this Congress, and many pages of printed hearings filled 
with dire prophecies as to the disaster and disturbance to 
business that would ensue, the friends of the legislation were 
finally given a hearing and made their case so strong and 
convincing that, notwithstanding the determined drive made 
against any legislation whatever, the Committee on Ways 
and Means finally reported the pending bill, which, accord- 
ing to the rules of the House under which this bill is now 
being considered, no amendment can be offered, and we 
must either take or reject the bill as presented, without the 
slightest opportunity for change or amendment. 

How anyone can oppose this measure, unless there was 
opportunity to vote for something more liberal or favorable 
to the ex-service men, is more than I can comprehend or 
understand. In the first place, the Congress of the United 
States in 1925 created this obligation and has certified on 
the statute books of the Nation that we justly owe the 
soldiers the amount of money called for by their certificates. 
The opponents of this, or any other legislation on this sub- 
ject, plead that the debt is not due, that the obligation has 
not matured, and the Government should not anticipate the 
matter by a cash settlement, so we have only the plan pro- 
viding for a loan. In this connection, however, it can truth- 
fully be said that at the time this obligation was created the 
soldiers desired and demanded a cash settlement, and with 
this desire or demand the Congress was in accord and passed 
the bill providing for such settlement, which was vetoed by 
President Coolidge May 15, 1924. So the soldier was com- 
pelled to accept a 20-year deferred settlement. At that 
time the country was prosperous and there was not the 
impelling reasons that exist to-day for the cash payment. 
But now that the country is in the midst of the most terrible 
economic scourge ever experienced since our Government 
was organized, a condition described and defined by Presi- 
dent Hoover in his speech before the convention of the 
National Bankers’ Association last fall as one of “ misery,” 
also as an “economic pestilence,” and, according to the 
dictionary, “ pestilence” is something that is both deadly 
and devastating. 

When from three to five hundred thousand ex-service 
men are unemployed, many of them and their families in 
real need and distress, it would seem that the least that 
could possibly be asked by the soldiers, or granted by the 
Government, would be to lend them some of their own 
money. 

It is estimated that at least seven or eight millions 97 
working people are out of jobs andidle. Including families of 
these idle people, not less than 20,000,000 people to-day are 
without employment and the means of earning a livelihood. 
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Moreover, it is a known fact that all the charitable agencies 
have failed to relieve the suffering and distress of the unem- 
ployed. Moreover, every measure of relief legislation advo- 
cated by the present administration and enacted by this 
Congress, which is about to expire, has utterly failed. Farm- 
relief legislation and tariff readjustment have brought no 
relief; in fact, they seem to have increased and made more 
acute the distress. Also the effort to stimulate and revive 
business through large appropriations for public buildings, 
public works, and so forth, have been but a drop in the 
ocean toward restoring business to normal conditions and 
giving employment to the vast army of our idle population. 

This legislation would, in my mind, afford a large measure 
of relief, not only to the worthy soldiers and their needy and 
suffering families, but would do more to resuscitate lifeless 
business than anything else proposed or enacted by this 
Congress. 

Physical disease and suffering ofttimes call for heroic 
measures and stimulants, major operations, and sometimes 
even blood transfusions are necessary to bridge emergencies 
and give nature an opportunity to restore the patient to 
health. Transfusing some of the financial blood from the 
congested arteries and veins of high finance and big busi- 
ness into the depleted veins and emaciated bodies of small 
business enterprises would not only have the immediate 
effect of relieving the suffering of our ex-soldiers and their 
families but would at the same time reach the weakened 
small business people—farmers, merchants, bankers—and 
start business on the road to permanent recovery. 

Of course, neither this or any other one piece of legisla- 
tion will produce full business recovery, nor will it prove a 
panacea for all our economic ills, many of which are chronic 
and deep-seated. Some of these ills are caused by vicious 
legislation granting favors to one class of our people at the 
expense of another class; some caused by our own extrava- 
gance, idleness, and unwise business methods. The people 
will have an opportunity to remedy the present evils that 
are the result of bad legislation and unjust administration 
in the proper way in the future, but nothing this Congress 
can do will bring such speedy relief, in my judgment, as the 
enactment of this legislation. This money will be used 
by the soldiers in paying debts on their homes or notes to 
the bankers and merchants and in the purchasing of the 
comforts and necessities of life. The money will either 
directly or indirectly find its way into the channels of busi- 
ness and commerce, and in this way will afford new capital 
for investment and certainly start business, now lifeless, on 
the road to recovery. 

When for the first time in the history of our country it was 
found necessary to send an army to the continent of Europe 
to protect the lives of our own people on the high seas; to 
vindicate our claim of unselfish service, world wide in its 
scope; and to perpetuate the principles of liberty and justice 
for which our Nation has ever stood, our soldiers responded 
without hesitation or murmer. We assured them at that 
time that our gratitude would follow them to the end of 
their days. Now, when they are in need and modestly ask 
that we pay them what we justly owe them, or that we 
lend them their own money, it seems to me it would be base 
ingratitude to refuse their request. I have no right or dis- 
position to sit in judgment upon the action of others in this 
matter, but there is but one course open to me, and that is 
to give my whole-hearted support to this measure. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, allow me to congratulate and 
commend you on your favorable attitude toward this meas- 
ure. You have shown your humane sympathy for a just 
cause and have refused to bow to the “ high command ” that 
is so vigorously and so unrelentingly striving to defeat this 
and all meritorious legislation in behalf of our World War 
veterans. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend my 
remarks on the veterans’ bill I desire to correct the state- 
ment made by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garner] that 
the four members of the committee voting against reporting 
the bill last Friday changed their positions from the previous 
day. On Thursday afternoon the committee was considering 
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the suggested draft of a bill which, after various votes, was 
perfected and the chairman of the committee was directed, 
as appears on the printed form, to introduce the bill that 
afternoon if ready. He did so and called a meeting of the 
committee for 10 o'clock on Friday morning to act on the bill 
itself. It is therefore perfectly apparent that no one of the 
four gentlemen changed his position between Thursday and 
Friday morning. It is true we aided in the preparation of 
the bill, but there never was but one vote cast in the com- 
mittee in connection with the report on the bill itself, and 
that was on Friday morning. I will further add that the 
reference to “master’s voice” certainly does not apply to 
me, as I had no communication with any official or any 
Member of Congress regarding the bill Thursday night or 
Friday morning before the committee acted. 

Mr. RAGON. Mr. Speaker, in 1924 by an act of Congress 
the Government of the United States acknowledged itself 
indebted in certain sums to the ex-service men of this coun- 
try. This action it was felt was justified because those not 
having to participate actively in the military service had 
been given an opportunity to greatly increase their earning 
power and realizing profits far out of proportion to their 
earnings and profits during peace time. Congress adjusted 
this compensation by giving to the soldier in domestic serv- 
ice $1 per day for each day of his service and $1.25 for each 
day of foreign service. Then, for reasons which are in dis- 
pute, they added 25 per cent of this amount to the principal. 
Then, based upon 4 per cent interest compounded annually, 
they issued an adjusted-compensation certificate for this 
amount, due in 1945. 

At the time of the passage of this legislation I favored a 
cash settlement instead of an adoption of the insurance plan 
which we gave them. I felt then as I feel now that we 
should discharge this acknowledged obligation and have it 
behind us once and for all. When the contractors and the 
railroad companies and various other enterprises came to 
Congress for an adjustment of their claims we did not issue 
them a certificate of indebtedness to be cashed upon their 
dissolution or in 1945, but they demanded “cash on the 
barrel head” and “cash on the barrel head” the Govern- 
ment gave them. I am not saying these settlements were 
wrong, but I say they involve property rights. It is my 
contention that the humane rights of the ex-service men 
should be treated more sacredly than those whose claims in- 
volve only property rights. At this particular time I doubt 
if it is wise for the Government to pay off these certificates 
at their full face value due to the fact that large bond issues 
would have to be floated and if there is any doubt that a 
large bond issue would disturb our financial conditions, now 
sorely depressed, I think provisions should be made of an- 
other character to take care of the soldier who is in need of 
ready cash. I favor as soon as this panic or depression is 
passed that Congress take up again this question and make 
full settlement at face value of all those certificates. I know 
the Treasury tells us if we spend $1 in increasing these loans 
or paying a goodly portion of the face value of these certif- 
icates it would disturb the bond markets and havoc will 
grow out of our action. I am entirely unsympathetic with 
any such views because the evidence before the Ways and 
Means Committee discloses this is not correct. 

Owen D. Young, recognized as perhaps the outstanding 
financier of the world, has stated that as much as 500,000,000 
advanced to these soldiers would not create an economic 
disturbance. He further stated that if the ex-service men’s 
needs were greater it was our duty to go to the limit to take 
care of them even if it took the full face value of the certifi- 
cates. I prefer to take the word of a financier whose ability 
is recognized as outstanding in Europe as well as this coun- 
try to that of a Secretary of the Treasury who has not mani- 
fested the slightest amount of sympathetic interest in the 
soldiers’ adjusted-compensation legislation from the first 
until this good day. It is not to be forgotten that this legis- 
lation was passed over his protest in 1924, and while now he 
intimates that he thinks this bill should be reduced to a 
smaller amount, yet when he was before the committee he 
would not even suggest a plan involving any sum to aid the 
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committee in arriving at a proper determination of what 
should be done. He was as dumb as an oyster on 
but facts which he thought would kill the bill. 

It is being urged that our action in making this loan is 
hurtful to the soldier; that it would bring him into disrepute. 
It is not to be forgotten that the veterans of this war stand 
in a different attitude than veterans from other wars. The 
Government called on every man from 18 to 45 to be regis- 
tered for service. The Government, for what it believed was 
its best interest, made exceptions to certain classes, and as a 
result they gleaned from the manhood of this country the 
best of the population and they did not ask the soldier 
whether or not he wanted to go. They put a uniform on 
his body and a gun on his shoulder and told him to march, 
and he marched into foreign lands and among strange peo- 
ple, and he was asked to fight and offer his life in order that 
the interests of men like Mr. Mellon and other great finan- 
ciers of this country might have protection to life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness. I dare say if one-half of the 
war-time profits gathered by the interests of Mr. Mellon 
could be assembled they would amount to more than enough 
to pay the full face value of all these certificates. 

Heretofore our wars were fought with volunteers, but not 
so with the World War, and I have always felt it was just 
and equitable that these men should have a compensation, 
which at best is too meager for the sacrifices they have made. 

Mr, FULLER. Mr. Speaker, I favor this measure provid- 
ing for loans of 50 per cent of the face value of the World 
War veterans’ adjusted-compensation certificates. In fact, 
I am in favor of paying them in full. Since it is thought 
this is the best measure which could be passed at this Con- 
gress, I am willing to take this rather than nothing. To my 
way of reasoning, this practically means paying these cer- 
tificates off in full at 50 cents on the dollar. 

I believe the overwhelming majority of the World War 
veterans will take advantage of these loans and by doing 
so there will be practically nothing left of their certificates 
in 1945. Only those who are not in need and who figure 
that they can not make over 6 per cent on their money will 
allow their certificates to mature. As a matter of fact, 
$500 on a $1,000 certificate is worth more to one of these 
veterans now than $1,000 will be in 1945. Five hundred 
dollars at 6 per cent interest will double itself in 1144 years. 
I consider these certificates were not given as a gift, but 
more to equalize the soldier’s pay with the civilians during 
war times. It is true that they are not due, and the Govern- 
ment is not legally bound to pay them at this time, but I 
believe they are just as much a legal obligation to-day as 
the claims of the railroad companies and war-time contrac- 
tors, who were not given deferred payment certificates, but 
were paid billions of dollars in cash. In view of the enor- 
mous wealth of this Nation, the depressed and panicky con- 
dition confronting it, and the service these veterans ren- 
dered in carrying our banner to victory, I think it nothing 
more than right that the certificates should be paid. 

I am not unmindful of the fact that the committee which 
reported this bill was presented with strong arguments by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Mellon, and his Eastern 
banking friends that it was dangerous, from a financial 
standpoint, to pay these certificates at this time, and I am 
sure that in reporting this bill they have done as much as 
they thought the facts would, at this time, justify. I do 
not believe the statement of the Wall Street bankers, that 
to pay these certificates in full, or even at 50 per cent of their 
face value, would reduce the market price of municipal, in- 
dustrial, and Government bonds. I am fearful that they 
know they can obtain no commission by the selling of Gov- 
ernment bonds to pay these certificates and are desirous 
that the money of this Nation available for bonds shall 
remain under their control and domination for the purchase 
of foreign and local bonds in which they have an interest 
and will receive much profit. 

We are all aware of the fact that Government bonds are 
selling above par, and most of them are owned by the most 
wealthy people of this Nation. Suppose they were reduced 
some in value, they would still continue to draw interest 
and no one would be injured. We all know there are mil- 
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lions upon millions of dollars in the banks of this country, 
the owners of which, on account of the panicky conditions 
are afraid to invest, but if given a chance would be anxious 
to purchase Government bonds, even to the extent of 
$3,000,000,000 for the retirement of these certificates. Any 
ill effects which could possibly come from the sale of Gov- 
ernment bonds in the money markets of this Nation, would 
be more than offset by the distribution of this money to 
every part of the Nation, and would result to a great extent 
in the rehabilitation of industry and agriculture. At that 
it would not be but a short time until these great moneyed 
interests, who are opposed to the payment of these certifi- 
cates, would own these bonds. 

Under the terms and provisions of this bill, if every vet- 
eran were to take advantage of his privilege, approximately 
$1,700,000,000 would be required. There is now in the sinking 
fund for the retirement of these certificates over 8771. 
000,000, and at the most it would not require over a billion 
dollars to fully comply with the terms of this measure. 
Most of the witnesses heard are of the opinion it would 
not require the sale of any bonds to meet the terms of this 
measure. I am not unmindful of the fact that this Gov- 
ernment has done a great deal, and will continue to do 
more, for these deserving World War veterans, and that 
some few will continue to insist on unjust legislation, but I, 
for one, am willing to do everything financially and reason- 
ably possible to relieve the suffering and distress and to 
make life better for these World War heroes in their short 
journey through life. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, ladies, and gentlemen, I wish 
to address you on a question of great national importance, 
a question which affects every nook and corner of the entire 
Nation, that is, the bonus question. I have been besieged 
with telegrams and letters from American Legion posts in 
my own district and I might say from the country in general. 
In addition to the telegrams I have received thousands of 
letters urging payment in full of adjusted-compensation 
certificates. Inasmuch as our country has been visited by 
great floods and the worst drought in its history we now 
face a national calamity. These conditions have come about 
through agencies over which the Government had no con- 
trol. As a relief measure for suffering veterans and their 
families, in my judgment, this Congress is justified in enact- 
ing such legislation as will give them immediate relief. 

I am for the bonus compromise. In fact, I am for pay- 
ment in full for the adjusted-compensation certificates. 

I am reliably informed the estimated cost for this com- 
promise is $500,000,000 to $1,000,000,000. Do you mean to 
tell me this Government can not raise one, two, or three bil- 
lion dollars without seriously interfering with our Govern- 
ment finances? If that be true, why not cut out of our 
building program some of that part that goes to beautifying 
Washington and building needless boulevards and highways? 
The city was good enough for Roosevelt, Harding, and 
Coolidge. It certainly is good enough for youandI. Trans- 
fer enough funds from this gigantic building program to our 
drought-relief program which we hear mentioned once in 
a while over in the other Chamber. 

I am further informed that the face value of all of the 
soldiers’ certificates at this time is about $3,440,000,000. In 
my judgment, means of meeting this amount can be ar- 
ranged without embarrassing the Government in the least. 
This is one way we can provide means for veterans to buy 
food for their families and aid the Red Cross in their relief 
work in the drought-stricken States and greatly relieve this 
great depression. 

I understand that last year in this great depression, the 
World War boys only drew the meager amount of $90,- 
000,000 on their certificates. Now, under this proposed com- 
promise they likely would only draw $300,000,000; and, re- 
member this, it is their own money that we have obligated 
ourselves to pay them. 

Some of the members of the Ways and Means Committee 
are not even for the compromise. The loan provision in 
the compromise increases the loan provisions from 2244 to 
50 per cent and reduces the interest to 4% per cent. This 
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would make only a loan value of $1,711,000,000 for the 
3,500,000 veterans. 

Thousands of the soldiers will not nor do not wish to cash 
or borrow money on their certificates for the reason it is 
good paper to hold. But the increase loan plan would help 
those who actually need help at this time, and it has always 
been the policy of the United States to take care of her 
veterans in time of peace the same as in times of war. 

Why not, instead of paying a billion dollars a year on our 
war indebtedness, take care of our veterans and their widows 
and orphans? 

I understand that the total number of the certificates 
issued is about 3,498,376 and that the average value of each 
certificate is $1,008. I know of no agency which would 
assist the drought-relief program in a more practical way 
than this one. This is not a donation or a dole, but is only 
a payment of a just debt which we owe our veterans, and I 
know of no reason on earth why any man should object to 
the Government paying its obligation, especially in this time 
of great emergency. I think the Government finances and 
credit are too strong to be affected greatly by a little bill 
like this one. To-day there is more than fifty billions of dol- 
lars on deposit in our various banks and about thirty billions 
of this is in savings deposits. Time money is cheaper than it 
has been for many years, and the Government for the last 
month has sold its bills at a rate of less than 1 per cent. A 
few months ago sales of Treasury offerings in large amounts 
were made at 134 per cent, and now selling at less than 11⁄4 
per cent. There is certainly at this time in the market for 
capital investment in this country like the adjusted-com- 
pensation certificates more than seven billions of dollars, 
and they would be glad to take up a new issue of Govern- 
ment bonds covering these certificates. 

We call upon our soldiers in great emergencies, and they 
never fail to respond; now our soldiers are calling upon 
Uncle Sam in this time of great emergency, and he should 
be as prompt to respond. Under the provisions of these cer- 
tificates they will run 14 years, or until 1945, when they must 
be paid. When due evidently a bond issue will be made. 
Why not make it now and settle the matter? 

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Speaker, under general leave to ex- 
tend remarks on the soldiers’ bonus legislation, I wish to 
state that I am still of the opinion expressed on the floor of 
the House last December 3. 

I am opposed to charging the veterans interest on the 
money advanced on their certificates. 

I extend as part of my remarks the following telegram 
from the American Legion Post of Prague, Okla.: 

PRAGUE, OKLA., February 16, 1931. 
Hon. Tom D. McKEown, 
Care House of Representatives: 

Outrage for ex-service men to pay more than 2 per cent interest. 
Paying on money that is theirs. Fight for rights of men who will 
have to borrow and be unable to repay loan. 

AMERICAN LEGION Post, No. 11. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I desire at 
this time to speak in favor of the pending bill proposing a 
loan of 50 per cent of the face value of the so-called 
bonus certificates of World War veterans, and in so doing 
I propose to call a spade a spade. 

This bill is not without its defects. In fact, it is not the 
bill that I had hoped would pass this Congress. It will not 
meet with the unanimous approval of the war veterans pri- 
marily for the reason that it proposes to lend the veterans 
their own money, which the Government has confessed it 
owes these men, and charge them a rate of 4½ per cent 
interest thereon. Moreover, it does not adjust the interest 
of loans heretofore made to veterans, as has been widely 
advertised would be done by this measure. It is better than 
no bill at all, however, and in the hopes that the Senate will 
eliminate or reduce the interest rate, or, if not, that a 
future Congress will-do so, I am giving this compromise 
measure my support. I desire to give notice now that I shall 
demand in the future that all interest on these so-called 
loans be eliminated. It is brought up to-day under the 
suspension of the rules, so we are not permitted to offer 
amendments. It is up to us to accept this or nothing. The 
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bill now seems certain to be passed by this Congress, vetoed 
by the President, and passed over the President’s veto— 
which I feel sure we have the votes to do—to give our vet- 
erans who are in unprecedented financial distress at least a 
measure of relief. 

In order to intelligently discuss this measure, and espe- 
cially to answer statements made on the floor of the House 
that the veterans agreed with Congress to take insurance 
policies instead of cash, I feel that it might be well to review 
the history of this legislation. 

Hardly had the smoke of battle cleared from the Argonne 
Forest, and the roar of the cannon and the bark of the 
machine guns died away that brought to an end the most 
gigantic conflict the world has ever known, when Members 
of Congress began discussing plans to adjust the pay of 
World War veterans who had faced these cannon, machine 
guns, poison gas, and all the horrors of war at $1 to $1.25 a 
day, while the civilians with less hazardous positions at home 
received $10 to $15 per day for their war-time services. 

In February, 1919, the nucleus of the American Legion was 
organized in the great city of Paris by men who had actively 
participated in the conflict. The American Legion proper was 
organized in the United States in the spring and summer of 
1919, and in the fall of the same year the first annual con- 
vention was held at Minneapolis. At that convention a 
resolution was adopted calling attention of the Congress in 
a general way to the fact that “our Government has an 
obligation to all service men and women to relieve the finan- 
cial disadvantages incident to their military service, an obli- 
gation second only to that of caring for the disabled and for 
the widows and orphans of those who sacrificed their lives 
and one already acknowledged by our allies.” 

In February, 1920, Congress having failed to give any 
relief, the Legion executive committee met in Indianapolis 
and passed a resolution again calling attention to the Con- 
gress that, in the opinion of the Legion, all former service 
men and women were entitled to adjusted compensation “in 
the form and for the amount of a $50 bond for each month’s 
service rendered during the period of the war.” 

The United States Congress, however, still failed and re- 
fused to enact the legislation requested and our leaders in 
Congress contented themselves by delivering many speeches 
in both Houses, eulogizing the boys on their heroism rather 
than giving them substantial relief. Later in the same year, 
1920, the American Legion presented what was termed its 
fourfold plan and same was introduced by Chairman 
Fordney, of the Ways and Means Committee, where that 
powerful committee added the fifth plan, known as a 20-year 
paid-up insurance—a sort of promissory note to the veteran 
from the Government proposing to adjust his pay in the 
year of 1945. 

I call your attention to the fact that the fifth plan of 
insurance, instead of cash, was not the brain child of the 
American Legion. It was never suggested by the Legion 
nor any other former service men’s organization, but had 
its inception in the powerful Ways and Means Committee 
as a “sop” to the soldiers and yet permit the Government to 
escape and evade the payment of the adjusted pay in cash, 
the plan that the veterans were demanding. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. RAMSEYER] a few moments 
ago called attention to the fact that it took Congress five 
long years to enact the so-called bonus bill, but the 
gentleman failed to give the reason for the long delay. It 
was the same opposition back in 1920 to 1924 that is mani- 
fested here to-day; that opposition is what is known as 
big business. The bond brokers with foreign securities, 
and war profiteers, through their spokesman the multi- 
millionaire Secretary of the Treasury, many of whom 
amassed great fortunes off of the misfortunes of war, were 
vicous in their opposition to bonus legislation 10 years 
ago and they are even more vicious now in opposing the 
pending measure. 

In spite of the opposition of the big bond brokers and war 
profiteers the House passed a bill in 1920, proposing to ad- 
just the pay of former service men, but so-called big business 
blocked the passage of that measure in the Senate. 
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In December the same year the Senate Finance Committee 
held extended hearings on a new bonus bill, but with the 
prediction by Secretary Mellon of a deficit in the Treasury 
of several hundred millions, and a message by President 
Harding against its passage, the bond brokers, with their 
insidious propaganda, managed to have the measure recom- 
mitted to the Senate Finance Committee, where it was heard 
of no more during that session. Incidentally, a few months 
later the Secretary of the Treasury boasted of a surplus of 
several hundred millions instead of the great deficit he had 
so solemnly predicted. History of this legislation reveals 
that the distinguished Secretary of the Treasury, who was 
held up to us to-day by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Treanway] as “the greatest Secretary since Alexander 
Hamilton —a joke of long standing in Congress—has made 
it convenient to predict huge deficits in the Treasury only 
when veteran legislation has been considered in Congress, 
which legislation he has violently, persistently, and unfairly 
opposed. 

Since the only excuse thus far given to-day by the few of 
his faithful followers who have heard their “ master’s voice ” 
is the Treasury deficit, let us see just how accurate this 
“ greatest Secretary since Alexander Hamilton” has been in 
his predictions of the past several years. 

In 1923, when a cash bonus bill was pending, Secretary 
Mellon predicted a deficit of $670,000,000, and a few months 
later he boasted of a surplus of $313,000,000, thus making a 
mistake of nearly a billion dollars, a mistake, however, 
that had the effect desired by the war profiteers, interna- 
tional bankers, and bond brokers. It defeated a bill to adjust 
the pay of World War veterans by cash settlement. 

Again, in 1924, when a similar bill was up for considera- 
tion in the Congress, your great Secretary again predicted 
an unprecedented deficit and, running true to form, a few 
months later boldly announced a surplus of $505,000,000. 
The predictions of Mr. Mellon were so erroneous and un- 
reasonably biased between the years 1920 and 1924, when 
veteran legislation was pending, that Congress paid little 
heed to his dire predictions for 1924 and passed the bill 
over the President’s veto, incorporating the fifth plan— 
paying war veterans in promissory notes in the form of 
insurance instead of cash, as had been requested. The bill 
finally enacted, I repeat, was not what the veterans had 
asked for at any time, but it was either to accept the insur- 
ance plan or nothing. 

Within the past 10 years the Secretary of the Treasury 
has either willfully or ignorantly made a mistake of more 
than $2,000,000,000 in favor of the Treasury—and no one 
has ever charged him with ignorance. It is significant that 
these erroneous guesses have generally been made at a time 
when he was endeavoring to defeat legislation to which he 
was uncompromisingly opposed. 

Mr. Speaker, I simply relate this rather extended history 
of “ bonus” legislation in answer to the only argument pre- 
sented against the pending bill. I think the vote on this 
bill will show that comparatively few Members of Congress 
take seriously predictions of Mr. Mellon of great deficits in 
the Treasury. He has cried “ Wolf!” too often. In this 
connection, permit me to remind you, as I did a few days 
ago on the floor of this House, that when the railroads and 
steamship companies came here after the close of the World 
War and demanded that this Congress readjust their pay, 
not a word of opposition was heard from “the greatest 
Secretary of the Treasury since Hamilton,” and this Govern- 
ment adjusted the pay of the railroads and the steamship 
companies in cold cash. 

Congress did not give them promissory notes dated 20 
years hence, and Mr. Mellon did not find it incumbent upon 
him to predict great deficits in the Treasury in order to 
defeat such payments. Big business favored a settlement 
in cash to the railroads and steamship companies; but big 
bond brokers and holders of foreign securities are now, and 
have always been, opposed to legislation giving the former 
ex-service men a fair cash settlement. 

The country has not forgotten that not many months 
ago Mr. Mellon decided big business had paid too much 
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taxes into the Treasury of the United States. His great 
heart went out in sympathy, especially to some of the poor, 
impoverished steel corporations of America, some of which 
had only made 78 per cent on their investments, while others 
amassed as high as 182 per cent. The City National Bank 
of New York is my authority for the further statement that 
375 manufacturing corporations made an average of 37 per 
cent on their investment for the year previous, but their ap- 
peal for “ relief ” had the sympathetic ear of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. Their demands touched the purse strings 
as well as the heartstrings of “ the greatest Secretary since 
Hamilton,” and the Treasury of the United States was “ re- 
lieved ” of nearly a hundred million dollars, 

This is the record in face of the fact that one steel corpo- 
ration, the Republic Iron & Steel Co., had shown an increase 
in earnings of 208 per cent. The Youngstown Sheet & Tube 
Co.’s increase for the year was only 145 per cent over the 
year previous. The Bethlehem Steel Co. had shown an in- 
crease of 160 per cent, while the Otis Steel Co.’s increase was 
only 78 per cent. Yet, in the face of unprecedented pros- 
perity, except during the years big business profiteered 
off of the misfortunes of war, many of these great concerns 
had the unmitigated gall to ask and receive unreasonable 
tax refunds at the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. Mellon decided that the gigantic steel corporations were 
entitled to a refund from the Treasury of $97,000,000, and 
he handed it over in cold cash—not promissory notes due 20 
years hence, but with one fell swoop—and it has been 
charged, without authority of law, he reached his hand 
down into the Treasury of the United States and gave back 
money to those “abused ” steel corporations to the tune of 
$97,000,000. 

That is not all. When the foreign governments came to 
Congress after the close of the World War and asked that 
their loans from America be canceled, their wishes were not 
opposed by the brilliant and astute Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. Big business, with foreign securities, began broad- 
casting its propaganda about “poor, poverty-stricken 
France ” and “ poor, impoverished and helpless Italy.” Con- 
gress canceled 51 per cent of the French war debt and 76 
per cent of Italy’s debt to America in order to show “ our 
brotherly love” for those foreign, unappreciative govern- 
ments. In all, we have canceled nearly $11,000,000,000 of 
foreign debts, including principal and interest, all of which 
had the enthusiastic approval of “ the greatest Secretary of 
the Treasury since Hamilton.” Incidentally, $11,000,000,000 
would pay the “bonus” in cash, construct many hospitals 
that are urgently needed, adequately care for every disabled 
ex-service man and his dependent wife, widow, and children 
in America, and the United States would have more than 
sufficient money left to pave every State and National high- 
way in America. 

In conclusion, permit me to offer my sincere congratula- 
tions to the several Members of this House who have per- 
sisted in the face of great obstacles in urging the passage 
of some kind of relief legislation for the payment of all, or 
a substantial part, of the compensation certificates of World 
War veterans. And, let me say in passing, it is well known 
that many of the administration leaders scoffed at the sug- 
gestion of the payment of these compensation certificates in 
cash, or of the possibility of the passage of any measure for 
the relief of veterans when this legislation was first intro- 
duced and advocated. But administration leaders have be- 
gun to hear from home, and the boys have spoken in no 
uncertain terms. They are beginning to understand that 
these veterans are not asking for charity but they are de- 
manding a fair cash settlement of a just debt confessed by 
our Government; and failing of what they have demanded, 
they must have this so-called loan. Urgent pleas have 
come from every nook and corner of the country. I desire 
to congratulate the great American Legion organization of 
America, the Veterans of Foreign Wars, and other service 
men’s organizations. Especially do I congratulate the De- 
partment of American Legion of Oklahoma, the many wide- 
awake Legion posts in my home State, and the thousands of 
individual ex-service men and their families who have given 
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this legislation their enthusiastic support. It is not all they 
want. It is not all they deserve. But this long-delayed 
measure of relief seems to be all we can get during this 
session of Congress, and despite the dire predictions of “ the 
greatest Secretary of the Treasury since Alexander Hamil- 
ton,” the bill, when passed, is not going to bankrupt the 
Government. 

Mr. CONDON. Mr. Speaker, I introduced a bill in this 
House last December to pay the face value of the adjusted- 
service certificates to the veterans, because I firmly believe 
that they are justly entitled to such payment, and for the 
further reason that hundreds of thousands of them are in 
want and suffering. I have listened to and weighed carefully 
the contrary arguments made on the floor of this Chamber 
and have also read and earnestly pondered adverse editorial 
comment in the press and testimony given at the hearings 
before the Ways and Means Committee, but they have not 
altered my convictions on the subject. I reiterate the opin- 
ion that these certificates ought to be paid in full at their 
face Value at this time, and if this Congress will not do it, 
the next Congress will. 

The bill before us to-day has been described as a com- 
promise. It is a compromise which we must either accept or 
reject. If we reject it there will be no relief of any kind for 
the needy veterans at this session of Congress. The plight 
of hundreds of thousands of veterans is such that they must 
have immediate financial assistance at any cost. This bill 
will provide such assistance by enabling them to borrow one- 
half of the face value of their certificates at a reduced rate 
of interest. I shall therefore vote for this compromise not 
from choice but from necessity; not because it does justice 
to the veteran but because the present leaders who control 
this House say it is this or nothing. Inadequate as it is, 
it is better than nothing. That is all that can be said for it. 
It will afford some little aid now for the veterans who need 
it badly, and unfortunately there are at least 2,000,000 of 
them. 

The pity of it is that the veterans will have to pay for this 
new privilege. They will still find Uncle Sam doing Busi- 
ness at the old stand in the rôle of a money lender, and like 
any common ordinary pawnbroker, insisting on his security, 
exacting his toll of interest, and not forgetting to compound 
it. Unless I am misinformed, the veterans will come to 
resent this shabby substitute though by sheer necessity they 
are forced to accept it. It is my opinion that by the time 
the new Congress convenes in December it will hear from 
them in no uncertain terms. 

For myself, though I shall vote for this compromise 
to-day, I shall continue to favor full cash payment of these 
certificates, not as a gratuity, not as relief to distressed 
veterans but as a simple act of justice. Upon the organi- 
zation of the Seventy-second Congress I shall introduce a 
bill to provide for such payment and for a rebate of all 
interest which shall have been paid on loans made under 
the provisions of this substitute. 

I am unalterably opposed to our Government further 
delaying on any pretext whatsoever the payment of its just 
debt to the veterans now too long postponed. I further 
protest against this great Republic continuing for another 
day in the undignified and utterly unworthy rôle of a com- 
mon, ordinary money lender, exacting usury from the very 
men who offered their lives for its security and perpetuity 
as a free Nation during the dark and troublous days of the 
World War. 

Mr. LEECH. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, 
it is with extreme regret that as an ex-service man, as a 
member of the American Legion, and as a member of the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars I can not support this legislation. 
At no other time have I opposed so-called soldier relief, but 
in my judgment the time has come to call the attention of 
the country to the fact that a proposed law that will put 
money promiscuously into the hands of ex-soldiers of the 
World War does not become ipso facto a real relief measure 
and can, therefore, stampede Congress into enactments that 
will afford neither proper relief to those heroes of the war 
really suffering and still untouched by the beneficence of a 
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grateful country nor yet wise in their treatment of the 
economic future of the Nation for which these men fought. 

In our noticeable trend toward paternalism we propose to 
disregard the solemn and deliberate warning of an adminis- 
tration, which might well have taken this glowing oppor- 
tunity, under other circumstances, of initiating this move 
for its own advancement; and now propose to create an 
economic situation that may well long retard our return to 
prosperity, the signs of which are becoming now so increas- 
ingly evident, and cause much more suffering among the 
presently employed ex-service man and his millions of coun- 
trymen, whom, let us not forget, we also represent; let it be 
known that this so-called veterans’ relief legislation is really 
at the expense of the ex-service man and his family by 
giving him every inducement to give up the only security 
many of them have for themselves and their families for 
later years. 

The soldier of the United States in the World War has 
received more benefits from his country than the soldier of 
any other country in any other war in the history of the 
world—and properly so. However, in our extension of fur- 
ther assistance to those who took their parts in that cata- 
clysm, let us, in keeping with the real ideals of the Nation, 
expressed by every patriot since Washington and enunciated 
by the great organizations of ex-service men of to-day; let 
us make provision for the care of hospitalization of the dis- 
abled, and beyond that, my fellow Americans, let us recog- 
nize a primary obligation and provide maintenance for the 
real heroes, the needy widows and orphans of the ex-service 
man. 

Let us in the extension of further assistance in this con- 
nection first meet our primary obligations to the disabled 
and to the widow and orphan of him who bore the brunt 
of battle. Let us do this before, at the probable cost of 
further economic depression, disastrous not only to the 
country and its citizens generally but to the soldiers specifi- 
cally, we extend further help to anybody else. 

Mr. GLOVER. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the 
House, several years ago our ex-soldier boys were in their 
places in agriculture, industry, and the various professions 
and were beginning to make their plans for life. 

A great call of this Nation came to them in time of dis- 
tress and when war had been declared on us, and they 
answered that call like men such as are born and reared in 
the United States, that are willing to give their lives if 
necessary for the Stars and Stripes. 

These young men, many of them, were called from lucra- 
tive positions, they were examined and found physically fit 
and mustered into service, sent to the training camps and 
trained, and then sent across the sea to be placed in the 
battle line to fight the battle for you and me and to make 
America safe for democracy. 

Without their help in this great hour of need the map 
of the world would have been far different than what it is. 
Germany, with her preparations and great armies and 
wealth, would have crushed the other nations and would 
have been the ruling power, possibly of the world, had it 
not been for the influence of these boys in that war. When 
they marched to battle and victory was won for world peace 
Germany, instead of being the boastful nation she expected 
to be, laid down her arms and has since become a republic 
where the people themselves may rule. 

We hope that never again will a conflict of this kind be 
made, but we do have the privilege now of doing at least 
part justice to the soldiers who fought in the trenches, many 
of whom were wounded. 

Many of the boys who went across to fight for their 
country made the human sacrifice and to-day sleep in the 
fields of France and other countries. Many of them left 
father, mother, a wife, and possibly children so that we may 
enjoy the liberty and victory they won and that this great 
conflict brought to us. 

When these boys went away we told them to be brave and 
courageous and that nothing should be left undone for 
their comfort, and that they would be honored and cared 
for if the victory was won. When peace was declared and 
these boys returned to America to take up the battles of life 
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again they found that the positions they had filled before 
going away were not open to them, and they practically 
had to start living anew. The sacrifice to them in a finan- 
cial. way was exceedingly heavy. As privates they drew the 
pitiful sum of $30 per month. When they returned home 
Congress saw the injustice of this poor pay for the great 
sacrifice they had made and passed a bill known as the ad- 
justed-certificate compensation, or as it is sometimes re- 
ferred to as the bonus bill. It is not in any sense a bonus; 
it is an adjustment of that which Congress decided by act 
that the Government actually owed them. 

The settlement was made with the soldier boys under this 
act by giving him $1.25 per day additional for overseas serv- 
ice and $1 per day for service here, and certificates were 
issued to them for this amount payable in 1945. The cer- 
tificate did not bear interest and they were not negotiable 
but a provision was put into them for a loan value of 2242 
per cent of the total value of the certificate. 

The interest paid on these loans has been on an average 
of 6 per cent. In other words, the soldier boy was permitted 
to borrow 22% per cent of that which actually belonged to 
him by act of Congress and to pay 6 per cent interest on it 
while he was using it. 

The settlement was not properly made with the soldier. 
If the Government owed him that amount at that time it 
should have been paid in cash or should have issued to them 
negotiable paper bearing at least 4 per cent interest, where 
their certificate could be utilized by them. 

The bill we now have before us seeks to do part justice to 
them by permitting them to borrow 50 per cent of the total 
value of their certificate and reduces the interest rate that 
can be charged to 4% per cent. This, of course, will help 
the veteran some, but it is not the justice that should be 
done to him now. I have favored on the floor of the House 
in more than one speech the paying of the certificate due 
the soldier in full in cash now. ‘This would be justice to 
him, and it should be done and will be done in the near 
future. 

The bill now before the House is a compromise, and all 
that we are permitted to get at this session of Congress for 
the soldier boy. Let us, everyone to a man, support this bill 
heartily and then work on until we see that the full amount 
of this certificate is paid to the soldier in cash, which it 
should haye been at the time the adjustment was made. 

I went before the Ways and Means Committee and plead 
with them to pay this amount to the soldier now in full as 
many others did. This bill is now being opposed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Mellon, on the grounds that 
he says it will affect the sale of bonds. That can not be 
proven, for the soldier now has in a reserve fund for the 
payment of these bonus certificates when they fall due in 
1945 more than $700,000,000, which of itself possibly will 
cover the entire loans that will be asked for by the veterans 
under this amended act. It will not be necessary under this 
act to sell bonds at all, but can be easily handled by the 
Treasury Department without any trouble and will be done. 

The veteran has not asked for anything unreasonable or 
unjust when he simply asks the Government to give him 
what has actually been determined by the Goyernment to 
belong to him by an act of Congress and give it to him now. 

This question is not a party question, and we find the 
majority party divided on this issue and many of them 
fighting for the payment of the service certificates now. The 
support and influence the Speaker, Hon. NICHOLAS LONG- 
- WORTH, has given to this bill should and will be appreciated 

by every veteran in the United States, because without his 
kindly feeling for this legislation we might not have been 
permitted to come to this good hour in support of this 
measure to give this much relief. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, the determination to pass to- 
day under suspension of the rules of the House the so-called 
bonus certificate bill is, in my judgment, most regrettable, 
to say the least, and I greatly fear that the well-earned 
prestige of the House will suffer much as a result of it. 
Many important measures have passed the House in this 
way, but they are usually bills not of a controversial char- 
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acter and in almost every instance are measures that have 
been before the country for a long time and are thoroughly 
understood by all. In the present instance few had ever 
read or heard of the proposed bill until it was suddenly, I 
might say precipitately, reported out of the Ways and 
Means Committee at the very end of last week. The re- 
ported bill was not printed until Saturday, only two days 
ago, one of these being Sunday. The hearings upon which 
the committee is supposed to have based its conclusions were 
not ayailable for examination until to-day, the very day 
the bill is to be acted upon, 

Under suspension of the rules in the House, only 20 min- 
utes on a side are allowed for debate. Of course, no adequate 
explanation of a bill such as this can be attempted under 
such limitations, No one knows what additional obligations 
will be imposed by its enactment. Everyone is left in doubt 
as to what will be the effect upon the Treasury as regards 
its fiscal operations and especially the effect upon financing 
this and other outstanding obligations of the Government. 

Secretary Mellon has indicated that such a measuré will 
disrupt all the well-laid plans of the Treasury for the im- 
mediate future. Under such circumstances to plunge ahead, 
making a long leap in the dark, would be, in my judgment, 
incurring a dangerous, unnecessary, and unjustifiable risk. 

It seems to be not generally understood that there is no 
ready cash in the Treasury with which to meet such a 
demand as this bill will make upon the Treasury. The ad- 
justed-certificate fund and the so-called insurance fund 
intended to meet a portion of these obligations eventually. 
are themselves invested in securities that must be sold to 
raise the cash to meet an immediate demand. No one can 
foretell what might be the effect of a financial operation of 
such magnitude as will be necessary to meet such a demand 
under present conditions. 

Everyone will agree that where these certificates are held 
by veterans who are in actual need it should be made pos- 
sible to use them by way of additional loans, and there 
should be no difficulty in preparing a bill that will accom- 
plis this purpose without the necessity of raising more 
additional funds than can be secured by the Treasury with- 
out straining our whole financial structure. I shall be glad 
to support such a bill, but can not bring myself to support 
a measure thus recklessly rushed to a vote over the protest 
of the Treasury and without any adequate explanation as to 
the extent of the obligation it imposes, how the funds to 
meet the obligation are to be secured, or what the effect will 
be upon the country at large, the veterans and their depend- 
ents themselves included. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, the Mellons, Mills, and Mor- 
gans would have the country to believe that if the veterans 
of the World War are paid a part of the money that Con- 
gress has confessed is due them the holders of Government 
securities would suffer. Foreign nations owe the United 
States more than $10,000,000,000. It is payable annually 
over a period of 62 years. England was the first country to 
make settlement with the United States after the war; in 
this settlement, and in the settlement with France and other 
countries, there is the following agreement: 

Any payment of interest and of principal may be made in an 


United States Government securities issued since April 6, 1917, 
such securities to be taken at par and accrued interest. 


In accordance with this agreement, the United Kingdom, 
on the 15th of June, 1924, shortly after the ratification of 
the settlement, made a payment of $69,000,000 on interest 
to the United States. The Treasury received the following 
in payment: 


Second Liberty loan bonds, per value $68, 502, 950. 00 


Fourth Liberty loan bonds, par value 250, 000. 00 
Accrued interest on these bonds 247, 022, 56 
fis epee Ly TSN BS EEEE SPI GeO BEN NINE ER UTM POY AE 27. 44 

( / A aus eae 69, 000, 000. 00 


A READY MARKET WILL BE AVAILABLE IF BONDS GO BELOW PAR IN VALUE 
In other words, Liberty loan bonds had gone slightly 
below par on the market. England purchased them because 


she could use the bonds on paying her debt to the United 
States at par and accrued interest. If Government securi- 
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ties should go below par now not only would England get in 
the market for them but all the other nations of the world 
that are also indebted to the United States would be very 
glad to buy them as they could be used to pay their debts 
to the United States at par and accrued interest. 

Therefore the argument that has been made that our 
Government securities would fall so low in price if the 
adjusted-service certificates are paid that the credit of the 
Nation will be destroyed is wholly without foundation. On 
the contrary, the price of Government securities is pro- 
tected in a way that no other securities are protected. This 
protection will be enjoyed for 62 years or until the foreign 
nations have fully liquidated their debts to the United 
States. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, ladies, and gentlemen, within 
the last few days we all have received communications and 
resolutions from many sources, including banking and com- 
mercial organizations, bank presidents, and other financial 
leaders, all voicing their protests against the proposed 
enactment of any legislation providing for the payment of 
the adjusted-service certificates, under the pretext that it 
would retard the Nation’s recovery from its present condi- 
tion of depression. 

It is most amazing that these groups and otherwise in- 
telligent men are so easily swayed in their policies by the 
New York tax evading and especially privileged benefici- 
aries. For it is my honest and candid opinion that this 
legislation, instead of being detrimental, will be very helpful 
in bringing about the resumption of the business prosperity 
of our country—provided, however, that the department 
will not wilfully and deliberately delay in carrying out the 
provisions of the bill and the intent of Congress. 

My reason for believing that it will be helpful is because 
of the fact that I believe that the $500,000,000 loaned 
in this manner to the needy and deserving will imme- 
diately be placed by them into circulation, not only in the 
paying for their rents and wearing apparel but in many 
instances in the repayment of loans which they were obliged 
to make from loan sharks at high rates of interest. 

While I personally regret that the lobbyists of the bank- 
ing interests precluded our voting for the full cash payment 
of the veterans’ certificates, I nevertheless feel that the vote 
on this legislation should be taken as a notice by these 
interests, who feel that they can at all times sway the 
action of this House for or against any and all legisla- 
tion; that the nefarious activities of their professional, well- 
oiled, and well-organized lobbying bureaus will be tolerated 
no longer; and I hope that in the future the press of the 
Nation will refuse to permit itself to be used in the further- 
ance of their destructive lobbying activities. 

Oftentimes I wonder what these thousands and thousands 
of our boys who survived the deadening, destructive bullets 
and cannons, the shot and shell, think of these—in most 
cases profiteers—opposed to this legislation; who, whilst our 
men were giving their very all to the flag, were safely back 
home accumulating vast fortunes. 

I have been obliged to conclude that their quickly and 
easily accumulated wealth—in many instances by means of 
questionable methods—has so dulled their sentiments and so 
hardened their hearts that they can not discern between 
right and wrong. 

Of one fact I am proud, and that is that no Democratic 
Member weakened in this Hoover-Mellon-Republican attack 
against this deserved relief. On the other hand, I regret to 
see that three ublican Members from my own city have 
permitted th lves to be swayed, and have consequently 
yielded to this venal infiuence. 

I believe that my action in favoring this legislation will 
be approved by all honest and sincere men and women; and 
my only regret is that I was not able to bring about the full 
cash payment of these adjusted-service certificates. 

Mr. EATON of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, being unavoid- 
ably detained by urgent public business, I was unable to 
reach the floor of the House in time to record my vote on the 
adjusted-service certificate bill. I had a general pair with 
Mr. Doverass of Massachusetts, who, if he had been present, 
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would have voted for the bill. If I had been present, I would 
have voted against it for the following reasons: 

First. The veterans, as individuals and organizations, 
have given no indication that they were in favor of this 
particular bill. In all the communications received in my 
office from veterans and veterans’ organizations, not one 
was in advocacy of this loan measure. These communica- 
tions from veterans were about equally divided for and 
against any form of Government assistance at this time. 

Second. While the House voted overwhelmingly in favor 
of the bill, evidently under the impression that it was solv- 
ing the problem, a brief analysis of its provisions indicate 
that it is not what on the surface it seems to be. It does 
advance by some four or five years the right of the holders of 
these certificates to borrow up to 50 per cent of the face 
value of their certificates. So far as I can see, this is all 
that it does do. Any veteran who borrows at 4% per cent 
under this bill, money which the Government can obtain 
at 3 per cent, will assist the Government to the extent of 
the difference in the interest rate, minus the cost of ad- 
ministration. 

Third. A serious feature of this legislation is the uncer- 
tainty attached to it as to the total cost to the Government; 
as to the ability of the Government to meet this cost and as 
to the effect upon the general business of the country just 
now struggling to emerge from a profound depression. 

Fourth. During my entire term in Congress I have given 
unstinted service to the veterans of all wars, and especially 
those of the World War. And during that entire time I 
have been depressed by a conviction that we are drifting 
aimlessly towards national disaster because of the inade- 
quate and temporary kind of veterans’ legislation enacted 
by Congress. It is high time that the people of this country 
waked up to the Frankenstein they are creating. We tax 
the toil and brains of this country for the support of its 
Federal Government to the tune of $4,000,000,000 a year. 
Ninety per cent of this expenditure is due to wars, past, 
present, and future. Our veterans’ legislation now in force 
costs around $800,000,000 a year and is increasing at an 
alarming rate. We are in desperate need of a profound 
and impartial study of the whole problem of the relation of 
our Government to its war veterans and to its war financ- 
ing. We must soon find some permanent principles upon 
which to base a policy that will be permanent, that will do 
justice to veterans under all circumstances and will at the 
same time be equally just to the taxpayer, who must 
eventually foot the bills. 

Fifth. My final objection to this legislation is that it is 
shot through with partisan politics. When Owen D. Young 
appeared before the Ways and Means Committee he offered 
what seemed to be a rational solution of the problem of how 
to give relief to veterans in distress at the present time. 
Mr. Garner, the leader of the Democratic Party in the 
House, let the cat out of the bag when he told Mr. Young 
that if Mr. Young had to be elected next year, he would 
have to offer a different plan. Mr. Young’s reply was to the 
effect that since he did not have to be elected, he could 
think and act rationally on this and other similar subjects. 

It is interesting to note that every Democrat present 
voted for this bill. Every vote against the bill was by a 
Republican. It is only fair to say that among both Demo- 
crats and Republicans there was and is a fixed feeling of 
responsibility toward the veterans and an equally fixed be- 
lief that. those of them in. distress are entitled at the 
present time to assistance. But back of all this stands the 
main strategy of the Democratic leadership, which consists 
of a continuous effort to discredit Mr. Hoover in carrying 
the superhuman burdens of his high office at this time of 
distress. This strategy furthermore involves continuous 
partisan agitation among the Democrat leaders to prove 
that the depression is worse than it seems, that unemploy- 
ment has reached tragic and unbelievable proportions, that 
the country is rapidly going to ruin, and that Mr. Hoover 
and the Republican Party are entirely responsible for this 
condition. To make this specious plea still more plausible, 
Democratic statesmen in both branches of Congress have 
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been for two years engaged in the introduction of all kinds 
of wild legislation involving enormous, unnecessary gov- 
ernmental expenditures, the object being to saddle the 
present administration with a vast deficit and then to go 
before the country and bewail the extravagance and ineffi- 
ciency of Mr. Hoover and his party. 

I have spent the best years of my life in the great in- 
dustries of this country in an endeavor to have these in- 
dustries become the instrument for solving the problem of 
economic poverty. It is a reassuring fact that many of 
these industries are far in advance of governments here or 
elsewhere in their progress of finding a cure for economic 
poverty. This battle centers around the problem of unem- 
ployment. It is a remarkable fact that for the first time in 
history unemployment is being faced as a problem that must 
be solved and can be solved. Personally I am opposed to 
any form of class legislation, whether it involves veterans or 
any other group of our citizens. The distress among our 
veterans is mainly due to unemployment. In this crisis our 
Government ought to serve the veterans who are suffering 
from unemployment by means of general legislation which 
would extend aid to all unemployed. 

General Hines in his testimony before the committee an- 
swered a question as to the cost of the legislation proposed 
in the adjusted-service certificate bill that one guess was as 
good as another. This is the fatal weakness of all such legis- 
lation, and it is especially dangerous at this time of economic 
uncertainty and depression. 

Mr. WATRES. Mr. Speaker, as an ex-service man who is 
a member of the American Legion and of the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars as well as other service organizations, it is 
far from being an easy matter to oppose the bill (H. R. 
17054) to increase the loan basis of adjusted-service certifi- 
cates. 

It becomes an especially difficult matter when it is realized 
that there are very many service men in urgent need and 
many others in actual distress. 

Unfortunately the bill under consideration involves very 
much more than that question. 

I disagree most emphatically with the proposition which 
has been urged here that provision can not be made for 
limiting relief to those who are in urgent need without 
humiliating and pauperizing those men, and that in order 
to maintain their self-respect we must at the same time 
make provision for millions of other service men who do not 
need help. That additional unnecessary relief will cost the 
Treasury of the United States hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars in this particular instance. That principle will, beyond 
any possible doubt, if pursued, cost the Government billions 
of dollars. It is no answer to say that in this case men who 
do not need it do not have to take advantage of the legis- 
lation. No one can reasonably believe that will not be done. 

The adjusted-service certificates were intended to make 
provision for service men and their dependents at a time of 
life when they will be most in need of it. This legislation 
will destroy entirely the insurance value of those certificates 
for those who in all probability will need it most. 

The bill was not even printed until two days before being 
acted on by the House. Debate on it is limited to only 40 
minutes. The country does not know what it is all about, 
nor does any Member know what the ultimate cost to the 
Treasury will be nor what economic effect it will bring 
about. 

Mr. HALL of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, when this great 
Nation of ours became involved in the World War, before 
and after the draft act was passed, approximately 4,000,000 
young men of America patriotically answered the call to 
arms. Many thousands died in service whose remains sleep 
in a foreign land. Thousands returned home sick and in- 
capacitated, in a measure receiving at the hands of our 
Government compensation and hospitalization. 

While these young men were giving their services during 
these dark and turbulent times thousands in America were 
making great profit in the marts of trade and millions en- 
gaged in the occupation of labor were paid enormous salaries 
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and wages, and the home folks generally prospered beyond 
comparison. 

In 1924 our Government, seeking as nearly as it could to 
do justice and right toward those who so gallantly served 
in this war, by an act of Congress issued to each of them 
what is known as an adjusted-bonus certificate. There was 
no accurate method by which this adjustment and com- 
pensation could be arrived at, but a basis was determined 
upon—partly upon the facts and partly upon speculation— 
by giving to each soldier in domestic service $1 per day for 
each day in the service and $1.25 per day for each day of 
foreign service; then 25 per cent of this amount was added 
to the bill; then added to this total was 4 per cent interest, 
compounded annually, payable in 1945, which constitutes 
the consideration for these adjusted-bonus certificates. 

I was not then a Member of Congress, but I have ever felt 
that Congress did no more than its duty toward the veteran 
when these certificates were issued. Viewed in after-devel- 
oped condition, it occurs now that it would have been 
better then for the Government to have financed a cash 
payment rather than issue these certificates, yet, in my 
opinion, Congress acted as wisely as possible in the face of 
the situation then confronting it. 

With the recent economic world disturbances, which are 
being felt so acutely througout this usually _ prosperous 
Nation, it has occurred to the Congress to pay in cash at 
least a portion of this obligation, predicated upon the be- 
lief that some cash in the hands of the veterans everywhere 
would not only pay in part this obligation but in a measure 
restore economic equilibrium and restore in a large measure 
normal business conditions throughout America. Those in 
favor of this plan have honestly disagreed as to the method. 

When the Ways and Means Committee was conducting 
hearings for the purpose of choosing a better method, they 
kindly extended to me an opportunity to express to them my 
individual views. Appearing before the committee I then 
made the following statement: 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, appreciating that 
you have heard voluminous testimony, both from the wise as well 
as the unwise, and that I could not enlighten you with my limited 
information as to the economical feature of a cash payment to the 
present holders of the adjusted-compensation certificates, known 
as the soldiers’ bonus, I shall not trespass long upon your 
valuable time. We all deeply free the fact that this Nation 
is in the midst of the most enting economical breakdown 
within its history. Many suggestions have been made for speedy 
relief, and there has not been a reasonable suggestion made but 
against such suggestion has come a multitude of protests. It 
occurs to me that in the face of the many propositions that have 
confronted this Congress in the way of relief, basically and funda- 
mentally, an equitable adjustment of this question would 
the greatest universal relief. It would carry cash into the most 
remote sections of this Republic. It would carry it to the hands 
of the patriotic soldiers and would instantly put into circulation 
more money, which would instantly start the wheels of commerce 
in the direction of an upward trend. Not only would this be 
done but a just and lawful debt of the Government would thereby 
be discharged without any additional expense to the Government. 
The money with which to pay these certificates could easily be 
secured by the issuance of new bonds on the part of the Govern- 
ment or by issuing to the present holder of the bonus certificate 
a negotiable bond bearing interest. I am mindful of the fact 
that the financial mind and heart of the Nation has preponder- 
antly come before this committee and raised objection to the 
Government's discharging this debt at the present time. They base 
their argument on the assumption that the bond market would 
suffer. 

In other words, that the present holder of bonds, as well as the 
prospective holder, might temporarily suffer a shrinkage in value. 
Personally, I doubt the correctness of this fact. I believe that 
the gigantic financial structure of this country can easily digest 
without affecting the present conditions a bond series sufficient 
to take care of this obligation. If, however, the objectors are 
correct and there should be a perceptible shrinkage, as claimed, 
I would be willing to see that. It occurs to me that the bond- 
holder of the Nation should be patriotic and liberal enough to 
consider with the greatest apprehension the present economical 
situation and should be willing to chance a small decline. Some 
step must be taken so that the normal condition of our economical 
and industrial structure may be reestablished. At any rate, I am 
perfectly willing to take a chance in favor of the soldier boys, 
and; therefore, hope that your committee will report out the most 
favorable legislation possible both to the holder of the certificates 
and to the American taxpayer. Not only will the economical con- 
dition everywhere be relieved and the opportunity provided by 
which wholesome business may be reestablished, but by paying 
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this debt hope, morale, and new life will be breathed into the life 
of every veteran, and with this we will move on to a brighter and 
better day in America. 

Personally I favor the Garner bill. I believe that the 
Garner bill, as introduced, would have come nearer solving 
the perplexing question and securing justice between the 
taxpayer of this Nation and the holder of a bonus certificate 
than any measure that has been presented. Let me say also 
that this bill was introduced when the minds and thoughts 
of those favorable to any relief were hazy, cloudy, and un- 
certain, and I am of the belief that the ingeniousness of 
the Democratic leader in presenting his solution was a real 
pathfinder in the wilderness of doubt. I believe that it is 
the father of the thought that brought forth the bill under 
consideration from the Ways and Means Committee. I 
would rather have voted for it believing that it would not 
only have secured complete justice to all parties concerned, 
but that it also would have ended the consideration of the 
bonus certificates for all time. Yet, being a Democrat, I 
have the implicit confidence in the wisdom and course of the 
majority. 

Therefore, I am supporting most heartily this bill. 

It will enable the present holder of the bonus certificate to 
realize 50 per cent of its value. It is estimated that 60 per 
cent of the veterans will avail themselves of this loan fea- 
ture. If so, it will carry into every nook and corner of our 
Republic immediate cash, which is bound to go a long ways 
toward restoring normal, commercial, and economical con- 
ditions. 

Those who do not need this loan, and who desire to retain 
their bonus certificates as an investment paying 6 per cent 
interest, will not be molested by this adjustment, but it will 
be almost a godsend to those who desire the loan. 

Persuasive argument is made against this legislation by 
showing that those who avail themselves of the loan will 
have but little left in 1945. It is my opinion that 50 per 
cent of the certificate in cash at the present unusual condi- 
tion will be more valuable than the entire certificate at its 
maturity. 

I have no fear that the Treasury Department will have 
any serious difficulty in financing this loan. The Secretary 
of the Treasury not only has objected strenuously to the 
enactment of this law but he has brought to bear every 
influence and every expert available to emphasize his pro- 
test. The hearings in 1924 reflect that he pursued the same 
course as to the issuance of the bonus certificates. I expect 
whenever a proposition is before Congress to extend any 
relief toward the World War veteran as long as he remains 
the head of the Treasury Department we will witness the 
same course. I have no criticism to register against his 
course. A great Secretary of the Treasury he is, yet his 
mind and his heart sympathizes only with large business, 
and he could have scant sympathy for the holder of the 
bonus certificate. 

I am not one of those who have prejudice against the big 
rich, nor have I any animosity or any desire to see big busi- 
ness or the huge banking facilities of this Nation the least 
impaired or the least discriminated against by Congress. To 
be sure this Government would fail to function without the 
wisdom.and financial assistance rendered to the commercial 
and economic arteries of the Nation by this group. Yet I 
believe that I am so constituted that in being fair to them 
and legislating at all times with their interest in view I am 
as fair and considerate of the masses and especially the 
World War veteran. I believe that it is the function of the 
legislative department of this Government to occupy the 
loftiest position when the interest of the masses and that 
of the bankers and big business clash, that a course should 
be pursued and an end achieved that will be equitable, fair, 
and just to the extreme interests. 

I believe that in the passing of this measure and loaning 
the sum contemplated to the veterans, the Congress is, as 
nearly as possible, equitably and justly distributing one of 
the burdens of the World War between the taxpayer and the 
soldier boys. 

I am not unmindful of the fact that there is now in the 
sinking fund for the retirement of these certificates ap- 
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proximately $771,000,000, and I believe that approximately! 
$1,000,000,000 will meet the demand under this bill, and per- 
sonally I am not at all apprehensive of the ability of the 
Treasury Department, without any hindrance to the eco- 
nomic and financial structure of this Government, to easily 
and efficiently finance this obligation. 

I have a great respect for the opinion of Owen D. Young 
before the Ways and Means Committee, who states that the 
payment of $500,000,000 at the present time will not create 
any economic disturbance. I am willing to trust his judg- 
ment in the face of pronouncements emanating from the 
Treasury Department to the contrary. 

No Member of Congress, I am sure, would regret to see an 
increase of taxation of those most able to pay than I. Yet, 
if the economical situation in this Nation is so completely 
broken down that there shall soon come a day when income 
tax in the higher brackets must be increased to hold the 
structure firm and to hasten the day of recovery, I shall 
have the courage to support any measure requiring the 
firmest structure and advancement. 

I would rather vote for such increase than to deny the 
loan here contemplated to the worthy holders of these cer- 
tificates in this period of unparalleled depression. 

Mr, RICH. Mr. Speaker, I regret that I am unable to sup- 
port this legislation, not because I feel that the money is un- 
justly due the ex-service men for services rendered during the 
time they were in, the service of their country. I am in 
hearty sympathy with the aid and assistance that Congress 
is striving to give the ex-service men who were injured or 
who may have become incapacitated in some form or other. 
I honor and respect them for bearing arms in defense of 
their country’s rights and for upholding the flag of our 
country. We know and honor them as true patriotic Amer- 
ican citizens. 

To-day we are passing through a period of economic de- 
pression and readjustment which is affecting practically 
every country of the world, Europe, Asia, Africa, South 
America, and our own country to a very great degree. This 
condition is in a measure the result of the World War. 
During and after the war we learned to do things differently 
than before the war—mass production, greater efficiency, 
higher wages, more money, increased necessities of life, 
extravagant pleasures. 

Then like a thunderbolt out of a clear sky those who 
analyzed the approaching events realized the fact that 
prices, commodities, stock prices, and so forth were due for 
a readjustment necessitated by world conditions. During 
the past 18 months we have been passing through a period 
of readjustment. I believe we have hit the bottom and are 
now on the upgrade of the depression period. The question 
is asked, Who was at fault? I feel sure it was the fault 
of no individual or set of individuals. Some have placed 
the blame on the Republican administration. I wish to voice 
my sentiment in utter protest of such remarks, and state 
that were it not for the fact that we have such a man as 
Herbert Hoover as President of the United States, a man of 
sound judgment, one of extraordinary business ability, 
capable, efficient, conscientious, and sincere, a man who 
holds the respect of the great majority of the people of our 
country; if it were not for this great President of ours an- 
swering to all needs of the country in a sane, sensible, sym- 
pathetic way, no one could predict to what depths we might 


| have been plunged during these trying times. He has been 


the savior of his country, and I regret that he has not had 
the support of Congress as he should have had. 

We also have that great American, Andrew Mellon, as 
Secretary of the Treasury, a financier second to none in the 
history of the world, who knows the world's financial prob- 
lems and conditions thoroughly, a man quiet in manner, 
sincere in purpose, noble in thought, working many hours 
each day to help this country at a time when it needs the 
greatest minds to do the service he is rendering to our 
country. 

In his letter of February 13, 1931, addressed to the Chair- 
man of the Ways and Means Committee the Secretary of the 
Treasury states that this legislation proposes a potential lia- 
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bility of $1,720,000,000 and that the proportion of these loans 
that will be demanded by the veterans can not be deter- 
mined. The estimate runs all the way from $550,000,000 to 
$1,000,000,000 beyond those already made. He states that 
this method of financing can not be disassociated from the 
present financial situation of the Treasury, that the situation 
at best is a trying one at the present time. He states that 
we are confronted with a probable deficit of not less than 
one-half a billion dollars for this fiscal year which must be 
made good by borrowing. The revenues of the Government 
are steadily falling behind the figures of last year and below 
the estimate. He states that he can not recommend too 
urgently that this bill should be reconsidered in order that 
it might be placed upon a basis which will not damage our 
whole financial structure. 

I venture the assertion that the majority of citizens in- 
cluding Members of Congress can not realize the meaning 
of a billion dollars. I am one of the majority, I presume, 
yet I have my doubts if there are more than three countries 
in all the world to-day which have the financial credit or 
backing to borrow $1,000,000,000 without seriously impairing 
their credit. 

Who started this agitation to grant this loan? It cer- 
tainly was not any great number of soldiers themselves. It 
was probably a political issue of a very few. 

I am convinced that ex-service men are just as loyal to- 
day to their country as in time of war and that they do not 
wish to harass and embarrass the country. They know that 
everything is being done for the sick and afflicted and that 
Congress will not spare one cent to see that the disabled are 
being taken care of. No one questions the national duty to 
help distressed veterans. The bill authorizes access to the 
Treasury without regard to their distress. Business reaction 
from passing such legislation is likely to harm more veterans 
than it will help. 

The ex-service men out of employment to-day are less 
than 10 per cent of the total unemployed and we are giving 
preference to this percentage of the number of men out of 
work. 

Our people want jobs so that they can earn a livelihood, 
I feel sure. If we are to secure work for the veterans as well 
as all other citizens who are out of employment—for every 
man loves his family and wants to take care of them—we 
must not pass laws to hinder business and prosperity—by 
business I mean the man who works; the machinist, the 
typist, the manufacturer, the bookkeeper, the mechanic; 
every man who labors, for when he is working he is in 
business, business of earning. I contend that any soldier 
to-day would rather have a job or a position wherein by 
six months he can earn more money than the cash value of 
his adjusted-service certificate at this time, and at the end 
of the six months he has kept his family and has the 
adjusted-service certificate to fall back on in case of need, 
and which at maturity will be of greater benefit to the 
holder than it would be to-day. If by the passage of the 
bill the soldier is deprived of a job for six months longer 
and he cashes his certificate because he is unable to get a 
job, he has, at the end of six months, probably neither a job 
nor a certificate. 

This country can not have such legislation without paying 
for it, and that only by taxation. If our revenues decrease 
by the slump in which we find ourselves, increased taxa- 
tion is the only possible solution. If such is the case, can 
any man say at this time it is wise and sound business legis- 
lation? The people are alarmed at such great expenditure 
of public funds; they are staggering under a heavy burden 
of taxation. They can not keep up wages and give employ- 
ment if they are subjected to new and heavy taxes. 

Now, as I stated before, the floating of a billion dollars in 
bonds or the taxing of the people to raise the money is the 
only possible way it can be done. Will it retard business? 
Will it cause the depression to continue for a period longer 
than if the loan value were increased? I am inclined to 
think such would be the case and I have come to the conclu- 
sion that it is poor legislation at this particular time. It 
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causes a sick business to become sicker. We need laws to 
help business and not to be a hindrance if we want to do 
the greatest good for the greatest number of our people. 

The following counsel has come to me from some of my 
constituents which I quote in part as follows, and I feel that 
it is sound logic and very timely: 


I feel that such legislation is unwise, unsound, and destructive 
at the present time; and passage of such bills, on which we 
would be obliged to make payments of large amounts, would 
greatly hamper the recovery of prosperity in our country. 


Since this legislation was proposed I have discussed the matter 
with several World War veterans and I must confess that I fail 
to find universal demand among individual veterans for such 
legislation which has been represented by various leaders of the 
90 A this try Into ad 

o involve coun’ ditional debt of three or fi 
billion dollars at this time, in my opinion, would disturb inak 
to such an extent it would be a long time in recovering, and I 
thoroughly agree with the attitude taken by President Hoover and 
Secretary Mellon relative to this proposed legislation. 


From a business viewpoint, I believe the enactment of a law 
expending the amount that Secretary Mellon had estimated would 
be one of the greatest calamities we have had for some time. 
While it would give a certain class funds, I believe a short time 
after the payment a reaction would take place, as a boomerang 
to ex-service men and to the general public as well, and would 
certainly delay the return of business prosperity a considerable 
length of time. What we believe we need at this particular time 
is more encouragement, rather than discouragement, and any 
financial burden such as the one in question would certainly 
bring the latter. 

I have been in conversation with a number of ex-service men, 
persons who I believe could reason the matter out from a long- 
range viewpoint, and they seem to feel that my opinion agrees 
with theirs. However, it would be unfair to say that they all 
agree in this. It can be appreciated that there is always an 
element who are looking for money, regardless, and do not antici- 
pate the results. 

I feel free in expressing my opinion, as I hold a certificate of 
the maximum amount, but in spite of the fact that I need the 
money badly, I feel, for the welfare of the country, that it is 
an inopportune time to place this load on the country. 


Knowing well that our legislators at Washington desire at all 
times to have a correct perspective of the prevailing sentiment 
among the people who have chosen them to act, it is my desire 
to convey to you my impressions g the tremendous appro- 
priations which are either tentatively or actually proposed for 
action by our senatorial and congressional bodies. 

While I am an ex-World-War soldier myself, I am absolutely 
opposed to the proposed bonus appropriation. Its passage would 
impose a burden upon the people of the United States, which, 
added to the other enormous necessary and unnecessary expendi- 
tures would be a serious impediment to economic progress, if 
not an actual barrier to our normal advance commercially during 
the next two decades. 

I am in full accord with the attitude of President Hoover in 
this matter and I strongly urge you to resist in every way possi- 
ble this ruthless spending of the people's money. 

We have gone through and are still in the throes of a most 
critical economic upset and regardless of political expediency, 
it is the duty of everyone to give thought to the future. Sane 
reasoning will dictate that legislators should do everything to 
help and nothing to hinder the resumption of our progress toward 
the commercial prosperity and supremacy which is our right as the 
greatest Nation in the world. 


This legislation does not take anything away from the 
veterans that they have at the present time. It grants them 
the privilege of borrowing a greater amount of money at 
a lower rate of interest. If this legislation did not require 
more than $500,000,000 I should feel like supporting the 
bill, but on account of depressed business conditions, and in 
order that the greatest good may be done for the greatest 
number of people I believe it to be my duty to oppose this 
legislation at this particular time of distress. 

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Mr. Speaker, beloved col- 
leagues, I voted against the original bonus bill when it was 
up in 1924, believing, if it was to be paid, it should be paid 
in cash and provision should be made as to where the money 
was to come from, through taxes, to pay it, and not leave it 
to the President and Secretary Mellon to pluck it out of 
the sky. 

I voted for the present adjusted compensation bill, believ- 
ing it a fair compromise and wanting to help the needy 
who offered all in defense of their country. 
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The facts in the case are: 

First. About 3,500,000 soldiers hold adjusted-compensation 
certificates averaging slightly over $1,000 each that it is 
the obligation of this Government to pay in 1945. 

Second. Over $700,000,000 has been set up on Uncle Sam's 
book as a sinking fund to pay certificates at maturity. 

Third. Forty-eight per cent of the soldiers have borrowed 
on these certificates about 22 per cent of the face value, 
so they can borrow only 28 per cent more, on an average, 
of money due them in 1945. 

Fourth. In 1938, under the present certificate, every sol- 
dier could borrow 53.6 per cent of the face value of this 
certificate, so we are but slightly anticipating that date. 

Fifth. The present bill, if it becomes a law, permits the 
borrowing of 50 per cent now at 4% per cent interest. 

The figures of Congressman BACHARACH, an extremely level- 
headed, widely experienced, thoroughly conservative, long- 
time Congressman, prove that the present law will not im- 
pose one-half of the burden that either Secretary Mellon or 
General Hines claim. 

If the Veterans’ Bureau would do a little more in the way 
of recognizing just claims, I feel much agitation would be 
done away with. Every once in a while we run across just 
cases, but find ourselves handicapped in obtaining favorable 
decisions by the attitude of the Veterans’ Bureau in sticking 
strictly to the letter instead of the spirit of the law. It is 
true some dishonest ones “get by” with their cases; it is 
true also that many just cases are turned down. I know, for 
I dig into the facts of every case—endless work and worry— 
and even drive over our hills and dales to make certain I 
am not being fooled in order to have all the facts to present 
to the Veterans’ Bureau, and many a heartache has come 
from some of their rulings. 

I may err in judgment on this bill, but I have given my 
heart the benefit of the doubt, and so I must support it. 

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the 
House, you are asked to-day to give consideration to a mat- 
ter of national importance, one that has been engaging the 
attention not only of those of us who comprise the member- 
ship of this body but a topic that has been uppermost on the 
lips of every citizen of this great Nation for the past several 
weeks. The question has been asked in every nook and cor- 
ner of the United States, “ What is Congress going to do 
with the soldiers’ bonus? ” To-day you personally will have 
the opportunity of answering that question. No more impor- 
tant legislation will come before this Congress than the 
pending bill providing for an increased loan value of the 
adjusted-service certificates of the World War veterans. 

I have always considered it a conscientious duty to advo- 
cate legislation that would be of every possible benefit to the 
ex-service men and their dependents, and was one of those 
who favored the payment of the face value of the adjusted- 
service certificates at the present time. I firmly believe 
the veterans are justly entitled to this consideration, espe- 
cially in view of the fact there are hundreds of thousands 
of them, together with their families, who are in dire need 
and actual distress. 

In supporting the movement for the immediate cash 
settlement of the adjusted-service certificates, I do so with- 
out thought of political reaction, for the ex-service men of 
my district know already my attitude toward legislation 
affecting their future welfare. The city council of the city 
of Chicago has adopted resolutions favoring this form of 
relief for the veterans, and during the past six weeks I 
have received hundreds of telegrams and letters from prac- 
tically every veterans’ organization within my district, as 
well as individual veterans and others, urging that I lend my 
efforts in behalf, not only of this movement, but of the 
hospitalization program sponsored by the American Legion. 
I have pending before the Committee on World War Vet- 
erans’ Legislation a bill to authorize an appropriation of 
not to exceed $2,000,000 to round out the construction pro- 
gram at the Edward Hines, Jr., Hospital, Hines, Ill., and for 
other purposes, which I hope to secure favorable considera- 
tion on in the not far distant future. 


It is my contention the ex-service men of the country 
want this form of relief, but in view of the powerful oppo- 
sition to this plan by the President, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and other administration leaders, the Ways and 
Means Committee, guided by ever-increasing public senti- 
ment and those of us who demanded recognition as favoring 
full cash settlement of the certificates, was forced to report 
out the compromise measure we have before us to-day. It 
is a compromise in every sense of the word in that it only 
permits the veterans to borrow up to 50 per cent of their 
own money, money that has already been acknowledged as 
due them by this Government, and yet they must pay 4½ 
per cent interest for this privilege. I ask is that justice? 
Secretary Mellon, who has been proclaimed “ The Greatest 
Secretary of the Treasury since Alexander Hamilton,” 
through his usual erroneous propaganda would lead you 
to believe that if any legislation such as contemplated is 
enacted, a great deficit in the Treasury would be the result. 
Let us reflect for a moment and see how correct Mr. Mellon 
has been in his previous predictions. When the bill to ad- 
just the pay of World War veterans by cash settlement was 
up for consideration previously, Secretary Mellon predicted 
a deficit of several hundreds of millions of dollars if such 
legislation were enacted and only a few months later he 
boasted of a surplus. Again in later years, when a similar 
situation developed, the great Secretary predicted a deficit 
when in reality a few months later he announced a surplus 
of over $500,009,000. When we analyze these statements of- 
the great financial wizard there is but one conclusion to be 
reached, and I predict that very few Members of this House 
will take seriously the prediction of Mr. Mellon in consider- 
ing the merits of this bill. 

At present low prices the value of all securities outstanding 
in the United States at this time is approximately $200,- 
000,000,000. Assuming the Government had to issue notes 
or bonds to the amount of $1,000,000,000 to finance these 
loans to veterans which is not at all likely, it would amount 
to only one-half of 1 per cent of the value of all securities 
now outstanding. It is foolish to contend this relatively 
small flotation would seriously affect the security market or 
result in any serious depreciation in the prices of securities 
already on the market. 

The arguments advanced by the opponents of this measure 
are inconceivable to believe since there is in the Treasury now 
a reserve fund of over $700,000,000 for the payment of these 
certificates when they mature in 1945 that can be utilized at 
this time in taking care of a large number of the loans ap- 
plied for under the provisions of this measure. It will not, 
therefore, be necessary to sell bonds as claimed by many, but 
the Treasury Department can handle the financing problem 
without difficulty, and I am fully convinced that it will. 

Some of us, and especially the ex-service men, are unable 
to understand why it is every Republican administration sets 
its face against every proposal to liberalize the Government’s 
treatment of World War veterans. President Harding vetoed 
the first bonus bill in 1922, and while the House repassed the 
bill over the veto it failed in the Senate. President Coolidge 
vetoed the present law in 1929 but it passed over his veto and 
is now the law. President Hoover now tells us that we must 
not pass even this loan bill because the Treasury can not 
stand it. If he vetoes this measure he will be the third 
Republican President to veto legislation affecting the veter- 
ans. None of their predictions as to its ruinous effect on the 
Treasury has come true and there is no sound reason to 
believe it will in this case. 

To my mind the veterans are not asking for anything 
unreasonable when they ask the Government to give them 
what the Government has already determined by law to be 
theirs and to give it to them now when the distressful con- 
ditions existing in the country to-day warrant such action. 

This compromise, although it fails to do justice to the 
veterans, we must accept, if we are to afford relief to the 
veterans during the current session of the Congress. The 
present leaders, who control the House, tell us that it is this 
or nothing. Although I shall vote for this measure to-day, 
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not of choice, but of necessity, in order that the ex-service 
men may be afforded the benefit of this partial relief I 
shall continue to favor the full cash settlement of these 
certificates as a simple act of justice. 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, under general leave granted 
Members for five days to extend their remarks in the RECORD, 
I submit the following in support of H. R. 17054, the emer- 
gency adjusted compensation act of 1931: 

I desire to call attention to one or two items of general 
interest as to benefits which may be immediately available 
upon the enactment of this bill into law as distinguished 
from benefits which may be ultimately available to holders 
of these certificates. 

The World War adjusted compensation act, as amended, 
provides certain loan benefits upon certificates two years 
after date on which such certificates issued from the Vet- 
erans’ Bureau; this loan benefit, we are informed, amounts 
to 22½ per cent of the face value of the certificate, whereas 
this bill proposes to increase this benefit to 50 per cent of 
the face value of the certificate. 

Entirely aside, for the moment, from the monetary effects 
of this bill, your attention is called to the number of cer- 
tificates now in force on which this bill would afford any 
immediate change of loan basis. 

Prior to January 1, 1929, there had been certified to the 
Veterans’ Bureau applications for benefits under the World 
War adjusted compensation act, as amended, to the total 
number of 3,641,905. Of this total, 3,140,518 were based on 
Army service, 435,167 were based on Navy service, and 66,220 
were based on marine service. 

It would be interesting to ascertain from the Veterans’ 
Bureau records of how many adjusted-service compensation 
certificates were actually issued on these 3,641,905 certified 
applications which were certified to the Veterans’ Bureau 
prior to January 1, 1929. I have tried to secure this informa- 
tion from the Veterans’ Bureau without success in specific 
figures. Of course, the veterans to whom these certificates 
were issued prior to January 1, 1929, have in some cases died 
since the certificates were issued. 

The only veterans who will immediately be benefited by 
this bill, by an increase of the loan basis, are the living vet- 
erans who applied for and received adjusted service compen- 
sation certificates with a date of issue stated on the certifi- 
cate prior to January 1, 1929, or at most certificates dated 
two years or more prior to the effective date of this bill when 
enacted into law. 

Any veteran who has a certificate bearing a date of issue 
subsequent to January 1, 1929, should be informed that 
benefits under this bill will not be available to him until his 
own certificate has been in force two full years after actual 
date of issue. 

The figures I have given above should not be confused 
with statistics upon the number who may ultimately receive 
benefits under this bill. Practically all of the statements I 
have seen in print appear to consider estimates and facts 
based upon the number of certificates now remaining in 
force, regardless of the date on which the certificate was 
issued, but this method does not give a true picture of how 
many will be immediately benefited by the enactment of this 
bill by this Congress. 

Official figures given me from each of the three services 
give some idea of the difference this phase of the statistics 
makes, although it is unfortunate that accurate actual fig- 
ures regarding the number of certificates in force two years 
ago and the actual number of those certificates which have 
since matured by death of the veterans to whom they were 
issued are not available. Such accurate actual figures would 
give the proper and true benefit immediately available 
through the immediate operation of this bill. 

As of January 1, 1931, the three services had received a 
total of 4,013,602 applications for the benefits of the World 
War adjusted compensation act, as amended; of this num- 
ber 166,655 were disallowed, found to be duplicates or con- 
tingent applications; this left 3,847,180 applications which 
are presumably payable, and the present bill may ultimately 
carry benefits to those of this latter number of veterans 
who now hold certificates. 
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However, of this 3,847,180 presumably payable applications, 
there had, as of January 1, 1931, been certified to the Vet- 
erans’ Bureau only 3,765,440 applications, leaving a balance 
of 81,740 applications still to be acted on by the office receiv- 
ing them. 


While the officials of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps 
have stated that up to January 1, 1931, there have been cer- 
tifled by them to the Veterans’ Bureau 3,765,440 approved 
applications, the Director of Veterans’ Administration be- 
fore the Ways and Means Committee estimated that there 
had been received 3,777,243 approved applications. Here is 
an apparent variation of some 11,800 applications between 
the facts furnished by the three services and the estimates 
by the Director of Veterans’ Administration. 

The opponents of this bill have laid some stress upon the 
estimates of the money needed to meet the requirements, 
and in those estimates emphasis has been placed upon the 
statement that there were approximately 3,397,973 certifi- 
cates now in force, with an aggregate face value estimated 
at $3,426,768,507, and that, therefore, this bill would require 
50 per cent of this aggregate estimated amount. They oyer- 
look the fact that many of the outstanding certificates have 
not been in force long enough to have any loan value and 
will not have for two years after date on which they were 
issued. 

The estimates given out by the Veterans’ Administration 
indicate that with about 3,397,973 certificates in force there 
are only about 1,634,276 loans known to exist as of January 
1, 1931, against these certificates in force—although the esti- 
mates fail to specifically show these loans to be individual 
loans to certificate holders or individual certificates 
loans—which would seem to indicate that only about 50 per 
cent of the veterans holding certificates have applied for 
loans against their certificates two years after date of issue. 

Hence, judging from current information based on ex- 
perience as to the trend of applications for loans against 
these certificates there appears the possibility, nay prob- 
ability, that few more than 50 per cent of the holders of 
certificates will seek to secure the increased loan privileges 
which this bill provides, whenever their own certificate has 
been in force two years, and this lessens considerably the 
estimate for needed funds with which to pay these loans, 

It may be confidently expected that approximately 
1,665,150 veterans who hold two-year old certificates will 
at an early date seek the benefits of this bill when enacted 
into law: but, in the case of perhaps 90 per cent, or more, 
of the veterans applying, the benefits accruing, through 
this bill, will be limited to the difference between the out- 
standing loan against his certificate (about 22% per cent of 
the face value of his certificate) and 50 per cent of the 
face value of his certificate. 

In conclusion, this bill should appeal to the Members of 
this House because a careful analysis of the actual or prob- 
able demands upon the Treasury do not indicate any reason 
to fear as to the ability to meet the demands without dis- 
rupting bond issues; and the bill should appeal to the 
veterans because a careful study of the value of this act will 
show them a very generous loan basis at a reasonable rate 
of interest and at the same time preserve to them and their 
dependent ones a definite provision against future equities in 
their certificates. Over a million and a half veterans will 
probably ask for the benefits of this bill within the next 
two years and this benefit to our veterans will be accom- 
plished without undue taxing of the national resources or 
without undue drain upon the Treasury of the United States. 
The benefits of this bill will extend to veterans in every 
State of the Union and thereby help, somewhat, the eco- 
nomic situation in many communities throughout the length 
and breadth of the Nation. 

The following tabulated statement will be of interest: 
Applications received for adjusted-service compensa- 

tion certificates up to Jan. 3, 1931: 

By the War eee e ance ee SEE DGS, 3, 463, 507 
On account of marine men 


Gross total received 
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Of the above total number received there had, 
up to Jan. 3, 1931, been certified to the Veterans’ 
Bureau: 


By the War Department 3, 229, 974 
By the Navy Department— 

On account of Navy men 467, 338 

On account of marine men 68, 128 

Gross total certifled 3, 765, 440 


Apwlications received for adjusted-service compensa- 
tion certificates prior to Jan. 1, 1929 (2 years ago): 


By the War Department 3, 295, 552 
By the Navy Department— 

On account of Navy men 459, 891 

On account of marine men 66, 539 

ee 3, 821, 982 


Ot the above gross total rec? ved prior to Jan. 1, 1929, 
there had been certified te the Veterans’ Bureau: 


By the War Department 3, 140, 518 
By the Navy Department— 

On account of Navy men 435, 167 

On account marine men 66, 220 

Gross total certified-.........-....------.- 3, 641, 905 


Mr. PALMISANO. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of 
the House, I regret that the Committee on Ways and Means 
did not see fit to recommend my bill, H. R. 4023, which 
has for its purpose the cashing of the World War veterans’ 
certificates to a married man or one who is the main sup- 
port of his parents in order to permit him to buy a home 
or pay off an indebtedness on his home. 

I am in favor of H. R. 17054, which is to permit the 
veterans to borrow 50 per cent of the face value of the cer- 
tificates, because under the suspension of the rules I must 
either vote for it or deny the veterans any relief at all. 
However, I feel that in view of the recommendation of the 
committee, it could have adopted the Garner bill, which had 
for its purpose the issuance of bond so that the veterans 
could cash their certificates whenever they saw fit, the vet- 
erans receiving the value of the certii’cates at the time of 
the payment. In that way you would have disposed of a 
great deal of unnecessary bookkeeping made necessary by 
the present bill. For instance, the Government allows the 
veterans 4 per cent and then charges them “ per cent. 

Mr. Speaker, I can understand, when the World War cer- 
tificate act was passed in 1924, why the Covernment per- 
mitted a rate of interest from 6 to 7 per cent to be 
charged to the veterans for loans made te them under the 
terms of the act, because it was for the pur, se of encourag- 
ing State and National banks to make loans. At that time 
the Congress did not anticipate that from 60 to 75 per cent 
of the veterans would borrow on the certificates. How can 
this Congress justify a rate of interest of 444 per cent when 
the Government itself is only permitting 4 per cent interest 
on the same certificate and when it realizes that from 60 to 
75 per cent or more will borrow and never intend to make 
any payment on the principal or on the interest? 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. Speaker, during the present Congress 
over 50 different bills have been introduced by Members of 
Congress calling for some modification or amendment of the 
present adjusted compensation law. In some cases the bills 
call for the full and complete cash payment of the amount 
set forth in the certificates. Then, too, there are those that 
favor the increase in the loan value of the certificates. 

This bill that is before us to-day represents a compro- 
mise, and comes from the Ways and Means Committee, 
favored and supported by upwards of two-thirds of the 
committee’s membership. The measure will without doubt 
receive an overwhelming vote in both the House and the 
Senate. Those that favor the immediate cash payment 
will support this bill, because it represents the best legisla- 
tion that can be secured at this late day, when Congress 

Is about to adjourn. Those that favor liberalizing the loan 
feature will support this bill because it increases the loan 
value by approximately 25 per cent and it reduces the rate 
of interest from 6 per cent to 4½ per cent. In making these 
changes in the loan value and interest rates we are only 
giving to the holders of these certificates what the old-line 
insurance companies give to their policyholders. In other 
words, the policies of the standard insurance companies in- 


crease in loan value with the age of the policy. We are, 
therefore, bringing these Government certificates up to date 
and placing them on a par with old-line policies. 

A great number of the Members will support this bill be- 
cause of the hard times which the country now experiences 
and also because of the dire need of the veterans who have 
been without employment and without funds for a consid- 
erable length of time. In the passage of this compromised 
measure we are giving to those needy veterans at least a 
small measure of relief and at a time when it is sorely re- 
quired. No charge can be made and sustained that we are 
by this bill placing an undue strain on the finances of the 
country. The Ways and Means Committee of the House 
have formulated a plan which will eliminate any serious 
strain on the Treasury. This opinion has been corroborated 
by testimony from officials of the department and represent- 
atives of outstanding financial houses, who appeared at the 
hearings on this measure. 

Wall Street, which seems to be enjoying a rather pro- 
longed bull market for these times, is not in any way worried 
about the passage of this legislation. Although it was on 
Friday the i3th, the Treasury Department sold $175,000,000 
worth of 3-month notes on a basis of 1 per cent per annum. 
This clearly illustrates the sound financial condition of the 
Treasury and further indicates the fact that the Govern- 
ment will be able to finance this legislation without difficulty. 

By the passage of this legislation we are going to give the 
country some actual relief, for many of the veterans, their 
wives, and children have been suffering seriously as a result 
of the economic condition of the country. Many of these 
veterans understand that this is the best bill that can be 
obtained under present circumstances, and to those in dire 
circumstances it will prove to be a great benefit. 

The charge that we are by this bill aiding the World War 
veteran at the expense of the taxpayers is an erroneous 
statement, for this is a loan bill in which the Government 
is loaning the veteran his own money on a 4% per cent 
interest basis. It is money which we will be called upon to 
pay the veterans in 1945, when the certificates are matured. 
Therefore, I can not understand why anyone professing to 
sympathize with the needy ex-service men should oppose 
this measure on the theory that it would increase taxation, 
for this is just what it will not do. 

I supported the cash bonus bill in 1924 and shall support 
this measure now, because it represents the best possible 
bill and the only form of relief possible for us to secure at 
this session of Congress. 

Mr. GRANFIELD. Mr. Speaker, it appears to me that 
many of the arguments advanced against the passage of the 
so-called bonus bill, which liberalzes the borrowing power 
of the adjusted-compensation certificates, are not based 
upon sound reason. It has been stated that the money 
market would be disorganized to the serious detriment of 
all industry and agriculture. It has been argued that 
recovery and progress of business would be interfered with, 
and some have gone so far as to say that unemployment 
would be continued and might probably be increased. It 
has been argued that security values would be depressed to 
an extent that would threaten the stability of commercial 
organizations and many banks. It has been argued also 
that this bill ought not to pass because Andrew W. Mellon, 
Secretary of the Treasury, has registered his disapproval. 
It has been stated that it is only for political advantages 
that Members of Congress desire the passage of this legis- 
lation. None of these arguments has impressed me as being 
tenable. 

My study of this controversy leads me to the conviction 
that the purposes of this legislation will have a tendency to 
relieve, in some degree, the depressed condition of industry 
and agriculture. Its passage will stimulate and improve 
business conditions, and will provide relief for ex-soldiers 
without employment who at the present time are suffering 
from distress. Its passage will have a tendency to stabilize 
security values, and will prove beneficial to the banks. It 
will do more; it will make it possible for the veteran in 
need, during these times of unprecedented unemployment, 
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to relieve himself and his family of the pangs of suffering 
that are following in the wake of this Republican prosperity. 

Certain interests in this country have attempted to raise 
the red flag in order to cajole the Congress. The under- 
lying issues of this legislation have not been presented to 
the people of our country in a fair light. 

Aside from the benefits which I have just recounted, there 
are many others which will accrue, not only to the veterans 
themselves but to the people of this Nation in general. We 
must remember that this legislation makes provision for 
veterans who are in need at the present time. In my 
opinion, its passage does not mean that every veteran will 
avail himself of the privileges accorded to him by this bill. 
Only those who are in need will borrow upon their adjusted- 
compensation certificates. Certainly veterans who are well 
off during these hard times will not encumber their cer- 
tificates by a loan. 

There are many other worthy and beneficial effects which 
will accrue from the passage of this bill. Some of these have 
been ably presented by John B. Callaghan, of Springfield, 
Mass., who I quote in part, as follows: 


Secretary Mellon, that genius of high finance who maintains 
that cash payment of veterans’ bonus certificates is an economic 
blunder, either overlooks the facts, or else he is trying to kid the 
public.” He must know that if the Government expends $1,000,- 
000,000 now to meet the increased loan value on the certificates, 
it will save millions which otherwise would be spent when the 
bonus reaches maturity in 1945. The only real losers under the 
loan-extension p: are the veterans, those who will borrow 
up to the limit regardless of whether or not they need the money. 

Assuming that the veterans do borrow up to the minimum of 
$700,000,000, as contended by some opponents of the cash-payment 
plan, they will pay back to the Government more than $31,000,000 
annually in interest, with the rate fixed at 4%½ per cent. This 
means that if loans to that amount are in effect during the 13 
years before the certificates mature, some $410,000,000 in interest 
will have been paid. Such a sum would be reflected in a reduced 
maturity value of the certificates. 

If the average bonus amounts to $1,000, and if half of that sum 
is borrowed during 1932 or before, the policy at maturity would 
be worth a little more than €200. In other words, about $300 
would be charged against the maturity value in the form of inter- 
est during the years before the certificates become payable in full. 
This is simple mathematics, but the figures show that the Gov- 
ernment would be far ahead of the game financially were the 
bonus to be paid in full at this time. 

In an attempt to block payment on the certificates, Treasury 
Officials have failed to discuss publicly the vast sum that could 
be saved by immediate cash payment. Their cry has been that 
the Government can not stand the financial strain at this time, 
but can they offer assurance that the Treasury will be in any 
better condition in 1945? Here is an obligation that must be 
met. It would seem wise, from a financial standpoint, to make 
payment in a manner that in the long run would be beneficial 
to the . The original bill calling for payment in full 
did not get very far, and RNA played an important rôle in 
quashing that program. The veterans, however, benefit to a 
greater extent financially than they imagine, through the Gov- 
ernment's failure to accept the cash payment idea 

One phase of the situation which has not been discussed pub- 
licly concerns the thousands of political jobs held by those now 
employed in looking after veterans’ affairs. If the bonus should 
be paid in full many men and women on the Federal pay roll, 
who got their positions through the good graces of Senators and 
Congressmen, would find themselves jobless. 

This may be the answer to the opposition offered to the cash 
plan by lawmakers who were eager enough to support the propo- 
sition to increase the loan value on the certificates. So long as 
the bonus remains unpaid jobs in the Veterans’ Bureau will be 
worth having. During the next 13 years millions of dollars could 
be saved in salaries alone if the certificates were cashed, but that’s 
another angle of the question that hasn’t been discussed by Mr. 
Mellon. 

It would appear that those who have been talking about Treas- 
ury raids and what not in connection with their opposition to 
veterans’ relief have been d in generalities without attempt- 
ing to give the public the facts. If the question of wise financing 
were the only issue involved, Secretary Mellon would be forced to 
declare for immediate payment of the certificates at their face 
value. That he so strongly opposes payment of any kind proves 
that there's more behind his opposition than has been revealed. 


It is evident to me that as time goes on it will be recog- 
nized that Congress is following a sound and courageous 
course in passing this legislation. 

Mr. HARE. Mr. Speaker, in my remarks a few days ago 
relative to the payment of adjusted-service certificates, I 
not only emphasized that action by the committee should be 
taken and taken immediately, but I also emphasized the 
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necessity of making payment to the veterans and urged upon 
the committee that such a bill should be reported to the 
House for consideration. I regret that instead of reporting 
such a bill the committee has seen fit to report one which 
would simply increase the loans to veterans. I regret fur- 
ther that the bill has been reported under a parliamentary 
situation that will not allow or permit amendments, because 
I am sure a majority of the Members of the House favor a 
cash payment rather than the loan feature, but since this 
is the only bill reported and since it is reported in such a 
way that amendments can not be offered I will, of course, 
support it, because it may give some relief in that it re- 
duces the rate of interest from 6 per cent not to exceed 414 
per cent, and increases the loan value from 22 to 50 per cent. 

It will be recalled that in speaking on this subject a few 
days ago I advocated the removal of interest altogether, say- 
ing at the time that it was not fair for the Government to 
exact interest on the payment of part of the amount pro- 
vided for in the certificate when the veteran was already 
entitled to it. This interest will practically consume the 
remainder of the certificate if a loan is obtained. I would 
like to offer an amendment to the bill eliminating the inter- 
est entirely, but since amendments are not permitted this 
can not be done. I shall support the bill hoping that the 
committee some time in the near future may be induced to 
report another bill that will be more favorable to the vet- 
erans. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, 
it is nearly seven years since the Congress passed the World 
War adjusted compensation act, which provided for the 
issuance of adjusted-service certificates to veterans of the 
World War. The amount of these certificates was arrived 
at as explained in the following letter: 


VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION, 
UNITED STATES VETERANS’ BUREAU, 
Washington, February 12, 1931. 
Hon. T. J. B. ROBINSON, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

My Drar Mr. RoBINsoN: Reference is had to your letter dated 
February 2, 1931, requesting information concerning E 
service certificates, especially as to the method of determining the 
face amount of such certificates. 

The World War adjusted compensation act allowed an adjusted- 
service credit of $1 for each day of home service and $1.25 for each 
day of overseas service for all service in excess of the first 60 days, 
provided the amount of the credit of a veteran who performed no 
overseas service shall not exceed $500 and the amount of the credit 
of a veteran who ene any overseas service shall not 
exceed 8625. 

Where the net credit amounted to $50 or less, payment was 
made in cash to the veteran. If the credit exceeded $50, provi- 
sion was made for payment in the form of an adjusted-service 
certificate, such certificate to be in the form of paid-up, non- 
participating, 20-year endowment insurance in such amount as 
the adjusted-service credit increased 25 per cent would purchase 
at his age on his birthday nearest the date of the certificate, when 
applied as a net single premium in accordance with the American 
Experience Table of Mortality and interest at 4 per cent. On the 
basis, the face amount of the certificate represents on the average 
approximately two and one-half times the amount of the ad- 
justed-service credit and is payable to the veteran, if living, at 
the end of 20 years from the date the certificate is issued, or on 
his prior death to the designated beneficiary. 

The following example is based on a hypothetical case of a 
veteran having a total service of 360 days, of which 260 days were 
home service and 100 days were overseas service. The veteran 
made application for an adjusted-service certificate in 1924 and 
it is assumed that he was 30 years of age on the date the certifi- 
cate was issued, January 1, 1925. The deduction of 60 days, on 
account of the $60 bonus paid at discharge, is made from the 
home service, leaving a net credit on account of home service of 
200 days. 

The determination of the adjusted-service credit and the 
amount of the certificate as provided in the law is as follows: 


Home service, 200 days at 


Overseas service, 100 days at $1.25_-.----_------____- 125. 00 
Amount of adjusted-service credit 325. 00 
Increase of 25 per cent authorized by law 81. 25 
Amount to be applied as a net single premium at age 
30 to purchase a 20-year endowment insurance 406. 25 
Tabular net single premium at age 30 for $1 of 20-year 
endowment insurance 49525 
Amount of certificate purchased, in dollars (8406.25 
ARGS = $920 20 ) a r . 00 
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As far as the veterans are concerned, the certificates were issued 
as paid-up, 20-year endowment insurance; but the accumulation 
by the Government of the fund to provide for the payment of 
the certificates is made on the basis of annual premiums spread 
over a period of 20 years. The annual appropriation is such 
amount as invested at 4 per cent will accumulate to an amount 
equal to the face value of the certificates and also provide for the 
payment of all certificates which mature because of the death 
of the insured prior to the end of the endowment period. 

Adjusted-service certificates, as authorized by law, provide for 
a loan value, but not for a cash surrender value. As stated above, 
as far as the veterans are concerned, the certificates are issued 
as 20-year endowment insurance and therefore it might be ad- 
vanced that the cash surrender value should bear some relation 
to the present paid-up value of the certificates. The full present 
value (paid up), however, includes the increase of 25 per cent 
which was added because payment of the obligation recognized 
by the Congress (the amount of the adjusted-service credit) was 
to be deferred for a period of 20 years or until the prior death 
of the veteran. If a cash surrender value is paid before the ma- 
turity of the certificate, the veteran will not be entitled to full 
credit for the 25 per cent increase. While it is possible to figure 
the paid-up endowment value of these certificates, such pald-up 
endowment value will not represent an equitable surrender value 
of these certificates for the reason stated. If it is the desire of 
the Congress to change the basis of settlement under the cer- 
tificates and provide for a cash surrender value, which will equi- 
tably represent the present value of the obligation assumed, it 
will be necessary to decide upon a basis for this present value 
before a calculation thereof can be made. 

It is regretted that there has been an unavoidable delay in fur- 
nishing you with the information which you requested. 

For the director: 


O. W. CLARK, Assistant Director. 


These certificates became effective January 1, 1925, or at 
some later date if application was not filed until later. 

These certificates on their face showed their value as it 
will be on January 1, 1945, or 20 years from date of their 
issuance, and ranged in amount from $125 to $1,590, with an 
average value on that date of about $1,010. 

After two years from their date these certificates had a 
fixed loan value which on January 1, 1931, was approxi- 
mately 22% per cent of the face value. 

These certificates were payable in full in the event of the 
death of the veteran to whom issued, and 100,403 certifi- 
cates have thus matured on which has been paid the sum of 
$101,254,270. 

The number of certificates now in force is 3,397,973, with 
a face value of $3,426,768,507. 

The loan value January 1, 1931, was $730,905,000, and vet- 
erans have borrowed thereon about $325,000,000, with a loan 
value remaining of $405,905,000 that has not been used. 
Veterans numbering 1,634,276 have exercised some borrow- 
ing privilege, which means that about 48 per cent of the cer- 
tificate holders have borrowed about 43 per cent of the total 
present loan value. 

The loan value of the certificates is increased by the pres- 
ent legislation to about $1,700,000,000, or an increase of 
about $1,000,000,000. If the same percentage of borrowing 
continues, this legislation would require an additional 
amount of $430,000,000. 

When this legislation was first passed it included provi- 
sion for the payment of these certificates at maturity by the 
appropriation each year of an amount that together with its 
interest earning would be sufficient to pay these certificates 
in full as they became due and the necessary appropriation 
has been made each year, that of the first year being $100,- 
000,000, and for the present year, $112,000,000, with the re- 
sult that we now have in this fund January 1, 1931, the sum 
of $765,338,681, and the annual appropriation of $112,000,000 
becomes available July 1, 1931, or a total in this fund at that 
date of $877,338,681, less the payment of matured certificates 
from January 1 to July 1 caused by death of veterans. 

This fund is invested in interest-bearing certificates of the 
United States, and while this amount is not on deposit in 
cash, it is on deposit in the best and safest security the 
world knows and should be readily available in case of need. 

How much money will be required to meet the loans called 
for under this new legislation? Who knows? I do not. 
And I do not know anyone who does. Estimates as to the 
amount needed have varied greatly in amount. Let us look 
at the figures and make our own estimate. 
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In round numbers: 
Borrowing ability under proposed law, $1,700,000,000. 
Percentage of former borrowing ability used, 43 per cent. 
If same percentage continues, the total borrowing exer- 
cised under this amended law would be $731,000,000. Less 
amount already borrowed, $325,000,000. Additional money 
needed if percentage remains the same, $406,000,000. 

If the percentage increases, the amount needed will in- 
crease, and with the lower interest rate and the increased 
amount each certificate holder can borrow, I think it fair to 
assume the percentage will increase. If it should increase 
largely—for example, from 43 per cent up to 60 per cent— 
we would then have this result: 

60 Ao e of total possible borrowing of $1,700,- 


C NSS PEAR ̃ . eh Sel Potala $1, 020, 000, 000 
Already bored. — — 325, 000. 000 
Additional funds needed sass 695, 000, 000 


And in this connection it is fair to comsider that the 
national legislative committee of the American Legion esti- 
mate $525,000,000 as the maximum additional loans. 

In any event it seems reasonable to believe that with 
nearly $900,000,000 in this fund by July 1, 1931, also with an 
additional amount of more than $100,000,000 coming to it 
each July 1 thereafter until 1945, that a bond issue because 
of this legislation is entirely unnecessary and will not be 
had. However, if it were necessary we should pass this 
legislation and issue the bonds; we can sell them at a lower 
rate than we are receiving on these loans and also give the 
veterans and the country the benefit that will come from the 
use of this money at this time. 

What does this legislation do? 

It does not increase the national debt. 

It amends the present law in two respects only: 

First. It increases the present borrowing privilege to one- 
half of the face of the certificates. 

Second. It reduces the rate of interest charged on such 
loans to 4% per cent. 

In actual effect it advances the borrowing privilege about 
six years, for under the old law in 1937 the borrowing privi- 
lege would be the same as that given by this law—50 per 
cent of the face value. I would like to have seen the rate 
of interest reduced to 4 per cent on these loans. 

What is there wrong about this? I can see nothing wrong! 
As a matter of fact, is it not good business and common 
sense in a time of depression like this when we need more 
money in circulation and an increased purchasing ability 
on the part of those whom this will affect? This is a pro- 
posal to make this debt help the veteran in the present 
business depression that grips the world and causes extraor- 
dinary need on the part of many. 

There is in this legislation no additional gift—it is not 
the creation of new debt, but is the payment in advance, in 
the form of a loan of a part of a debt which we now owe— 
and is in reality simply putting forward six years the bor- 
rowing ability provided in the former legislation. We are 
advancing to the veteran a part of a debt for which he now 
holds our written promise and obligation. We are making 
it available to him before it becomes due, believing it will 
be of benefit to him to do so and also helpful to the general 
public and to the business of the country. 

President Hoover has well said, “ Veterans in need should 
be a preferred class whom a grateful country is glad to help,” 
and Majority er TrLson suggested the immediate pas- 
sage of similar legislation with only the one change“ that 
it be limited to men who are out of work and in distress.” 
Those who have opposed this legislation have repeatedly 
stated that they have no objection to increasing the loan 
value of the certificates to the veterans who need such loans. 
How are we to decide which veteran is in need and which 
veteran is not? In this legislation we leave it to the veteran 
himself to decide if he is in need. 7 

Is it reasonable to suppose that any great number of 
veterans will borrow on these certificates and pay interest 
for money they do not need? Who better than they know 
the value of these adjusted-service certificates or the price 
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they paid to become entitled to them? Who better knows 
their protection to wife and children? Who better knows 
their absolute safety? Can it not reasonably be argued that 
veterans who do not have real need for this money will not 
borrow it but will leave it in the hands of the Government 
to accumulate until it becomes due and payable, and that 
those who do borrow it will use it to pay debts and for the 
purchase of commodities and the necessities of life, perhaps 
to make payment on homes and in other wise and useful 
ways, and by so doing that labor will be given more employ- 
ment, business will be encouraged, the market for food prod- 
ucts from our farms will be increased, and this additional 
money in the hands of those who will spend it in this way 
will be beneficial to the entire Nation. To me, the argument 
that veterans in large numbers, not needing these loans, will 
ask for them seems not an argument but rather a foolish 
statement. 

The burden of this legislation to the Nation, if any, is in 
the way it may affect our other General Government borrow- 
ings. The real financial problem to be met—if there is 
one—is not primarily caused so much by this legislation for 
the payment of an obligation contracted more than six years 
ago, as it is by the need of financing other obligations now 
being incurred by present-day appropriations and expendi- 
tures. 

Certainly, it must be admitted that payment now of a part 
of the very large sum of about $3,500,000,000 that would 
come due and payable in 1945 on these adjusted-service 
certificates, will make easier the financing necessary at that 
time. We are paying in installments, rather than in one 
large lump sum, a method of debt paying that is more and 
more recognized as advantageous to debtors. 

Every indication of the financial market now is that 
money at a very low rate of interest is available from the 
public to complete any further financing necessary to pay any 
part of the loan obligation caused by this legislation. The 
Treasury Department has had no trouble to refund its 
obligations at steadily lower rates of interest. I am not one 
of those who apparently are constantly looking for oppor- 
tunity to criticize Secretary Mellon. I regard him as one of 
the greatest Secretaries of the Treasury this Nation has ever 
had. His business ability and financial judgment are mar- 
velous, and I have no doubt of his ability to so conduct the 
financing of this legislation that it will be a complete suc- 
cess, that it will not disturb the business of the country, 
and I even hope that it may prove of benefit by a general 
distribution of these funds into the regular channels of 
business. 

It may be that the Treasury policy of issuing so large an 
amount of short-time certificates should be modified and 
longer-time obligations or bonds replace some of this, but 
not long ago when the Treasury Department asked for a 
$400,000,000 short-time loan it was offered about four times 
that amount at a very low rate of interest—much less than 
we are charging the veterans for these loans. We are col- 
lecting a higher rate than we are paying and yet giving the 
veteran a lower rate than he can find elsewhere, and with 
Secretary Mellon handling the Government borrowings, we 
have reason to anticipate a saving rather than a loss. 

I believe this legislation to be a sane, sound, sensible solu- 
tion of the problem with which Congress was faced. 

SUMMARY 


December 1, 1930, veterans in Iowa holding certificates 
were 77,365, and the face value of the ‘certificates was 
$71,557,306. 

The loan value under the new legislation would be about 
$36,000,000. 

January 1, 1931, face value of certificates in force, $3,- 
423,000,000; present loan value, $730,000,000; amount bor- 
rowed thereon, $325,000,000, being 48 per cent of the certifi- 
cate holders and 43 per cent the loan value. 

Loan value increased by this legislation to $1,712,000,000; 
43 per cent of this amount is about $750,000,000; loans 
already had, $325,000,000. 

Additional funds needed if present percentage of borrow- 
img remains the same, $425,000,000. 
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If 50 per cent of veterans use full-borrowing ability—addi- 
tional funds needed about $530,000,000; if 60 per cent of the 
veterans, about $700,000,000; if two-thirds of the veterans, 
about $815,000,000; if three-quarters of the veterans, $960,- 
000,000; and by July 1, 1931, there will be to the credit of 
this fund nearly $900,000,000 to apply on the loans made— 
2 in money, but in Government interest-bearing obliga- 

ons. 

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A further message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its 
principal clerk, announced that the Senate insists upon its 
amendments to the bill (H. R. 16654) entitled “An act mak- 
ing appropriations for the legislative branch of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other 
purposes,” disagreed to by the House; agrees to the confer- 
ence asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. Jones, Mr. Smoor, Mr. 
HALE, Mr. Broussard, and Mr. HAYDEN to be the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment a joint resolution of the House of the 
following title: 

H. J. Res. 506. Joint resolution to amend the paragraphs 
relating to drought and/or storm or hail stricken areas 
as contained in the Interior Department appropriation act 
for the fiscal year 1932. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed 
to the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2854) en- 
titled “An act for the relief of Mrs. A. K. Root.” 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 9803) entitled “An act to amend 
the fourth proviso to section 24 of the immigration act of 
1917 as amended.” 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed 
to the amendments Nos. 1 and 2 of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill (S. 2231) entitled “An act to reserve certain 
lands on the public domain in Arizona for the use and bene- 
fit of the Papago Indians, and for other purposes,” and had 
agreed with an amendment to the amendment of the House 
No. 3 to said bill. 

Mr. COLTON. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk a privi- 
leged resolution and ask its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House Concurrent Resolution 47 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate con- 
curring), That the President is requested to return to the House 
of Representatives the bill (H. R. 15876, Tist Cong., 3d sess.) to 
provide for the addition of certain lands to the Mesa Verde 
National Park, Colo., and for other purposes, for the purpose of 
permitting the correction of an error in the enrolled bill. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL HOSPITAL FACILITIES FOR WORLD WAR VETERANS 


Mrs. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill H. R. 16982, to authorize an appropriation 
to provide additional hospital, domiciliary, and out-patient 
dispensary facilities for persons entitled to hospitalization 
under the World War veterans’ act, 1924, as amended, and 
for other purposes, which I send to the desk and ask to 
have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in order to provide sufficient hospital, 
domiciliary, diagnostic, and out-patient dispensary facilities to 
care for the increasing load of mentally afflicted World War vet- 
erans and to enable the Veterans’ Administration to care for its 
beneficiaries in veterans’ hospitals rather than in contract tempo- 
rary facilities and other institutions, and in order that the United 
States may in part fulfill its sacred obligations to its World War 
veterans, the Administrator of Veterans“ Affairs, subject to the ap- 
proval of the President, is hereby authorized to provide additional 
hospital, domiciliary, diagnostic, and out-patient dispensary facil- 
ities for persons entitled to hospitalization under the World War 
veterans’ act, 1924, as amended, by purchase, replacement, and re- 
modeling, or extension of existing plants, and by construction on 
sites now owned by the Government or on sites to be acquired by 
purchase, condemnation, gift, or otherwise, of such hospitals, 
domiciliary, diagnostic, and out-patient dispensary facilities, to 
include the necessary buildings and auxiliary structures, mechan- 
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ical equipment, approach work, roads, and trackage facilities lead- 
ing thereto, and also to provide proper and suitable recreational 
centers; and the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs is authorized 
to accept gifts or donations for any of the purposes named herein. 
Such hospital and domiciliary plants, and diagnostic, and out- 
patient facilities to be constructed shall be of fireproof construc- 
tion, and existing plants purchased shall be remodeled to be fire- 
proof, and the location and nature thereof, whether for domiciliary, 
diagnostic, or out-patient care, or the treatment of tuberculosis, 
neuropsychiatric, or general medical znd surgical cases, shall be in 
the discretion of the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs, subject 
to the approval of the President. 

Sec. 2. The construction of new hospitals, domiciliary, out- 
patient and diagnostic facilities, or dispensaries, or the replace- 
ment, extension, alteration, remodeling, or repair of all hospitals, 
domiciliary, out-patient and diagnostic facilities, or dispensaries 
heretofore or hereafter constructed shall be done in such manner 
as the President may determine, and he is authorized to require 
the architectural, engineering, constructing, or other forces of 
any of the departments of the Government to do or assist in 
such work, and to employ individuals and agencies not now con- 
nected with the Government, if in his opinion desirable, at such 
compensation as he may consider reasonable. 

Sec. 3. For into effect the preceding sections relating 
to additional hospitals and domiciliary, diagnostic, and out- 
patient dispensary facilities there is hereby authorized to be ap- 
propriated, out of any money in the not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $12,500,000 to be immediately available 
and to remain available until expended. That not to exceed 3 
per cent of this sum shall be available for the employment in the 
District of Columbia and in the field of necessary technical and 
clerical assistants at the customary rates of compensation, exclu- 
sively to aid in the preparation of the plans and specifications 
for the projects authorized herein and for the supervision of the 
execution thereof, and for traveling expenses, field-office equip- 
ment, and supplies in connection therewith. 

Sec. 4. The President is further authorized to accept from any 
State or other political subdivision, or from any corporation, asso- 
ciation, individual, or individuals, any building, structure, equip- 
ment, or grounds suitable for the care of the disabled, with due 
regard to fire or other hazards, state of repair, and all other 
pertinent considerations, and to designate what department, bu- 
reau, board, commission, or other governmental agency shall 
have the control and management thereof. 

Sec. 5. Subject to existing leases, easements, and rights of way, 
title to military reservation described in Temporary transfer of 
hospital property, Army General Hospital No. 20, Whipple Bar- 
racks, Ariz..” dated February 15, 1920, is hereby permanently 
transferred from the War Department to the Veterans“ Adminis- 
tration. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RANKIN. As far as I know, there is no one on the 
committee who is opposed to the bill, but several want a 
little time. Is it in order for me to demand a second with- 
out saying I am opposed to the bill? 

Mr. LUCE. Mr. Speaker, I am a member of the com- 
mittee, and I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, a member of the committee. ? 

Mrs. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that a second may be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlewoman from Massachusetts is 
entitled to 20 minutes and the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts is entitled to 20 minutes. 

Mrs. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that all Members be allowed five legislative days in which 
to extend their remarks on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mrs. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to thank the mem- 
bers of the subcommittee who gave me such valuable assist- 
ance and such courtesy in preparing this bill. It was a 
genuine pleasure to work with them. The committee held 
hearings last spring on various bills introduced by Members 
of Congress, and many of the provisions are incorporated in 
this bill. In January of this year extended hearings were 
held on a bill I introduced at the request of the American 
Legion, which carried an authorization of $152,000,000 for 
hospital construction. In order to give credit where credit is 
due I wish to speak of the work that General Hines and his 
medical staff have done for the veterans in hospitals. All 
testified to the excellence of the hospitals conducted by the 
Veterans’ Bureau. I can recall no single instance of criti- 
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cism of the care given the men in our Veterans’ Bureau 
hospitals by the very numerous witnesses who appeared 
before the committee. 

I attended Gen. Clarence Edward’s funeral this morning. 
He was the great and-dearly beloved commander of our 
Yankee Division. His interest in our disabled was very keen 
and he worked constantly in their interest. Many of his men 
who were at his burial this morning at Arlington would 
not be alive to-day if it had not been for their hospital 
care. I saw some of them fighting in agony for their very 


‘lives in hospital beds. Our primary duty is to our disabled. 


There are three compelling reasons for immediate hos- 
pital construction: First. The obvious need for beds shown 
by large waiting lists. Hospitals are the way stations to 
health. Prompt hospitalization means often the one chance 
for physical and mental being, and hospitalization is the 
refuge for chronic and incurable cases. Second. Construc- 
tion provides work for the unemployed and much will go 
to the unemployed. Third. Construction can be done at a 
lower cost now than for a long time, so it is sound business 
for the Government to build at this time. 

Approximately 7,000 men and women are awaiting hos- 
pitalization, according to Veterans’ Bureau figures. The 
load, according to regional office figures, and from other 
sources, totals over 10,000. The hospital load has increased 
steadily during the past two years. In the hospitals under 
the Veterans’ Administration, the Veterans’ Bureau, the Sol- 
diers’ Home, and in the Navy, the Army, Marine Corps, and 
Public Health, and contract hospitals, we have to date hos- 
pitalized some 32,000 men. 

I shall not go at length into the details of the bill. Most 
of you have read the report. We have not recommended all 
of the sites that have been suggested to the committee by 
Congressmen. They were most zealous in their demands for 
their States and districts: The committee would like to 
have yielded to all of the demands of Members of Congress, 
and I wish to thank those who do not receive hospitals for 
the good grace with which they take their disappointment. 
The committee is grateful to the representatives of the 
service organizations for their helpful information, as it is 
also to representatives of the staff of the Administration of 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

General Hines submitted two proposals for our considera- 
tion. One authorized an expenditure of $10,000,000, which 
would meet the needs of the Government for the next two 
years, he stated; the other, he stated, would meet the needs 
in 1935. Your committee increased the first program 
$2,500,000, In the main it follows General Hines’s recom- 
mendations. It follows his recommendations in giving Cin- 
cinnati a regional office and hospital with diagnostic facili- 
ties. No criticism has ever been made by any veteran to me 
of the treatment accorded him at that Cincinnati diagnostic 
center, 

It is, so to speak, the mother diagnostic center of the 
veterans’ hospital clinic as it was the first one in the coun- 
try, and the women should take great pride in the fact, 
because it has been and is managed by a woman, Dr. Mar- 
garet Stewart. The committee also recommends a new 
hospital and regional office for Vermont, and also for South 
Dakota. The distances that the men must travel in those 
two States to secure hospitalization are very great. The 
committee recommends that a hospital be built in Chau- 
tauqua County in western New York. Buffalo will’soon have 
for its veterans, I understand, an additional 100 beds at 
the marine hospital. Also, because of the smoke in Buffalo, 
it would be well to locate the veterans’ hospital away from 
the city. Two of the Buffalo hospitals, the tuberculosis 
hospital and the neuropsychiatric hospital, were moved 
some distance out of the city. That is not a criticism of 
Buffalo, but just a statement of fact. 

I recommend for Wyoming under this bill a new hos- 
pital and regional office. Your committee does not state 
the number of beds to be allocated to the different hospitals, 
as the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs can probably 
build more beds than might be suggested in the report for 
the money that the committee has authorized, owing to 
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the lower cost of construction at this time. It will be re- 
membered that in the fifth construction act 3,920 beds were 
contemplated, but the Veterans’ Bureau has written that 
within the funds appropriated a total of 4,633 beds will be 
built. Many Members have asked the status of the pro- 
gram proposed under the fifth and sixth construction acts. 
The following information upon that subject was sent to 
your chairman on February 7 of this year: 
Sixt construction act Contracts to be awarded 


Approximate | Approximate 
Location ate of ad- date for com- 
vertising pletion 
Indianapolis, Ind Dec. 15, 1930 | Dec. 1, 1931 
A Jan. 17,1931 | Feb. 15, 1932 
Balt Lake City, Utah Feb. 16,1931 | Jan. 1, 1932 
Western New York Mar. 2,1931 Apr. 1. 1982 
Little Rock, Ark. Mar. 16,1931 | Dec. 1. 1931 
Tusca 5 Apr. 1,1931 May 1, 1932 
Tucson, Aria ir Feb. 16,1931 | Dec. 15, 1931 
on. 

ant — N. Mex. Apr. 20,1931 | Apr. 15, 1932 
Virginia TERRA EAN di May 11,1931 Apr. 1,1932 

Nes err . . AU SRA O 


Ban Francisco, Calif. 


In connection with the above tabulation on contracts to be 
awarded from sixth construction act, you are advised that plans 
have been completed for the new hospital at Waco, Tex. Material 
progress has been made on the plans for additional construction 
at Tucson, Ariz., and new hospitals at Salt Lake City, Utah, and 
Tuscaloosa, Ala, Sketches have been completed for the new 


hospitals at western New York and Albuquerque, N. Mex. 
Fijth construction act—Contracts awarded 


Location cent comp to 
Feb. 1, 1931 
Alexandria, La Sa kaa of frame Aug. 5,1929 
unit. 
Washington, D. CO 5 build- 16 
ng. 
nee construc- May 5,1930 
ion. 
Utilities bulldings 1 8 5 16, 1928 
Acute building Feb. 18, 1930 
Mar. 20, 1030 
War B, Pyaar UE SERS a al Feb. 18, 1930 
North ap Rock, | Acute building Oct. 14, 1929 
ri 
Fort Lyon, Colo eee aE Nov. 21, 1930 
Walla Walla, Wash. I May 20, 1920 
Tuskegee, Ala. . Acute building Dec. 9, 1929 
Jefferson Barracks, Mo. Apr. 26, 1930 
American Lak ash. Acute building._..... Apr. 2 1930 
Chillicothe, Ohio Infirmary building Dec. 12, 1929 
Excelsior Springs, Mo.- Additional construc- Dee. 22, 1930 


tion. 


Sizth construction act—Contracts awarded 


Per 


Num- cent 
Location ber of | Date ofaward Seta 
beds 


Perryville, Md. 

rd 2 
Seer ---.| Acute 
ulfport, Mi 5 

Edw. Hines Junior, ML... Conversion for cancer 


2 emphis, Tenn Additional construction. 
ane Custer, ieee Acute buildi 


Chicago, III. Uy oi and 
„ Additional bulldings 
Bedford, . Additional bui 
and utilities. 
N rt, Long Island, Additional eiae 
Somerset Hills, N. J Utility buildings 
1 a oe bape ca ii dings 
and utili 
Coatesville, Pa 4 | Es TEES WABE NENA See 
Als, EE oy BR Eg E ER ae IE ACS, 
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As will be noted from the above tabulation of contracts awarded 
under the sixth construction act and the following tabulation of 
contracts to be awarded under this act, that 14 months after ap- 
proval of act 50 per cent of the beds are under contract. 


Fifth construction act—Contracts awarded 


Date of award 


St. Cloud, Minn. Infi 


Apr. 17, 1929 
Aspinwall, is eae el D a 


Apr. 19, 1930 
Sept. 3,1929 
Dec. 12, 1928° 


Construction contracts—Annual appropriations being ee or 
recently completed 


[This list does not involve changes in bed capacities] 


Date of award 


Oct. 11. 1930 
July 11, 1950 
June 19,1930 | Jan. 2, 1931 
Nov, 3, 1980 


Recreation building. oo 
Muskogee, Okla Weilers buildings 1 
American Lake, Wash Anon torecreation build- 


Suggestions have come to the committee that men be 
given hospitalization in contract hospitals. That may be a 
solution ïn time, but the matter must be given very careful 
study. Last year I suggested a survey of hospitalization. 
I still believe one should be made. It is of vital importance 
to our veterans and to the country. In 1922 I was appointed 
by the President to make an inspection of the hospitaliza- 
tion of the veterans. As you may remember, at that time 
many of the veterans were hospitalized in contract hos- 
pitals. In some of the contract hospitals veterans were 
given excellent care, in others very inadequate care. Un- 
questionably the care of the veterans has improved steadily 
since 1922, and, to my mind, it would be very unfortunate 
to go back to the same methods that were used before that 
period. If we hospitalize all veterans, whether service con- 
nected or not, we must embark on a huge building program. 
In December, 1929, I stated that a very complete study 
should be made of the hospitalization situation. I still feel 
that this study is necessary and urge that it be made. 

If the Congress should decide that it would be wiser to 
use available beds in private and State hospitals under con- 
tract, it must be done under the strictest Government super- 
vision. Under the contract plan one can readily see the 
great opportunity for graft by holding patients longer than 
necessary and in other abuses that might occur. 

To date Congress has spent and obligated $106,450,000 in 
hospital construction as follows: 


Authorized hospital construction $92, 450, 000 
Expended out of fiscal funds 14, 000, 000 
Total expended or obligated————— 106, 450, 000 


The complete report of H. R. 16982, the bill under discus- 
sion to-day, is as follows: 

The Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 16982) to authorize an appropriation 
to provide additional hospital, domiciliary, and out-patient dis- 
pensary facilities for persons entitled to hospitalization under the 
World War veterans’ act, 1924, as amended, and for other purposes, 
having considered the same, report favorably thereon with the 
recommendation that the bill do pass without amendment: 

The Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation conducted 
hearings three days a week from January 6, 1931, to February 7, 
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1931, for the purpose of determining the need, if any, for new 
construction to meet the demand for hospitalization under the 
World War veterans’ act of June 7, 1924, as amended. At these 
hearings all those interested were given an opportunity to appear 
and present their views in the matter. After a careful review 
and study of the evidence submitted, the committee is of the 
opinion that a need exists for hospital accommodations over and 
above those already authorized and accordingly recommends the 

of H. R. 16982, a bill to authorize an appropriation of 
$12,500,000 to provide additional hospital, domiciliary, and out- 
patient dispensary facilities for persons entitled to hospitalization 
under the World War veterans’ act of 1924, as amended, and for 
other purposes. 

It develops that on January 1, 1931, the beds in Government 
hospitals controlled by or available to the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion totaled 32,993 of which 23,990 were in veterans’ hospitals, 
2,135 in soldiers’ homes, and 6,868 in hospitals under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Army, Navy, Public Health Service, and Interior De- 
partment. It is understood that authorized additions to Govern- 
ment hospitals will within the next two years increase the total 
beds available to the Veterans’ Administration to approximately 
40,000 of which about 31,000 will be in veterans’ itals. On 
the same date the authorized patient load in all hospitals totaled 
31,905, of which 21,797 were in veterans’ hospitals, 1,824 in sol- 
diers’ homes hospitals, 6,057 in hospitals operated by other gov- 
ernmental agencies, and 2,227 in civil and State institutions. It 
will be observed from the foregoing that the beds available in 
Government hospitals at this time are ap) tely 1,000 in 
excess of the total authorized patient load. However, an investi- 
gation disclosed that most of these reported unoccupied beds were 
not what might be termed generally available for patients due to 
the fact that they were being reserved for patients en route, were 
temporarily unavailable due to repairs, or else were in specialized 
facilities considerably removed from populous areas. 

The present load of approximately 32,000 cases is the highest in 
the history of the Veterans’ Bureau and represents an increase 
of approximately 4,000 cases within the past three years. Simi- 
larly, the number of patients awaiting admission to Government 
hospitals has increased over 5,000 within the past year. In other 
words, on December 1, 1929, the waiting list for Government 
hospitals totaled 2,461 cases as compared with 7,669 cases on 
January 1, 1931. It should be mentioned that approximately 95 
per cent of the patients now awaiting hospitalization in Gov- 
5 facilities require treatment for disabilities not deter- 

mined to be of service origin and that 65 per cent of the total 
is of the general medical and surgical type. The effect of sec- 
tion 202 (10) of the World War veterans’ act, which authorizes 
the treatment of all veterans in Government hospitals without 
regard to the origin of their disabilities, upon the hospital load 
is shown by the increase of 10,253 cases of this class within the 
past five years, or approximately 2,000 per annum. The trend 
upward of the non-seryice-connected load is further reflected in 
an analysis of the admissions to all hospitals during the fiscal 
year 1930, which discloses that 71 per cent of the total were of 
this class. 

The Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs appeared before the com- 
mittee and stated that no additional hospital construction could 
be justified at this time on the basis of the needs of veterans with 
disabilities attributable to military service. He further stated, 
however, that if the Congress were to provide Government hospital 
facilities for the veterans of all wars, without regard to the origin 
of their disabilities, additional construction to accomplish such pur- 
pose would be necessary, and listed the requirements in such pro- 
gram as 3,000 additional beds in 1933 and 6,000 additional beds in 
1935. Upon considering the locations of Government hos- 
pital facilities from the standpoint of accessibility to the populous 
centers of the general areas they are required to serve, the possi- 
bility of providing additional patient accommodations at a mini- 
mum cost, and the equalization of traveling distances throughout 
the country, the administrator submitted the following program 
as representing one which would best meet the needs of the 
Federal Government. 


Hospital construction program submitted by the Veterans’ Ad- 
ministration at the third session of the Seventy-first Congress 
(based upon estimated load in 1933) 


Neuropsychi- 
atric. 
eRe ee Saas R 8 


Chillicothe, Ohio 
St. Cloud, Minn 


Knoxville, Iowa 


888 88 888822 8 8 8 


Additi 
Aspinwall, Pa. Additional facilities, ete. 
Ban Fi C Additional facilities 


B35 £8 Seesuy a x 


South Carolina 
Buffalo, N. Y. (vi- 
cinity of). 


Under the above program the Government would acquire ap- 
proximately 2,800 beds, of which 1,475 would be of the neuro- 
psychiatric type and 1,325 of the general medical and surgical 
class. The above program, in so far as it relates to neuropsychi- 
atric facilities, provides exclusively for additions to existing hos- 
pitals and is designed for the most part to effect the proper pro- 
portion of facilities for the different classes of patients of this 
type. The facilities recommended for the general medical and 
ree type would serve areas not now within reasonable distance 

of existing Government hospitals and at the same time would 
permit of the consolidation of regional office and hospital activi- 
ties. The program further contemplates new construction to re- 
place existing frame and semifireproof patient building at Rut- 
land, Mass., Boise, Idaho, and Helena, Mont., while the special fund 
mentioned would permit the erection of adequate personnel quar- 
ters, recreational facilities, etc., at certain existing hospitals at 
present without such accommodations. 

The committee upon considering the submitted by the 
Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs in the light of evidence intro- 
duced by Members of Congress, representatives of ex-service or- 
ganizations, and others interested, is convinced that said program 
has been intelligently prepared and represents a sincere attempt 
to so distribute facilities geographically as to relieve those sec- 
tions of the country cing the greatest pressure for hos- 
pital beds. The committee feels, however, that the program of 
the administrator does not go quite far enough and has recom- 
mended a number of changes which it believes are indicated. 
The only . completely eliminated from the administrator's 
program is Canan N. Y. Other changes made by the com- 
mittee include new hospitals for Vermont, South Dakota, Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, and Arkansas; additional beds at Tuscaloosa, Ala., 
and Gulfport, Miss.; the substitution of Chautauqua County, 
N. Y., for Buffalo as the location for the new hospital recom- 
mended for western New York; an increase of $345,000 in the 
special fund; and the elimination of any reference to the number 
of beds to be acquired at each project. The program approved 
by the committee is as follows: 


Hospital construction program approved by World War Veterans’ 
Committee, House of Representatives, February 10, 1931 


Bo Se ae le eel 

Chautauqua County,. 
NW 

Coatesville, Pa 


office. 

Cairo 5-2 New hospital or additional 
facilities. 

Cincinnati, Ohio New hospital, regional office, 

and diagnostic facilities. 

Rutland, Mass Infirmary and clinical build- 
ing (replacement). 

Boise, Idaho Infirmary building (replace- 
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Hospital construction program, ete-—Continued 


Location 


Wide; Tats As ates oes Additional facilities . General. ...-... $450, 000 
Wyoming Ney hospital and regional do 500, 000 
ce. 


fa aA sea od cal . LAT . ̃ AES NA 
1 Special fund designated to Sad pe Alexandria, La., laundry; Atlante, Ga., duplex 


quarters; Oteen, N. C., personnel quarters, steam distribution plant. boiler plant, 
laundry; Hines, Ill., recreation building; Walla Walls, Wash., new kitchen and mess 
hall; Hartford, Conn., recreation building, duplex rs; Fargo, N. Dak., admin- 
istration building; Dwight, III., personnel quarters, dry, ete.; Sunmount, N. Y., 
nurses’ quarters; Indiana, nurses’ quarters. 

Norx.— Probably the $1,000,000 special fund will have to be supplemented by fiscal 
funds from ar appropriations, as it is thought that General Hines’s 
suggestion of „000 would have to be so supplemented to accomplish the first 7 
items above (his list). 


In recommending the changes above noted the committee was 
influenced by the following factors: The additional building at 
Canandaigua was eliminated for the reason that the hospital 
authorized at that location by the act of December 23, 1929, has 
not yet been placed under contract, and there were other sections 
of the country that appeared to be in more urgent need of addi- 
tional beds at this time. New hospitals of the general medical 
and surgical type were recommended for Vermont and South 
Dakota because of the comparatively great distance now traveled 
by patients residing in the populous areas thereof to reach Gov- 
ernment facilities of the type mentioned and in order that the 
regional offices of these States, both of which are in leased build- 
ings, might be consolidated with the hospital activities. The rail- 
road distance from the regional office at Burlington, Vt., to the 
naval hospital at Portsmouth, N. H., is 218.7 miles and from Sioux 
Falls, 8. Dak., to the veterans’ hospital at Fort Snelling, Minn., 
246.3 miles. 

A new hospital was recommended for Cincinnati, Ohio, in order 
that the diagnostic center and regional office of the Veterans’ 
Bureau at that location, both of which are in leased facilities, 
might be consolidated and located in a Government building. A 
new hospital was recommended for Arkansas in order that facili- 
ties of the general medical and surgical type under the control of 
the Veterans’ Administration might be available in that State and 
the regional office now in leased quarters at Little Rock might be 
transferred thereto. While it is true that the Army is operating 
a general hospital at Hot Springs within that State, the demands 
upon that institution are far beyond its capacity. The additions 
to existing hospitals at Tuscaloosa, Ala., and Gulfport, Miss., are 
recommended because of the large military population served by 
these hospitals and the fact that their present size is apparently 
inadequate to meet the normal demand of such areas. 

The substitution of Chautauqua County, N. Y., for Buffalo as 
the location of the new hospital recommended for western New 
York was considered advisable by reason of the fact that the 
Public Health Service is planning to erect 100 additional beds at 
the marine hospital at Buffalo. The special fund recommended by 
the administrator was increased from $655,000 to $1,000,000, be- 
cause it appeared evident that the new construction considered 
necessary to round out existing hospitals to make them complete 
units could not be accomplished under the original estimate. 

The committee also recommends the transfer from the War 
Department to the Veterans’ Administration of the property now 
operated as a veterans’ hospital at Whipple, Ariz. This property 
has been continuously used for hospital purposes, first by the 
Public Health Service and then the Veterans’ Bureau, since 1920, 
and its average patient load has been such as to warrant the 
conclusion that it will be required for a good many years to come. 
It is understood that the War Department has no objection to the 
proposed transfer. 

This bill has been indorsed by the American Legion, the Disabled 
American Veterans, and the Veterans of Foreign Wars. The com- 
mittee has found the suggestions of these veterans’ organizations 
very helpful as they constantly make surveys of the hospitaliza- 
tion problem. While your committee did not see fit to recommend 
all that these organizations requested, it did attempt to fill the 
greatest need. 


To meet the need for beds the committee is of the opinion 
that the Veterans’ Administration should use as many vacant 
beds as possible in hospitals under the control and jurisdic- 
tion of other Federal agencies. 

Your committee also recommends that the Administrator 
of Veterans’ Affairs be urged to make additional facilities 
available for women patients in different sections of the 
country. Miss Winifred Nichols appeared in behalf of the 
women. The committee is very sympathetic to their cause. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts has consumed eight minutes. 

Mrs. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN]. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the table on page 4 of the report be inserted in the RECORD 
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at this point, showing the allocations made by the Veterans’ 
Committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN]? 

There was no objection. 

The table is as follows: 


Hospital construction program approved by World War Veterans’ 
Committee, House of Representatives, February 10, 1931 


Additional facilities 


Vermont Nor hospital and regional 

office. ; 
are Seen T 
Coatesville, Pa.. . Additional facilities 560, 000 
TTT c ate he SAG ETEA Sie 280, 000 
Aspinwall, Pa M General 450, 
South Carolina New hospital and regional do 1, 000, 000 


office. 
aes aia facilities... 


9 * hospital and regional 


office. 

California New hospital or additional 
facilities. 

Cincinnati, Ohio New hospital, regional office, 
and diagnostic facilities. 

Rutland, Mass 


| New hospital and regional 
office, 


1 Special fund designated to cover: Alexandria, La., laundry; Atlanta, Ga., duplex 
quarters; Oteen, N. C., personnel , steam distribution plant, boiler plant, 
laundry; Hines, III., recreation building; Walla Walla, Wash., new kitchen mess 
hall; Hartford, Conn., recreation building, duplex quarters; Fargo, N. Dak., admin- 
istration building; Dwight, III., personnel quarters, laundry, etc.; Sunmount, N. Y., 
nurses’ quarters; Indiana, nurses’ quarters. 

NorTE.— Probably the $1,000,000 special fund will have to be supplemented by fiscal 
funds from regular appropriations, as it is thought that General Hines's original sug- 
gestion of $655,000 would have to be so supplemented to accomplish the first 7 items 
above (his list), 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the 
gentlemen from New York [Mr. MEAD]. 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. Speaker, I shall not object to the passage 
of this bill, but I do object to one of the items in the report 
which accompanies the bill. Some time ago General Hines 
recommended to the World War Veterans’ Committee that a 
general hospital be built at Buffalo, N. Y., and, as late as 
February 3 last, I received a letter from him in which he 
specifically states that a hospital should be built in or near 
Buffalo, N. Y. 

This hospital is to be built, as I understand it, some 90 
miles away from the location recommended by General 
Hines, if the report as adopted by our committee is finally 
approved. The reason the hospital should be built in or 
near Buffalo is apparent to anyone familiar with veterans’ 
affairs in the Buffalo regional district. During the past year 
over 5,000 new cases arose in this regional office and 70 
per cent of those cases were Erie County cases, in which 
county the city of Buffalo is located, and 70 per cent of all 
these Erie County cases were from Buffalo. In other words, 
49 per cent of all cases in the district were Buffalo cases. 
By this bill you intend to send these men 90 miles away from 
the regional office for hospitalization, and that is unfair to 
the vast majority of our veterans. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Mezan] has expired. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. COOKE]. 

Mr. COOKE. Mr. Speaker, obviously the purpose of this 
bill is to provide the best hospital facilities possible for the 
service men of this country in localities easily accessible to 
the great majority of the veterans. In the location of such 
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a hospital many factors must be taken into consideration. 
Economy of operation, the accessibility of expert medical 
counsel, convenience of employees, adequate transportation 
facilities to and from the hospital, the center of patient 
load in the area to be served, and the expense involved are 
but a few of the outstanding considerations involved in such 
a task. 

I appreciate that the great majority of the membership 
of this House are opposed to the location of any hospital 
site unless thorough investigation of all these necessary 
qualifications has resulted in the formation of an affirmative 
opinion and that they demand that this work engaged in 
by the Federal Government for the relief of the distress and 
suffering of its defenders shall be carried on free from the 
interference of partisan politics or sinister influences which 
would intervene to thwart the full and unselfish perform- 
ance of this self-appointed duty. But there are men, small 
and puny minded, who would sacrifice the welfare of the 
veteran to the aggrandizement of their own political for- 
tunes; men to whom the suffering and distress of others is a 
secondary consideration when the advancement of their own 
welfare is at stake, and who would be willing to barter the 
happiness, health, and welfare of hosts of men in order to 
possess the satisfaction of bringing to a locality, however 
unsuited, a large public appropriation for the construction 
of a hospital. 

In legislating for these veterans’ hospitals, I take it, we 
are not legislating for a day, not to satisfy the whim or 
desire of any particular individual, however avaricious he 
may be, but for a great humane purpose. A purpose not 
fulfilled in a month or a year but one which may not be 
completely fulfilled for 50 years. We are providing not only 
for a hospital to treat the sick and the disabled but we are 
rearing a monument to the wisdom and common sense of 
the men and women responsible for its location. Shall 
future generations, shall the present generation, in criticiz- 
ing as they eventually must, the judgment of Congress in 
the location of these vitally humane institutions, think that 
the Congress was guided by good sense and unselfish desire 
or shall we be forever open to the challenge of our integrity 
and good intentions in matters of this kind? Shall we be 
able to justify in the years to come the construction of a 
hospital far from the beaten path, removed from the center 
of population, inaccessible by transportation lines? Will 
the fact that some Member was able by sharp practice and 
by stealth to procure its location there be a sufficient and 
satisfying answer to those who raise the query? That some 
action of this kind was foreseen and attempted to be 
guarded against is indicated by the adoption by the Vet- 
erans’ Bureau and the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs of 
a rule providing that no allocation of a hospital should be 
made except to a State at large. That no particular area 
of a State should be defined as the future location of a hos- 
pital unless approved by the Federal Hospital Board. A 
just rule but one in this instance not observed. Read page 
4 of the report. Eight appropriations are made for new 
veterans’ hospitals in the United States. Seven of the eight 
follow the rule referred to above and mention only the 
State in which such hospital is to be constructed leaving to 
the judgment and discretion of the Federal Hospital Board 
the selection of the particular site in that State. 

The exception to the rule is in the appropriation for New 
York State, where it is definitely specified that the new hos- 
pital is to be in Chautauqua County. What influence entered 
into the consideration of this particular item to cause the 
committee to specify the county in which New York’s hos- 
pital should be located with such meticulous care? Was the 
dominating influence in that decision the welfare of the 
service man? Certainly not, for Chautauqua County is far 
removed from the center of veteran population in western 
New York, without adequate facilities for transportation, 
without many of the prime requisites for such a hospital. A 
rural county entirely, it does not possess attraction from the 
standpoint of any service man in the State of New York out- 
side of Chautauqua County. Was Cattaraugus County con- 
sidered? Most certainly not. Was Allegany County consid- 
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ered? Again the answer must be no. But both of those 
counties present as attractive qualities as Chautauqua and 
Cattaraugus at least is more desirable from the standpoint 
of accessibility from the other counties in western New York. 
But if it was not consideration for the service man that 
prompted the committee in its choice, what was it that 
prompted them to abandon the rule of specifying States in 
order to designate a suburban county in the great State of 
New York? Surely it could not have been the desire to 
accede to the importunities and pleadings of any interested 
Representative. It can not be possible that matters of this 
kind are decided by favor and not by the application of cold 
reason to every proposal. If the time ever comes when mat- 
ters of this kind, matters bearing upon the health and life of 
thousands of our veterans throughout the country, are deter- 
mined by the application of no just rule but are distributed 
as rewards for favors done, then God help the veterans of 
this country. 

The great bulk of veteran population in western New York 
State is located in the counties of Erie and Monroe, because 
there are situated the cities of Buffalo and Rochester. 

Of 5,162 cases hospitalized in the year 1930 from the 
Buffalo area comprising 31 counties, 70 per cent originated 
in Erie County; probably 25 per cent of the remainder came 
from the county of Monroe. The county of Chautauqua is 
situated on the southern border of New York State. Its 
principal city, Jamestown, is served by the Erie Railroad. 
Buffalo is the railroad center for 29 of the 31 counties com- 
prised in the regional district; 16 trunk-line railroads enter 
the city, making it readily accessible from any part of the 
State of New York. 

From at least 21 of the 31 counties of the State, if this 
hospital is located in Chautauqua County, it will be neces- 
sary to first come to Buffalo. Arrived in Buffalo, the veteran 
has a choice of two ways of entering Chautauqua County. 
He may take a branch line of the Erie Railroad running to 
Jamestown, a distance of 75 miles, and involving three to 
four hours’ time with about two trains in each direction 
daily, or he may take the Lake Shore Railroad to Westfield, 
change to a trolley car, and go to Jamestown. Has the wel- 
fare of the sick, infirm, disabled men been considered in 
selecting Chautauqua County? Most certainly not. 

The veteran draft population of Chautauqua County is 
3,785; of Cattaraugus County, 2,329; of Allegany County, 
946; a total of 7,060 in the three counties naturally served 
by Chautauqua County. The veteran-draft population of 
Erie County is 25,041; Niagara, 4,367; Orleans, 273; Genesee, 
1,165; Wyoming, 873, and Monroe County, 14,850, a total of 
47,169. All of these counties last named are adjacent to 
Erie County with the exception of Monroe County, which is 
an hour by train from Buffalo. Has the center of patient 
load been considered by the committee in selecting Chau- 
tauqua County? Most certainly not. 

The vicinity of Buffalo, a great city, comprising within 
the city proper and its environs 750,000 people is logically 
the place for the location of a veterans’ hospital. 

In the selection of a site of a neuropsychiatric hospital in 
western New York, many sites were submitted to the Fed- 
eral Hospital Board and inspected by them in Erie County. 
It was therefore, with full knowledge of the advantages of 
Erie County, that General Hines recommended Buffalo, or 
its immediate vicinity, for this new hospital. This recom- 
mendation was made by the general to both the House and 
Senate Committees on Veterans’ Affairs. Why did the com- 
mittee disregard this particular recommendation without 
ascribing any reason therefor? 

Mr. Speaker, I have tried to present the cold facts in this 
matter; it is true I have not been able to garnish these facts 
with the adornments of speech usually affected by the Chau- 
tauqua lecturer, and they stand out more boldly and vitally 
because of my disability; the truth needs no adornment. 
A project gravely affecting the health and life of thousands 
of men is in our hands. Have we properly reacted to the 
high sense of duty which should actuate us in the consid- 
eration of these things? Will we be able to point with pride 
to what we have done here this afternoon in the years to 
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come? Can we justify our actions by even the common rule 
of good sense? I answer “ No,” and protest in the most em- 
phatic language my tongue can utter, not because of any act 
committed against me personally or my district, but be- 
cause I sincerely and honestly believe that the most greivous 
wrong has been committed against a body of men who speak 
only in the councils of the Nation through you and me, and 
the guardians of whose welfare we are, as they were ours 12 
years ago. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield one-half minute to the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Gasque]. 

Mr. GASQUE. Mr. Speaker, since becoming a Member of 
Congress it has been my pleasure to vote for every bill 
offered here for the relief of the ex-service man and for all 
other soldiers. I have, however, had a special pleasure in 
voting on hospital bills, as I believe that proper hospitaliza- 
tion for the sick and wounded should be our first duty. 

I am especially glad to vote for this bill, as it gives to 
my State, South Carolina, its first veterans’ hospital. I want 
to thank the committee and General Hines for at last giving 
us this long-delayed justice. 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield one-half minute to the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. FULMER]. 

Mr. FULMER. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, I 
want to take this opportunity to thank the lady from Massa- 
chusetts [Mrs. Rocers] and the members of the subcommit- 
tee of the Veterans’ Committee for the many favors extended 
me and my friends from South Carolina in presenting our 
claim for a hospital for our State. 

For the past four years I have had legislation before the 
Veterans’ Committee which proposed to build a much-needed 
hospital in South Carolina. On February 1, 1930, I intro- 
duced H. R. 9411, authorizing an appropriation of $1,000,000 
to be used by General Hines, Director United States Veterans’ 
Bureau, to provide a 300-bed hospital in my State. I am 
very glad indeed that the Veterans’ Committee has reported 
what is known as the Rogers hospitalization bill, which car- 
ries a $1,000,000 authorization for an appropriation for my 
State. I do not know of any message that I could send to 
the people of South Carolina that would be more appreciated 
than to say to them, “ The House has passed this bill pro- 
posing to give to South Carolina a $1,000,000 hospital.” 

Imasmuch as General Hines, in submitting his hospital- 
construction program to the Veterans’ Committee, suggested 
the construction of a regional office in connection with the 
hospital at a cost of $300,000, making the total amount 
$1,300,000, I am very sorry that the committee did not carry 
out this recommendation. To show the great need of a 
hospital in our State I herewith insert a statement made by 
Dr. Howard Anthony, Anderson, S. C., to the subcommittee 
of the Veterans Committee in the hearings on my bill 
(H. R. 9411): 

STATEMENT OF DR. HOWARD ANTHONY 
ANDERSON, S. C., January 25, 1930. 


Attention Committee on Veterans’ Bureau Hospital for South 

Carolina: 

In studying over needs for a hospital to be located in South 
Carolina several interesting facts have been found. 

First. In the survey of North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, 
Florida, Alabama, and Tennessee we find that there are 3,033 
hospital beds available for the 396,119 ex-service men from these 
States who are entitled to the benefits of the United States 
Veterans' Bureau. Located as follows: 

Oteen, N. C., Tubercular Hospital, 742 beds; Memphis, Tenn., 
General Hospital, 325 beds; Augusta, Ga., Neuropsychiatric Hospi- 
tal, 555 beds; Atlanta, Ga., General Hospital (under construction), 
500 beds; Tuskegee, Ala., General Hospital (colored), 609 beds; 
Lake City, Fla., General Hospital, 302 beds. 

In attempting to determine the needs for future hospital beds, 
number of days’ illness and potential load for 1930 is very prob- 
lematic. However, without taking into consideration war haz- 
ard, draft, selective groups, area in which located, or other condi- 
tions which would have bearing on health, we submit the fol- 
lowing figures selected from reliable insurance companies, the 
following being the average based on 396,119 veterans from the 
above-named States—44,364 will need hospitalization for 30 days; 
3,698 will need hospitalization for 5 years; 1,188 will need hos- 
pitalization for 10 years; total 49,270 potential hospital patients, 
of which 8,766 patients will be hospitalized at all times. 

You will note, however, that there are only 3,033 hospital beds 
available in this area, or 4,933 beds lacking for this need. 

As to the State of South Carolina, we find on the same basis 
that 6,837 potential patients for 30 days, 530 for 5 years, and 159 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


FEBRUARY 16 


for 10 years, or a total of 1,258 patients per month. This, of 
course, is based on 53,482 beneficiaries of the Veterans’ Bureau. 
We find on further investigation that at the present time 
there are: 

Patients at National Home for Disabled Veterans, Johnson 


CEt a Ge. +s SERN T ChE Tac Shope AE pa SEES PSP nies Bo 60 
Patients at diagnostic center, Washington, D. O 3 
Patients at United States veterans’ hospital, Memphis, Tenn__ 33 
Patients at United States veterans’ hospital, Bronx, N. Y... 2 
Patients at United States veterans’ hospital, Lake City, Fla... 29 
Patients at United States marine hospital, Savannah, Ga. 11 
Patients at United States veterans’ hospital, Oteen, N. C 87 
Patients at Fitzsimons General Hospital, Denver, Colo 5 
Patients at United States veterans’ hospital, Augusta, Ga 68 
Patients at United States veterans’ hospital, Tuskegee, Ala 68 


Or a total of 316 patients scattered in 7 States, and even some 
at a distance of 2,200 miles. 

In further studying these figures we find the transportation is 
quite an item in itself. These figures are based from Columbia, 
S. C., and do not include the transportation from the veteran’s 
home to the regional office for previous examination before being 
ordered to the hospital, or meals en route, or attendant's trans- 
portation or attendant's fee. 


Round-trip transportation 33 patients to Memphis, Tenn- $2, 240. 70 
Round-trip transportation 2 patients to Bronx, N, L. 150. 00 
Round-trip transportation 29 patients to Lake City, Fla. 1, 008. 08 
Round-trip transportation 37 patients to Oteen, N. C 600. 18 
Round-trip transportation 5 patients to Denver, Colo___ 800. 00 
Round-trip transportation 68 patients to Augusta, Ga 512. 64 
Round-trip transportation 68 patients to Tuskegee, Ala. 2, 577.20 

Round-trip transportation 60 patients to Johnson City, 
% IEE ea eee ee oes See a 1, 321. 00 

Round-trip transportation 3 patients to Washington, 
Biel e E LST PE EPS SED DAPRE E EAER EEA BEET A on 144. 48 
Round-trip transportation 11 patients to Savannah, Ga. 158. 62 
FOr- CD O . AE 9, 512. 90 


Now, on the assumption the average stay in the hospital of 
these veterans was 30 days each, and the further assumption that 
an average of only 316 men are sent to the various hospitals per 
month, we are led to believe there is $114,254.80 spent in this item 
of transportation alone in one year, and this does not include 
meals en route or cases where an attendant is necessary, which 
would bring the figure much higher, which in itself is quite an 


item. 

Assuming a hospital was located in the center of military 
population in South Carolina and an average of 316 patients were 
sent there per month, or a total of 8,742 per year, the average 
transportation cost from the patient's home to the hospital and 
return would not exceed $6, or a total of $22,752, which would be 
a saving of $91,502 per year on the item of transportation alone. 

This does not include the savings to and from the regional 
office, where it is often necessary to make examination previous 
to hospitalization. This, of course, would be done on one trip to 
the centrally located hospital. It is further assumed that the 
regional office would be located in connection with the hospital 
and this would cause considerable savings as the present over- 
head of a certain amount of the medical staff would be absorbed 
by the hospital. 

The regional office of the United States Veterans’ Bureau at 
Columbia, S. C., informally and unofficially advised us that there 
is a waiting list of from 100 to 125 veterans to be hospitalized. 
This includes some exceptionally sick men who need immediate 
hospitalization, and, due to lack of allotted beds in this area, 
it will be impossible to hospitalize this particular group before 30 
days. It is further noted that in some instances where it is 
necessary to send patients to general hospitals that it will be 
impossible to handle this type of cases within 60 to 90 days. And, 
in several particular cases, beds have been requested at Lake City, 
Fla., one of the two general hospitals in this area, and these beds 
will not be available before March 10. 

We have also been advised from veterans whose records we 
have checked, as well as members of the personnel of the Vet- 
erans’ Bureau hospital and regional office, that many cases, due 
to the crowded conditions and lack of sufficient personnel that 
patients when admitted are kept in receiving wards from 10 
days to 3 weeks before a diagnosis and proper disposition of the 
cases are made, This is not in reference to patients who go for 
observation and diagnosis only, but in particular cases where a 
diagnosis has been made at the regional office and the patient is 
sent for surgical or special medical treatment. 

This being true and the minimum cost per patient per day 
to the Government is $6, consequently, in a 500-bed hospital 
every extra day that the patients stay costs the Government $3,000, 
or $30,000 for 10 extra days, which have no bearing on the patient’s 
physical prognosis. 

The American Medical Association advises us that, exclusive of 
tubercular patients and neuropsychiatric patients, 53,000 men, not 
including hazards of war, climate in which they live, selective 
draft, or other factors bearing on the general health, four 
and one-half beds per 1,000 will be necessary to hospital this num- 
ber of men. This being true, South Carolina will need at least a 
265-bed general hospital to adequately take care of their war 
veterans. This is exclusive, of course, of neuropsychiatric and 
tubercular veterans. 

The figures used in these statistics are all obtained from what 
is led to believe to be reliable sources, and each instance where 
two or more figures were given the minimum figure is put. : 
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United States veterans’ hospitals located in the United States 


inwall, thesia 1 y nae 
ta, da. (under construction; 
— 3 Det Me ͤ 
Boise, Idaho 


Castle Point, N. Y.. 
Chillicothe, Obio.. 

Dwight; Uh oes se 
Edward Hines Junior, Hines, 
Excelsior Sete Mo 


S888 88888883 


Diagnostic centers: Mount Alto, Washington, D. C., and Cincinnati, Ohio. 


Number of War Veterans from each State in the Union 
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2: ͤ KK ͤͤôð— statnerencepiaies E OOS 
ee eee eee eee eee ee =--- 10,492 
O A aE id tk Eek SL A B a E ee Eb LS — 9,338 
1 Ay Emre ³˙¹¹ toad LSS OUS ——. ͤ V 5 
Hawai eee . eee 3 5, 
a TT ARSA ES KL E O AIRA OA EELA INA oO INE! — 65. 105 
FATE a DDT EELEE BGEA ONE I A TAA EE E D EEEE E 2, 102 
Ma e r EAA SIRES SELES IAE S 2 EET ENS BENS 1,409 
ae a eS ee Se 
POPPIN nyn a —ꝛ ie 255 
Hospital construction program submitted by the Veterans’ Admin- 

istration at the third session of the Seventy-first Congress 
(based upon estimated load in 1933) 

Project Cost 

$280, 000 

joey Teese Te RPE ee AE 280, 000 

Ay uber ef 560, 000 

9 Ga. . Infirmary building 220, 000 

Cam Anp dop MNO on APNEA 280, 000 

Chillicothe, Onio. 370, 000 

St. Cloud, Minn Acute building 2 

Knoxville, Iowa 1 treatment build- Neuropsy- 104 300, 000 

Additional facilities general. 320, 000 

Waco, Tex. Acute building Neuropsy- 300, 000 

chiatric, 
An Pa Additional facilities... 8885 
sp’ eee 
San Franeisco, G 250, 000 


South Carolina ur ace . SA 1, 300, 000 


Buffalo, N. Y. (vi- 
cinity of). 


ꝙ＋ꝗ˙.ũ EEE A. PE T ETA — 625, 000 

MWvoming. a NERS SA SRE RS See me ve Cee Leal di 750, 000 

Rutland, Mass. 410, 000 

Boise, Idaho 250, 000 

Helena, Mont 330, 000 

Special fund, to Bo 655, 000 
expended at dis- 


Hospital construction program approved by World War Veterans’ 
Committee, House of Representatives, February 10, 1931 
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Bedford, Mass . Additional facilities...-..--.. $280, 
Vermont per Bl hospital and regional ek SEAS 500, 
750, 

560, 

280, 

450, 
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280, 
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370, 
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370, 
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1 Special fund designated to cover: Alexandria, La., laundry; Atlanta, Ga., duplex 
teen, N. el q Dec enn steam distributlon plant, boiler plants, 
laundry; III., recreation building: alla Walla, Wash., new kitchen and mess 
lord. wight lll. 1 ec duplex quarters: Fargo, N. Dak., admin- 


„Ill 5 laundry, ete; Sunmount, N. Y., 
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Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. FULLER]. 

Mr. FULLER. If we are to meet the requirements of the 
veterans of this country we must pass this bill. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield one and one-half 
minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Meap]. 

Mr. MEAD. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the statement 
made by Mrs. Rocers that the smoke from Buffalo's many 
factories and shops make it very undesirable for hospital 
purposes, I wish to state there are 25 general hospitals 
within the city of Buffalo. Buffalo is one of the best and 
largest medical centers in the United States, and until to-day 
I never heard the objection that our city was unsuited for 
hospital purposes because of smoke conditions. The State 
of New York has a hospital for the insane within the city 
limits of Buffalo. The city of Buffalo has its general hos- 
pital near the heart of the city. 

The cancer laboratory of the State of New York, whose 
patients come from all over the country, is in the city of 
Buffalo. We are equipped in Buffalo to give the veterans 
the most expert medical attention known to this country, 
for in addition to our many hospitals we have in the Uni- 
versity of Buffalo a grade A medical school. Another mat- 
ter to consider in sending these veterans 90 miles away from 
the center of population is the needless expense involved 
in their transportation, which will continue without end as 
long as the hospital is maintained. More than that, we are 
sending them altogether too far away from their homes 
and their families in the vast majority of cases. I think 
this deviation from the recommendation of General Hines 
is uncalled for under the circumstances. I desire to record 
my vigorous opposition to this report here and now. I have 
always voted for proper hospital facilities for our veterans, 
and I will vote for this bill. I hope, however, this mistake 
will be corrected before it is finally approved. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from New York has expired. 

Mrs. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentle- 
men of the House, I live in Chautauqua County, N. Y. On 
February 18, 1930, I introduced a bill to provide for a 
hospital for western New York, at the request of the national 
legislative committee of the American Legion, which was 
fortified by a resolution adopted at the Legion convention at 
Louisville, Ky., and later reaffirmed by their subsequent con- 
vention at Boston. 

There has been a controversy about the location of this 
hospital. On December 17, 1930, Hon. EDMUND P. Cooxe, who 
has spoken here, introduced House Resolution 321 in the 
House, to investigate General Hines and the Hospitalization 
Board with reference to the methods of selecting hospital 
sites. Mr. Cooke did not appear at either of the two hear- 
ings of the World War Veterans’ Committee on the hospital 
for western New York, which were held on April 2, 1930, and 
January 9, 1931. Nor did Representative Mean, of Buffalo, 
appear before the Veterans’ Committee on January 9, 1931, 
when the committee closed the hearings on the Reed bill, 
the only bill before it proposing a hospital for western New 
York. i 

Let me read you from the Buffalo Evening News: 


[Bufalo Evening News, Monday, January 12, 1931] 
NEW HOSPITAL IS SOUGHT BY COOKE—HINES SAID TO APPROVE 
BILL—FIGHT AGAINST CANANDAIGUA SITE WOULD BE DROPPED 

WASHINGTON, January 12.—A bill authorizing the construction 
by the Federal Government of a general veterans’ hospital in 
Buffalo will be introduced Monday by Representative EDMUND F. 
Cooke, of Alden, at the specific request of Brig. Gen. Frank T. 
Hines, Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs. 

The bill provides for the expenditure of $1,500,000 for a 300-bed 
institution to care mainly for general surgical cases. There would 
be, however, a few beds for tubercular and for psychopathic cases 
for which there is not enough hospital space in the State. 

The project has the full sympathy of General Hines, who be- 
lieves Buffalo is ideally located for an institution of this char- 
acter, even though it is not suitable for a hospital for mental 
cases such as has been authorized for construction at Canan- 
daigua. $ 


Mr. Cooxe conferred with General Hines over the week-end and 
was assured that the Veterans’ Bureau would do everything pos- 
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sible to have Buffalo included in the general hospital construc- 


tion bill which is expected to be passed by Congress before the 
close of the session, March 4. 


A hearing was held Friday by a subcommittee of thè House 
Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation on various hos- 
pital construction projects. At that time Frank Williams, of 
Buffalo, service officer of the American Legion, and James P. 
Cotter, chairman of the hospital committee of the State Legion, 
urged the construction of a western New York hospital at Buffalo. 

Mr. Cooke said he would ask for another and an immediate 
hearing on his bill with additional witnesses, including, if neces- 
sary, Veterans’ Bureau officials. 

Introduction of the Cooke bill is understood as meaning that 
Mr. Cooxe’s previous bill directing an investigation by special 
House committee of the selection of hospital sites by the Federal 
Board for Hospitalization, of which General Hines is chairman, 
will be dropped. 

The bill was introduced several weeks ago as the result of the 
selection by the board of Canandaigua as the site for the $1,700,- 
000 hospital for mental cases that soon is to go up there. 

In other words, Hon. Epmunp Cooke said to Hines, You 
put this hospital in the city of Buffalo, N. Y., or I will con- 
tinue this investigation. So Mr. Hines, when the committee 
was considering the merits of the bill and before it had a 
chance to pass upon the merits of locations, was put in the 
position to specifically request Mr. Cookx to introduce a 
bill providing that a hospital be put “in or near the city of 
Buffalo,” N. Y. 

The first manifestation of interest that Mr. COOKE ex- 
hibited in a western New York hospital was on January 12, 
1931, when he introduced his hospital bill, three days after 
the second and last hearing had closed. 

Now Mr. Cooke comes here urging this location in Buffalo, 
when their own municipal hospital, with 500 beds, is 35 miles 
out in my district and placed there to escape the conditions 
which exist in Buffalo. One of the 14 State hospitals for 
mental cases that was located in Buffalo has been moved 
close to my district, 35 or 40 miles away from Buffalo, for 
the same reasons. 

The method of selecting Chautauqua County, N. Y., as 
a proper location for a veterans’ hospital has been raised 
by those who desired to have it located in Buffalo, N. Y. 

It may be well to get a little picture of the hospital situa- 
tion in western New York as a preliminary background for 
what I have to say. 

About a year ago a committee bill of the veterans’ com- 
mitte was brought out to authorize the erection of a hospital 
for mental cases to be located in western New York. When 
this bill had been passed, the Veterans’ Bureau sent out a 
circular letter entitled “Sites for Veterans’ Hospitals.” 
This document set forth the conditions necessary so far as 
sites were concerned for such hospitals. Through the press 
and otherwise, all localities in western New York were 
invited to submit any site which it was thought would meet 
the requirements. 

On April 12, 1930, interested parties from the various 
communities throughout western New York appeared at the 
Veterans’ Bureau in Washington and presented proposed 
sites, with arguments, and filed briefs in support of them. 

One of the first things determined at this hearing was the 
center of population of the area to be served. Those repre- 
senting Buffalo filed a very voluminous brief to show that 
the center of population to be served was far east of Buffalo. 

The Veterans’ Bureau had already made an exhaustive 
study to ascertain the center of population to be served by this 
hospital and selected as the location Limestone, Cattaraugus 
County, N. Y., which is about the center of my congres- 
sional district. See letter dated April 24, 1930, signed by 
Gen. Frank T. Hines, chairman, approved May 1, 1930, by 
Herbert Hoover, President of the United States. 

During the summer of 1930 an engineer was assigned the 
task of looking over the sites. General Hines in person, ae- 
companied by Surgeon General Cumming, Regional Di- 
rector Kingsbury, and Engineer L. A. Warren, at the Buffalo 
office, traveled over the western part of New York and 
made a personal inspection of the proposed sites. 

Along in August, 1930, Gen. Frank T. Hines notified inter- 
ested parties that Canandaigua, a village of 7,541 population, 
was selected. 

Within a few days following the announcement of the 
selection of Canandaigua as the site for this hospital I re- 
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ceived a long distance call from Canandaigua from some 
man who claimed to be a reporter for Buffalo papers. He 
said: Will you join in a fight to have this matter reconsid- 
ered and the site changed? I replied I would not do any- 
thing of the kind; that I had no reason to believe that there 
was any necessity for so doing. I refused to even enter a 
protest. The Buffalo contingents have insisted that the cen- 
ter of population to be served was east of Buffalo and then 
when the site was selected east of it it was sought to upset 
the finding of the board. This completes the picture, so far 
as the selection of a site is concerned in connection with 
the hospital for mental cases to be located in western New 
York. 

On February 18, 1930, I received a letter from John 
Thomas Taylor, writing for the legislative committee of the 
American Legion, requesting that a bill be introduced for a 
veterans’ hospital to be erected in western New York. This 
letter is dated February 18, 1930. This request for a hos- 
pital in western New York was urged at the annual conven- 
tion of the American Legion held at Louisville in 1929 and 
reaffirmed by resolution at the convention of the American 
Legion held at Boston in 1930. 

On the same day I received the letter, February 18, 1930, 
I introduced H. R. 10045, to authorize the erection of a veter- 
ans’ hospital in the western part of New York State and to 
authorize the appropriation therefor. 

On April 2, 1930, the first hearings on this bill were held. 
The purpose of this hearing was to show the necessity for a 
general medical and surgical hospital in western New York. 
The question of a site was not in issue at this hearing. I 
appeared at this hearing, as did other Representatives, and 
presented arguments to show the necessity for a hospital of 
this character to be located in western New York. 

On January 9, 1931, the second hearing on this bill was 
held. I was the only Member of Congress who appeared or 
manifested the slightest interest in this bill to provide for 
a general medical and surgical hospital to be located in 
western New York. General Hines did not appear at this 
hearing. The question of a site was not mentioned, because 
it was not in issue at that particular time. The only ques- 
tion in issue was the necessity for the hospital. 

On January 12, 1931, three days after the final hearing 
was held on the Reed bill to establish a veterans’ hospital to 
be located in western New York, Hon. EDMUND COOKE intro- 
duced H. R. 16075, to authorize the erection of a Veterans’ 
Bureau hospital in the western part of New York in or near 
the city of Buffalo, and to authorize an appropriation 
therefor.” 

No hearings on the Cooke bill have ever been held. I 
repeat again, Hon. EDMUND Cooxe did not appear at the last 
hearing on the Reed bill, held on January 9, 1931, the only 
bill before the Veterans’ Committee to provide a hospital for 
western New York. 

On December 17, 1930, Hon. Epmunp Cooxe introduced 
House Resolution 321, calling for an investigation “by a 
select committee to conduct a thorough investigation into 
the reason for the methods of determination used in the 
selection of the various sites so far chosen for veterans’ hos- 
pitals proposed to be constructed * .“ 

No hearing has ever been held on this resolution. The 
chairman of the Rules Committee, as late as February 12, 
had never had the resolution called to his attention or heard 
of it. 

Mr. Wile came to my office shortly afterwards and said 
Cooxe had a letter from General Hines locating the hospital 
in Buffalo. I call attention to the Buffalo News, Monday, 
January 12, 1931, which I read into my speech. 

According to this report of the Buffalo News, after the 
Hon. EDMUND Cooke had agreed to drop his investigation of 
Gen. Frank T. Hines and the board of which he is the head, 
General Hines specifically requested Hon. EDMUND COOKE to 
introduce a bill for a hospital to be located “in or near 
Buffalo,” and General Hines did this before recommending 
any site to the Veterans’ Committee. 

On January 19, 1931, in the Buffalo Evening News, 
Mr. Cooxe is quoted as saying: 

If we think it necessary, I shall arrange for a hearing before the 
House Veterans’ Committee. The committee has much, if not all, 
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the facts before it, and a hearing may be unn , especially in 


ecessary, 
view of the fact that I introduced my bill at the specific sugges- 
tion of General Hines. 


I here insert this entire article, which is very illuminating. 
I also wish to state that I have requested of the Veterans’ 
Bureau, by telephone, a copy of the letter to Hon. EDMUND 
Cooxe, making the specific request that he introduce his 
bill. I have so far been informed that the letter is not 
available. 


VETERANS’ QUARTERS TO Stay, SAYS HINES—BUFFALO AREA HOSPITAL 
ALSO FAVORED IN LETTER FEOM MAJOR GENERAL 
(January 19, 1931) 

Definite assurance that the regional office of the United States 
Veterans Bureau will not be removed from Buffalo and the ad- 
mission that there appears to be “a reasonable basis” for con- 
sidering establishment of a general hospital unit in or near Buffalo 
are contained in a letter from Maj. Gen. Frank T. Hines, in charge 
of veterans’ affairs, to Representative EDMUND F. COOKE which 
was made public Monday. 

Mr. Cooxe conferred Monday morning at his office here in the 
Stock Building with Harry E. Vogt, chairman of the 
Erie County American Legion hospital committee. 


AGREEMENT SOUGHT 


He planned to confer in the afternoon with James P. Cotter, 
chairman of the Legion’s hospital State committee, and Roy L. 
McQuillan, Erie County Legion commander. 

Mr. Cookx said the purpose of the conferences was to reach an 
agreement with the Legion officials of Buffalo on the various 
phases of his bill calling for Federal construction of a veterans’ 
hospital in or near Buffalo. 

“If we think it necessary,” Mr. Cooxe said, “I shall arrange 
for a hearing before the House Veterans’ Affairs Committee at 
this session of Co The committee, however, has most, 
if not all, of the facts before it, and a hearing may be unnecessary, 
especially in view of the fact that I introduced my bill at the 
specific suggestion of General Hines.” 


PROSPECTS SEEM GOOD 

Prospects of passing the bill seem decidedly good, Mr. COOKE 
said. Once the committee passes it out to the House and it is 
acted on favorably the bill will go to the Senate, and, if approved 
there, only President Hoover’s indorsement will be needed to clear 
the way for the erection of the hospital here. 

General Hines’s letter to Mr. Cooxe assuring retention of the 
Veterans’ Bureau regional office here follows: 

Representative Cooke presented a bill January 12 providing for 
erection of a 300-bed general hospital in or near Buffalo at a 
cost of $1,500,000. 

The contents of the letter follows: 

“Referring to the question you raised with me yesterday, you 
are advised that it is not the intention of the Veterans’ Admin- 
e to remove the regional office for western New York from 

0. 
CONSOLIDATION NOT FEASIBLE 


“Originally in the consideration of a veterans’ hospital in 
western New York, it was thought that the regional office at 
Buffalo might be combined physically with the hospital con- 
structed under the authority received from Congress. 

“Such a plan was consistent with the program of the Veterans’ 
Bureau at that time, since our experience had definitely shown 
that where such consolidations were feasible there was possibly 
a higher quality of service. 

“ However, in the instance of the western New York situation, 
not only was the load of work thrown on the regional office by 
virtue of new legislation so heavy as to preclude the desirability 
of removing the regional office from its present quarters, which 
incidentally are in Government space, but also the demand for 
increased facilities to meet the load of patients suffering from 
neuropsychiatric diseases became so great that it appeared neces- 
sary to utilize all the which might be furnished by the 
western New York hospital for hospitalization purposes. 


HOSPITAL HERE FAVORED 


“It has never been the policy of the Veterans’ Administration 
to sacrifice hospital facilities to administration needs. For the 
foregoing reasons, the Veterans’ Bureau concluded that the re- 
moval of the regional office from Buffalo to the western New York 
hospital was administratively not desirable. 

May I also state that in the future development of any hos- 
pital construction program which may be authorized by Congress, 
there would appear to be a reasonable basis for considering the 
desirability of establishing in or about the city of Buffalo a 
general hospital unit with accommodations for the regional office. 

“The construction of such a combined unit in a regional city 
Office has many advantages to commend it; and I can assure you 
that if authority is granted by Congress for additional hospital 
construction, very careful thought will be given to the needs of 
the Buffalo area for a general hospital unit.” 


It will be noted that in the article of the Buffalo Evening 
News under date of February 6, 1931— 


Representative Cooxe said General Hines had advised him the 
Veterans’ Administration now had on hand sufficient funds to 
permit the acquisition of the site and the drawing up of plans. 
Actual construction of the hospital will not be started until 1932. 
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HINES ASKS 200-BED HOSPITAL IN BUFFALO—300 NOT NEEDED NOW, HE 
SAYS, AS WAS REPORTED EARLIER; COST $1,100,000 

WASHINGTON, February 6.—A 200-bed general hospital for Buffalo 
to cost $1,100,000 has been recommended by Brig. Gen. Frank T. 
Hines, Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs, rather than a 300-bed 
institution, as was reported earlier this week. 

Representatives EDMUND F. Cooxs, of Alden, and Anchm D. 
Sanvers, of Stafford, conferred with General Hines Thursday rela- 
tive to the hospital and were told by the general that he believed 
the hospital should be built in Buffalo or as near the city limits 
as possible. 

General Hines said he expected to have the authorization for the 
Buffalo hospital and for the 146-bed addition to the proposed 
Canandaigua Hospital, along with the other hospital projects, ap- 
proved by both Houses before the end of the session. No money, 
however, will be appropriated for any new project. 

Representative Cooke said General Hines had assured him the 
Veterans’ Administration now had on hand sufficient funds to 
permit the acquisition of a site and the drawing up of plans. 
Actual construction of the new hospital probably will not be 
started until 1932. 

General Hines said the reduction of the hospital beddage from 
300, asked for originally by the American Legion, to 200 was not 
tied up in any way with the plan of the United States Public 
Health Service to enlarge the marine hospital at Buffalo by 100 
beds. The 200-bed institution is all that is necessary now, ac- 
cording to the general, particularly in view of the increase at 
Canandaigua. 

This 200-bed figure, however, is on the basis of hospitalizing only 
those veterans who have 50 per cent service-connected disabilities. 
The American Legion is more inclined to approve hospitalization 
for all veterans suffering from disabilities than it is to have a cash 
bonus given the veterans. 

Should Congress at this session, therefore, seek a way out of 
the cash bonus difficulty by granting hospitalization to all veterans, 
General Hines indicates that not 2,797 beds costing $10,000,000 
but 6,500 beds costing $17,000,000 will be required for adequate 
care of the soldiers. Of this western New York would get its 
proportionate share. 


It can be readily seen that the subcommittee of the Vet- 
erans’ Committee was holding hearings on the Reed bill at 
the very time when General Hines had made a specific re- 
quest of Hon. Epmunp Cooke to introduce a bill for a hospital 
in or near Buffalo; that he had taken the whole question 
out of the hands of the Veterans’ Committee, and had even 
gone so far as to suggest that the money was available for 
the purchase of the site and the plans. This had all been 
done before the Veterans’ Committee had had an opportunity 
to even pass upon the merits of the proposal for a veterans’ 
hospital in western New York, the merits of the proposed 
site, and before any legislation of any kind or character had 
been passed authorizing the erection of this hospital. Gen- 
eral Hines had done all of this without consulting the 
Veterans’ Committee prior to the passage of any legislation. 

I ask any Member of the House to show me one instance 
where General Hines has selected a specific site for a loca- 
tion and asked a Member to introduce a bill for a hospital 
at that site, except in this case. When General Hines finally 
was asked for his recommendation by the Veterans’ Com- 
mittee of proposed veterans’ hospitals to be erected and to be 
legislated for he set forth all the places by States except in 
the one instance of the one for western New York, where he 
specifically named Buffalo as the suggested location. This 
recommendation was made on February 4, 1931. 

A detailed description of the facilities which Chautauqua 
County offers would be unnecessarily long and voluminous 
and require too much time to elaborate on them. Some idea 
may be gained by presenting the facilities of the largest city 
in the county. I might add further that Jamestown, N. Y., 
is located in Chautauqua County, and is the fourteenth 
largest city in New York State. It had a population of 
45,155 in 1930. It is the fourth largest city in western New 
York: 
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Jamestown, N. Y., is nearer the center of population to be 
served by this hospital than the other three cities named, as 
shown by the survey made by the Veterans’ Bureau in the 
case of the hospital located at Canandaigua. Sixty per cent 
of the population of the United States is within one night’s 
ride of Jamestown. Ten months of the year a person can 
travel from any part of the United States to Jamestown, 
N. Y., for one-fourth fare off. It has an altitude of 1,600 
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feet. It has two excellent hospitals, thoroughly modern and 
appointed, the Jamestown General Hospital, municipally 
owned and managed, and the W. C. A. Hospital, operated 
by a group of public-spirited men and women. These two 
hospitals combined have a capacity of 240 beds. Both hos- 
pitals are officially approved by the American College of 
Surgeons and both maintain training schools for nurses. 

The city has two excellent hotels, one, the Hotel James- 
town, completed in January, 1925, cost $1,500,000, has 300 
rooms and was financed by local subscription: The Hotel 
Samuels has 200 rooms and is equally modern and fireproof. 

The city has Niagara power and municipal power plants, 
with lowest rate in the State. The city has natural and 
manufactured gas in abundance and at low rate. The city 
water is taken from artesian wells which give an inexhaust- 
ible supply. 

WHY NOT BUFFALO? 

The Adams Memorial Hospital, the T. B. Municipal 
Hospital of Buffalo, with 500 beds, is located 35 or 40 miles 
south of Buffalo in my district to escape conditions which 
exist at Buffalo. The State Hospital for the Insane, which 
is 1 of 14 in the State of New York, was removed from 
the city of Buffalo to escape conditions and placed some 35 
or 40 miles, close to my district. The city of Buffalo has 
1,361 factories, as shown by survey of industries of that city 
in 1927. Among these are some of the largest steel plants 
in the world. I find from a fuel survey made by the United 
States Bureau of Mines and city of Buffalo that Buffalo con- 
sumed annually more than 3,300,000 tons of coal as early as 
1922. And this did not include the coal used by steamboats 
or the railroads. Buffalo has grown much since 1922. The 
smoke from this vast amount of coal consumption is thrown 
out over the city night and day. Steamboats, tugs, and 
barges swarm the harbor of Buffalo, sounding their heavy 
fog whistles every few seconds whenever the weather is bad. 

It is not strange that Buffalo has sought to relieve its own 
sick people from the noise, smoke, and confusion by sending 
them 35 or 40 miles outside the city and into my district. It 
comes with poor grace at this time to criticize the Veterans’ 
Committee for protecting the sick soldiers of New York 
from these conditions. 


WHY NOT THE MARINE HOSPITAL? 


I have been opposed to the expansion of the Marine Hos- 
pital, and have so stated on many occasions. I must confess, 
however, that if Buffalo insists that its own veterans be 
located in beds in Buffalo that it can utilize the Marine Hos- 
pital for that purpose. 


PLAN FOR EXPANSION OF THE MARINE HOSPITAL 

It is now planned to expand the facilities of the Marine 
Hospital for World War veterans to accommodate 130 
Veterans’ Bureau patients. See letter of General Hines dated 
December 27, 1930, to J. P. Cotter, of the New York Legion, 
with reference to Marine Hospital at Buffalo: 

I am not aware of any immediate intention at this time on the 
part of the Public Health Service to seek the enlargement of the 
Marine Hospital at Buffalo, and I am sure that any definite action 


in that direction will be made known to the Veterans’ Ad- 
ministration. 


This appears in record of Veterans’ Committee hearing, 
January 9, 1931. 

On January 27, 1931, Surg. Gen. H. S. Cumming, of the 
Public Health Service, wrote to me. Among other things 
he said: 

For Buffalo the Director of the Veterans’ Bureau, in his letter 
dated February 20, 1926, requests that the marine hospital in 
that port be enlarged to provide for between 60 and 75 patients 
of the Veterans’ Bureau, and my recommendation for new con- 
struction that has been forwarded several times since that date 
and last on October 10, 1930, requests an extension to the marine 
hospital to provide 100 beds, together with the purchase of addi- 
tional land and the erection of certain other buildings necessary 
for hospital p This plan would provide approximately 
200 beds in the Buffalo Marine Hospital and allow for a sufficient 
increase in capacity to take care of all merchant seamen who are 
likely to apply for treatment in that port. It would allow for 
approximately 130 patients of the Veterans’ Bureau. 


It would seem that General Hines should have known 
something about these plans for expanding the marine 
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hospital as set forth by General Cumming. It was stated | its committee from the uncertainty and the embarrassment 


to my office over the telephone by Assistant Surgeon General 
in charge of hospitals of the Public Health Service that an 
agreement had already been entered into between the Vet- 
erans’ Bureau and the Public Health Service to complete 
this 100-bed extension at the Marine Hospital and to allow 
for 130 beds for Veterans’ Bureau patients. 

In confirmation of this statement and the plans to pro- 
ceed under this agreement, I call attention to article on 
the first page of the Buffalo Evening News of February 4, 
1931. 

LARGE ADDITION ALSO PLANNED FOR LOCAL MARINE HOSPITAL 


WASHINGTON, February 4—Preparation of preliminary plans for 
the 100-bed addition to the marine hospital at Buffalo, to be 
constructed at a cost in excess of $500,000, was expedited Tuesday 
with the submission to James A. Wetmore, Acting Supervising 
Architect of the Treasury, of technical data by Surg. Gen. Hugh 
S. Cumming of the United States Public Health Service. 

Information sent to the Treasury included estimates of the 
number of cubic feet of space required for each patient in the 

proposed addition and estimates of space required for operating, 
physiotherapy, and X-ray rooms in the new building. 

According to the sketches being prepared by the Supervising 
Architect's Office, the addition to the marine hospital will include, 
besides the new hospital building, homes for resident doctors 
attached to the hospital, a nurses’ home. a laundry, and a power 
plant. It also is planned to purchase an additional quantity of 
land in the hospital vicinity. 

Advancement of plans for the addition to the marine poprial, 
however, it was said in well-informed administration circles, 
not mean that Buffalo will be stopped from getting a $1,500,000 
300-bed general Veterans“ Bureau hospital, which has been pro- 
posed in a bill introduced by Representative DANIEL A. REED, of 

Dunkirk. 


Veterans’ Bureau officials declared Tuesday that it is now the 
plan to establish both hospitals in Buffalo. Government officials 
estimate that it will cost $4,000 a bed for the new veterans’ hospi- 
tal. With a 300-bed capacity, this would make the new hospital 
cost $1,200,000, while the balance probably would be expended on 
necessary additions thereto. 


WHY WAS THE HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 321 DROPPED? 

When the Hon. Epmunp Cooke was aroused to such a high 
pitch of indignation over alleged irregularities in connection 
with the selection of sites for veterans’ hospitals, what hap- 
pened in the meantime to cause him to drop this resolution? 
Why was it never pressed? 

There is only one answer according to his own statement 
and the statement of the whole transaction as recorded in 
the Buffalo News under date of January 12, 1931. It would 
seem to me in view of the disclosures, it is high time the 
Veterans’ Committee of the House do just what it did in this 
case; that is, not permit a transaction of this kind to pass 
by unnoticed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from New York has expired. 

Mr. LUCE. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this bill only 
because there is no authority in law for the greater part of 
this expenditure. A point of order probably would not lie, 
because it does not appear on the face of the bill that the 
money is to be used to provide hospital facilities for non- 
service-connected cases; yet, nevertheless, such will be the 
case in respect of nearly all the appropriation here to be 
authorized. 

I want every veteran of the war needing it to receive hos- 
pital treatment and care; but, in my judgment, the time has 
come for us to make no more appropriations for Federal 
construction until we have the courage to say by law that 
provision for non-service-connected cases shall be the policy 
of the Government. If Congress will authorize this type of 
construction, then I will support it to the limit, but mean- 
while it is not a courageous or a frank position to take that 
we shall continue appropriating money for non-service-con- 
nected cases when we have not by statute said that shall be 
our policy. There is but one issue in respect to this matter 
in the Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation. We 
are agreed that all necessary construction should take place, 
but we differ in opinion as to whether non-service-connected 
cases should be hospitalized at the expense of the Federal 
Government or at the expense of States, counties, munici- 
palities, and private charitable corporations. I urge the 
Congress to face this issue and to relieve the members of 


created by failing to give us proper instructions. 

I do not care to use more of my time. 

Mrs, ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield half a minute to 
the gentleman from Montana [Mr. LEAVITT]. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker, the passage of this bill will 
bring to the point of consummation an effort that has been 
under way for a number of years in Montana to bring 
about adequate hospitalization for our ex-service men. On 
behalf of the Montana veterans, of the people of Montana 
as a whole, and of our delegation, I wish to thank this 
committee and to express my hope that the bill will pass 
unanimously. It contains funds of which $330,000 will go 
to the making of Veterans’ Hospital No. 72 at Fort Harrison, 
near Helena, in my State, a modern institution. There has 
been great need of that or a new hospital in Montana. The 
Federal Board of Hospitalization, headed by General Hines, 
has considered the matter of location and has decided upon 
Fort Harrison. Our veterans and people will be glad to have 
3 building program go forward. Let us all vote for this 

Mrs. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Swick]. 

Mr. SWICK. Mr. Speaker, ladies, and gentlemen, I want 
to say I am very much in favor of the enactment of this bill. 
It completes 11 hospitals that are only partly completed and 
it rounds out a program for very much needed hospitaliza- 
tion facilities. Two hospitals in my one State of Pennsyl- 
vania—one at Coatesville and one at Aspinwall—have been 
provided with additional facilities under this bill. We can 
get beds in this way more economically and quicker than 
we can by building new hospitals. So I feel it is wise to 
complete this program as it has been outlined by the 
Hospital Subcommittee of the World War Veterans’ Legis- 
lation Committee, and I am glad to cooperate in this way. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the 
gentlewoman from Massachusetts to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill. 

The question was taken, and two-thirds having voted in 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 


HOSPITAL BILL—EXTENSION OF REMARKS 


Mr. HESS. Mr. Speaker and ladies and gentlemen of the 
House, the bill H. R. 16982, introduced by the gentlewoman 
from Massachusetts [Mrs. Rocers], is in conformity with the 
legislative program of the American Legion and other ex- 
service men’s organizations throughout the country. The 
question of the rehabilitation of the ex-service man has, 
since the World War, been uppermost in the minds of all 
the veterans of that war. 

I believe the Federal Government owes a debt to these 
men, and that it should provide for proper hospitalization 
for those who were disabled while in the service of their 
country. This Government can and must build hospitals to 
care for the disabled veterans. 

Many cases have been brought to my attention during my 
short service in Congress, in which immediate hospitaliza- 


tion was necessary, but in many of these cases we were 


faced with the situation that there were no beds available, 
because of the lack of hospital facilities. It has been 
claimed by the Veterans’ Bureau that there is ample bed 
space in Government hospitals to-day to provide for all 
service-connected disability cases, and that, should that 
space be occupied by others than such cases, the disabled 
veteran is to be placed in a contract hospital. It is true, 
I agree, that the veterans’ act provides for what we might 
term mandatory hospitalization for service-connected dis- 
abilities, but there are times when these disabled men must 
wait for many days before arrangements can be made for 
them in contract hospitals. After waiting anywhere from 
two days to a month, they would be notified that space has 
been secured for them, but by that time the veteran may 
have either passed away, or be in such condition that hos- 
pitalization can be of no avail to him in helping him regain 
his health. 
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Veterans’ hospitals, in my humble opinion, should be lo- 
cated in or within close proximity to the large centers of 
population, so as to care for the large number of potential 
patients in that area. In Greater Cincinnati to-day there 
are approximately 30,000 ex-service men, and the demand 
for hospitalization for these men is ever increasing. The 
medical and surgical cases must travel some 300 miles for 
treatment, and a great deal of delay is encountered in mak- 
ing arrangements for hospitalization for them. 

The people in my city have always been very generous to 
the ex-service men, and have never forgotten the sacrifice 
the soldiers made for them. We have been operating the 
first diagnostic center founded by the Veterans’ Bureau, and 
it has been working most successfully since its inception. 
This great center is located in our Cincinnati General Hos- 
pital, under the splendid supervision of Dr. Margaret 
Stewart, and we have felt free at all times to call in as 
consultants some of the most famous and noted medical 
men in the country, whom we are fortunate enough to have 
as professors at our University of Cincinnati Medical Col- 
lege. This college is located adjacent to our city hospital, 
and is a part of that great medical center which is second 
to none in the country to-day. 

We also have located in Cincinnati a regional office of the 
Veterans’ Bureau, handling the cases of over 25,000 ex- 
service men in and around Cincinnati. This regional office 
is conducted in a most satisfactory manner under the able 
direction of Capt. William M. Coffin, and, although 
swamped with work during the last eight months, we have 
had little or no cause for complaint because of the splendid 
service it has been rendering the veterans. 

On April 1, 1930, I introduced in the House a bill pro- 
viding for the construction of a medical and surgical vet- 
erans’ hospital, to be located in Cincinnati and to house the 
diagnostic center, the regional office, and to provide 500 beds 
for the hospitalization of the veterans. The bill before us to- 
day, introduced by the gentlewoman from Massachusetts, 
makes provision for a veterans’ hospital in Cincinnati ma- 
terially smaller than the one provided for in my bill. While 
it does not, in my opinion, fully take care of the hospital 
needs of the many disabled men in that section of the coun- 
try, it will give much needed relief to those cases which are 
at present unable to receive proper care. 

The citizens of Cincinnati, through their duly elected city 
officials, have again shown their generous feeling toward 
the veterans by offering to the Government a tract of land, 
400 feet by 800 feet in dimensions, for the construction of this 
proposed institution. This land is a part of the City Hos- 
pital grounds, and, should the Veterans’ Bureau accept this 
most generous gift and construct the hospital on this site 
its erection would make complete the most outstanding 
medical center in this country to-day, having as part of 
that medical center a large city hospital, a medical college, 
a children’s hospital, and a Veterans’ Bureau hospital with 
diagnostic center and regional office facilities. 

This request for a veterans’ hospital has not been one 
from the veterans alone, for every civic and fraternal organ- 
ization in my city has petitioned Congress for this much- 
needed institution. 

In closing, let me say to the Members of Congress: Give 
us this hospital, and we in Cincinnati will do more than our 
share to rehabilitate the disabled veterans. 

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, under the.law it is contem- 
plated that all World War veterans, whether service con- 
nected or not, are entitled to hospitalization, but under pres- 
ent facilities this can not be obtained. If we are to carry 
out the spirit and letter of the law, more hospitals must be 
built. With this object in view the Veterans’ Committee of 
the House have given much thought and time to this great 
need, and have heard hundreds of witnesses from various 
parts of the Nation with a view of arriving at the best solu- 
tion and for the purpose of obtaining the greatest results 
for these deserving heroes. : 

General Hines, Director of Veterans’ Affairs, states if this 
situation is to be met and the relief granted it will require 
approximately $17,500,000 between now and 1935. With this 
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object in view, he and the committee recommends $12,500,000 
as an appropriation from this Congress, as set forth in the 
Rogers bill. It is true this bill does not designate the loca- 
tions of the new hospitals nor the additions to present hos- 
pitals, but the report has itemized the different localities 
and the amounts to be appropriated which constitute the 
amount of this bill, every item of which is needed and should 
be appropriated. 

Arkansas is designated for a general hospital and it is 
greatly in need of one. The State and National American 
Legion adopted a resolution providing for a general hospital 
of 400 beds in northwest Arkansas. Based upon a bill which 
I introduced to provide for a general and surgical hospital, 
and the proof adduced before the committee in justification 
of the measure, the reports of the committee and General 
Hines provides for a general hospital in northwest Arkansas, 
and the same is included in this bill. This hospital will be 
available, not only for Arkansas but a great portion of Mis- 
rouri, Kansas, and Oklahoma. Its location will be in the 
famous Ozark Mountains, free from malaria and mosquitoes, 
in a territory famed for health and pleasure resorts. It will 
furnish facilities and conveniences for thousands of veterans 
who are not now able to reap the benefits which they justly 
deserve. 

In behalf of the citizenship of Arkansas, especially the 
veterans, who will reap the benefit of this measure, I want to 
thank the subcommittee, especially its chairman, the Con- 
gresswoman [Mrs. Rocers] from Massachusetts, for their 
kind and courteous consideration, their desire to learn all the 
facts, and their willingness to consider a claim regardless of 
its location. The veterans owe much to this committee. 

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, I believe it is meet and 
proper that during consideration of this bill providing hos- 
pital facilities for World War veterans I should call attention 
of the House and the country to a noble gift of an Indiana 
man. 

I need not assure you that my heart is wrapped up in this 
legislation. I think I love everybody—at least I hope so— 
but if there is one group that is a little the closest to the 
innermost recesses of my affections it is the sick and dis- 
abled soldiers of our country. For my observation of mun- 
dane affairs over a long period of time tells me there is a 
world of truth in the lines of Kipling: 

It's Tommy this and Tommy that; chuck him out, the brute! 

But it’s Mr. Thomas Atkins when the guns begin to shoot. 

I fear there are persons in America, as well as in England, 
who are prone to render lip adulation to the soldiers when 
they go marching off to war with the plaudits of millions 
ringing in their ears but who are inclined to regard them as 
something of a nuisance in times of peace. Thank God, my 
sense of justice and gratitude has never fallen to so low an 
ebb that I am willing to accept this pusillanimous philos- 
ophy. As a national legislator I will economize along other 
lines until it hurts but I will never stint the sick and disabled 
soldiers. 

As a member of the Committee on World War Veterans’ 
Legislation it was my privilege to help to formulate this 
legislation and put it on the calendar. I am glad to know 
that the bill as it comes out of the committee and as it will 
pass the House in a few moments makes provision for a 
modern up-to-date nurses’ home to be built in the capital 
city of Indiana as a unit of the new veterans’ hospital that 
is to be established there. I am glad, also, because I have 
received a letter from Gen. Frank T. Hines, Administrator 
of Veterans’ Affairs, approving enlargement of the Indian- 
apolis hospital by the addition of 100 beds, and I am cheered 
by the prospect that this amendment will be adopted some- 
where on the way to the bill’s final passage. And I am glad 
to know that while Indiana veterans are being taken care 
of there is no neglect of veterans of other States, for the sick 
and ailing veterans everywhere under our flag are entitled 
to our tender solicitude, and we should not look at this 
matter from a narrow and provincial viewpoint. 

I arose in this brief interlude between serious debates not 
to discuss this bill but to tell the House how one man found 
an opportunity in a big humanitarian way to do something 
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worth while for the men who in their own turn of sacrifice 
had offered all they had that civilization might survive. 
More than a year ago the public-spirited officials and civic 
leaders of my home city, Indianapolis, promised the Veter- 
ans’ Bureau Board of Hospitalization that if the board would 
locate a World War veterans’ hospital in Indianapolis a suit- 
able site would be furnished to the Government without a 
cent of cost. The board took them at their word. A wonder- 
ful site of 30 acres of park land in a setting of transcendent 
beauty was chosen. Then arose a dilemma. The city had 
no legal right to give away any part of the public domain 
but it did have a right to have park land appraised and sold 
at the appraised value. The Federal Government, on its 
part, could not erect a hospital except on land of which it 
owns the fee-simple title. The solution obviously was 
through appraisal and sale to third parties and a retransfer 
by those parties to the Government. 

So this beautiful and valuable site of 30 acres was ap- 
praised and a value was placed upon it and while there was 
talk of soliciting contributions to buy it and much specula- 
tion was going on as to how the money would be raised, one 
of our citizens whose life has been a life of service and who 
has done many acts of benefit to the world in which he 
lives, modestly asked permission to buy the site and donate 
it to the Government. Through the generosity of this citi- 
zen—a generosity that reflects the size of his heart—the 
title to this tract has already passed to the Government and 
nowhere in America, or perhaps around the world, is there 
a hospital site better located or more admirably adapted to 
general hospitalization purposes. 

Mr. William Fortune, of Indianapolis, who made this 
munificent gift to the Nation, is a modest philanthropist 
whose unostentatious beneficences have endeared him to the 
citizens of our city and State. His activities are multi- 
lateral. He has been a leader in movements for the welfare 
of those who served in the military and naval forces of the 
United States. He was chosen chairman of the Indianapolis 
Chapter of the American Red Cross at its inception in July, 
1916, and has been its chairman ever since. He goes about 
constantly trying to do good, and his latest act donating the 
hospital site has made possible the construction of that 
splendid institution without delay. 

James E. Watson, the senior Senator from our State, who 
has a rare gift of expression, made articulate the sentiments 
of our Indiana people when he wrote to Mr. Fortune: 

I want to congratulate you upon your most generous gift of the 
site for the new United States veterans’ hospital. This is but 
renewed evidence of the public spirit that has characterized your 
conduct for a long number of years. 

I can not conceive of a finer life to live or of a more satisfactory 
way to make the journey than the one you have chosen and 
followed so religiously. You were richly endowed by nature for 
this work and you have added to those natural endowments an 
invaluable experience that has strengthened your fitness to carry 
on in this favored fashion. 

If we had more people willing to sacrifice for the benefit of the 
public and for the improvement of living conditions generally 
our country would be all the better off, our private lives all the 
more beautifully lived, and our public affairs more harmoniously 
and happily conducted. I count it a privilege to know you and to 
number you among my friends. 

I can not add anything to what Senator Watson has so 
well said, but the more I reflect on what Mr. Fortune has 
done in extending the blessings of the very best hospital 
treatment to sick and suffering soldiers the more I admire 
the nobility of the example he sets to other men of means 
whose hearts, I hope, will be similarly touched. 

Mr. CONDON. Mr. Speaker, Iam very happy to have the 
opportunity to vote for this bill, which will so largely extend 
very much needed hospital facilities for our disabled veterans 
of the World War. I know, and every Member of this House 
knows, that there is a woeful lack of hospital accommoda- 
tions in many sections of the country for the proper care of 
the ever-increasing number of non-service-connected dis- 
ability cases which Congress has declared by law are en- 
titled to hospitalization. This bill will help somewhat to 
cure this complaint, but much more remains to be done. 

The committee, I know, has worked hard to bring out a 
bill here which it felt could pass at this session and receive 


the approval of the President, and the members of the com- 
mittee are to be commended for the sympathy and zeal 
which animated them in reporting the present bill. The 
veterans and the veteran organizations of the country have 
confidence in this committee, and feel that among its mem- 
bership are some of their staunchest friends in this House. 
It is because of this feeling of confidence that I express the 
hope that the committee will reconsider for submission to 
the next Congress the construction of a hospital in northern 
Rhode Island to properly care for the increasing number 
of disability cases in the Providence regional district which 
includes southeastern Massachusetts and all of the State of 
Rhode Island. A veterans’ hospital is greatly needed in this 
region, and the American Legion, Department of Rhode 
Island, at its annual convention at Jamestown, Rhode Island, 
last September, urgently requested that a Government hos- 
pital be constructed and located in that section of the State. 

In my opinion a hospital located at or near the boundary 
line of the towns of Cumberland and North Attleboro, in the 
States of Rhode Island and Massachusetts, respectively, 
would be an ideal location. Here can be found numerous 
sites readily accessible to excellent roads, railroads, and bus 
routes, served with water, gas, and electricity, conveniently 
adjacent to cities yet in the open country. The advantages 
of this location will, I think, require little argument when 
the committee is prepared to act. 

We are content, however, at this time to leave our plea 
with the members of the subcommittee for their serious 
consideration for inclusion in the next program of construc- 
tion, and I therefore enthusiastically record my support of 
this bill now before us and congratulate the committee on 
the unanimous vote which it is apparently going to receive 
here to-day. 

The veterans of Rhode Island rejoice at the good fortune 
of their disabled comrades of other States in winning recog- 
nition of their needs in this bill, and I am sure there is not 
one veteran in my State who would not want me to support 
this legislation to the limit. As the distinguished chairman 
of the subcommittee, the lady from Massachusetts, (Mrs. 
Rocks] said in her opening statement a few moments ago, 
“those who have not received recognition in this bill have 
taken their disappointment in good grace.” That is as it 
should be, and it ought to prompt the committee to give 
those who have not been recognized in this bill, a thorough 
and exhaustive reconsideration of their claims. I know that 
the veterans in Rhode Island will continue to plead for a 
Government hospital there because they are convinced that 
there is a real need for one, which is growing with every 
passing year. I concur in this conviction most heartily and 
during the remainder of my service here shall earnestly sup- 
port them in their fight for recognition of that need by the 
World War Veterans’ Committee and by this House. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF 
FLORIDA 


Mr. GREEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
vacate the proceedings on the bill, Calendar No. 928, H. R. 
7118, providing for the establishment of a term of the Dis- 
trict Court of the United States for the Southern District of 
Florida at Orlando, Fla., and let the bill remain on the 
calendar. The bill was passed to-day. It affects my district 
and I would like for the bill to remain on the calendar until 
we can get it settled. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. This bill was passed to-day. The request 
of the gentleman from Florida is that the proceedings by 
which it was passed be vacated and the bill restored to the 
calendar. Is there objection? } 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, as the Speaker has stated, the bill was passed to-day. 
The bill was introduced, it came to our committee, the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, a report was received from the 
Attorney General, and the only kind of bill that could pos- 
sibly haye come out of that committee was the bill that was 
passed to-day. If the gentleman from Florida insists upon 
his motion to vacate, he does so at his peril. because when 
next the bill is called on the Consent Calendar it will be 
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objected to by the committee and there will be no legislation 
on the subject. The gentleman has full and complete warn- 
ing of the situation. If he moves to vacate, there will be no 
bill passed. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 


gentleman from Florida? 
There was no objection. 


BUREAU OF NATIONAL HOMES 


Mr. JAMES of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 16658) authorizing the 
erection of certain additional facilities at branches of the 
Bureau of National Homes. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in order to provide sufficient hospital 
and domiciliary facilities to care for the increasing load of dis- 
abled veterans eligible for admission to the various branches of 
the Bureau of National Homes, the Administrator of Veterans’ 
Affairs, subject to the approval of the President, is hereby author- 
ized to provide additional hospital and domiciliary facilities for 
persons entitled to admission to the branches of the Bureau of 
National Homes by purchase, replacement, and remodeling, or ex- 
tension of existing plants, and by construction on sites now 
owned by the Government or on sites to be acquired by purchase, 
condemnation, gift, or otherwise, such hospital and domiciliary 
facilities to include the necessary buildings and auxiliary struc- 
tures, the mechanical equipment, approach work, roads, and 
trackage facilities leading thereto, sidewalks abutting reservations, 
vehicles, livestock, furniture, equipment, and accessories to pro- 
vide accommodations for officers, nurses, and attending personnel, 
and also to provide proper and suitable recreational centers; and 
the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs is authorized to accept 
gifts or donations for any of the purposes named herein. Such 
hospital and domiciliary plants to be constructed shall be of 
fireproof construction, and existing plants purchased shall be 
remodeled to be fireproof, and the location and nature thereof, 
whether for domiciliary or hospital care or treatment, shall be in 
the discretion of the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs, subject to 
the approval of the President. 

Sec. 2. The construction of new hospital or domiciliary facilities 
or the replacement, extension, alteration, remodeling, or repair of 
all hospital or domiciliary facilities heretofore or hereafter con- 
structed shall be done in such manner as the President may deter- 
mine, and he is authorized to require the architectural, engineering 
constructing, or other forces of any of the departments of the 
Government to do or assist in such work and to employ individuals 
and agencies not now connected with the Government, if, in his 
opinion, dsirable, at such compensation as he considers reasonable. 

Sec. 3. For carrying into effect the p sections relating 
to additional hospitals and domiciliary facilities, there is hereby 
authorized to be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,850,000, to be immedi- 
ately available and to remain available until expended, but not 
to exceed 3 per cent of this sum shall be available for employ- 
ment in the District of Columbia and in the field of necessary 
technical and clerical assistants at the customary rates of com- 
pensation to ald exclusively in the preparation of the plans and 
specifications for the projects authorized herein and for the super- 
vision of the execution thereof and for traveling expenses, field 
office equipment, and supplies in connection therewith. 

Sec. 4. The President is further authorized, in his discretion, to 
use all or any part of the moneys authorized to be appropriated 
by the provisions of the act approved June 21, 1930 (Public, No. 
405, 71st Cong.), for extending the facilities at the National Home 
designated therein or at any other National Home or hospital 
under the jurisdiction of the Veterans’ Administration, or for any 
of the purposes set forth in section 1 of this act. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. James] to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in 
favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 


AMENDMENT OF IMMIGRATION ACT OF 1917 

Mr. JENKINS presented a conference report, for printing 
under the rules, on the bill (H. R. 9803) to amend the fourth 
proviso to section 24 of the immigration act of 1917, as 
amended. : 

PILLAGER BAND OF CHIPPEWA INDIANS OF MINNESOTA 

Mr. LEAVITT presented a conference report, for printing 
under the rule, on the bill (S. 4051) authorizing the Pillager 
Band of Chippewa Indians, residing in the State of Minne- 
sota, to submit claims to the Court of Claims. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF 
FLORIDA 


Mrs. OWEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7118) for the 
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establishment of a term of the District Court of the United 
States for the Southern District of Florida at Orlando, Fla., 
Calendar No. 928. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA., Mr. Speaker, is not this the same bill 
referred to by the gentleman from Florida? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands it is the same bill. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I shall object. I gave 
notice to the House that if the proceedings of the House were 
vacated when it next came up it would be objected to. 

Mr. GREEN. Let it come up and let me offer the amend- 
ments. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. We can not accept those amendments. 

Mr. BLANTON. But the gentlewoman from Florida was 
not here when the proceedings were vacated. She should be 
given the right to be heard on her bill. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman from Florida stated to 
me and to the chairman of my committee that he was mov- 
ing with the consent of the gentlewoman from Florida. 

Mr. GREEN. So that I could offer the amendments. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. We can not accept those amendments. 

Mr. BLANTON, If the gentlewoman from Florida had 
been here, she certainly would not have allowed the proceed- 
ings to be vacated. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I object, Mr. Speaker. 


AN EMBARGO OR A TARIFF ON OIL 


Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks by printing a statement I made before 
the Ways and Means Committee on the subject of an 
embargo on oil. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, oil is produced in 19 
States, and in many of them it is the most important in- 
dustry. It represents an investment of approximately $12,- 
000,000,000. It is a controlling industry in my State of Okla- 
homa. In our State we levy a gross production tax of 3 
per cent upon the gross value of the oil produced, and the 
income from this source for the year ending June 30, 1930, 
amounted to $9,998,762.11, and in a large measure pays the 
running expenses of the State. If the production is lessened 
or the price is decreased, it affects the amount of revenue 
which the State receives. My State, from such revenues, 
expends $1,500,000 in aid of weak schools throughout the 
State, and therefore every school district and every taxpayer 
of the State is interested in the prosperity of the oil indus- 
try. By reason of the curtailment program it is estimated 
that my State loses in revenues for 1930, $1,320,000 and the 
oil producers $44,000,000. 

Up to and including the year 1929 we have produced in 
Oklahoma 2,247,015,000 barrels of oil, upon which a gross 
production tax of $95,187,451.17 has been paid. It is esti- 
mated that during the past 10 years, because of foreign im- 
ports of oil, the price of crude oil has been reduced 25 cents 
per barrel, and upon that basis my State has lost the 3 per 
cent gross production tax upon the added value, or an esti- 
mated amount of $13,800,000, and that the producers have 
lost approximately $460,000,000. 

It is estimated that in the mid-continent field, by reason 
of the depression, 100,000 or more wage earners are out of 
employment. Hence, from this standpoint, we are vitally 
interested. 

When the oil industry is depressed the oil fraternity does 
not reach out in search of new fields to test them out for oil, 
and as a result no new leases are being taken and the pay- 
ments of rental on undeveloped lands are not kept up. 

When the industry is prosperous a vast amount of wildcat 
or exploration work is done and farmers, miles distant from 
developed territory, receive rentals from their lands which 
in large measure assist them in the payment of the taxes on 
their lands and other expenses. 

In addition to the gross-production tax on oil, we levy a 
tax of 4 cents per gallon on all gasoline sold in our State, 
which for the past fiscal year amounted to the sum of 
$12,070,630.03, from which fund our roads are in large 
measure built and bridges constructed throughout the State. 
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I mention these facts to show what great interest the oil 
industry is to the people of the country and why it is neces- 
sarily important for Congress to do what it can, through 
the enactment of legislation, to promote the welfare of this 
industry. 

It is estimated that there are about 330,000 oil wells in 
the United States. Many are small producing wells. It 
is conservatively estimated that 327,000 of these wells pro- 
duce on an average of only about 4.7 barrels per day each, 
and of this number approximately 250,000 wells produce on 
an average of only 1 barrel. If these wells are closed down, 
they will perhaps deteriorate to the point of being ruined, 
and it is too expensive to try to reopen them after they are 
once shut down and the production of oil from these wells 
is therefore lost to the industry. The wells vary in depth 
from 600 feet to more than 6,000 feet, and the deeper wells 
cost approximately $150,000 to drill and equip them. 

The oil industry throughout the United States has done 
what it could to remedy the situation, through proration 
agreements, and I think I may say, generally speaking, that 
these agreements have been fairly lived up to. We have 
curtailed the production of oil to stabilize the price and to 
prevent a further serious slump to a point where the indus- 
try will be destroyed unless an effective remedy is enacted. 

It is not fair nor just to the oil industry in our own coun- 
try for it to be forced to curtail or so greatly limit produc- 
tion and at the same time permit, without limit, the impor- 
tation of oil and refined products into our country. 

Two measures have been advanced to assist the oil fra- 
ternity, one, a bill which I have introduced to place a tariff 
of $1 per barrel (42 gallons) and 50 per cent ad valorem duty 
on all foreign products of oil imported into our country, and, 
second, the bill which is reported to the Senate and is being 
considered by the Committee on Ways and Means, to limit 
the importation of oil for the next three years to 16,000,000 
barrels, fixing the percentage to be imported from any coun- 
try on the basis of the 1928 importations. This latter bill 
is only temporary and it is expected that Congress will enact 
permanent legislation before the expiration of the three 
years. 

We produced in the year 1928 a total of 900,364,000 bar- 
rels of oil, 1,005,598,000 for 1929, and 896,265,030 barrels for 
1930. Oklahoma produced in 1929, 253,704,000 barrels and in 
1930, 215,227,000 barrels. 

There were imported into this country during 1928 a total 
of 79,766,672 barrels of oil, principally from Venezuela, Mex- 
ico, Colombia, and Peru, in 1929 a total of 109,619,000 barrels, 
and during 1930 a total of 62,129,419 barrels, and there was 
a great increase in refined products including gasoline, 16,- 
926,800 barrels, which, on the basis of 2.3 barrels of oil for 
one barrel of gasoline, would show an importation equivalent 
to approximately 38,921,640 barrels of oil during 1930. In 
addition there was imported: Fuel oil, 26,080,383; kerosene, 
200,806; and lubricating oil, 24,728. All of these importa- 
tions in the aggregate approximate the equivalent of 116,- 
652,000 barrels of crude oil. 

It will be seen that the importation of oil and refined prod- 
ucts into our country is on the increase. 

The bill under consideration seeks to limit the importa- 
tion of foreign oils in proportion to the curtailment of pro- 
duction through proration agreements in our own country. 

The situation is extremely acute. Relief should be granted 
during the present session of Congress. No one can justify 
compelling our own producers ‘to “pinch” in their small 
producing oil wells to the point of destroying them and cur- 
tailing the production from the larger wells and at the 
same time permit oil and refined products to be imported 
into this country in competition with and to the destruc- 
tion of our oil industry. That is what it amounts to. The 
embargo act is limited to three years. During that period 
of time the situation should be studied and time will be 
afforded to change or amend the legislation as conditions 
may demand or justify after a careful study of the situation. 

There have been three arguments advanced against such 
legislation: 
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First. It is urged that we should conserve our oil for 
future generations. A few years ago experts predicted the 
exhaustion of our oil resources within a few years. In the 
meantime new fields have been discovered. Oil geologists 
appeared before the Senate committee and have exploded 
these fears and have clearly shown that there is enough oil 
within sight to supply our country for at least 100 years. It 
is also pointed out that we have an unlimited supply of oil 
shale from which oil may be produced to take care of our 
needs for an unlimited length of time. It can be produced 
in unlimited quantities from coal. In the more recent 
months or years, therefore, we do not hear fears expressed 
as to the exhaustion of our oil supply. Then we must al- 
ways bear in mind that scientists will find substitutes for 
gasoline long before there is any fear of exhaustion. 

The second argument against the placing of an embargo 
or tariff on oil is that it may raise the price of gasoline to 
the consumer. The price of gasoline is commercially con- 
trolled just as the price of oil. The large companies that 
fix the price of oil fix the price of gasoline. During the past 
three years the price of oil has fluctuated from $3.85 and 
$4.10 per barrel in Pennsylvania, down to an average of 
approximately 9744 cents per barrel for oil in the mid- 
continent field, but with no appreciable difference in the 
price of gasoline in any part of the United States. Gasoline 
has sold from 18 to 20 cents per gallon. There has been no 
material change in the tank-wagon price. Let me repeat, 
there has been no appreciable difference in the price to the 
consumer. In 1926, when oil was worth $2.04 per barrel, 
gasoline sold for 18.09 cents. At present, mid-continent 
crude is under a dollar and gasoline sells at an average price 
of 18.39 cents per gallon. 

Third, we have insisted that oil could be produced much 
cheaper in foreign countries and imported into this country 
than it could be produced in our own country and piped to 
the refineries along the Atlantic seaboard. 

In order that this question might be determined, an 
amendment was added to the tariff act directing the Tariff 
Commission to make an investigation and report the dif- 
ference in the cost of production of oil in foreign fields, the 
cost of importing oil into our own country, and the cost 
of producing oil in the mid-continent field and 
ing it to the Atlantic coast, the point where it comes in 
competition with the foreign-produced oil. 

The report recently made (S. Doc. No. 267) shows the aver- 
age cost of production of crude petroleum at the well in the 
mid-continent field, which includes Oklahoma. Arkansas, 
Texas, and Kansas, is $1.10 per barrel, and the cost of trans- 
portation, including a purchasing charge of 10 cents per 
barrel, to the Atlantic seaboard 88 cents per barrel, making 
a total cost of $1.98 per barrel. The cost of the production 
of oil in the Maracaibo Basin of Venezuela in 1929 was 56 
cents per barrel, and the cost of transportation 23 cents per 
barrel, making 79 cents per barrel, and adding the purchas- 
ing charge of 10 cents per barrel, the total cost would be 
89 cents per barrel at the Atlantic seaboard refineries. 

We submit that this report justifies a tariff of $1 per 
barrel on oil and a corresponding duty on refined products. 

The depression in this leading industry, of course, affects 
the prosperity of the business of the State and Nation gen- 
erally. The State revenues are greatly diminished, school 
funds are reduced, the unemployment situation is made 
more acute, no new territory is developed for oil, no new 
leases taken, and as a consequence rentals are not paid, and 
the farmers to that extent are not assisted in the payment 
of their taxes or other indebtedness. This also results in 
the lowering of income taxes collected, State and Federal. 

We submit, therefore, that every argument that could be 
made in behalf of a tariff on any product can be made for 
a tariff on oil, and every argument demanding a curtailment 
of production of oil and its proration can be made for a 
bill placing a limited embargo against the importation of 
crude oil. 

Either through the enactment of a limited embargo shut- 
ting out the importation of large quantities of petroleum 
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or a tariff, and by continuing curtailment through proration 
agreements, it is hoped to limit the supply so as to satisfy 
the domestic market and insure a fair price for the oil 
produced. 

The total demand for crude petroleum during 1930 was 
1,040,190,000 barrels, a slight decrease under the demand 
of 1929, but the demand for gasoline for 1930 was 461,181,000 
barrels, being an increase of 5.3 per cent over the demand 
for 1929. 

The total demand for all oils, in terms of crude petroleum, 
for the year 1930, was 1,107,016,000 barrels, as compared to 
1,109,276,000 barrels for 1929. 

It is not insisted that an embargo or tariff legislation will 
prove to be a complete remedy, but if the amount permitted 
to be imported were limited to 16,000,000 barrels it would 
shut out approximately 100,000,000 barrels of crude petro- 
leum, or its equivalent, from our domestic market, which 
would unquestionably better enable domestic producers to 
regulate production to meet the domestic demands. We 
need have no fear but that competitive production will 
always insure an abundant supply of oil from which refined 
products are made sufficient to meet the domestic demand. 

Finally we submit that the records of imports for 1929 
show that 82 per cent of crude oil and refined products are 
imported by four leading companies, the Royal-Dutch 
Shell, the Gulf Co., the Standard of Indiana, and the 
Standard of New Jersey. While these companies enter into 
proration agreements with reference to the production of 
oil in our own country, they do not limit their imports, in- 
creasing their shipments annually which they bring into 
our domestic market. We submit that our domestic pro- 
ducers are entitled to such legislation as Congress may en- 
act to help save the oil industry. This bill, if enacted, 
terminates in three years. In the meantime it is hoped that 
a full study of the entire subject may be made and perma- 
nent legislation enacted. 

JUDGE HIRAM PITT BENNET—COLORADO’S FIRST TERRITORIAL 

DELEGATE IN CONGRESS 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp and include 
therein a tribute to my predecessors in Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Colorado? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, for nearly 25 
years I have very much appreciated the honor of being 
elected each year to the position of vice president of a 
Colorado pioneer society called “ The Sons of Colorado.” 

The outstanding object of that association has always 
been “to perpetuate the memories of Colorado pioneers, 
whose wisdom, patriotism, courage, and foresight caused 
them to lay the foundation of the great Centennial State.” 

In pursuance of that sentiment and, as the son of one of 
those pioneers who went to Colorado during our Territorial 
days, I am going to comment briefly upon the life, character, 
and public services, and pay a deferential tribute of respect 
to the memory of one of the most courageous, constructive, 
and grandest frontiersman Colorado ever had—Judge Hiram 
Pitt Bennet—Colorado’s first Territorial Delegate in Con- 
gress. 

THE NAMING OF THE COLORADO RIVER 

The lower part of the Colorado River was referred to by 
several early explorers by various names. But history seems 
to agree that it was definitely named the Rio Colorado (Red 
River) of the West, on August 26, 1540, by the Spanish ex- 
plorer Alarcon. 

The river extended from the Gulf of California in Old 
Mexico about a thousand miles up to the southern part of 
what is now Utah. At that point the river forked and the 
name Colorado ended. The north fork came about 450 
miles from what is now northwestern Wyoming, and was 
many years afterwards called the Green River. The south 
and much larger fork came about 350 miles from what is 
now the northern central part of Colorado, and was many 
years afterwards named the Grand River. 

Those two rivers bore these two names for over 200 years. 
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THE NAMING OF COLORADO 

When the bill providing for the original creation of the 
Territory of Colorado was before the Thirty-sixth Congress, 
it passed the House providing for the naming of our present 
State The Territory of Idaho.” But in the debate in the 
Senate the Senate amended the bill and struck out the name 
“Idaho” and inserted the name “Colorado,” and officially 
christened our present State The Territory of Colorado,” 
as they then expressly stated: 

For the reason that the Colorado River arose in its mountains, 
and there was a peculiar fitness in the name— 

And also because— 


the name “Colorado” is more appropriate and more harmonious 
and is the handsomest name that could be given to any 
‘Territory or State. 

Those statements were made on the floor of the United 
States Senate on February 4, 1861, and every loyal son and 
daughter of Colorado has heartily approved of that senti- 
ment from that day to this. However, the Colorado River 
never actually reached nearer than about 80 miles to the 
western border of the State that was named after it until 
381 years thereafter, from August 26, 1540, until July 25, 
1921, when President Harding signed my bill changing the 
name of the Grand River to the Colorado River. The Presi- 
dent presented me the pen he used, and it is now in the 
State Historical Museum in Denver. i 

It was my good fortune to be well acquainted with Judge 
Bennet for 30 years. A true story of his life would make a 
most interesting volume. With utter fearlessness he fought 
the Indians and heroically fought the outlaws, and was a 
bold leader and champion of law and order in three States, 
and for 55 years in Colorado he was one of the most hon- 
ored and efficient pioneers our State ever had. 

He helped form the Territory of Colorado. Colorado’s 
career is widely different from any other State. It was 
formed out of a part of a greater number of geographical 
divisions than any other State. It is a part of what there- 
tofore had been unlimited Indian country, Spain, New Spain, 
France, the Republic of Texas, Mexico, and the Territories 
of Missouri, Nebraska, California, New Mexico, Utah, and 
Kansas. It is by actual geological survey the highest State 
in the Union. Colorado is literally “the top of the world.” 
Of the 64 named 14,000-foot mountain peaks in the United 
States, 1 is in Washington, 13 in California, and 50 are in 
Colorado, forming a marvelous snow-capped range 300 miles 
long across the State from Wyoming to New Mexico, and 
from which eight great rivers run north, east, south, and 
west. 

Colorado is the only perfectly rectangular State in the 
Union. It is not only the keystone in the top of the arch of 
this Union but it is “ the key State of the new West.” Colo- 
rado is out where the West begins.” President Roosevelt 
christened Colorado “the summer playground of the Na- 
tion,” but it has become the summer playground of the 
world. For many years Colorado was called “the Switzer- 
land of America.” Now Switzerland is called “ the Colorado 
of Europe.” Every year a million people from all over the 
world come to colorful Colorado, where the sun sets re- 
luctantly as it bids good night to that sublimely georgous 
crystal chain on the crest of this hemisphere. 

Soon after the Territory of Colorado was formed by the 
act of Congress.of February 28, 1861—70 years ago this 
month—Judge Bennet was, elected as our first Territorial 
Delegate to Congress, and served four years, practically all 
during the Civil War and during President Lincoln’s admin- 
istration, and voluntarily retired from that office. He after- 
wards held several other offices for many years, both in the 
Territory and State. Colorado was very fortunate in all of 
her Territorial Delegates. During the exactly 15 years and 
5 months from February 28, 1861, when the Territory of 
Colorado was created, until August 1, 1876, when the State 
was admitted into the Union, we had five Territorial Dele- 
gates in Congress. Namely, Hiram P. Bennet (he always 
spelled his name with one “t”), Allen A. Bradford, George 
M. Chilcott, Jerome B. Chaffee, and Thomas M. Patterson. 
The last three were afterwards United States Senators. 
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However, I always felt that Bennet made one of the most 
useful records in Congress that any Territorial Delegate 
from any State ever made. He was the first one to elo- 
quently and persistently tell the world about Colorado. His 
activities took a much wider range than that of other Dele- 
gates in Congress during the past 40 years. 

On December 20, 1861, he introduced the bill that passed 
the following May, establishing the United States mint in 
Denver, one of the three great Government mints. He is 
“The father of the Denver mint.” He created two military 
posts and Indian agencies over the mountains in the wild 
region that is now part of my congressional district. He 
established a Territorial library; legalized decisions of miner’s 
courts, and established regular courts. Provided for taking 
a census; increased the pay of members of all Territorial 
legislatures, and allowing Territorial delegates additional 
privileges. Had Territorial laws printed in English and 
Spanish, and provided for interpreters and translators. 
Helped establish a bureau of mineralogy. He passed a reso- 
lution providing for a treaty with the Ute Indians; the 
establishment of several post routes out of Denver; for an 
engrossing clerk and two messengers for the Territorial leg- 
islature; to construct a public building for the capitol of the 
Territory of Colorado, with provisions for the legislature and 
supreme court, and secured an appropiration of $75,000 for a 
Territorial penitentiary at Canon City, where the Colorado 
State Penitentiary has ever since been; also a resolution 
to “Restrain the wanton killing of buffalo by white emi- 
grants.” Also a bill for a charter of a Masonic Hall Associa- 
tion for the District of Columbia. He was the author of the 
acts of March 21 and 29, 1864, To enable the people of 
Colorado to form a constitution and State government, and 
for admission of said State into the Union on an equal foot- 
ing with the original States.” 7 

He got an appropriation of $15,000 For collecting sta- 
tistics of the wealth and extent of the mineral resources of 
the States and Territories west of the Missouri River, under 
the direction of the General Land Office.” 

On February 4, 1865, he as chairman of the seven Terri- 
torial Delegates then in the House, prepared a very forcible 
statement, which they all signed, approving of a United 
States constitutional amendment to prohibit slavery, and 
they inserted it in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of that date 
at page 596. 

He did many other commendable things, and tried 
to do a great many more, and was always very ener- 
getic, efficient, and a splendid representative of the Terri- 
tory and of the entire West, and was all his life an exception- 
ally active, public-spirited, and useful citizen from the time 
he came to Denver in 1859, when the city had about 3,000 
people, until his death in 1914, when the city had nearly 
300,000 population. 

He had formerly lived and practiced law and was a judge 
several years in Glenwood, Iowa, that beautiful little city 
near Council Bluffs. Soon after the Ute Indians were moved 
out of western Colorado following the Meeker and Thorn- 
burg massacres in 1879, he and an old Glenwood, Iowa, 
friend of his, Isaac Cooper, came over into that Ute Indian 
country on the western slope of Colorado, and they located 
and laid out a town at the junction of the Colorado and 
Roaring Fork Rivers. There is an enormous flow of hot 
mineral, medicinal water coming out of both banks of the 
Colorado River at that point. The springs had been used 
as medicine springs by the Ute Indians for ages before they 
were ever seen by a white man. Bennet and Cooper named 
the town Glenwood Springs, in honor of their old home 
town in Iowa, and also named two of the main streets, Ben- 
net Avenue and Cooper Avenue, in commemoration of them- 
selves. Those two streets were then nothing but imaginary 
lines running south from the bank of the Colorado River 
through a half mile of dense scrub oak and sage brush. But 
the judge lived to take pride for many years in seeing a 
friend and successor to him in Congress living on Bennet 
Avenue, in Glenwood Springs, upon which street I built 
“my little gray home in the West,” and have lived with my 
family for nearly 40 years. 
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Colorado will always owe a great debt of gratitude to her 
first Territorial Delegate in Congress. The residents of 
Glenwood Springs have always been perfectly confident that 
we live in the most picturesquely scenic and beautiful little 
city in Colorado, and they will always be proud of the name 
of our city and also of Bennet Avenue. We hope Glenwood, 
Iowa, will likewise always feel proud of her Colorado daugh- 
ter and namesake, and also of her distinguished former 
citizen, Judge Hiram P. Bennet. 

I often urged him to write and preserve his memoirs. I 
have known nearly all of Colorado’s prominent pioneer 
Officials, and I really believe no other one man ever per- 
sonally knew more than he did of the early frontier lore, 
the actual facts making up our early history of that region 
before the Territory was organized, and during the 15 years 
of our Territorial existence and the first 38 years of our 
statehood. His memory was a great storehouse of pioneer 
information. But like most of Colorado’s history makers, he 
put it off too long and a world of most important events 
during 55 years of Colorado’s formative period passed for- 
ever into oblivion when the angel of death beckoned to his 
heroic and patriotic soul. 

A noted author recently asked, “ Where are the descend- 
ants of the 50 signers of the Declaration of Independence? 
What important things are they doing?” Saying, “it is 
scarcely 155 years since the signing, yet what has become of 
them? Who and where and what are they? Does anybody 
know more than one of them?” 

I have often wondered who and where and what they are, 
and what has become of all the descendants of the wonder- 
fully able, conscientious, and earnest body of men who sat 
in the Constitutional Convention that only 55 years ago 
prepared Colorado’s remarkably splendid, suitable, and far- 
sighted constitution upon which our State came into the 
Union? Our State has always been justly very proud of 
those men, and I hope some one will sometime check them 
up and see how the descendants compare with their really 
grand-grandsires. 

With that thought in mind I feel it appropriate to say 
that Judge Bennet left three sons and two daughters. 
Hiram Pitt Bennet, jr., whom I well knew for the 40 years 
before his death in 1926. He was like his father, a splendid 
and successful lawyer, and a worthy son of his illustrious 
father. He left a widow and daughter, who is the wife of 
Lieut. Col. Walter Scott Fulton, United States Army. 

Another son, Col. John B. Bennet, United States Army, 
retired, and the other son, Robert Ames Bennet, an author, 
who has for many years specialized in western stories. The 
judge’s daughters are Mrs. Louis D. Sharp and Mrs. James G. 
Hughes. 

He has many grandchildren. Two of them graduates of 
West Point, one of Annapolis, one of Yale, and one of the 
George Washington Law School. He has also 12 great- 
grandchildren, and all of them are a credit to Colorado 
and are creditably carrying on the most worthy traditions 
and noble character of one of Colorado’s most outstanding 
figures and greatest pioneer builders. 

His brief life sketch as it appears in the recent edition 
of the Biographical Directory of the American Congress, 
1774 to 1927, page 692, is as follows: 


Hiram Pitt Bennet, a Delegate from the Territory of Colo- 
rado; born in Carthage, Franklin County, Me., September 2, 1826; 
moved to Ohio with his parents, who settled in Richland County 
in 1831; attended public and private schools and the Ohio Wes- 
leyan University at Delaware; taught school in northwestern Mis- 
souri in 1850; studied law, was admitted to the bar in 1851, and 
practiced in western Iowa and later at Glenwood, Iowa; judge of 
the Circuit Court of Iowa in 1852; moved to Nebraska Territory 
In 1854 and settled in Nebraska City and continued the practice 
of law; unsuccessfully contested in 1855 as a Republican the 
election of Bird B. Chapman to the Thirty-fourth Congress; 
member of the Territorial council in 1856; member of the Terri- 
torial house of representatives in 1858 and served as speaker; 
moved to Denver, Colo., in 1859, and continued the practice of 
law; upon the admission of the Territory to representation was 
elected as a Conservative Republican a Delegate to the Thirty- 
seventh Congress; reelected to the Thirty-eighth Congress, and 
served from August 19, 1861, to March 3, 1865; was not a candi- 
date for renomination in 1864; secretary of state of Colorado in 
1867; appointed postmaster of Denver, Colo., on March 26, 1869, 
and served until May 27, 1874, when a successor was appointed; 
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member of the first State senate in 1876; appointed “State 
agent” in 1888, and served until 1895 in recovering lands be- 
longing to the State of Colorado, but which had been wrongfully 
disposed of; retired from active duties and the practice of his 
profession in 1899 and resided in Denver, Colo., until his death, 
November 11, 1914; interment in Riverside Cemetery. 


At my request Judge Bennet’s son, Robert Ames Bennet, 
has prepared a family biographical sketch, which I insert 
herewith, as follows: 


HON. HIRAM PITT BENNET, FIRST DELEGATE TO CONGRESS FROM THE 
TERRITORY OF COLORADO 


By Robert Ames Bennet 


Through both his parents Hiram Pitt Bennet came of old Ameri- 
can stock. John Bennet, of Bristol, England, sailed to Jamestown 
in 1664. From the Virginia Colony he moved to Massachusetts and 
bought a farm near Middleboro, a few miles distant from the 
famous Plymouth Rock. His descendant, Elisha Bennet, father of 
Hiram, moved from this same farm to Maine, where he served in 
the War of 1812. The wife of Hiram, Maria Bradbury, also of an 
old colonial family, bore him 11 sons. 

Hiram, the sixth son, was born at Carthage, Me., September 2, 
1826. But at the early age of 5 he was taken by his parents to 
Ohio. Here, as soon as he could swing an ax, he helped his older 
brothers and his father fell acres of forest to clear the family farm. 

In 1839, with the aid of these sons, Elisha Bennet built two 12- 
foot wagons, making all the iron parts, the oak wheels and running 
gear, and the black-walnut boxes. In these the family pioneered 
westward across the Mississippi to the recently purchased Indian 
lands in the northwest corner of Missouri. The privations of the 
family on this raw frontier were severe. For the remainder of his 
boyhood young Hiram could add no “schooling” whatever to the 
very slight amount given him in Ohio. 

At the start of the Mexican War he attempted to enlist, but was 
pulled out of the line of recruits by an older brother. Some time 
after this, when he saw a group of lawyers and the judge ride 
past horseback, on circuit, he flung down his hoe and resolved to 
become a lawyer. Ps 

Afoot, horseback, and by steamboat he traveled 800 miles back 
to Ohio. After two years in small seminaries, he made the long 
trip home in 1848, only to return in the fall to attend the Wesleyan 
University at Delaware. But within four months sickness com- 
pelled him to give up his studies. 

On his second homeward trip his careful nursing saved the life 
of a companion stricken with cholera, which at this time was 
causing the death of many people. 

Back in Missouri, he taught school during the day and at 
night read law by firelight until his admittance to the bar in May, 
1851. He won his second case in court against no less an op- 
ponent than Colonel Doniphan, of Mexican War fame, one of the 
foremost lawyers of Missouri. 

In the same year Mr. Bennet sold his farm and moved to Coon- 
ville, afterwards renamed Glenwood, in western Iowa—a country 
just bought from the Pottawattamies. Here, in the spring of 
1852, he married his first wife—Sarah, daughter of James McCabe. 
Soon afterwards he was elected county judge of Mills County, Iowa. 

The following year he was one of the leaders of 17 settlers who 
crossed the Missouri River and rushed a village of several hundred 
Otoe Indians. His party, though only scantily armed with shot- 
guns and “pepperbox” revolvers, intimidated the Indian chiefs 
and compelled the restoration of several stolen horses. 

It is in point here to remark that during his many years of 
pioneering, in gold camps and elsewhere on the frontier, Hiram 
Pitt Bennet never took a weapon in hand except in case of danger 
from Indians or when hunting. Though often in places where 
desperadoes were numerous and killings frequent, he neither 
carried nor even owned a revolver. 

The fall of 1854 found Mr. Bennet again following the impulse 
of his pioneer blood. He resigned as county judge and moved to 
Nebraska City, in the then latest Indian purchase—lands bought 
from the Omahas. Here he formed a law partnership with J. Ster- 
ling Morton, who afterwards became a great Secretary of Agriculture 
in President McKinley’s Cabinet, and renowned throughout the 
world as the “ Father of Arbor Day.” When Mr. Morton was build- 
ing his now famous mansion at Nebraska City, Nebr., he con- 
sulted Judge Bennet as to what trees to plant around it. The 
judge advised him to plant elms. Mr. Morton at first hesitated 
on account of their slow growth, Yes”; answered the judge, but 
they will be here a great many years after you and I have returned 
to mother earth.” 

Mr. Morton took his advice, built his great palace, set out a 
forest of elms, and his home was for many years called “ The Elms.” 
After it was purchased by the State of Nebraska the name was 
changed to “Arbor Lodge,” and it is the mecca of many thousands 
of tourists every year, and Nebraska has the proud distinction of 
being the first State in the Union to observe Arbor Day, which 
she did on April 10, 1872, on which occasion more than a million 
trees were planted. 

Within a month after Mr. Bennet moved to Nebraska City he 
was elected to the council, or upper house, of the First Territorial 
Legislature of Nebraska. He presided at the organization of that 
body and served in one of the stormy periods of Nebraska Terri- 
tory’s struggle against slavery. As the Free Soil candidate for 
Delegate to Congress, in 1855, he was elected on the face of the 
returns and went to Washington to contest for the seat, when 
the canvassing board threw out enough votes to put in his 
opponent, Berd B. Chapman. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


FEBRUARY 16 


Owing to the political confusion of the period, the House of 
Representatives was not organized until February, 1856. In April 
the Committee on Elections reported Mr. Bennet's contest in his 
favor. But no action was taken on the report until July 24, 
While waiting for the matter to be decided, Mr. Bennet, who was 
already an antiadministration man, came to realize that he agreed 
with the policies of the newly formed Republican Party. 

He went as a spectator to the convention of that party in Phila- 
delphia. A motion was carried to give every State and Territory 
a vice president in the convention. There were no delegates from 
Nebraska. But the convention recognized Hiram Pitt Bennet as 
the delegate and vice president to represent that Territory. This 
gave him the honor of sitting on the stage with all the other vice 
presidents at the first national convention of the Republican 

y. 

Because of his action in thus conspicuously joining the Black 
Republicans, many members of the American Party in the House 
of Representatives who had to speak and vote for Mr. Ben- 
net now turned against him. He lost his contest for the seat of 
Delegate from Nebraska by the narrow margin of 3 votes. He 
was, however, allowed compensation for his expenses as a con- 
testant. Also, he considered the time lost from his law practice 
amply paid for by the knowledge he had acquired at the National 
Capital regarding many statesmen and the fateful political issues 
of the period. Reared on the frontier, and never before, since in- 
fancy, east of Ohio, this trip gave him his first contact with city 
life and the people of the seaboard. 

After his return to Nebraska, Mr, Bennet was again elected, in 
1857, to the Territorial legislature. He served as speaker of the 
house at both the special and the regular session. 

During this year a State bank at Nebraska City intrusted him 
with the conveyance of $13,000 to Council Bluffs. While he was 
making the trip along the river road in a light buggy three high- 
waymen attempted to rob him of the money. Though unarmed, 
he disregarded their command to halt. Lashing his span of fast 
horses into a run, he scattered the highwaymen out of the road. 
This so disconcerted them that he was beyond dangerous range 
before they could recover their wits and fire at him. 

A few months later Mr. Bennet had an opportunity to show his 
presence of mind in another manner. One of his fellow lawyers 
who was, like himself, opposed to the politicians then locally in 
power, stood on a wagon inciting a mob to “clean out” with their 
firearms the office of the surveyor general. 

The infuriated Free Soilers were on the point of making the 
attack when Mr. Bennet climbed on the wagon and asked per- 
mission of the speaker to put in a word. As he was known to be a 
political opponent of the surveyor general, his request was 
granted. He at once made a short but impassioned appeal for 
every Man present to pursue a ruffian who had just shot one of 
their friends. Before the other speaker could resume his harangue, 
the mob scattered in all directions, intent upon the capture of the 
escaped desperado. The attack on the office of the surveyor gen- 
eral was never made. 

Discovery of gold in the Pikes Peak region and the hope of saving 
the life of a sick brother prompted Mr. Bennet to make the jour- 
ney to the Rocky Mountains in the summer of 1859. Fortunately, 
few of the Plains Indians had then gone on the warpath. There 
were only five wagons in the train of which Mr. Bennet was wagon 
master, and the four able-bodied men of the party had no other 
weapons than shotguns. 

Having located his law office in Denver, Mr. Bennet soon took a 
prominent part in the affairs of the young community. Upon him 
in several instances fell the dangerous duty of serving as prosecutor 
against desperadoes, murderers, and thieves in the people’s 
courts. In the absence of established government he helped 
organize these emergency tribunals of justice. As an open, out- 
spoken, relentless opponent of the outlaw enemies of the com- 
munity, he was a leader in their punishment. His undaunted 
moral and physical courage in everyt he undertook made him 
conspicuous among brave men. He stood at all times for law and 
order and was no less resolute against mob rule and lynch law 
than against the crimes that bring about such outbreaks. 

In one notable instance, at Denver, he balked an infuriated mob 
almost in the act of hanging a murderer. By jumping up on a 
box and shouting “Hang him!” louder than anyone else, he 
gained a hearing. The moment the yelling mob fell silent, curi- 
ous to hear what he had to say, he proposed the election of a 
people’s court, offered to act as prosecutor, and called upon the 
mob leaders to guard the prisoner against escape. This, coupled 
with an appeal for all present to act as law-abiding citizens, won 
his audience. 

As a result, on the following day the people of the town assem- 
bled and elected a court, which gave the murderer a fair trial by 
jury. Three able attorneys defended him. Three others were 
elected as prosecutors, but Mr. Bennet alone accepted the posi- 
tion and acted. The prisoner was found guilty and was hanged. 

Until the establishment of Colorado Territory by the Federal 
Government the Pikes Peak country suffered from a chaos of con- 
flicting and questionable jurisdictions. Mr. Bennet participated 
in all the more or less successful attempts to organize and main- 
tain provisional governments during these years from 1859 to 
1861. 

In 1860 he had formed a law partnership with Moses Hallett, 
who later on became United States district judge and finally 
circuit judge. 

While a majority of the people in and around Denver in 1860-61 
were devoted to the Union cause, a relatively large minority, 
including many persons of strong character and influence, were 
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for the seceding States. So active was this minority that political 
sentiments expressed on the streets and in other public places 
made it appear that Denver as a community was prepared to join 
the southern cause. 

Mr. Bennet believed an occasion should be provided to counter- 
act this talk with a demonstration of Union sentiment. He paid 
to have a 30-foot spruce tree cut and hauled down from the 
mountains for a flagpole. Unable to find in Denver an American 
flag of suitable size, he drove 20 miles to Golden and traded a lot 
that he owned in that town for a large flag. 

On the morning of Washington's Birthday, 1861, he invited all 
Union men to meet at his home. A large crowd assembled. The 
spruce-tree flagpole was raised in front of Mr. Bennet's house, 
and the flag was hoisted to the top of the pole on a line of 
spliced lariats. Mr. Bennet made an address, and the enthusiasm 
of the assemblage proved beyond doubt the great strength of 
the Union sentiment in Denver. This was the first public pole 
raising and flag flying in the Pikes Peak region under what may 
be termed “ political circumstance” and its general effect was 
immediate and influential. 

The following July the Republicans nominated Mr. Bennet as 
their candidate for Delegate to Congress from the new Territory 
of Colorado, He ran as a Union man and defeated by a heavy 
majority the Democratic candidate, Beverly D. Williams, who had 
been refused a seat in Congress as Delegate from the self-consti- 
tuted “Jefferson Territory.” At the end of his first term Mr. 
Bennet was reelected, this time in competition against William 
Gilpin, first Governor of Colorado Territory, and John M. Francisco. 

As Delegate from Colorado, Hiram Pitt Bennet served continu- 
ously during the four supremely event years of President Lincoln’s 
first term, sustaining the administration to the very best of his 
ability. Though, as a Delegate, he had no vote in Congress, he 
procured Executive orders and the enactment of laws highly bene- 
ficial to his constituents. At the same time he gave Congressmen 
from east of the Mississippi a great deal of information about the 
then new and undeveloped West. 

In Washington, against bitter opposition, he led the contest for 

s the admission of Colorado as a State and managed to interest 
many Senators and Representatives in favor of such action. The 
bill passed, and was signed by President Lincoln, March 21, 1864. 

But all of Mr. Bennet’s labor and success was rendered futile by 

an unexpected opposition to statehood that developed in Colorado. 

The State constitution drawn up by a duly elected convention was 

defeated. 

Mr. Bennet and his congressional friends again tried for Colo- 
rado statehood, with a bill introduced by Senator James H. Lane, 
of Kansas, in December, 1864. The bill went to committee, where 
it reposed until February, 1865. When brought out it met with 
opposition, was laid over, and so perished. 

As Mr. Bennet's second term expired on March 4, he could do 
no more for Colorado in Congress. He did not seek renomination, 
but he supported the Delegates who succeeded him and helped 
them in their continuance of the effort to obtain statehood. 

His two terms as Territorial Delegate covered almost all the 
period of the Civil War. This brought him into contact with most 
of the northern political and other civilian leaders in the great 
conflict and with several military officers of high renown. One of 
his last official acts was to go to General Grant at the Army head- 
quarters before Petersburg. There he obtained from the general 
the appointment of Colonel Connor to defend the western settlers 
from the then terrible raids of the Plains Indians. 

Through his acquaintance with General Todd, Delegate to the 
Thirty-seventh Congress from Dakota Territory, Mr. Bennet had 
enjoyed an unusual intimacy with Mr. Lincoln. General Todd 
was a cousin of the President. He knew that 7 in the evening 
was the best time for private audiences. At this hour he and 
Mr. Bennet would go together to the White House to present mat- 
ters relating to their respective Territories. After such business 
they would frequently have time for a social visit with Mr. 
Lincoln before the arrival of other callers. 

Owing to the discovery of the great Comstock lode and other 
rich mines in Nevada, Congress authorized the establishment of a 
mint at Carson City. Between the sessions, in 1863, Mr. Chase, 
Secretary of the Treasury, commissioned Mr. Bennet to locate 
and purchase a site for this mint. The trips from the railroad 
terminus at Atchison, Kans., required 17 days and nights of 
coach travel to Nevada. Yet, after carrying out the purpose of 
his commission at Carson City, Mr. Bennet went on west over the 
Sierras to take a pioneering view of California. He found that, 
to him, Colorado was preferable to the Pacific coast. 

While returning east he stopped over in Salt Lake City. A brief 
visit there confirmed his unfavorable opinion of Mormonism as 
then practiced. Polygamy was general throughout Utah and Brig- 
ham Young was still at the height of his power. 

At the end of Mr. Bennet’s last term in Congress, after he had 
witnessed Mr. Lincoln's second inaugural, he moved with his family 
to Newark, N. J. While living there he opened an office at 100 
Broadway, New York, in partnership with a Nebraska friend, and 
for a year dealt in Colorado mines and Virginia oil lands. But the 
call of the West proved too strong for his pioneer blood. He 
returned to resume his law practice in Denver. 

During the period of terrible warfare with the Plains Indians Mr, 
Bennet not only bettered protection for the settlers by securing 
the appointment of Colonel Connor from General Grant. He also 
suggested a disposition of the military forces on the Plains by 
which both whites and Indians would have been saved from much 
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suffering and loss of life. Disregard of his plan resulted in many 
outrages and several battles that it would have averted. 

As a pioneer, Mr. Bennet has no illusions regarding Indians in 
the savage state. But he knew that their outbreaks were all too 
often due to ill treatment by dishonest white men. In accordance 
with his belief, the year 1868 found him at Washington aiding his 
friends, Kit Carson, Maj. D. C. Oaks, and the noble Chief Ouray, 
who had come on with a large delegation of Ute chiefs and head- 
men. The result of their united efforts was a treaty fair alike to 
the tribe and to the white settlers of Colorado. 

Two years before this Mr. Bennet had gone over into the Ute 
country with a commission headed by Governor , of 
Colorado, ex-officio superintendent of Indian affairs in the Terri- 
tory. The purpose was to negotiate an Indian treaty with the 
tribe. But among the three or four fully armed Utes at the coun- 
cil was a band of renegades from Utah, headed by Colorow. That 
old chief was in ugly mood. In the midst of the conference he 
burst out with a wild and angry harangue that had the Indians 
reaching for their guns. Had not the head chief of the Colorado 
Utes interrupted him, disaster would have immediately followed. 
According to Jim Baker, the trapper, who was acting as interpreter, 
the interruption came barely in time to prevent a massacre of all 
the white men present. Though checked in his murderous scheme, 
9 succeeded in preventing any agreement on a treaty at 

me. 

In 1867 Mr. Bennet suffered the loss of his first wife. Two 
years later he married Clara Ames, granddaughter of Nathaniel 
Ames, a veteran of the War of the Revolution. She reared the 
young children of his first wife—Hiram, John, and Sara—as her 
own, and bore him a son and daughter, Robert and Blanche. 

Shortly after his second marriage he again proved his ability 
to control mobs and forestall violence. Though he received no 
actual information, his frontier experience enabled him to surmise 
that a plot was under way to lynch a particularly vicious mur- 
derer. He persuaded the mayor of Denver to go with him to an 
unfinished storeroom, where he divined that the mob meeting 
would be held. They were first to arrive, and he at once mounted 
a carpenter bench at one end of the room. 

When the intended lynchers came in to plan their attack on 
the jail, he picked out their leader and moved that the man be 
made chairman of the meeting. The mayor seconded the motion, 
which was carried. Convinced, like his followers, that Mr. Bennet 
and the mayor were in sympathy with the purposes of the meet- 
ing, the chairman “ ed Mr. Bennet. 

The first speech proved to be the only one, so forcibly did Mr. 
Bennet point out that law was now established in the Territory, 
that the murderer would be legally tried and hanged, and that 
the sheriff, Dave Cook, was an officer who would never give up a 
prisoner to a mob without a desperate fight. Mr. Bennet closed 
with an appeal for law and order and moved that the meeting 
adjourn. This was seconded by the mayor. The chairman hesi- 
tated, but, as there were no objections from his sobered follow- 
ers, he reluctantly put the motion. It was carried, and the mob 

rsed 


President Grant commissioned Mr. Bennet postmaster of Den- 
ver in March, 1869, and reappointed him four years later. The 
following year a political controversy caused Mr. Bennet’s removal, 
but within less than two years his successor was in turn re- 
moved and the office tendered again to Mr. Bennet. He declined 
{t but obtained the appointment of his former assistant, Mr. 
Sumner. 

When Colorado at last attained statehood, in 1876, Mr. Bennet 
became a member of the first State senate. His ability and ex- 
perience proved of great value in shaping the beginnings of legis- 
lation under State organization. As one lesser instance of his 
foresight, he secured passage of an act requiring the doors of all 
public buildings to swing outwards. This has saved many lives 
during panics from fire and other causes. 

As a lawyer, Mr. Bennet sought always to keep the highest 
standard of legal ethics, He put foremost his position as a law- 
abiding citizen and his duty, as an officer of the court, to further 
the ends of justice and equity. Until 1874 his only part in trials 
for crime had been that of prosecutor. But about this time 
there occurred in Denver a horrible multiple murder among a 
band of Italians, a crime on the order of the Black Hand, or 
Mafia, atrocities. 

As the accused lacked means to employ counsel, the court 
appointed Mr. Bennet to defend them. He took utmost care 
that they received a fair trial, in accordance with the principles 
of justice. But he made no slightest attempt to save his guilty 
clients by means of unnecessary delays or by resorts to techni- 
calities or any other pettifoggery. 

He believed that no lawyer is justified in aiding a criminal to 
escape the due punishment for his crime. Such a member of 
the bar he considered an accessory to the felony committed by 
the lawyer's client—no less an accessory than any other person 
who helps a criminal to escape the legal consequences of his 
guilty act. For this reason, Mr. Bennet refused to become what 
is termed a “criminal lawyer.” He would defend to the utmost 
of his ability any person or any cause that he believed to be in 
the right. But he never would lower himself to attempt the 
defeat of justice by resorting to legal trickery, quibbles, or tech- 
nicalities. 

In civil cases, his rule was to advise clients against litigation, 
if any fair and equitable settlement could be reached by com- 
promise. In his briefs and oral arguments he sought to point 
out the spirit and fundamentals of the law. If he cited prece- 
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dents, it was only to discuss the legal principles upon which they 
had been based. 

At the height of the Black Hills gold rush, in the spring of 1877, 
Mr. Bennet moved to Deadwood, Dak. This was only a few months 
after General Custer’s last battle, and several parties of gold 
seekers were killed by roving war parties of Sioux and Cheyennes. 
In addition to the danger from Indians, the stage route from 
Cheyenne, Wyo., through the Bad Lands was infested with high- 
waymen. These “road agents,” however seldom attacked any 
other coaches than those coming out of the hills with shipments 
of gold. 

„After a year and a half at the wild frontier mining town, iliness 

. Bennet’s family his return with them to Denver. 
oe os short route out to Sidney, Nebr., they escaped by only a 
few hours a war party of Sioux. C 
station through which the family had passed and massacred all 
the white men and women. 

With his wife and children once more safely housed in Denver, 
Mr. Bennet at once went westward over the mountains and — 2 — 
a law office at the great mining camp of Leadville. 
early eighties he held the position of right-of-way attorney for the 
Denver & Rio Grande Railroad, which was then opening up the 
mountainous parts of Colorado. 

Upon the admittance of Colorado to statehood, the Federal 
Government had granted to it for school purposes sections 16 and 
86 in each township of the public lands. This grant, however, in- 
cluded no sections on the Indian reservations, which then covered 
a vast area in western Colorado larger than some eastern States. 

During the mid-eighties Mr. Bennet perceived this great loss to 
the school fund of the State and thought out a plan for obtaining 
compensation. When he explained the plan to the State govern- 
ment, the legislature created for him the unique position of State 
agent. Thus qualified, he went to Washington, where, after great 
difficulty, he succeeded in getting passed by Congress an act by 
which the Land Board of Colorado was permitted to select lands in 
lieu of the sections not granted to the State because located on 
the Indian reservations. 

This project, conceived and carried through by Mr. Bennet, in- 
creased the school lands of Colorado by over 600,000 acres, none of 
which would have become part of the school properties of his 
State. 

For this great service Mr. Bennet received no or expenses. 
His sole compensation was limited to 5 per cent on the lands re- 
covered, valued at $1.25 an acre. Even this was payable only after 
the lands had been selected in Colorado and the lists approved 
by the General Land Office in Washington. To obtain such ap- 
proval Mr. Bennet had to eons at his own expense a Washing- 
ton attorney who specialized in Land Office practice. 

In addition to the long and tedious delays over the lists, Mr. 
Bennet at different periods had the expense of three suits against 
State officials before he could obtain the compensation at each 
time due him. No one questioned the justice of his claims. But 
the State revenues were sufficient only to pay appropriations of 
the first and second class. The State officials held that Mr. 
Bennet’s appropriation belonged in the third class. They refused 
to pay him until the Supreme Court of Colorado rendered a de- 
cision that he was a State officer and so belonged in the first class. 

As a final result of all this litigation, expense, and the long 
delays, the net pay received by Mr. Bennet was very small in 
return for the great service he had rendered the State. For the 
last lands acquired—after he had reached his eighty-third year— 
he received no pay whatever. His satisfaction lay in the knowl- 
edge that the hundreds of thousands of acres gained for the school 
fund by his plan and efforts would prove of vast benefit to the 
public in furthering the education of future citizens. 

During the later eighties Mr. Bennet formed a law partnership 
with his eldest son, Hiram. John, the second son, entered West 
Point and eventually attained the rank of brigadier general in 
France by the selection of General Pershing. The youngest son, 
Robert, was taken into the law firm in 1892. 

Late in 1896 the ill health of Hiram Pitt Bennet made a change 
of climate advisable. His pioneer spirit took him to the Gulf coast 
of Texas, where the town and harbor of Port Arthur were just be- 
ing started. There he suffered the loss of his second wife. This 
bereavement, followed by a temporary stagnation of all work and 
business at the future Texan port, caused his return to Colorado. 
Ill health now brought about his gradual withdrawal from active 
practice. But he had not yet fully retired when, in his eighty- 
third year, a fall that fractured his hip terminated his long career 
as a lawyer. 

Though compelled to use crutches for the last six years of his 
life, he remained mentally keen and alert to the very end. The 
many friends who kept in touch with him after his disablement 
invariably found him intensely alive to the present and future. 
He was even more interested than formerly in world events and all 
matters of political and sociological significance. 

Though he lived beyond his eighty-eighth birthday, his was a 

“green old age,” full of wisdom and ne; pgp His ideas were 
ever fresh and youthful, and he was mellow with a kindliness to 
mankind that won the love of everyone who knew him. His final 
iliness occurred during the first dramatic stages of the World War. 
Only a few minutes before his death, on November 11, 1914, Fare 
was studying and commenting upon the latest reports from 


Europe. 

It may be said that in his life Hiram Pitt Bennet epitomized 
much of the pioneer era of the United States. This is especially 
true as regards the frontiers west of the Mississippi. He under- 
went all the privations and hardships of pioneering—the 


toil, the pain and misery of sickness untempered by medical skill, 
the deadly dangers from ruffians, desperadoes, and Indians. 
Starved of knowiedge, he attained it, under a great handicap, by 
his own unaided efforts. As a lawyer and as a politician, in the 
best sense of that term, he sought always to serve on the side 
of equity, order, and justice for the benefit of the community and 
of his country. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, the following leave of absence was 
granted: 

To Mr. Cuasz, for several days, on account of the death 
of his father. 

To Mr. CLaxx of North Carolina (at the request of Mr. 
Warren), indefinitely, on account of illness in his family. 

To Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia, for three days, on account 
of illness. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled bills and a joint resolution of the 
House of the following titles, which were thereupon signed 
by the Speaker: 

H. R. 3394. An act to amend section 19 of the immigration 
act of 1917 by providing for the deportation of an alien con- 
victed in violation of the Harrison narcotic law and amend- 
ments thereto; 

H. R. 11968. An act to reserve for public use scenic rocks, 
pinnacles, reefs, and small islands along the seacoast of 
Orange County, Calif.; and 

H. J. Res. 506. Joint resolution to amend the paragraphs 
relating to drought and/or storm or hail stricken areas as 
contained in the Interior Department appropriation act for 
the fiscal year 1932. 

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee did on this day 
present to the President, for his approval, bills of the House 
of the following titles: 

H. R. 3644. An act for compensation in behalf of John M. 
Flynn; 

H. R. 8159. An act to authorize appropriation for con- 
struction at the United States Military Academy, West Point, 
N. Y.; Fort Lewis, Wash.; Fort Benning, Ga.; and for other 

; and 
H. R. 9872. An act for the relief of Andrew J. Brown. 
ADJOURNMENT 


And then, on motion of Mr. Trson (at 5 o'clock and 
23 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, 
Tuesday, February 17, 1931, at 12 o’clock noon. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of 
committee hearings scheduled for Tuesday, February 17, 
1931, as reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several 
committees: 
COMMITTEE ON THE POST OFFICE AND POST ROADS—SUBCOMMITTEE 

NO. 2 
(10.30 a. m.) 


Requesting the Postmaster General to withdraw his re- 
quest for a change in certain postal rates (H. Res. 325). 


COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE 
(10 a. m.) 


To amend paragraph (8) of section 1 of the interstate 
commerce act as amended (H. R. 16695). 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

846. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting proposed provision pertaining to an 
existing appropriation for the Treasury Department for 
sites and construction, public buildings, act of May 25, 1926, 
as amended (H. Doc. No. 767); to the Committee on oni 
priations and ordered to be printed. 
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847. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriation 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, to remain available 
until expended, for the War Department, for construction 
of buildings, utilities, and appurtenances at military posts in 
Porto Rico (H. Doc. No. 768); to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

848. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriation 
for the Department of Labor for salaries and expenses, 
Bureau of Labor Statistics, for the fiscal year 1932, amount- 
ing to $200,000, of which $50,000 is to be immediately avail- 
able (H. Doc. No. 769); to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

849. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriation 
for the Department of Labor, employment service, for the 
fiscal year 1932, to be immediately available, amounting to 
$500,000 (H. Doc. No. 770); to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and ordered to be printed. 

850. A letter from the director of the Personnel Classifica- 
tion Board, showing the allocations as of October, 1928, of 
positions in the field service within the scope of the survey 
to the classes specified in Personnel Classification Board 
Form No. 18; to the Committee on the Civil Service. 

851. A letter from the director of the Personnel Classifica- 
tion Board, transmitting closing report of wage and per- 
sonnel survey, dated February 16, 1931 (H. Doc. No. 771); 
to the Committee on the Civil Service and ordered to be 
printed. 

852. A letter from the director of the Personnel Classifica- 
tion Board, transmitting preliminary class specifications of 
positions in the field service (P. C. B. Form No. 18) (H. Doc. 
No. 772); to the Committee on the Civil Service and ordered 
to be printed. 

853. A letter from the director of the Personnel Classifi- 
cation Board, transmitting a personnel program for the 
Federal service, written by Dr. Herman Feldman, professor 
of industrial relations, Amos Tuck School of Administration 
and Finance, Dartmouth College (H. Doc. No. 773); to the 
Committee on the Civil Service and ordered to be printed 
with illustrations. 

854. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting 
report on claims for damages caused to inhabitants of the 
United States by the artificial raising of the level of the 
Lake of the Woods (H. Doc. No. 774); to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs and ordered to be printed with illustrations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. McSWAIN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 
8161. A bill to authorize appropriation for construction of 
bridge at Fort Benning, Ga.; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2685). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. KOPP: Committee on Flood Control. H. R. 17074. 
A bill to amend the att entitled “An act for the control of 
floods on the Mississippi River and its tributaries, and for 
other purposes,” approved May 15, 1928; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2686). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. TEMPLE: Committee on Foreign Affairs. H. J. Res. 
474. A joint resolution to authorize an appropriation for 
the expenses of the Sixteenth Session of the International 
Geological Congress to be held in the United States in 1932; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 2687). -Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the. Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. TEMPLE: Committee on Foreign Affairs. H. J. Res. 
480. A joint resolution authorizing an appropriation to 
defray the expenses of participation by the United States 
in the Conference on the Limitation of the Manufacture of 
Narcotic Drugs to be held at Geneva, Switzerland, on May 
27, 1931; without amendment (Rept. No. 2688). Referred 
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to the Committee of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union. 

Mr, TEMPLE: Committee on Foreign Affairs. H. J. Res. 
485. A joint resolution authorizing an appropriation for 
the expenses of the arbitration of the claim of George J. 
Salem against the Government of Egypt; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2689). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CABLE: Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. H. R. 16975. A bill to amend the law relative to 
citizenship and naturalization, and for other purposes; with- 
out amendment (Rept. No. 2693). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin: Committee on Claims. H. R. 
6116. A bill for the relief of Mary F. Crim; with amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2682). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin: Committee on Claims. H. R. 
7206. A bill for the relief of Albert H. Jacobson; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 2683). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. SPEAKS: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 10543. 
A bill for the relief of Henry Bess; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 2684). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 
6928. A bill authorizing the reinstatement of Carl L. Bernau 
as a captain in the Regular Army; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 2690). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. SWICK: A bill (H. R. 17116) to amend the World 
War veterans’ act, 1924, as amended, by providing allow- 
ances for widows and children and dependent parents of 
veterans of the World War; to the Committee on World 
War Veterans’ Legislation. 

By Mr. CONNERY: A bill (H. R. 17117) to change the 
name of Camp Devens to Fort Edwards; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCHNEIDER: A bill (H. R. 17118) to establish 
a fish-cultural station at Bailey Harbor, Door County, Wis.; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CABLE: A bill (H. R. 17119) to amend the act 
approved February 26, 1927 (Public, No. 658, 69th Cong.), in 
relation to women as jurors in the District of Columbia; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GREEN: A bill (H. R. 17120) to provide for an 
investigation and report of losses resulting from the cam- 
paign for the eradication of the Mediterranean fruit fly; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 17121) 
to authorize the sale of interest in lands devised to the 
United States under the will of Sophie Chanquet; to the 
Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 17122) repealing cer- 
tain provisions of the act of June 21, 1906, as amended, re- 
lating to the sale and encumbrance of lands of Kickapoo- 
and affiliated Indians of Oklahoma; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WELCH of California: A bill (H. R. 17123) to 
authorize associations of employers in the District of Colum- 
bia to adopt a device to designate the products of the labor 
of its members, to punish illegal use of imitation of such 
device, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Resolution (H. Res. 
360) for the consideration of House Joint Resolution 500, to 
further restrict for a period of two years immigration into 
the United States; to the Committee on Rules. 
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By Mr. FREE: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 507), regulat- 
ing for a period of two years the migration of certain 
peoples into the United States; to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 


MEMORIALS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented 
and referred as follows: 

Memorial of the Legislature of the State of Iowa, me- 
morializing Congress to refrain from the enacting of any 
laws imposing a tariff or an embargo on petroleum products 
or the refined products thereof; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: Memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Oklahoma, memorializing Congress to grant to the 
State of Oklahoma 210,000 acres of unappropriated non- 
mineral land for the benefit of agricultural and mechanical 
colleges of the State of Oklahoma; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Okla- 
homa, memorializing Congress to amend the Federal revenue 
law by providing that proper officers of the several States 
shall have access to all Federal income-tax returns; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HULL of Wisconsin: Memorial in the nature of a 
joint resolution of the Wisconsin Legislature, memorializing 
Congress to enact legislation to reimburse all veterans of the 
World War the amounts which they paid as premiums on 
war-risk insurance while in the service of the United States; 
to the Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

Also, memorial in the nature of a joint resolution of the 
Wisconsin Legislature, protesting against the ruling per- 
mitting oleomargarine and similar butter substitutes to be 
colored like butter through the use of palm oil without mak- 
ing these products subject to the 10-cent tax on colored 
oleomargarine, and requesting a reversal by the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue of his ruling; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McMILLAN: Memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of South Carolina, memorializing Congress to aid the 
American Red Cross in relief work; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of the State of South 
Carolina, memorializing Congress that the radio broadcast- 
ing power for the State of South Carolina be increased; to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: Memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Iowa (H. Con. Res. 9), by Van Wert, of Franklin 
County, Iowa, memorializing Congress to enact that certain 
bill now pending, known as House bill 15934, relating to the 
manufacture and sale of oleomargarine and restricting the 
use of palm oil in the manufacture thereof; to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Iowa (H. 
Con. Res. 11), by Greene and Mayne, memorializing the Con- 
gress of the United States to refrain from enacting a law 
placing a tariff or embargo on crude petroleum and the 
refined products thereof; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. KADING: Memorial in the nature of a joint reso- 
lution passed by the Wisconsin State Legislature, protesting 
against the ruling permitting oleomargarine and similar but- 
ter substitutes to be colored like butter through the use of 
palm oil without making these products subject to the 10- 
cent tax on colored oleomargarine; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. THURSTON: Memorial of the General Assembly 
of the State of Iowa, urging Congress to refrain from enact- 
ing a law placing a tariff or embargo on crude petroleum 
and the refined products thereof; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, memorial of the General Assembly of the State of 
Iowa, relating to the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine, 
restricting the use of palm oil in the manufacture thereof, 
and urging favorable action on House bill 15934; to the Com- 

| mittee on Agriculture, 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXI, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CLARKE of New York: A bill (H. R. 17124) grant- 
ing a pension to Henry De Witt; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CANFIELD: A bill (H. R. 17125) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Rebecca A. Helms; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOWELL: A bill (H. R. 17126) granting a pension 
to Harriet A. Skinner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17127) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Moon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 17128) to authorize the 
appointment of Master Sergt. (Band Leader) Bernt Nielsen 
as a warrant officer, United States Army; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARCOURT J. PRATT: A bill (H. R. 17129) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Melissa Valentine; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMILLAN: A bill (H. R. 17130) for the relief of 
C. O. Crosby; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 17131) granting an increase 
of pension to Ruth Irene Barney; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17132) granting an increase of pension 
to Eliza Lagoy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 17133) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert Eakin; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXIII, petitions and papers were 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

9744. By Mr. ADKINS: Petition of citizens of Charles- 
ton, II., requesting the immediate payment at full face 
value of adjusted-compensation certificates as created by 
section 702 of the World War adjusted compensation act of 
1924; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9745. By Mr. ANDREW: Petition of various citizens of 
Essex County, Mass., favoring the passage of House bill 7884, 
exempting dogs from vivisection in the District of Columbia; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

9746. By Mr. BEERS: Petition of members of the Kratzer 
Dull Post, No. 182, American Legion, favoring enactment of 
legislation in behalf of immediate cash payment at full face 
value of adjusted-compensation certificates; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

9747. Also, petition from citizens of Selinsgrove, Mount 
Union, Birmingham, and Mapleton Depot, Pa., in interest of 
legislation favoring immediate cash payment at full face 
value of adjusted-compensation certificates; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

9748. By Mr. BUCKBEE: Petition of A. W. Jacobson and 
37 other citizens of Rockford, Ill., asking for the immediate 
payment of adjusted-service certificates at their face value; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9749. Also, petition of W. H. Long and 37 other citizens 
of Rockford, Ill., asking for immediate payment of adjusted- 
service certificates at their face value; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9750. Also, petition of Harry T. Cave and 37 other citizens 
of Rockford, III., asking for the immediate payment of 
adjusted-service certificates at their face value; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

9751. Also, petition of E. D. Banker and 38 other citizens 
of Rockford, Il, asking for the immediate payment of 
adjusted-service certificates at full face value; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

9752. Also, petition of Alex Groncki and 37 other citizens 
of Rockford, Ill, asking for the immediate payment of 
adjusted-compensation certificates at full face value; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9753. By Mr. CANFIELD: Petition of C. D. Eaglin and 38 
other citizens of Madison, Ind., urging the passage of legis- 
lation to pay the World War veterans the value of their 
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adjusted-service certificates in cash; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9754. By Mr. CLANCY: Petitions urging cash payment of 
the adjusted-compensation certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9755. By Mr. CONNERY: Petition of 136 veterans of New 
England favoring the cash payment of the adjusted-com- 
pensation certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9756. By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens 
of Racine, Wis., urging immediate payment to veterans of 
the face value of their adjusted-compensation certificates; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9757. By Mr. CRAMTON: Petition of Dr. W. H. Hensch 
and 44 other residents of Harbor Beach, Mich., urging pas- 
sage of House Joint Resolution 356 providing for amendment 
to the Constitution excluding unnaturalized aliens from 
count of population for apportionment of congressional dis- 
tricts; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9758. By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of members of the 
Tabernacle Baptist Church, of Schenectady, N. Y., favoring 
the enactment of House Joint Resolution 356; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

9759. Also, petition of members of the German Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Schenectady, N. Y., favoring House 
Joint Resolution 356; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9760. By Mr. DOYLE: Petition of city council of the city 
of Chicago, requesting the issuance of bonds to the amount 
of $5,000,000,000, the proceeds to be used for public improve- 
ments as a means of relieving conditions of unemployment; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9761. Also, petition of city council of the city of Chicago, 
recommending the enactment of legislation that will make 
possible the payment in full of the adjusted-service certifi- 
cates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9762. By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of John B. Anthony, Claude 
W. Roberts, Arnold F. Schlie, and others in behalf of pay- 
ment at full face value of adjusted-compensation certificates 
as created by section 702 of the World War adjusted com- 
pensation act of 1924; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9763. By Mr. ESTEP: Petition of Edward W. Gibbons and 
37 other citizens of Pittsburgh, Pa., urging payment of 
adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9764. Also, petition by John L. Fennessey and 37 other 
citizens of Pittsburgh, Allegheny County, Pa., requesting 
immediate payment of adjusted-service certificates; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9765. Also, petition of August F. Zitzman and 37 other 
citizens of Pittsburgh, Pa., urging immediate payment of 
veterans’ adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

9766. Also, petition of G. W. Barclay and 37 other citi- 
zens of Pittsburgh, Pa., urging immediate payment of vet- 
erans’ adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9767. By Mr. EVANS of California: Petition of C. B. 
Thorpe and approximately 400 other individual petitions, 
urging the passage of House bill 7884; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

9768. By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of American Legion 
Post, No. 165, Miamisburg, Ohio, by O. F. Schindler, com- 
mander, praying for immediate enactment of legislation to 
pay in cash the World War adjusted-service certificates; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9769. Also, petition of Ex-servicemen’s Club, of Butler 
County, Hamilton, Ohio, by Walter Betscher, secretary, 
urging immediate enactment of legislation to pay in cash 
the World War adjusted-service certificates; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

9770. Also, petition of Dayton Clearing House Associa- 
tion, Dayton, Ohio, by A. C. Wolf, secretary, vigorously pro- 
testing against any legislation looking for the payment in 
advance of maturity of the World War adjusted-service 
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


9771. By Mr. GREENWOOD: Petition of citizens of Mad- 
ison, Ind., urging the Committee on Claims to take favorable 
action on House bill 12528 for the relief of Strother B. and 
Mary N. Earls; to the Committee on Claims. 

9772. By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of citizens of the sixth 
congressional district of Michigan, urging an immediate 
cash payment at full face value of the adjusted-compensa- 
tion certificates as created by section 702 of the World War 
adjusted compensation act of 1924; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9773. By Mr. HULL of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of 
New Lisbon, Wis., favoring the Sparks-Capper stop-alien 
representation amendment, House Joint Resolution No. 356; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9774. Also, petition of the Common Council of the City 
of Onalaska, Wis., favoring immediate cash payment of ad- 
justed-compensation certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9775. Also, resolution of Green Valley Dairy Co., of Boyd, 
Wis., requesting that the recent ruling of the United States 
Internal Revenue Commissioner regarding the use of palm 
oil in oleomargarine be rescinded; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

9776. Also, petition of citizens of Monroe County, Wis., for 
the cash payment of adjusted-compensation certificates; to 
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9777. Also, resolution of a mass meeting of ex-service men 
held at La Crosse, Wis., favoring the immediate enactment 
of the Patman bill, which provides for the immediate cash 
payment in full of the adjusted-compensation certificates; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9778. Also, petition of citizens of Monroe County, Wis., 
favoring immediate payment of the adjusted-compensation 
certificates to World War veterans; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9779. By Mr. JAMES of Michigan: Petition of citizens of 
Ironwood, Mich., petitioning for the cash payment of the 
adjusted-compensation (bonus) certificates; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

9780. Also, petition of Alfred Ercickson Post, No. 186, of 
the American Legion, Hancock, Mich., that the adjusted- 
compensation certificates be immediately redeemed in cash 
for their full face value; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9781. Also, petition of citizens of Iron Mountain, Mich., 
urging support of the proposed Sparks-Capper stop-alien 
representation amendment (H. J. Res. 356) providing for 
the amendment of the United States Constitution excluding 
the approximately 7,500,000 unnaturalized aliens from the 
count of the population of the Nation for apportionment of 
congressional districts among the States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

9782. By Mr. KADING: Resolution adopted by the com- 
mittee on peace and race relations of the Alexandria monthly 
meeting of friends of Washington, D. C., urging legislation 
looking toward the abolishment of compulsory military 
training in American secondary schools and in colleges; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

9783. By Mr. KELLY: Petition of citizens of Wilkinsburg, 
Pa., requesting passage of bill providing payment of ad- 
justment-service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9784. Also, petition of citizens of Turtle Creek, Pa., pray- 
ing for passage of Capper-Sparks resolution; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

9785. By Mr. KINZER: Petition of citizens of Lancaster 
County, Pa., urging passage of House Joint Resolution 356 
providing for an amendment to the United States Consti- 
tution excluding unnaturalized aliens from the count of 
the population of the Nation for apportionment of con- 
gressional districts among the States; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

9786. By Mr. MERRITT: Petition of sundry citizens of 
Bridgeport, Conn., urging immediate cash payment of ad- 
justed-compensation certificates; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 
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9787. Also, petition of sundry citizens of Cos Cob, Conn., 
urging passage of the proposed Sparks-Capper amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States, which would permit 
the omission of unnaturalized aliens and count only citizens 
as a basis for apportionment of Congressmen to the various 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9788. By Mr. MOORE of Kentucky: Petition of Kentucky 
Chapter of the International Federation of Catholic Alum- 
nae, protesting against passage of Senate bill 4582; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

9789. Also, petition of citizens of Gainesville and Meador, 
Ky., for immediate cash payment at full face value of ad- 
justed-service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9790. Also, petition of citizens of third congressional dis- 
trict of Kentucky, in behalf of immediate cash payment at 
full face value of adjusted-service certificates; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

9791. Also, petition of citizens of Scottsville, Ky., in behalf 
of immediate cash payment at full face value of adjusted- 
service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9792. By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS: Petition of citizens of 
Overland, Fenton, and St. Louis, Mo., favoring immediate 
cash payment at full face value of adjusted-service certifi- 
cates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


9793. By Mr. PATMAN: Petition of Claude S. Robertson’ 


and 2,300 other veterans of the Johnson City Sanitarium, at 
Johnson City, Tenn., urging the immediate payment of ad- 
justed-service certificates, submitted through the Veterans 
of Foreign Wars; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9794. Also, petition of H. E. Pannel, of Los Angeles, Calif., 
and 24,359 other citizens and veterans of Los Angeles, Calif., 
presented through the United Veterans’ Aid Association, 
urging immediate payment of the adjusted-service certifi- 
cates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9795. Also, petition of Arthur R. Skibbe, of Portland, Oreg., 
and 999 other citizens and veterans of Portland, Oreg., pre- 
sented through the United Veterans’ Aid Association, urging 
immediate payment of the adjusted-service certificates; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9796. Also, petition, submitted through Arthur F. Peabody, 
of Frank M. Jedrey, of Gloucester, and 187 other veterans 
and citizens of Massachusetts, urging immediate payment of 
the adjusted-service certificates as provided in House bill 
3493; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9797. Also, petition, submitted through Arthur F. Peabody, 
of Bryan James, of Enterprise, W. Va., and 25 other veterans 
and citizens of Enterprise, urging immediate payment of the 
adjusted-service certificates as provided in House bill 3493; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9798. Also, petition, submitted by Arthur F. Peabody, of 
Eddie Manning and 94 other veterans and citizens of Oak- 
land Beach, R. I., urging the immediate payment of ad- 
justed-service certificates as provided in House bill 3493; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9799. Also, resolution of Joseph Frank King, jr., and 143 
other members of the American Legion Post, No. 133, at 
Temple, Tex., urging the immediate payment of adjusted- 
service certificates as proposed in House I 3493; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9800. Also, petition of C. H. Hansen and 89 other veterans 
of the World War residing in Kerrville, Tex., urging the full 
cash payment of adjusted-service certificates as provided in 
House bill 3493; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9801. Also, petition of F. H. Weiss and 44 other veterans 
of foreign wars of Scott and Le Sueur Counties in Minnesota, 
urging immediate payment of the adjusted-service certifi- 
cates as provided in House bill 3493; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9802. Also, resolution of H. O. Whitt and 57 other veterans 
of the World War, residing in Coke County, Tex., urging 
immediate payment of the adjusted-service certificates 
provided in House bill 3493; to the Committee on Ways aot 
Means. 

9803. Also, petition of William DeVore and 35 other dis- 
abled American veterans of the World War, residing in 
Middleton, N. Y., urging immediate payment of the adjusted- 
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service certificates as provided in House bill 3493; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9804. Also, petition of Francis H. Coleman and 94 other 
veterans of the Iowa Soldiers’ Home, urging immediate pay- 
ment of the adjusted-service certificates as proposed in 
House bill 3493; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9805. Also, resolution of the American Legion Post, No. 79, 
at Onida, S. Dak., urging immediate payment of the adjusted- 
service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9806. Also, resolution of Veterans of Foreign Wars, Post 
No. 64, in Tennessee, urging immediate payment of the 
adjusted-service certificates as provided in House bill 3493; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9807. Also, petition of Abraham Cohen, of Newton Center, 
and 40 other veterans and citizens of Massachusetts, urging 
the immediate payment of adjusted-service certificates as 
proposed in House bill 3493; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9808. Also, petition of Vincent Altee, D. D. S., of Jackson- 
ville, Fla., and 215 other veterans and citizens of Jackson- 
ville, urging immediate payment of the adjusted-service cer- 
tificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9809. Also, petition of Ben Rositer, of Lowell, Mass., and 
190 other veterans and citizens, urging immediate payment 
of the adjusted-service certificates as proposed in House bill 
3493; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9810. Also, petition of J. P. Forsythe, of 356 West Thirty- 
fourth Street, New York City, and 62 other veterans of the 
World War, urging immediate payment of the adjusted-service 
certificates as proposed in House bill 3493; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

9811. Also, petition of C. T. Dabney, jr., of Cleveland. and 
5,399 other veterans and citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, urging 
immediate payment of the adjusted-service certificates, pre- 
sented through the United Veterans’ Aid Association; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9812. Also, petition of Ralph E. Duncanson and more than 
100 other veterans and citizens of Lowell, Mass., presented 
by John J. Higgins, of Collinsville, Mass., urging immediate 
payment of the adjusted-service certificates as proposed in 
House bill 3493; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9813. Also, petition of Lewis Gilbert and 44 other veterans 
and citizens of Mattapan, Mass., and other near-by points, 
presented by Arthur F. Peabody, urging immediate payment 
of the adjusted-service certificates as proposed in House bill 
3493; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9814. Also, petition of Charles W. Earley and 123 other 
veterans of Chelsea, Mass., presented by Arthur F, Peabody, 
urging the immediate payment of adjusted-service certif- 
icates as proposed in House bill 3493; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

9815. Also, petition of Thomas H. Rosser, of post-office 
box 1141, Station A, Chattanooga, Tenn., and more than 
1,880 other veterans of the World War, urging immediate 
payment (face value) of the adjusted-service certificates, 
instead of waiting until 1945; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9816. Also, petition of W. Smith and approximately 10,000 
other veterans and citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., submitted 
through Veterans of Foreign Wars, urging immediate pay- 
ment of the adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

9817. Also, petition of W. H. Richardson and more than 
300 veterans of the World War, of Cuba, Ill., urging immedi- 
ate payment (in cash at face value) of the adjusted-service 
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9818. Also, petition of Brotherhood of Locomotive Engi- 
neers, Order of Railway Conductors, Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Firemen and Enginemen, and the Brotherhood of 
Railroad Trainmen, for the State of Wisconsin, indorsing, 
among other things, the immediate payment of adjusted- 
service certificates held by World War veterans as proposed 
in House bill 3493; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9819. Also, petition of D. Mazurki, chaplain, and 23 other 
members of the American Legion Post, No. 12, at Baltimore, 
Md., urging immediate payment of the adjusted-service cer- 
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tificates as proposed in House bill 3493; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

9820. Also, petition of M. Sheriman and 23 other veterans 
of Detroit, Mich., presented through the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars, urging immediate payment of the adjusted-service 
certificates in cash for the full face value thereof; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9821. Also, statement under seal of United Trades and 
Labor Assembly, of Louisville, Ky., from Alexander Jeffery, 
corresponding secretary, indorsing immediate payment of 
the adjusted-service certificates now held by World War 
veterans as proposed in House bill 3493; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

9822. Also, petition of William L. Lurey and 292 other 
veterans and citizens of Lowell, Mass., presented through 
Arthur Peabody, urging immediate payment of the adjusted- 
service certificates as proposed in House bill 3493; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9823. Also, petition of W. C. McPhetres and 68 other vet- 
erans of the Naval Hospital, at Portsmouth, N. H., presented 
through Arthur Peabody, urging immediate payment of the 
adjusted-service certificates as proposed in House bill 3493; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9824. Also, petition of Ira W. Forsaith and 89 other vet- 
erans and citizens of South Weymouth, Mass., presented 
through Arthur Peabody, urging immediate payment of the 
adjusted-service certificates as proposed in House bill 3493; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9825. Also, petition of John J. Lane and 109 other vet- 
erans and citizens of Haverhill, Mass., presented through 
Arthur Peabody, urging immediate payment of the adjusted- 
service certificates as proposed in House bill 3493; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9826. Also, petition of W. F. Mulligan and 30 other vet- 
erans and citizens of Rhode Island and Massachusetts, pre- 
sented by Arthur Peabody, urging immediate payment of the 
adjusted-service certificates as proposed in House bill 3493; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9827, Also, petition of Patrick L. Marnell, of Harrisville, 
N. H., and 93 other veterans and citizens of Harrisville and 
Chesham, N. H., presented by Arthur F. Peabody, urging 
immediate payment of the adjusted-service certificates as 
proposed in House bill 3493; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9828. Also, petition of B. M. Collins, of Asheville, and more 
than 6,000 other veterans and citizens of, in, and near Ashe- 
ville, N. C., submitted through the Veterans of Foreign Wars, 
urging immediate payment of the adjusted-service certifi- 
cates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9829. Also, petition of George H. Neal and 181 other dis- 
abled veterans, now residing at the United States Soldier’s 
Home in Washington, D. C., urging immediate payment of 
the adjusted-compensation certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9830. Also, petition of Harlan W. Gould and 86 other 
veterans and citizens of Haverhill, Mass., presented by 
Arthur F. Peabody, urging immediate payment of the ad- 
justed-service certificates as proposed in House bill 3493; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9831. Also, petition of George W. Harris, of post-office box 
474, and 119 other veterans and citizens of Franklin, Ohio, 
urging the immediate payment of adjusted-service certif- 
icates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9832. Also, petition of Albert S. Carlisle and 70 other 
veterans and citizens of White River Junction, Vt., urging 
immediate payment of the adjusted-service certificates as 
proposed in House bill 3493; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9833. Also, petition of Richard C. Altman, president of 
United Veterans’ Prosperity Association, New York City, and 
21,000 other veterans and citizens of New York, urging im- 
mediate payment of the adjusted-service certificates as 
proposed in House bill 3493; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9834. Also, petition of Harry Robinson, of 4819 Christian- 
son Avenue, and 3,899 other veterans and citizens of Chicago, 
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III., presented through the United Veterans’ Aid Association, 
urging immediate payment of the adjusted-service certif- 
icates; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

9835. Also, petition of Edward Earle and 999 other citizens 
and veterans of Washington, D. C., presented through the 
United Veterans’ Aid Association, urging immediate payment 
of the adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9836. Also, petition of Mrs. A. H. Kottke, Santa Ana, 
Calif., and 7,100 other citizens and veterans of California, 
presented through the United Veterans’ Aid Association, 
urging immediate payment of the adjusted-service certifi- 
cates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9837. Also, petition of A. J. Campbell, of Aurora, Colo., and 
237 other veterans and citizens of Colorado, presented 
through the United Veterans’ Aid Association, urging imme- 
diate payment of the adjusted-service certificates; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9838. Also, petition of John J. Brennan and 2,450 other 
citizens and veterans of Chicago, Ill., presented through the 
United Veterans’ Aid Association, urging immediate pay- 
ment of the adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

9839. Also, petition of R. W. Cooke and 2,418 other citizens 
and veterans of Fort Worth, Tex., presented through the 
United Veterans’ Aid Association, urging immediate payment 
of the adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9840. Also, petition of Margaret D. Myas, of Irvington, and 
1,249 other citizens and veterans of New Jersey, presented 
through the United Veterans’ Aid Association, urging imme- 
diate payment of the adjusted-service certificates; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9841. Also, petition of W. B. Wells, of 1651 Washington 
Street, and 5,125 other veterans and citizens of Denver, Colo., 
presented through the United Veterans’ Aid Association, 
urging the immediate payment of adjusted-service certifi- 
cates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9842. Also, petition of J. C. Bridges and 1,465 other citi- 
zens and veterans of Dallas, Tex., presented through the 
United Veterans’ Aid Association, urging immediate payment 
of the adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9843. Also, petition of Mrs. R. C. Bonham and 1,095 other 
citizens and veterans of Houston, Tex., presented through 
the United Veterans’ Aid Association, urging immediate 
payment of the adjusted-service certificates; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

9844. Also, resolution of Charles P. Denman and 85 other 
veterans of Fort Wayne, Ind., urging immediate payment of 
the adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

9845. Also, petition of Roy McClure and 661 other vet- 
erans of San Angelo and the sixteenth congressional district 
of Texas, urging immediate payment of the adjusted-service 
certificates as provided in House bill 3493; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

9846. Also, petition of Howard G. Thorley and 439 other 
veterans and citizens of Canton, Ohio, urging immediate 
payment of the adjusted-service certificates as proposed in 
House bill 3493; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9847. Also, petition of J. Weate, jr., and 438 other veterans 
of Fitzsimons General Hospital, urging immediate payment 
of the adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9848. Also, petition of Edward Kostal and 58 other mem- 
bers of American Legion Post, No. 332, at Ravenna, Nebr., 
urging immediate payment of the adjusted-service certifi- 
cates as provided in House bill 3493; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9849. Also, 82 ballots of veterans of sections over the 
United States, voting for the immediate payment of ad- 
justed-service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9850. Also, petition of H. E. Hubbard, of 308 West Adams 
Street, and 50 other veterans and citizens of Jacksonville, 
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Fla., urging immediate payment of the adjusted-service cer- 
tificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9851. Also, petition of George Nelson and 107 other vet- 
erans, urging immediate payment of the adjusted-service 
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9852. Also, resolution of the American Legion Post, No. 86, 
at Nacogdoches, Tex., and 800 veterans of the World War, 
urging immediate payment of the adjusted-service certifi- 
cates as provided in House bill 3493; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

9853. Also, petition of Elmo B. Seamond and 35 other vet- 
erans of Hot Springs, N. C., urging immediate payment of 
the adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

9854. By Mr. FRANK M. RAMEY: Petition of W. L. 
Roberts and other citizens of Pleasant Plains, II., urging 
immediate cash payment at full face value of adjusted- 
compensation certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9855. Also, petition of Women’s Catholic Order of Forest- 
ers, protesting against the passage of Senate bill 4582; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9856. By Mr. RICH: Petition of citizens of Lycoming 
County, Pa., favoring immediate cash payment of adjusted- 
compensation certificates as created by section 702, World 
War adjusted compensation act of 1924; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

9857. By Mr. ROBINSON: Petition of Clara Baker, presi- 
dent, 1220 West Third Street, and Mrs. A. E. Randall, secre- 
tary, 1218 West Third Street, Black Hawk County, Waterloo, 
Iowa, urging the passage of the Grant Hudson motion pic- 
ture bill, H. R. 9986, which petition was unanimously 
adopted by the Woman's Society of the First Baptist Church, 
of Waterloo, Iowa; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

9858. Also, petition of T. N. Whitmore, 2218 Jackson 
Street, Dubuque, Iowa, and 23 other citizens of Dubuque, 
Iowa, urging the cash payment at full face value of adjusted- 
compensation certificates as created by section 702 of the 
World War adjusted compensation act of 1924; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

9859. Also, petition of Mrs. Christie Keister, of Goldfield, 
and 11 other ladies of Wright County, Iowa, urging the pas- 
sage of the Sparks-Capper stop alien representation amend- 
ment, House Joint Resolution 356; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9860. Also, petition of Clara M. Stewart and 19 other citi- 
zens of Bristow, Iowa, urging the passage of the proposed 
Sparks-Capper stop alien representation amendment, House 
Joint Resolution 356; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9861. By Mr. SELVIG: Petition of American Legion Post, 
of Barnesville, Minn., favoring the payment in full of the 
compensation insurance; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9862. Also, petition of Urbank Cooperative Creamery As- 
sociation, Parkers Prairie, Minn., supporting the Brigham 
bill (H. R. 15934) to tax colored oleomargarine; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

9863. Also, petition of Obert Olson, William Russell, Louis 
H. Mueller, and 35 other citizens of Moorhead, Minn., urging 
enactment of bill for immediate cash payment at full face 
value of adjusted-compensation certificates; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

9864. Also, petition of Four Towns Cooperative Creamery 
Association, Four Towns, Minn., urging favorable action on 
Brigham bill (H. R. 15934) for the protection of the dairy 
industry; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

9865. By Mr. SHOTT of West Virginia: Petition of va- 
rious citizens of Anawalt, Jenkinjones, and Wilcoe, W. Va., 
petitioning for the immediate cash payment of the adjusted- 
compensation (bonus) certificates at full face value; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

9866. Also, petition of the West Virginia Bankers’ Associa- 
tion, opposing legislation favoring payment of adjusted- 
service certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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9867. Also, petition of the Mullens Chamber of Commerce, 
opposing the consolidation program of the eastern railroads, 
in so far as the disposition of the Virginian Railroad is con- 
cerned, and urging that the Virginian be allocated to the 
New York Central; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

9868. By Mr. SPARKS: Petition of Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, Elizabeth Thornton Chapter, of Lenora, 
Kans., for the Federal supervision of motion pictures as pro- 
vided in the Grant Hudson motion-picture bill, H. R. 9986; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9869. Also, petition of 15 members of Calvert Women’s 
Christian Temperance Union, of Calvert, Kans., for the 
Federal supervision of motion pictures as provided in the 
Grant Hudson motion-picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9870. Also, petition of Women’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Harlan, Kans., for the Federal supervision of the 
motion pictures as provided in the Grant Hudson motion- 
picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

9871. By Mr. SPROUL of Illinois: Petition of the Women’s 
Catholic Order of Foresters, protesting the enactment of 
Senate bill 4582 to amend section 304 (a) of the tariff act of 
1922, as amended, and sections 211, 245, and 312 of the 
Criminal Code, as amended; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary 


9872. By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: Petition of Rob- 
ert Elmer Smith and 22 other citizens of the State of Wash- 
ington, urging support of House Joint Resolution No. 356, 
the Sparks-Capper stop alien representation amendment; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9873. Also, petition of C. H. Schreiber and 28 other citi- 
zens of Oakesdale, Wash., urging support of House Joint 
Resolution No. 356, the Sparks-Capper stop alien repre- 
sentation amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9874. Also, petition of C. W. Schutt and 36 other citizens of 
the State of Washington, urging immediate cash payment 
at full face value of the World War adjusted-compensation 
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9875. Also, petition of Thomas O. Hartsock and 25 other 
citizens of Walla Walla, Wash., urging immediate cash 
payment at full face value of the World War adjusted- 
compensation certificates; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9876. By Mr. SWANSON: Petition of Christina Bassett 
and others, favoring House Joint Resolution No. 356 for 
the exclusion of unnaturalized aliens when making congres- 
sional apportionment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9877. By Mr. SWICE: Petition of Pasquale de Luca, 206 
South Cedar Street, and 12 other residents of New Castle, 
Pa., urging the immediate payment of the full face value 
of the adjusted-compensation certificates as created by sec- 
tion 702 of the World War adjusted compensation act of 
1924; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9878. By Mr. TURPIN: Petition of members of Salem 
Grange, No. 291, of Luzerne County, Pa., urging passage of 
House Joint Resolution 356; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9879. Also, petition of citizens of Wilkes-Barre, Pa., re- 
questing immediate cash payment of adjusted-service certifi- 
cates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9880. By Mr. VESTAL: Petition of World War soldiers of 
eighth district of Indiana, relative to cash payment of 
bonus certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9881. By Mr. WATSON: Petition of 38 residents of Bucks 
County, Pa., urging cash payment of adjusted-compensation 
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9882. By Mr. WHITTINGTON: Petition of J. C. Warson 
and 27 others, supporting House Joint Resolution No. 356 
to amend the Constitution to exclude unna aliens; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9883. By Mr. WOLVERTON of West Virginia: Petition of 
the members of the Methodist Protestant Church, of Harris- 
ville, W. Va., by John T. Turkelson, chairman, and L. Ella 
Hall, secretary, urging action on the Sparks-Capper alien 
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representation amendment (H. J. Res. 356) providing for 
exclusion of the approximately 7,500,000 unnaturalized aliens 
from the count of the population of the United States for 
apportionment of congressional districts among the States; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9884. By Mr. WYANT: Petition of citizens of New Alex- 
andria, Westmoreland County, Pa., favoring passage of 
Sparks-Capper amendment eliminating approximately 
7,500,000 aliens from count in proposed congressional re- 
apportionment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE 


TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 17, 1931 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
The Chaplain, Rey. ZeBarney T. Phillips, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 


Almighty God, our Heavenly Father, in knowledge of 
whom standeth our eternal life, whose service is perfect 
freedom, grant that through Thy Blessed Son we may know 
Thee as Thou art and learn to serve Thee wisely in our 
generation. Thou hast called us to forsake the world that 
we may know how to approach it, to lose the world that we 
may know how to possess it, and to hate the world that we 
may know how to love it. 

Enable us, therefore, in these trying days to draw the de- 
flected activity of our common life into its true course by 
fighting those forces which urge men to their ruin and to 
give ourselves heroically for the good of all because of our 
world’s great need, that by so doing we may become leaders 
in the armies of friendship, baring, if need be, the heart of 
fellowship to the spears of hate, in imitation of Him who, 
renouncing ease and safety, embraced the worst this world 
could do that He might stand with His lost brethren in their 
extremity. 

Grant this for His sake, the Maker of the hills, the 
Master of wind and tide, the Savior of mankind, who once 
lay helpless on a maiden’s breast, and once again upon a 
cross, Jesus Christ, Thy Son, our Lord. Amen. 


THE JOURNAL 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yester- 
day’s proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Fess and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with 
and the Journal was approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr, 
Farrell, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
passed a bill (H. R. 17054) to increase the loan basis of 
adjusted-service certificates, in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED 

The bill (H. R. 17054) to increase the loan basis of ad- 
justed-service certificates was read twice by its title and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. JONES submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 


bill (H. R. 16415) making appropriations for the Executive | c 


Office and sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, 
commissions, and offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1932, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 
1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 18, 19, 20, 21, 23, 
24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 39, 40, 41, 42, 
43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 
61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 68, 71, 72, and 73. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 37 and 67, and agree 
to the same, 
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. Amendment numbered 3: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: Provided further, That no part of this appro- 
priation shall be used to pay for the cost of reconstructing 
and paving B Street NW., as provided in the approved proj- 
ect, except for such portions as may abut upon Government- 
owned property, and not in excess of 40 per cent of the 
cost of such reconstructing and paving of that portion of 
the said street which so abuts”; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
13, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $863,370"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
17, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert $1,658,342”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
22, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert $4,730,980”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 74: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
74, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert 51,052, 777,010“; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference have not agreed on amend- 
ments numbered 38, 53, 69, and 70. 

Henry W. KEYES, 

REED SMOOT, 

W. L. JONES, 

CARTER GLASS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Epwarp H. Wason, 

JOHN W. SUMMERS, 

C. A. Wooprum, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. JONES. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the conference report. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, before the motion is 
put I wish to suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will call the 
roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 


Barkley Frazier McNary Steiwer 

Bingham George Metcalf Stephens 
lack Gof Morrow Swanson 

Blaine Goldsborough Thomas, Idaho 

Borah Gould Norbeck 

Bratton Hale Norris Townsend 

Brock Nye 

Broussard Oddie dings 

Bulkley Hatfield Partridge Vandenberg 

Capper Hayden Patterson agner 

Caraway Hebert Phipps Walcott 

Carey Heflin Pine Walsh, Mass. 

Copeland Howell Walsh, Mont. 
ouzens Johnson Waterman 

Cutting Jones Robinson, Ark Watson 

Dale Kean Robinson, Ind 

Davis King eppard 

Dill La Follette Shortridge 

Fess McGill th 


Mr. SHEPPARD. My colleague the junior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. ConnaLLy] is detained at his home in this city 
by illness. This announcement may stand for the day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Seventy-seven Senators 
having answered to their names, a quorum is present. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion submitted by the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones] that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the. conference report on the 
independent offices appropriation bill. 
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Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Will not that interfere with the busi- 
ness of the morning hour? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Undoubtedly. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the motion submitted by the Senator 
from Washington. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, does the Chair hold that a 
motion proposing to do away with the morning hour after 
we have agreed to have it is not debatable? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no special agree- 
ment for a morning hour. The Senate adjourned, which 
brought a morning hour automatically. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. BLACK. I would like to have read at the request of 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNary] yesterday afternoon 
with reference to the order of business to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Both those proposed 
agreements were withdrawn because the Senator from 
Oregon was unable to obtain the consent he desired. There- 
fore, at the conclusion of business yesterday afternoon the 
Senate took an ordinary adjournment. Under Rule XXVII 
the conference report is immediately in order, and the mo- 
tion to proceed to its consideration shall be determined 
without debate when made. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion submitted by the Senator from Washington. 
[Putting the question.] The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. BLACK. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.. WATSON. Mr. President, may we have the motion 
stated by the Chair? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. Jones] moves that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the conference report on the independent 
offices appropriation bill. On this question the yeas and 
nays were demanded and ordered. The clerk will call the 
roll, 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call the roll, 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I ask that the Chair state 
the pending motion. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, may we have the motion 
stated by the Chair? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. Jones] moves that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the conference report on the independent 
offices appropriation bill. On that question the yeas and 
nays have been ordered, and the clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KING (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
Keyes]. Not knowing how he would vote if present, I 
withhold my vote. If I were permitted to vote, I should vote 


The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HATFIELD (after having voted in the affirmative). 
I have a general pair with the junior Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. Morrison]. I transfer that pair to the senior 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. DENEEN] and allow my vote to 
stand. 

Mr. FRAZIER. I wish to announce that the junior Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. Broonart] is unavoidably absent. On 
this question he is paired with the senior Senator: from 
Missouri [Mr. Hawes]. 

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho (after having voted in the kinas. 
tive). I inquire if the junior Senator from Montana [Mr. 
WHEELER] has voted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That Senator has not 
voted. : 

Mr. THOMAS of Idaho. I have a general pair with him 
and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BINGHAM (after having voted in the afirmative). 
I inquire if the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass] 
has voted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That Senator has not 
voted. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I am informed that I may transfer my 
general pair with that Senator to the junior Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. GLENN], which I do, and will therefore permit 
my vote to stand. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I wish to announce that the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. CONNALLY] is necessarily detained from the 
Senate by illness. I also desire to announce the following 
general pairs: 

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Simmons] with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT]; 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. ConnaLLy] with the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Fess]; 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER] with the Sen- 

ator from South Dakota [Mr. Norsecx]; 

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. KENDRICK] with the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. McMaster]; and 

The Senator from Nevada (Mr. Prrrman] with the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. SHIPSTEAD]. 

I also desire to announce the absence of the following 
Senators on official business: 

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Kenpricx], the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER], the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. Hawes], the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Prrrman], and 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. HASTINGS (after having voted in the affirmative). 
I am advised that my general pair, the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Harrison], would, if present, have voted as I 
have voted, and I therefore let my vote stand. 

Mr. BULKLEY. I desire to announce that the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Grass] and the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. Norbeck] are absent in a subcommittee of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

The result was announced—yeas 54, nays 18, as follows: 


YEAS—54 
Ashurst Gould Moses Stephens 
Barkley Hale Oddie Swanson 
Partridge Thomas, Okla. 

Bratton Patterson Townsend 
Broussard Hatfield Phipps 
Bulkley Hayden Pine Vandenberg 
Capper He Ransdell W 

Heflin Reed Walcott 
Copeland Johnson Robinson, Ark. W. Mass, 
Dale Jones Robinson, Ind. Walsh, Mont. 
Davis Kean Shortridge Wa 
George McNary Smith Watson 

off Metcalf Smoot 
Goldsborough Morrow Steiwer 
NAYS—18 

Black Couzens La Follette Sheppard 
Blaine Cutting McGill Trammell 

Dill McKellar n 
Brock Frazier Norris 
Caraway Howell Nye 

NOT VOTING—24 

Blease Gillett Keyes Schall 

Glass Shipstead 
Connally Glenn McMaster Simmons 

Harrison Morrison Steck 
Fess Hawes Norbeck Thomas, Idaho 
Fletcher Kendrick ttman eeler 


So the motion of Mr. Jones was agreed to, and the Sen- 
ate proceeded to the consideration of the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
16415) making appropriations for the Executive Office and 
sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, commissions, 
and offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, the motion made by the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones], which has just been 
agreed to, was not debatable, and I therefore did not have an 
opportunity of stating my reasons for opposing it. I desire 
to do so at the present time. 

It was clearly understood on yesterday—it was made per- 
fectly clear to the Senate—that the reason for meeting at 11 
o’clock to-day was to give Senators who are interested in 
bills on the calendar an opportunity to secure the passage of 
the measures in which they were interested. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Alabama yield to the Senator from Washington? 
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Mr. BLACK. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. JONES. I call the attention of the Senator from Ala- 
bama to the fact that I stated on the floor of the Senate 
that I proposed to bring up the conference report. I wanted 
to give the Senate notice of that proposed action. 

Mr. BLACK. I did not happen to hear that statement. 

In the first place, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNary] 
asked unanimous consent that the Senate meet to-night for 
the purpose of taking up the calendar. Many of us are 
interested in taking up the calendar. Many of us have bills 
upon it on which we should like to have action. Later on, 
after the objection of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
McKeLLAaR] had been withdrawn, the Senator from Oregon 
withdrew his request and left the Senate to understand that 
it was because he would give us a chance to take up the 
calendar this morning. We have a right to have bills on 
the calendar considered. We realize the fact that there are 
those who desire to defeat the soldiers’ bonus bill and who, 
therefore, are anxious to get through every appropriation 
bill which can be passed. We realize that there is a move- 
ment on foot, clearly defined, to place the Senate in the atti- 
tude of passing a soldiers’ bonus bill at such a late date that 
it can be met with a presidential veto after Congress shall 
have adjourned. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr, BLACK. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. DILL. Does not the Senator think the way to meet 
that situation is to move to discharge the Committee on 
Finance, to which the bill has been referred, from its fur- 
ther consideration and bring it to the floor of the Senate 
and take it up? 

Mr. BLACK. Iam very frank to state to the Senator that 
that is one of the methods which can be pursued; but one 
of the methods of defeating the soldiers’ relief measure is to 
do what the Senate did a few moments ago, namely, to per- 
mit the well-oiled and well-greased scheme and plan to be 
manipulated and operated so that the appropriation bills 
which are vitally important may be passed, and then there 
will be no method of holding up legislation so that we can 
secure the passage of the bill for the benefit of the soldiers 
of this country. 

I have heard a great deal of talk—— 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Alabama yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. BLACK. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SMITH. How would eliminating the morning hour 
this morning expedite the passage of the soldiers’ bonus bill? 

Mr. BLACK. I shall be glad to explain that to the Sena- 
tor. 

Mr. SMITH. I want to state to the Senator that I think 
there is perhaps as large a percentage of Members here in 
favor of relieving the soldiers as it has been demonstrated 
there are in the House of Representatives. I do not think 
this body will tolerate any delay that will jeopardize final 
action on that bill through the medium of a presidential 
veto. 

Mr. BLACK. I might say to the Senator I am making 
these remarks because I believe when the facts are pointed 
out to the Senator from South Carolina and others who 
voted for the motion of the Senator from Washington that 
they will make a motion to reconsider so that this plan and 
scheme may be frustrated. I wish to explain it to the 
Senator. 

In the first place, it is well known that the idea of the 
soldiers’ bonus has received the condemnation of the gentle- 
man who sits at the head of the Treasury emporium, who 
decrees what laws shall be enacted and what laws shall not 
be enacted. He has given out his interviews, which have 
been scattered broadcast throughout the country, opposing 
any kind of soldiers’ relief measure, and we know from past 
experience that when an interview emanates from this 
source it represents the views of the administration. Just 
to what extent it controls the views of the administration 
there may be some room for question, but as to the words of 
that gentleman representing the views of the administra- 
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tion there can be no doubt. Therefore, we start out on this 
motion this morning with the knowledge that it is the 
anxious desire of the administration to prevent the passage 
of legislation for the soldiers. 

Oh, I realize that there are some who stand high in Re- 
publican councils who have come out for the soldiers’ bonus, 
but I realize also that if the necessary appropriation bills - 
shall go through the Senate and be signed by the President 
they will say then, “ Of course, we passed the soldiers’ bonus 
bill, but the President vetoed it; we did all we could do.” It 
is plain that they will be hiding behind a camouflage erected 
for their own protection and so manipulate it that they can 
dispose of the bill by means of a veto of the President. 

Mr. President, that is behind this motion to do away with 
the morning hour. Opposition to some of the bills of the 
calendar may also be behind it. There are local bills on 
the calendar in which many Senators are interested. I ask 
Senators who have local bills on the calendar, and who are 
interested in passing them, will they permit themselves to 
be manipulated into the position of helping the administra- 
tion beat the soldiers’ bonus and of defeating also their 
own bills on the Private Calendar. 

It was as well understood here yesterday afternoon as 
though an express agreement had been made to that effect 
that we would have a morning hour to-day in order that 
we might dispose of the local calendar. What has brought 
about the necessity of this change? Why has it suddenly 
become so all-important to rush, to squeeze through, at the 
expense of every other particle of legislation in this body, 
certain appropriation measures? The reason is plain. The 
edict has gone forth from the great monarch of the Treasury 
that, come what may, the soldiers’ bonus must be defeated. 

If it can not be done openly, because the onus would 
rest upon the Republican Party or the bosses of the Repub- 
lican Party, then let it be done in the good old-fashioned 
method. Let it be done as we collect our taxes from the 
poor—so indirectly that those who are injured can not feel 
the touch of the back of our hand. Let us so manipulate 
the legislation that we will urge, rush, push, and squeeze 
through every particle of legislation which the Senate other- 
wise could hold over the head of the administration; and 
then, when they pass the soldiers’ bonus bill, everybody 
will be satisfied. Those who have proclaimed their loyalty 
to the soldier on the floor of the Senate will say, “ Why, 
certainly; I was for you. Here is where I made a speech 
for you. I was strong for the soldiers’ bonus. Why, I was 
one of the original speakers for it.” Somebody comes along 
and says, “ Well, but here, you permitted them to pass 
the other legislation which it was necessary should be held 
up until you could utilize it to force favorable consideration 
of the bonus bill through that body in time for the Presi- 
dent to act upon it before the 4th of March had arrived.” 

By following the course I have described those who spoke 
for the soldiers’ bonus would have placed themselves in what 
would appear to be a favorable light; but, at the same time, 
the ruthless machine runs on, aided and assisted by those 
who proclaim on this floor that they favor the soldiers’ 
bonus. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Alabama yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BLACK. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. McKELLAR. In other words, to use a legal term, 
those people would be winning on the judgment and losing 
on the execution. We would lose the law. 

Mr. BLACK. Exactly. 

Now, Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator from 
Oregon (Mr. McNary] when we shall have an hour to pass 
upon the calendar, if there are any plans to that effect. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I did not get the request 
of the Senator. 

Mr. BLACK. I desire to ask if the Senator contemplates 
in the immediate future asking unanimous consent to take 
up unobjected bills on the calendar. 

Mr. McNARY. I made two efforts of that kind yesterday, 
and was frustrated on both occasions. I stated that we 
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would adjourn until this morning, and have a consideration 
of the calendar this morning. The Senator from Alabama 
himself is destroying that possibility. I also stated that as 
far as it could be worked out, I wanted the session con- 
tinued to-day and this evening until we passed the District 
appropriation bill and the conference reports that are on 
the desk of the Secretary, and had a call of the calendar. 
That is plain; is it not? 

Mr. BLACK. That is perfectly plain, and the intention 
is obvious. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from Alabama is destroying 
the very thing he now says he so much desires. 

It was my hope, when we came here this morning, that 
Senators would conform to the general purposes that 
prompted me to make the statement and request according 
to the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of yesterday, namely, that we 
would have a morning hour, morning business, and the con- 
sideration of the calendar under the rule that obtains on 
all days save Monday, under which we can move to take up 
a bill; after which, at 1 o’clock, we would take up the unfin- 
ished business, which is the District appropriation bill, and 
thereafter have a call of the calendar, and finish as 
promptly as possible, in the hope of leaving by dinner time; 
if not, to go on in the evening. 

If the Senator now will retire, and let us go through with 
that policy, we shall be getting somewhere. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 

Mr. BLACK, I want to reply to that; but I yield to the 
Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. COUZENS. May I ask the Senator from Oregon why 
he voted to take up this conference report, if it was the 
intention to go through with the morning hour? 

Mr. McNARY,. A conference report is always in order, 
and has the preference, under all the rules and practice, to 
be first considered. When the Senator from Washington 
(Mr. Jones] gave notice yesterday that he would take up the 
conference report this morning, he was carrying out his 
pledge to the Senate. 

Mr. COUZENS. I see no objection to that; but it is the 
ordinary practice to go through with the morning hour 
without any interruptions. 

Mr. McNARY. That is true; but the Senator from Wash- 
ington sought to do the other thing, following the notice 
which he had fairly given yesterday. If Senators would 
follow out the plan of expedition of business, if that is what 
they want, we would soon finish with the bill of the Senator 
from Washington, and get to the morning business. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, I now ask unanimous consent 
that the conference report be temporarily laid aside until 
2 o’clock, in order that we may proceed with the calendar 
under Rule VIII. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). Is 
there objection to the request of the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, of course, I shall have to 
object to that. As the Senator from Oregon said, we can 
soon get through with the conference report. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator 
from Alabama? 

Mr. BLACK. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. I can not help but observe the remark of 
the Senator from Washington that we would be able soon to 
dispose of the conference report. That assumes, I suppose, 
that we must dispose of it without debate. 

Mr. BLACK. Of course, that is the idea. 

Mr. NORRIS. No matter what happens, or what is in it, 
we must take it, and take everything else that is put up to 
us; and in that way we can get along. 

Mr. BLACK. The idea is for all those who might object 
to anything that is in any particular bill to retire from the 
Senate. The statement was made that if we would retire 
from here, of course, they would go right ahead. That is 
true. If enough Senators would retire who are opposed to 
some features of unfair and unjust legislation, the adminis- 
tration forces would go right along; the conference report 
would be adopted in two or three minutes, a la the head of 
the Treasury Department; and then, after the conference 
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report was adopted, in two or three minutes the next appro- 
priation bill would be adopted, written according to the 
forms made and provided for that purpose. 

What right has anyone to state that if we proceed with 
this conference report it will be disposed of in two or three 
minutes, so that we can proceed with the calendar? Why is 
it so necessary to displace the calendar at this time? Why 
is it not a fair effort to obtain the fair consideration of the 
Senate, and at the same time give Senators a right and 
opportunity to have their bills on the calendar considered? 
Why is there any injustice, may I ask the Senator from 
Washington, in delaying action until 2 o'clock, and letting us 
proceed with the calendar? 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BLACK. I yield to the Senator from Arizona. 

ADJUSTED-SERVICE CERTIFICATES 


Mr. ASHURST. I am not without sympathy regarding 
the Senator’s position and appreciate his able speech, al- 
though the Senator has been severe on some of his col- 
leagues, 

Mr. BLACK. I have not intended to be. 

Mr. ASHURST. The Senator’s uniform courtesy and his 
ability are entitled to so-much respect that I hope he will 
yield to me for the purpose of making a motion so that we 
may test the sentiment of the Senate on the adjusted- 
service certificate bonus bill. Will the Senator, therefore, 
yield to me at this juncture in order that I may move that 
the Finance Committee may be discharged from the con- 
sideration of the bonus bill, H. R. 17054, and that the Senate 
proceed to its consideration? 

Mr. BLACK. I shall yield to the Senator. 

Mr. ASHURST. I wish to do that so that it may be 
tested as to whether or not there is any covert, undercover 
desire to delay this bill, because the unanimous consensus of 
opinion of the opponents and proponents of the bill is that 
hearings are . Hearings would mean circum- 
locution, prolixity, delay, and possibly defeat. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I move 

Mr. BLACK. Before I yield to the Senator to make that 
motion, may I make a statement? I have not intended to 
make any remarks that would reflect upon my colleagues. 
This motion was not debatable. Therefore, it could not be 
presented, and the full aspect of the questions involved was 
not understood by the Senate. 

Mr. ASHURST. The Senator was severe, but not un- 
parliamentary. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I move 

Mr. BLACK. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. ASHURST. I move that the Senate Committee on 
Finance be now discharged from the further consideration 
of the bonus bill, H. R. 17054. That motion would bring 
the bill before the Senate; and upon that I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the 
Senator making the motion? 

Mr. SMOOT. Why, certainly. 

Mr. ASHURST. There can not be objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The consideration of the 
motion will have to go over for a day if any Senator objects. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; and I object, Mr. President. I want 
to say to the Senator, further, that the bill has not yet 
reached the Finance Committee. 

Mr. ASHURST. It is not necessary for it to go to the 
Finance Committee. There is no reason why it should. 

Mr. SMOOT. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is heard. The 
Senator objects under Rule XXVI. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, will the Chair please read 
the rule? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (reading): 

1. When motions are made for reference of a subject to a select 
committee, or to a standing committee, the question of reference 
to a standing committee shall be put first; and a motion simply to 
refer shall not be open to amendment, except to add instructions. 

2. All reports of committees and motions to discharge a com- 
mittee from the consideration of the subject, and all subjects 
from which a committee shall be discharged, shall lie over one 
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day for consideration, unless by unanimous consent the Senate 
shall otherwise direct. 

So, if there is an objection, the motion can not be con- 
sidered until to-morrow. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President—— r 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama 
has the floor. 

Mr. ASHURST. Will the Senator further yield? I realize 
that the Senator has the floor. 

Mr, BLACK. I yield. 

Mr. ASHURST. I have not surrendered, and, with defer- 
ence to the Chair, I move that the rules be suspended and 
that the Senate proceed to discharge the committee from 
further consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator recognizes that 
that motion will have to lie over. 

Mr. ASHURST. Must that lie over? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. One day. 

Mr. ASHURST. Then most respectfully, and with due 
deference, I appeal from the decision of the Chair as to the 
correctness of the two rulings; and upon that appeal I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the 
Senate is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the Senate? Before the vote is cast 

Mr. SMOOT. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before the vote is taken, 
the Chair desires to state the rule: 

All reports of committees and motions to discharge a committee 
from the consideration of the subject, and all subjects from which 
a committee shall be discharged, shall lie over one day for con- 
sideration, unless by unanimous consent the Senate shall other- 
wise direct. 

The clerk will call the roll to develop a quorum. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I wonder if we 
might ask the Senator from Arizona to make a brief state- 
ment of his position with respect to this parliamentary 
question? 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I have so much respect 
for the Chair—not only for the Vice President and the 
President pro tempore, but particularly for the Senator 
Mr. Fess] who now occupies the chair—that upon reflec- 
tion, although a student of the rules, I might make my- 
self ridiculous were I to put myself in opposition to the 
conclusions reached after the studied care and painstaking 
researches that the present occupant of the chair always 
employs on questions. Therefore I withdraw my appeal, 
because when I have a suspicion as to being wrong on pro- 
cedure no man is quicker to withdraw than I am. There- 
fore I ask permission to withdraw the appeal; but I give 
notice that as soon as the Senate shall be in session to- 
morrow I shall insist upon my motion—which will then be 
in order, I apprehend, to move—that the Senate discharge 
the Finance Committee from a further consideration of the 
bonus bill, H. R. 17054, that it may be before the Senate. 
May I secure such permission? 

Mr. REED. Mr. President 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, before I surrender the floor 
I want to say that I have no doubt some members of the 
Finance Committee may feel that I have offered them some 
indignity or insult. 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 

Mr. ASHURST. The Senator says “ certainly.” 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 

Mr. ASHURST. I assure the sedate and able Senator from 
Utah that no insult was intended. It is never an insult to 
exercise a right which a Senator possesses, and the Senator 
from Utah, the State adjoining and north of my State, is the 
last man whom I would offend or insult. But if I have to 
insult every member of the Finance Committee, I am pre- 
pared to do so rather than to allow patriotic soldiers who 
went through the iron storm of war to languish in hospitals 
or to die from neglect in the richest country the world ever 
saw. So, between offending and insulting the Finance Com- 
mittee, which I did not intend, I proudly say I would insult 
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them to their faces a thousand times rather than see one 
soldier neglected one hour. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ari- 
zona yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. ASHURST. I yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator from Arizona 
can work himself up to such a pitch, but I really think that 
the bill, when it reaches the Finance Committee, will be con- 
sidered to-morrow. A meeting has already been called for 
10 o’clock to-morrow. I have no doubt but that the bill will 
be reported to the Senate to-morrow. It may not be re- 
ported as quickly as the Senator would like, but I do not see 
what the Senator will gain by trying to insult the Finance 
Committee of the Senate, and trying to have the country be- 
lieve that they are not going to take action on this bill. I 
would have had a committee meeting this morning if the bill 
had been sent over from the House yesterday, but the bill 
was sent over this morning, and a few moments ago referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say this: That the committee have 
already been notified of a meeting to-morrow at 10 o'clock, 
and I have no doubt but that the committee will report the 
bill to the Senate, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator a 
question. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 

Mr. DILL. If the Finance Committee reports this bill to- 
morrow, it will not be in order to take it up until Thursday, 
under the rule, will it? I mean by that, a single objection 
would block it. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is so. We would have to have unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. DILL. Does not the Senator think, then, that the 
better way for those of us who want to get the bill up and 
acted on would be to move to discharge the Finance Com- 
mittee and bring the bill here for action? 

Mr. SMOOT. They can do that to-morrow. 

Mr. DILL. Why not do it to-day? 

Mr. SMOOT. That would have to lie over for a day. 

Mr. DILL. It would not have to lie over for a day if the 
Senate discharged the committee. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am not in any position here to play poli- 
tics with this bill. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SMOOT. Either by questions or otherwise. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
to me? 

Mr. ASHURST. The able and calm Senator said some- 
thing about the Senator from Arizona working himself up. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 

Mr. ASHURST. I thought I had reached the age where 
I was not very easily “ worked up.” I will say to the Senator 
that I thought I had spoken in my usual calm and measured 
tones, and I am surprised that the dean of the Senate 
should be so thin-skinned, temperamentally and physically, 
that his physical construction after nearly a quarter of a 
century in politics—— 

Mr. SMOOT. More than that. 

Mr. ASHURST. More than that? 

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, yes. 

Mr. ASHURST. Is so thin-skinned that when a Senator 
makes a motion which the rules give him the right to 
make, the Senator sees an insult in it. I know the Senator 
does not mean that. When I insult a man, I do not do it 
covertly. I do not strike below the belt or in the back. I 
do not insult men by inference, insinuation, innuendo, sug- 
gestion, circumlocution, or periphrasis. [Laughter.] I 
think the Senator ought to be, and he is, big enough to say 
that he knows that while the result and purport of the mo- 
tion was an insult, he knows I did not intend to insult him 
or his committee. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 
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Mr. ASHURST, If I have the floor. 

Mr. REED. I can not contribute anything to the humor 
of the situation, but I want to make just a moment’s appeal 
to the horse sense of the Senate. 

This bill was passed in the House without opportunity for 
amendment. It got very scant consideration in the Ways and 
Means Committee. It was not printed until the day they 
acted on it. Nobody had a chance to study it. Without in 
any way weakening the bill, without cutting it down one 
penny in the relief it gives the soldier, there are some com- 
mon-sense amendments which ought in all honesty to be 
made to it. They can be made in a couple of hours. Why 
not give the Finance Committee a chance to do that? I 
assure the Senator that the amendments I have in mind do 
not in any way weaken the bill from his standpoint. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 


Mr. COUZENS. Is the Senator going to propose that we 
hold hearings on the bill? 

Mr. REED. Any hearings we have can be concluded, I 
think, in an hour. 

Mr. SMOOT. Very easily. 

Mr. REED. The Senator from Michigan has a profound 
conviction that I am going to filibuster this bill. I have not 
the slightest intention of doing that. 

Mr. COUZENS. I do not think the Senator is going to 
filibuster it, but I think the Senator is highly desirous of 
hayéng it defeated. 

Mr. REED. The Senator is completely wrong in that. 

Mr. COUZENS. I am glad to have that assurance. 

Mr. REED. I want to see the bill put in proper shape, and 
I believe that the Senate would do so, and unanimously, if 
the matters requiring amendment were explained to them. 
There is not going to be any difference of opinion among us 
about it. 

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, I took particular pains this 
morning to see that the hearings before the Ways and 
Means Committee were put upon the desks of all Senators. 
I have done everything in the world to hasten this matter. 

Mr. ASHURST. I believe that. 

Mr. SMOOT. The committee will report the bill. I have 
no doubt about that. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr, SMOOT. I yield. 

Mr. BRATTON. If the Finance Committee reports the 
bill back to the Senate to-morrow, will the Senator join in 
an effort to get it before the Senate immediately? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not know what may take place be- 
tween now and to-morrow, and I do not know anything 
about what amendments will be offered to the bill. 

Mr. BRATTON. My question is, Assuming that the com- 
mittee shall report the bill back to the Senate to-morrow in 
some form, will the Senator, the chairman of the committee, 
then ask for its immediate consideration, in order that the 
bill may not be delayed? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not want to make any promises before- 
hand, before I know what the committee itself wants. I can 
not do anything except what the committee authorizes me 
to do. 

Mr. BRATTON. Will the Senator join with others of us 
in an effort to get the bill before the Senate immediately on 
to-morrow? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I do not want to make any 
promises here that I can not fulfill. I do not want to make 
any promises or have any understanding, as far as I am 
concerned, as to the measure. 

Mr. BRATTON. Let me frame my question this way: 
Will the Senator refrain from interposing any objection to 
that course? 

Mr. SMOOT. That is the same, identical question. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield; and if so, to whom? Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. SMOOT. If he wants to ask me a question. 
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Mr. BARKLEY. If the Committee on Finance, when it 
meets to-morrow, shall undertake to instruct the chairman 
of the committee to take steps to have the Senate proceed 
immediately to the consideration of this bill on the floor of 
the Senate, will he oppose that in the committee? 

Mr. SMOOT. If the committee instructs me to do that, I 
shall ask it on the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If the effort is made to do it in the 
committee, will the Senator object to that in the committee? 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator could not object to that, and 
the Senator from Kentucky ought to know that, as he is a 
member of the committee. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Frequently things are objected to in the 
committee that are not objected to on the floor. 

Mr. SMOOT. The objection of the chairman of the 
committee would have no effect. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I doubt that. 

Mr. SMOOT. Whatever the pommiks does will gov- 
ern me, 

Mr. COPELAND, Mr. DILL, and Mr. BORAH addressed 
the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. SMOOT. I yield to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator from Pennsylvania stated 
that he wanted to offer some common-sense amendments., 
Is one of them to lower the rate of interest? It would seem 
to me that that would be a common-sense amendment. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I had not thought about it. 
It seems to me the rate fixed in the House bill is all right. 

Mr. COPELAND. Is not that more than it costs the Gov- 
ernment for money? 

Mr. REED. For short-term borrowing at the moment; 
yes. We can not generalize about that. 

Mr. COPELAND. That is one of the subjects that will be 
considered, I trust. 

Mr. REED. No doubt the committee will consider it; but 
I was not thinking of proposing to change the House bill in 
that regard. Somebody else may. 

Mr. COPELAND. I do hope that the committee will give 
consideration to the interest rate, because it seems to me the 
rate fixed by the House is too high. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator from Utah 
yield? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to suggest to the Senator from 
New York that when the bill gets before the Senate, regard- 
less of what the committee does, it would be perfectly in 
order to make a motion to reduce the rate of interest. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. NORRIS. I agree with the Senator from New York, 
from what I know about it—I may be changed after full 
debate, but I do not see how I could be—that the rate of 
interest fixed in the House bill is too high. I do not think 
the Government ought to charge a rate of interest on these 
loans that is higher than the Government has to pay when 
it borrows money, and it is not paying 414 per cent interest; 
it does not have to. 

Mr. ASHURST. And the interest should not be com- 
pounded. 

Mr. NORRIS. It should not be compounded. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
to me? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 

Mr. COPELAND. I fully agree with the Senator from 
Nebraska; we should not make any money on this trans- 
action. 

Mr. NORRIS. No. 

Mr. COPELAND. The committee certainly should give 
consideration to the question of interest, with a view to mak- 
ing the rate just as low as possible. We should not make 
one penny out of this transaction. I am sure the Senator 
from Nebraska agrees with that. 

Mr. NORRIS. That is true. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I want to indorse what 
the Senator has said. Four and a half per cent interest 
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compounded annually will eat up the other half of the face 
value of the certificate by the time the certificate is due. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; compound interest on most anything, 
running for 15 years or so, will do a good deal more than 
eat up the principal. 

Mr. BARKLEY. By the year 1945, when the certificate is 
due, the interest will have eaten up the other half of what is 
due on the certificate. 

Mr. NORRIS. The chances are, although I have not fig- 
ured it, that by that time the veteran would owe the Govern- 
ment something. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Even aside from the compounding of the 
interest, this rate is twice as high as the rate the Govern- 
ment is now charging on money it lends to steamship com- 
panies and others. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; and it is higher than the Government 
is paying generally in the market, higher than the interest 
on the Liberty bonds. There is not a bond I know of now 
outstanding that draws more than 4% per cent, and a 4% 
per cent bond sells on the market at a premium. Bonds not 
due until 1947 and 1952 are selling at from $1.12 to $1.13 
right now on the market. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I call the Senator’s 
attention to the fact that the Government borrowed money 
recently at 2 per cent? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. Some of its loans are at less than 2 
per cent. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I had hoped that whatever the soldiers 
were paid on these certificates would be a payment, and not 
a loan. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I do not know why anybody must al- 
ways bow at the altar of somebody who wants to collect 
interest. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I hope before we get through 
settling this interest question, the Congress will pass a joint 
resolution controlling the interest on the money which we 
are lending to the drought-stricken people. It is now cost- 
ing those people, expenses and all, from 7 to 8 per cent. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield. 

Mr. DILL. That is due to regulations being worked out 
by the Secretary of Agriculture, is it not? 

Mr. BORAH. It is due to the fact that we did not under- 
take to regulate it ourselves. 

Mr. DILL. That is true. 

Mr. BORAH. The House has been so generous and so 
hasty in regard to this matter that possibly we could get 
a joint resolution through that body protecting that situa- 
tion. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I want to remind Senators of 
the fact that unless this bill is passed by the Senate and 
passed 10 days before adjournment, without amendment, 
there is very little chance that we will have any bonus law. 
The probability is that the President will hold the bill and 
refuse to act upon it until Congress has adjourned. 

For my part, I think we should discharge the Finance 
Committee, and proceed to pass this bill, and pass it before 
Friday night. 

This morning I was visited in my office by more than a 
score of men, all of them ex-service men, who had traveled 
in freight cars from the city of Seattle to the city of Wash- 
ington to urge upon the Congress the necessity of some kind 
of cash-bonus legislation. These men are all upstanding 
clean citizens, men fitted physically to earn a livelihood and 
anxious to secure work, and yet they were unable to get em- 
ployment anywhere, either on the west coast or on their 
way from town to town as they came across the country. A 
number of those who started did find employment on the 
way and came no farther, but those to whom I have referred 
came through to Washington 3,000 miles and have come 
without a dollar in their pockets. They have been cared 
for on the way by various organizations, and especially by 
American Legion posts, given food and shelter, and helped 
on from town to town. They came here to impress upon 
those of us who are their representatives from the far West 
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the great demand and the urgent need of the ex-service man 
for legislation to pay cash on the bonus certificates. 

It may be said by those who favor amendments to the bill 
that to permit it to be delayed beyond Friday night would 
mean forcing an extra session of Congress if the President 
refuses to act favorably on the bill; but even if we were able 
to succeed in doing that, the President would have the fixing 
of the date for the calling of the extraordinary session of 
Congress, which would probably be some time in June, and 
there would be during all the intervening months no bonus 
legislation. 

I agree fully with everything that has been said about the 
rate of interest. For my part, I do not think the veterans 
should be charged interest. I think we ought to cash what- 
ever percentage of their bonus certificates we intend to cash 
and let them go their way without the payment of interest. 
But I have learned in my experience in the Congress in both 
Houses that the majority rule, and an overwhelming major- 
ity of the House yesterday passed this bill now before the 
Senate Finance Committee. I believe if the bill goes through 
the Senate in the form in which it passed the House, the 
House would override the President’s veto, and I hope there 
will be sufficient votes in the Senate to do likewise. If we 
undertake to change or amend the bill, if we modify it in its 
terms, even if we could get it through—and I do not think 
we will get it through if we change anything in it—it might 
give an excuse for those who bow at the feet of the dictators 
in other departments of the Government to change their vote 
on the proposal when the proposal for overriding the veto 
comes up for vote. It seems to me in the interest of the ex- 
service man as well as in the interest of the people generally 
who expect this Congress to do something on the question, 
that we ought to discharge the Finance Committee at the 
earliest possible moment and proceed to remain in session 
until the bonus bill is disposed of. 

We can amend the provisions of the bill as to interest 
rates or by striking out all reference to interest at all at a 
future session. The important thing now is to get this bill 
passed before Friday night. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the whole situation illus- 
trates the ridiculous position in which the Congress is always 
placed at the end of the short session. Notwithstanding the 
agitation which has gone on in the country for a year for 
some sort of legislation in behalf of the ex-service men 
which would recognize their right, a right equal to that en- 
joyed by any other creditor of the United States, yet here we 
are facing the end of the session and faced with the alter- 
native of hastily passing a bill which may really not do jus- 
tice to the ex-service men, or taking chances on a so-called 
pocket veto. We must either rush a bill through which may 
be a rank injustice and assume that the President will not 
deal kindly with the matter and will veto the bill within the 
last 10 days of the session or that he will put it in his pocket 
and thereby defeat the legislation and undertake to escape 
responsibility. 

I am frank to say that the bill which the House has 
passed is not satisfactory so far as Iam concerned. Whether 
I would feel justified in voting for it as a last resort or 
because nothing else can be obtained is another question, 
and I shall meet it when we arrive at that point. But in 
the last nine years the Secretary of the Treasury has paid 
to other creditors of the Government more than $3,500,000,- 
000 beyond the requirements of the law. Congress in an 
orderly way enacted a refunding law providing for the 
orderly discharge of our war debts. It provided for a sink- 
ing fund which should take care of the war debts and 
which would obliterate them entirely within a very reason- 
able time; within a much shorter time than any other war 
debts which we have ever incurred have ever been paid off 
by the United States. 

The Undersecretary of the Treasury, Mr. Mills, a few 
days ago gave out a statement that the entire war debt 
will have been discharged by 1949. It may be good financ- 
ing from a strictly technical standpoint to pay our 
public debt faster than the law requires it to be paid, 
but if the World War was of any benefit to the United 
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‘States it was supposed to have been of some’ benefit 
to future generations, and the entire burden of its cost 
ought not to be laid upon the shoulders of those who live 
now or those who had the obligation of discharging their 
duty to the Government as soldiers in the World War. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken- 
tucky yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. KING. Does not the Senator think that Mr, Mellon 
and those in charge of the fiscal policies of the Government 
acted wisely in applying the surplus revenue, which was 
derived in part from corporations and large income-tax 
payers, to the discharge of our obligations, thus diminishing 
the interest upon the public debt approximately $800,000,000 
in the past few years? I think Mr. Mellon’s policy in that 
respect was very wise. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not agree with the Senator to this 
extent. I do agree that any legitimate surplus that might 
be found in the Treasury at the end of any fiscal year might 
well have been applied to the discharge of the public debt; 
but that surplus was created by the Treasury Department 
because the Secretary of the Treasury came before us all the 
time when we were seeking to reduce taxes and made pre- 
‘dictions about deficits, which predictions never came true. 
He was unwilling to be frank with the Congress of the 
United States. There has not been a single prediction he 
has made since he became Secretary of the Treasury which 
came within half a million dollars of being accurate. I do 
not believe that the Secretary of the Treasury, by deception, 
by false pretenses, by erroneous estimates, ought to be al- 
lowed to create a surplus which he applies altogether to the 
discharge of other people’s obligations without considering 
the ex-service men and the debt due them. 

If we are to discharge before it is due the $3,500,000,000 
of our war debt, then we ought at least to recognize the obli- 
gation we owe to the ex-service men and at least consider it a 
part of that debt to be discharged for the alleviation of their 
sufferings and their present condition of need. If it had 
not been for the services rendered by these 4,000,000 men 
who gave up their health, who gave up their ambition, who 
in many cases gave up their entire future, none of the 
securities held by anyone, either private or public, would 
be worth to-day “ three hoorahs in the hot hereafter.” 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken- 
tucky yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. COPELAND. Before the Senator leaves his state- 
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frank to ask the taxpayers of America to pay these large 
sums in the way of taxes, when it is known all the time, if it 
is known at all, that there will be a surplus, which will be 
used for this reduction of the public debt. I am in favor of 
reducing the public debt as fast as we can, but I am in favor 
of being honest and frank with the taxpayers and letting 
them know that a part of their money will be used for this 
purpose instead of raising it for the ostensible purpose of 
operating a government and then using it to reduce the 
public debt. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The effect of it is an obvious fraud upon 
the people of the United States. The plan for the retire- 
ment of our war debt was worked out by Congress after 
minute consideration with the officials of the Treasury 
Department. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I will yield in just a moment. If the 
Treasury had desired to retire this debt more rapidly than 
the Congress provided for by law, it ought to have been frank 
enough to say so. It ought to have recommended that that 
plan be incorporated in the law. It ought not to practice 
a fraud on the taxpayers of the United States and contend 
that a further tax reduction would bring about a deficit 
and make it impossible to carry on the operations of gov- 
ernment in order to create a surplus to retire the public 
debt more rapidly than it ought to be retired or than was 
intended under the law enacted by Congress in line with the 
advice of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

I yield now to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. I disagree entirely with the Senator that 
the Secretary of the Treasury has in any way tried to de- 
ceive the American people or has entered into any fraud 
or had any intention of fraud. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not mean that he stole anything; 
but in dealing with the governmental financial program, 
when the Secretary of the Treasury is not frank with the 
people and the Congress, it is a political fraud worked upon 
them. 


Mr. SMOOT. I say he has been frank with the people. 
I do not think the Senator can find a financial man any- 
where in the United States who would have made the pre- 
diction that the revenues of our Government under existing 
law would amount to what they were during the years 1926, 
1927, 1928, 1929, and even 1930. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I know that every member of the Ways 
and Means Committee of the other body and that every 
Democratic member of the Finance Committee of the Sen- 
ate did make those predictions, Those predictions came 
true, and Mr. Mellon’s guess was wrong nine times out of 
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think it was fair or is fair to the taxpayers of America 
that an excessive amount of taxes should be collected on the 
theory that that money is needed to operate the Government 
and then to apply those enormous sums to reduction of the 
public debt? I contend that that is legalized larceny. It is 
not fair to the taxpayers of America that they should be 
assessed these great amounts and then have the money used 
in this way for the rapid reduction of the public debt instead 
of for the operation of government, which was the alleged 
purpose of the tax. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is precisely what I have been at- 
tempting to say, except that the Senator from New York has 
said it much more eloquently and more to the point than I 
have been able to state it. This surplus created has been 
created because the Secretary of the Treasury has not 
frankly laid the situation before the Congress, because he 
has pretended that there would be a deficit, when everybody 
else knew that in all probability there would be a surplus. 
Under those circumstances these surpluses have been created 
from year to year, and my contention is that at least a part 
of the surplus should have been devoted to payment of the 
obligations which we owe to the men who actually fought 
in the World War and not necessarily to those who took 
advantage of the war to make huge profits out of their oper- 
ations during that time. 

Mr. COPELAND. I agree with what the Senator said just 
now with reference to the soldiers, but it is unfair and not 


Mr. SMOOT. If his guess was wrong, he did not try to 
deceive the American people or commit any fraud upon 
them. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Let us assume it is a guess; but it seems 
rather strange that the greatest Secretary of the Treasury 
since Hamilton should be engaged in guessing all the time 
without any actual knowledge of the facts. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is entirely a different question, and 
the reasons are plain to everybody that wants to know the 
reasons or that will acknowledge the reasons. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I think the Senator is right. It is per- 
fectly plain to everybody who is willing to be frank about 
what the trouble is. 

There is another thing to which I wish to refer. There 
is now $771,000,000 in the Treasury of the United States 
to the credit of the bonus certificate fund. That money be- 
longs to the ex-service men. It does not belong to the 
United States. Yet the Treasury has used that money, and 
properly so, to buy short-term securities that are bearing 
interest. 


But the mere fact that the Treasury has used that $771,- 
000,000 to go into the market and buy short-term securities 
is no reason why we should refuse now to pay the ex-service 
men that $771,000,000 which has been accumulated in the 
Treasury under the law passed by Congress for the ultimate 
redemption of these certificates. When the Secretary of the 
Treasury says before committees of Congress and in the 
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press that, in order to pay the amount provided in the House 
bill, the Treasury must go out into the market and sell se- 
curities, what he means is that he has got to sell the securi- 
ties that he has bought with the money that already belongs 
to the ex-service men. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; but I do not think under present con- 
ditions he could sell those securities for what was paid for 
them. 

Mr. BARKLEY. He is preparing now to sell $8,000,000,000 
worth of securities. 

Mr. SMOOT. I made a statement; that is all; I did not 
say that he was or was not preparing to do what the Senator 
suggests; but I want to say as to the estimates given out at 
the time I think the people throughout the country generally 
thought that the results would be about as the Secretary 
stated. The business of the country was such—and I am 
not going to take the time of the Senate to explain why— 
that the revenue of our Government was more than any 
human being anticipated it would be. I do not mean a guess 
or anything like that; I mean that it was greater than could 
be figured out; it was more than we anticipated or thought 
it would be. 

Mr. COUZENS. Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I will yield in a moment. I do not want 
to take any more time talking about the excess three and a 
half billion dollars that has already been paid on the public 
debt. What I contend is that if we owe anybody obligations 
to discharge a Government debt, a debt due to the war, prior 
to its maturity, we ought at least to meet the ex-service 
men halfway and recognize the obligation that we owe to 
them. 

Mr. BLACK and Mr. COUZENS addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Kentucky yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I will yield to the Senator from Alabama 
who I think rose first. 

Mr. BLACK. I desire to state, in line with the discussion 
the Senator from Kentucky and the Senator from Utah 
have just had, that I understood the Senator from Utah to 
say that everybody knew that under conditions as they are 
now there would have to be a large increase in taxes, or 
something like that. 

Mr. SMOOT. I did not say that. 

Mr. BLACK. I understood the Senator to intimate that 
there was a slight depression throughout the country, and it 
was difficult to collect taxes. That is what I thought was 
the inference from his suggestion. 

Mr. SMOOT. I admit that there is depression through- 
out the country; there is no question about that. 

Mr. BLACK. I desire to send to the desk and have read 
a brief article from an Alabama newspaper consisting of 
only a few lines. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think the people generally throughout the 
world understand the reason for the present conditions. 

Mr. BLACK. The Senator states the people know the 
reasons. I desire to send to the desk and have read a state- 
ment printed in an Alabama newspaper. 

Mr. SMOOT. That does not make it so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Kentucky yield for the purpose of having the article read? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will read, as re- 
quested. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

The following from the Fort Payne Journal is one of the best 
ones the discussion of business conditions has produced: 

“ Over on Sand Mountain the other day a discussion on Biblical 
subjects took a sudden and queer turn. The argufiers or dis- 
putants happened to be a Democrat and a Republican. The 
Republican put a question to the other which he thought would 
surely stall him. He asked him why the three Hebrew children 
were not consumed when they were cast into the fiery furnace. 


The Democrat, without even scratching his semibald pate, re- 
plied, ‘The Republicans were in power, and the furnace was shut 
down.’” 


Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Kentucky yield to the Senator from Michigan? 
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Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. COUZENS. I should like to point out what appear 
to be some inconsistencies in the reply made by the Sena- 
tor from Utah as to the challenge of the Senator from 
Kentucky regarding the estimate made by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. The Senator from Utah contends that the 
Secretary of the Treasury and no one else could have antici- 
pated the income which the Government received from 
corporations and other income-tax payers, and yet during 
that same period of time both former President Coolidge 
and the Secretary of the Treasury stated that the market 
was not inflated and therefore stocks were worth the prices 
being quoted; their statements were to the effect that they 
knew that business and industry were in such condition 
that stocks were worth the prices then being quoted. So, in 
effect, they must have known what the income of the Gov- 
ernment was going to be. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In addition to that, I will say to the 
Senator that every time there was the slightest indication 
of a sag in the price of the stocks in the market not only 
the Secretary of the Treasury but the President came to the 
rescue by issuing a bullish statement, which assured every- 
body that stocks were not inflated and that they were worth 
what they were bringing on the market, which I think made 
a very substantial contribution to the condition in which we 
find ourselves at this time. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken- 
tucky yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. The statement made would appear to in- 
dicate that our national income comes from dealings in 
stocks on the stock exchange. What I had reference to is 
that the business of manufacturing concerns and other in- 
dustries was greater than was anticipated; the exportation 
of goods to foreign countries was never exceeded; and, in 
general, the legitimate business of the country was greater 
than anyone anticipated. 

Mr. BARKLEY. But the Senator will, I think, understand 
that the bullish statements given out by the Secretary of 
the Treasury were not only designed to boost the prices of 
stocks on the stock exchange but they were no doubt in- 
tended to create a more optimistic outlook with reference 
to industry and production along with the boost in prices 
of stocks, amounting to an intensive drive to bring about 
greater production, and therefore produce a surplus of prod- 
ucts which could not be sold, and which is still hanging 
over the industrial markets of the United States and of the 
world. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mass production had nothing whatever to 
do with any statement the Secretary of the Treasury made. 
Such methods of production began years ago and grew year 
by year. - The result, of course, is just what the Senator has 
indicated. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Secretary of the Treasury con- 
sistently predicted greater prosperity each year and each 
month. That tended to create and did create optimism on 
the part of industry, and it encouraged them to go forward 
and produce goods faster than we could consume them; 
there is no question at all about that. 

Mr. SMOOT. It is a long story and I will not take the 
time of the Senate now to go into it; but American money 
which has been sent abroad has been used to a large ex- 
tent for the purpose of manufacturing goods abroad and 
that has interfered with the market of domestic mass pro- 
duction, which was able to provide more goods than the 
American people could possibly purchase. For the output 
of goods under the system of mass production which had 
been established in the United States it was necessary to 
find a foreign market, and when that was denied, on that 
account and for other reasons, there followed a period of 
depression. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, the optimistic statements con- 
stantly and consistently given out by the Secretary of the 
Treasury and by the President, not only as I said a mo- 
ment ago encouraged inflation in the price of stocks beyond 
their value on the stock exchanges but it encouraged every 
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manufacturer in the United States to believe that there was 
no end to the prosperity period in which we found our- 
selves two or three years ago. It encouraged agriculture, it 
encouraged industrial development, it encouraged the oil 
industry, it encouraged all our people to believe that there 
never would come a day when there would be any recession; 
but all of a sudden we found ourselves lifted as by a bal- 
loon into the air with more goods than we could sell not 
only at home but in the markets of the world, and in the 
midst. of that situation Congress passed an infamous tariff 
law that curbed our markets in foreign countries even to 
a greater extent than anybody could have conceived pos- 
sible. 

Mr. McKELLAR.. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken- 
tucky yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Let me see if I understand the situation. 
The House has passed a bill to authorize the loaning of 50 
per cent of the certificates which will amount to about 
$800,000,000. This money is to be loaned to the soldiers 
up to 50 per cent of the value of their certificates at 444 
per cent interest. The Government has on hand in the sink- 
ing fund which is eventually to pay these certificates some 
$771,000,000. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is true. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Then the Government has accumulated 
a fund practically equaling the fund that we are to advance 
to the soldiers. Why should we charge them interest? Why 
should we not just pay them that amount on their cer 
tificates? 5 

Mr. BARKLEY. I think the Senator is correct, and tha 
is the very thing I wanted to say. We have accumulated in 
the Treasury a fund set aside by Congress which in 1945, 
it is presumed, will be sufficient to pay all the certificates at 
face value at that time. That fund amounts to $771,000,000. 
Of course it is not in cash in the Treasury, but it might 
have been in cash if the Treasury had not taken that cash 
and gone out into the open market and invested it in short- 
term securities. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 

Mr. COUZENS. The Senator knows I am no defender of 
the Treasury Department, but I desire to point out that the 
statute required the department to invest the money. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am not questioning the wisdom of that 
investment. What I say is that it is not being frank with 
the people of this country for the Secretary of the Treasury 
to say that if this bill shall be passed we will have to levy 
more taxes on the people in order to pay the amount allowed 
on the certificates, or go out on the market and sell securi- 
ties, and thus interfere with the sale of private securities at 
this time of depression. 

Of course, this $771,000,000 is invested in securities and 
they will have to be sold in order to convert them back into 
cash, but, if that money is due the ex-service men, in view 
of the fact that we have already discharged our obligations 
to other people by three and a half million dollars more than 
the law requires, why should we hesitate to reconvert these 
short-time securities into cash and pay it to the soldiers as 
part payment on the obligations due them. 

So far as I am concerned, I object to the 4½ per cent com- 
pound interest rate on the amount we propose to lend them. 
I am informed that the Government is loaning money now 
to the Pacific Mail Steamship Co., if I am correct in the name, 
at the rate of about 2 per cent per annum and not com- 
pounded at that. The Government is loaning money now to 
other private interests under laws enacted by Congress for 
as low, I am told, as 1% per cent interest or 2 per cent in- 
terest, and it is not compounded. Why should we charge the 
defenders of our flag 4% per cent compound interest on 
money that is theirs and is now in the Treasury of the 
United States, or can be theirs by the sale of securities that 
were bought with money that belonged to them? 

Another objection is that loaning the soldiers 50 per cent 
of the value of their certificates now and charging them 444 
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per cent compound interest would almost entirely eat up the 
other 50 per cent by 1945. Interest at 4% per cent com- 
pounded annually in 15 years amounts to almost 100 per 
cent interest for that time. For instance, a man who has a 
certificate now worth a thousand dollars and obtains a $500 
loan at 4½ per cent compound interest until 1945, will have 
$75 due him in 1945 instead of a thousand dollars. That is 
the thing I object to. It may not be possible to amend that 
feature of the bill; it may be that coming here at the end of 


the session, those who desire to do justice to the American 


soldier may be required to take this bill or nothing; but, Mr. 
President, it is not in conformity with my ideas of legislative 
propriety to shove off the defenders of our Nation until the 
last days of the Congress, and then face the danger of a 
pocket veto. Assuming that the President is not frank - 
enough to express his views in a veto message or by approval, 
we are required to be niggardly in discharging the obligation 
we owe to the soldiers of the United States of America. 

Mr. GEORGE and Mr; COUZENS addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I have no disposition to 
discuss the general question of the bonus, or the various bills 
respecting the adjusted-service compensation. I rise to say 
that the Finance Committee has already had hearings upon 
the general question, and we have elicited quite a deal of 
information—I dare say all that we could hope to get—upon 
the general question, and upon the bills that have been in- 
troduced in the Senate and referred to the Finance Com- 
mittee. 

I rise to express the hope that our colleagues, especially 
on this side, will not insist upon the motion to discharge the 
Finance Committee, because I sincerely believe that they will 
retard rather than advance the consideration of this legis- 
lation. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Georgia yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. GEORGE. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Inasmuch as I had given notice some 
time ago that I intended to move to discharge the com- 
mittee, and I have been persuaded from time to time to 
defer pressing that motion under the solemn assurance, as 
I understood, that action would be had to-day, is the Sena- 
tor now in position to assure us what day we will get ac- 
tion from the committee? 

Mr. GEORGE. I am sure that we shall be able to con- 
sider the matter to-morrow, and I am quite certain that 
we shall be able to report to the Senate to-morrow, be- 
cause there is no necessity for any extended hearing to- 
morrow. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Is there any excuse for any hearings at 
all to-morrow? Are there any hearings to be had? 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not know that it would be necessary 
to have any hearings—certainly no hearings of any con- 
sequence. It might be that some member of the committee 
would want to ask a few questions of some one or more 
witnesses. I doubt if any testimony will be taken. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE and other Senators addressed the 
Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Georgia yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. GEORGE. I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I take it from the Senator's re- 
marks that he is in favor of the Finance Committee acting 
on this measure to-morrow. 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, beyond all question of doubt. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Then, what criticism can be made 
of any Senator who, in order to be within the rule, makes a 
motion to discharge the committee, so that he may press 
that motion to-morrow in case the committee does not act? 

Mr. GEORGE. I am not making any criticism. I am 
expressing the hope that no Senator will be hastily com- 
mitted to the effort to discharge the committee in advance 
of an opportunity for the committee to file its report to- 
morrow. 
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Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The point Iam making, if the Sena- 
tor will permit me, is that unless some Senator made that 
motion to-day, under the rule it would not be in order to 
make it to-morrow in case the committee fails to act as 
the result of its morning session. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is quite true. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Therefore, as a member of the com- 
mittee, I am glad the Senator from Arizona has made that 
motion, so that it may be pressed to-morrow in case the 
committee does not act. 

Mr. GEORGE. What the Senator says is quite true; but 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Caraway] has made that 
motion, or at least gave notice of that motion, some time 
ago; and there is, of course, no disposition to criticize anyone 
for making the motion formally to-day. I was expressing 
the hope, in the interest of action upon the bill, as I believe 
to be the case, that the committee might be allowed to con- 
sider the matter to-morrow morning and make its report to 
the Senate. I believe that the bill will be reported to- 
morrow. If it is not reported it will then be time enough, 
of course, to press the motion for discharge of the committee. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, I want to call attention 
to the fact that I was on my feet before the Senator from 
Michigan rose, and addressed the Chair before the Senator 
from Michigan rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that 
the Senator from Michigan tried to get the floor when the 
Senator from Georgia was recognized. 

Mr. COUZENS. Before the Senator from Georgia did. 
I beg the Senator’s pardon; I was on my feet. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Let me ask if it is the rule, then, that 
if a Senator addresses the Chair and sits down or goes to 
lunch he is entitled to take the floor when he comes back? 

Mr. COUZENS. I do not object to yielding to the Senator 
if he wants to go on at this time. 

Mr. CARAWAY. That is not the point. I am objecting 
most seriously to this way of the Chair sitting there and 
ignoring some Senator who rises and addresses him and 
picking out some Senator on the other side who is not on 
the floor. fi 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from Arkansas that the Senator from Michigan 
was trying to secure recognition from the Chair when the 
Senator from Georgia rose. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Then why did not the Chair recognize 
him then? Why does the Chair wait until some other Sena- 
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eet? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thought he was 
playing fair with both sides. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Oh, the Chair recognizes some Senator 
who is not on his feet when he is being addressed by a 
Senator who is on his feet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, who has the floor? 

Mr. CARAWAY. Just a minute.. I have the floor more 
than the Senator from Indiana has. 

Mr. WATSON. Who has the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan 
Mr. Couzens] has the floor. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I am asking a parliamentary question. 
I have the floor for that purpose, even with the Senator 
from Ohio in the chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his 
parliamentary question. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Iam asking when the rule was changed 
so that the Chair refuses to recognize a Senator on the floor, 
and picks out some Senator who is not on his feet? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There has been no change 
of the rules in that respect. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Then the Chair arrogates to himself 
that authority. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michi- 
gan. 
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Mr. CARAWAY. There is nothing new about this, of 
course, as long as the Senator from Ohio is in the chair, but 
I am objecting to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will be in order. 
The Senator from Michigan has the floor. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Just a minute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Michigan yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. COUZENS. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. CARAWAY. No; I am not asking to be yielded to. I 
am asking a question. What was the remark of the Chair? 
I am asking a parliamentary question, and I am not asking 
to be yielded to, because of a remark the Chair made as he 
turned around. I want to know what it was. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CARAWAY. It took me some time to get an oppor- 
tunity to do it. I wanted to ask what was the announce- 
ment of the Chair about the rule as he turned around to 
make his side remark? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator asked the 
Chair when the rule had been changed, and the Chair stated 
that there had been no change of the rule. 

The Senator from Michigan has the floor. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, I have been considerably 
concerned about this legislation for the reason that there have 
been newspaper stories to the effect that hearings are to be 
held. There seems also to be much misunderstanding con- 
cerning the kind of legislation that has passed the House, 
and the kind of legislation that the Finance Committee has 
considered. 

When the Finance Committee met on January 26, 1931, 
the committee discussed the question of whether or not we 
would proceed with hearings, in view of the fact that the 
House had taken no action. The Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Smoot] was absent through illness, and the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. Watson] was acting chairman. At the urgent 
request of myself, the committee proceeded with hearings, 
so that in case there was any delay in the action of the 
House the Committee on Finance would have had hearings 
with respect to the many bills that were then pending. 

Not only did the committee take up the question of the 
bill pending before it, dealing with adjusted-compensation 
payments, but it also considered indirectly some bills that 
were presented in the House. 

The first bill that was proposed was proposed in May, 
1929. For nearly two years now this matter has been be- 
fore the Finance Committee; so I insisted that we proceed 
with hearings at that time, and the committee agreed that 
we should; and we did hold hearings on January 26, 27, 28, 
29, and February 3. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
me a minute? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Michigan yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 

Mr. CARAWAY. In persuading me, last week, to defer 
action on a motion that I had pending to discharge the 
committee, the Senator stated that to-day, if the bill was 
not taken up, he would join in a motion to discharge the 
committee. i 

Mr. COUZENS. Iam coming to that; and I am perfectly 
willing that the committee should be discharged, because 
I think they have covered every factor that is involved in 
this legislation. I have no objection at all to that motion. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I am delighted to hear that. That is 
what I was trying to get the floor to ask about a while ago. 

Mr. COUZENS. I am standing by my word to the Senator 
from Arkansas. 5 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Michigan yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 

Mr. WATSON. At the time the Senator from Michigan 
made that promise to the Senator from Arkansas the Sen- 
ator was laboring under the impression that the House 
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would not have acted and that the Senate committee might 
be discharged in case the House had not acted on the matter. 

Mr. COUZENS. I desire to correct the Senator on that 
point, because the House was then considering legislation; 
and what I was afraid of was that a bill would come to the 
Senate too late to give the Committee on Finance an oppor- 
tunity to have hearings, so I wanted the hearings all held in 
advance. 

Mr. WATSON. All of which is quite true. Therefore the 
Senator in that arrangement proceeded on the theory that 
the House would not have acted by this time, so he agreed to 
Tuesday. Now the House has acted, but acted a day later 
than on this side we anticipated. Therefore it seems to me 
that it is entirely proper to have the bill go to the committee. 

I never saw this bill. Did the Senator ever see it? 

Mr. COUZENS. Yes; and I am going to discuss it. 

Mr. WATSON. Honor bright, has the Senator ever seen 
the bill that passed through the House? 

Mr. COUZENS. Yes; I have seen it, and read it, and I am 
going to discuss it now. 

Mr. WATSON. The Senator is the only man in the 
Senate, then, who has seen it. 

Mr. COUZENS. I do not know how true that is. 

Mr. WATSON. Is that the bill that passed the House? 

Mr. COUZENS. I have it here. 

Mr. WATSON. There were not 25 Members of the House 
who ever saw it before they acted on it. They had the per- 
centage of the loan, and that was the end of it, because I 
went over on that side and talked to many Members of the 
House to find out about the situation. They had not seen 
the bill, and the chairman of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee himself told me that many Members had not seen the 
bill; and Mr. Tizson, the floor leader, told me Saturday that 
he had never seen a copy of it. 

Mr. COUZENS. That is the more to their shame. 

Mr. WATSON. But they could not find it. They could 
not get it. It was in the hands of the committee, and it 
was not let out of the committee. I never saw the bill, and 
I will venture to say that I have been as diligent as anybody 
in trying to get a copy of it. 

Whether or not the bill has anything more in it than the 
50 per cent, I do not know. I do not know what its other 
provisions are; but why is it wrong for the Senate of the 
United States, through its committee, at least, to look at a 
bill before its Members are asked to vote on it? 

Mr. COUZENS. I am not so much concerned about 
whether we put it over to be heard in the committee or not. 
I am standing by my promise to the Senator from Arkansas. 
I still desire to point out that if Senators will stay in their 
seats there will be no excuse, when the time comes for a 
vote, not to understand the bill which passed the House, and 
which will be reported out in the same form by the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
me for just a moment? 

Mr. COUZENS. Yes. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I want to ask if I properly understood 
the Senator from Indiana. Did he say that the House Mem- 
bers had not seen the bill when they voted on it? 

Mr. WATSON. That is my understanding—most of them. 

Mr. CARAWAY. That is a rather remarkable statement. 

Mr. WATSON. I stand by the statement, because I will 
say to my friend from Arkansas that I talked with a number 
of Members who told me they had not seen the bill. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Did I understand the Senator to say 
that the Committee on Ways and Means of the House would 
not let them see the bill? f 

Mr. WATSON. I am not saying anything about that. I 
am saying that they had not seen the bill. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I thought the Senator did say that the 
Members tried to get hold of it, and could not. 

Mr. WATSON. The floor leader himself told me Satur- 
day evening, on the telephone, that he had not seen the bill. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Did the Senator understand that he had 
tried to see it and had been unable to see it? 

Mr. WATSON. I said to him, “ Why have you not seen 
the bill?“ He said, “I have never gotten a copy of it.“ He 
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did not say, “ They will not let me have it”; but I do say 
that the great majority of the Members of the House—and 
I have no right to discuss the House without violating the 
rule—never saw the bill when it was voted on. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Michigan yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. COUZENS. I do. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I merely wish to call attention to 
the remarkable thing that has been going on for the last 
30 minutes, namely, the fact that the administration leaders 
have been criticizing the House of Representatives, which 
they usually want to laud for its rules of procedure. 

Mr. WATSON. I am not criticizing them. I am stating 
facts. If the Senator wants to assume that that is criticism, 
he has a right to put that interpretation on it. 

Mr. COUZENS. May I ask the Senator if the statement 
of a fact may not be a criticism? 

Mr. WATSON. It might be; but what I am saying is this: 
I am trying my level best to keep the Senate of the United 
States from doing what the House did—vote on a proposi- 
tion without ever having seen it. 

Mr. COUZENS. That is the very purpose for which I rose. 

Mr. WATSON. That is all right. 

Mr. COUZENS. I do not intend, so far as I can prevent 
it, to have the Senate vote upon a piece of legislation that 
they do not understand; and if Senators will remain in their 
seats they will understand it before the day is over. Then, 
when the bill does come up for consideration, there will be 
no reason on earth for saying, “ The bill ought to be delayed 
because I do not understand it, and I have had no time to 
study it.” If Senators will remain in their seats, they will 
have a chance to understand it before they vote on it. 

Mr. President, there are quite a number of Senators who 
have come into the Senate since Congress in 1924 passed 
the adjusted compensation act. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I ask for order in the 
Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will be in 
order. 

Mr. COUZENS. There are also a number of Senators 
here who were in the House during the consideration of that 
legislation by the House. So that it is hardly conceivable 
that there are any Senators here who have not informed 
themselves, or will not be able to inform themselves before 
the legislation comes up for consideration, as to the basis 
of it. 

Mr. President, during the consideration by the Finance 
Committee of the several bills, I asked the Administrator of 
the Veterans’ Bureau to prepare a brief statement as to how 
this legislation came about, why the adjusted-compensation 
certificates were issued, and the basis of them. It will take 
but a moment to read what he said, and I am going to quote 
his statement. It is as follows: 


General Hives. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
I believe it would be advisable before I take up the several bills 
which have come to the attention of the Veterans’ Administration 
to give the committee some basic information on just what this 
proposition is. 

Senator Watson. Very well. You may proceed. 

Hines. Gentlemen, may I first review the whole propo- 
sition, in a general way: In 1925 Congress, after considerable 
deliberation, decided to enact what. is known as the adjusted com- 
pensation bill. The basis of the adjustment was to authorize $1 
a day for each day’s service in the United States, and $1.25 for 
each day’s service overseas. Taking that, then, as the basic credit, 
there was added to the amount 25 per cent. The total amount, 
then, the basic credit, I mean, plus 25 per cent, was used as a 
single net premium to fix the maturity value of the adjusted- 
service certificate, or what would come nearest to an endowment 
policy, payable in 20 years. This credit not to exceed $500 for the 
man who served only in the United States and $625 for the man 
who served overseas. 


That adjusted-compensation matter was debated on the 
floor of the Senate in 1924, and those who were here will 
remember that this was an effort on the part of Congress to 
in some way bring up the compensation of the veterans to 
what the commonest laborer got in the United States during 
the time of the great World War. 
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In that matter the veterans had no choice. It was well 
known that they demanded cash. Congress said, and the 
Treasury said, that it could not be afforđed in cash, so they 
devised this scheme to postpone payment to the veterans 
until 1945. 

I submit that if any other creditor of the Government 
who had money coming through an adjustment of his con- 
tract, or if the railroads, in receiving adjustments of what 
was due them at the time the Government turned them 
back, had been asked to wait until 1945 and accept in lieu 
of cash an insurance policy, they would have resented it. 
As a matter of fact, many of the World War veterans did 
resent the fact that the Congress agreed to give them a 
20-year endowment policy instead of cash. 

A rather strange coincidence in that connection is the fact 
that had the veterans gotten the additional pay which the 
Congress admitted was due them, had gotten it in 1917, 
1918, and 1919, had invested it at 6 per cent, and the in- 
terest had been compounded from 1917, 1918, and 1919 up 
until the present time, it would have represented 95 per 
cent of the face value of the adjusted-compensation cer- 
tificates. So, as a matter of fact, if we paid the complete 
face value of the certificates, we would be doing no more 
than justice to the veterans. But that seems impossible. 

In spite of numerous requests I made of the chairman of 
the committee, he refused to consider at all any bill dealing 
with the payment of the adjusted-compensation certificates 
in any form. I know my colleague urged the chairman of 
the committee to hold hearings and proceed to consider the 
numerous bills before it. My colleague had a bill before the 
committee substantially in the form of the bill which has 
recently passed the House; there is no substantial differ- 
ence between the bill introduced by my colleague and the 
one which passed the House. Therefore it is perfectly ap- 
parent that the committee has heard everything it possibly 
could hear with respect to the bill which passed the House. 

I can not see any reason for holding hearings. Every 
fact has been disclosed, as to the number who will take 
advantage of it and as to what it will cost the Government, 
and that seems to be the primary interest in the matter. 
Yet the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Watson] issues a 
statement to the press that we must hold hearings, but if 
the hearings already held be gone over—and they are not 
very extensive—it will be found that the very bill my col- 
league introduced, and which was then before the commit- 
tee, was considered, and that substantially that bill has been 
passed by the House. There are no differences in figures. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 

Mr. WATSON. Owing to the fact that this bill had not 
had wide publicity, the fact that the majority of the Mem- 
bers of the House, in fact practically all of them, had never 
seen it, the further fact that the bill was never really printed 
until yesterday morning, and I had thought that nobody in 
the Senate had seen it at all, it occurred to me that it 
might be within the limits of propriety to have General 
Hines come up and tell us what it meant; and to have the 
Secretary of the Treasury, or somebody representing him, 
come before the Committee on Finance. I had no thought 
of prolonged hearings, and I will say this to the Senator, 
that I had in my mind no idea that we would hold the bill 
until it might be disposed of by a pocket veto. I have not 
had any such thought in mind. 

Mr. COUZENS. I did not charge the Senator with that. 

Mr. WATSON. I understand that, but somebody might 
think that because I had said that I thought there might 
be some hearings on the question I had that in mind. 

Does my friend from Michigan pretend now to say how 
many of the soldiers will avail themselves of this propo- 
sition if it passes, and how much it will involve the Govern- 
ment if this measure becomes the law? 

Mr. COUZENS. I intend to read to the Senate the testi- 
mony submitted by General Hines on that very subject. 
The Senator is as familiar with that as I am. 

Mr. WATSON. Yes; I am. 
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Mr. COUZENS. And every member of the committee who 
participated in the hearings is familiar with the estimated 
number of veterans who will take advantage of the oppor- 
tunity, and the estimated cost to the Government, and no- 
body can do any better by any more extensive hearings. 

I want to say in that connection that I am finding fault 
with the Senator from Indiana, not because I believe he 
intended to hold extensive hearings but because it went out 
to the country that after the House had passed the bill it 
was the intention on the Senator’s part to demand hearings, 
and everyone knows what a demand for hearings usually 
means. It generally means protracted delay. I do not 
charge the Senator with having that in mind but the 
public got that impression, nevertheless. 

Mr. WATSON. I do not know what the public thought 
about it. 

Mr. COUZENS. I do. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
me? 

Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 

Mr. SWANSON. It does seem to me that those of us who 
want to give some relief to the soldier ought to stand 
together, both for the method and the amount. If I read 
the papers aright, we will have to pass this bill over the 
President’s veto. That is the intimation given. It does 
seem to me that if the Finance Committee is favorable to 
the soldiers and will report the bill, it ought to be reported 
in time for us to haye a chance to vote if the President 
vetoes it, and let the will of Congress either become effec- 
tive or be nullified by the veto. If the committee is favor- 
able—and I do not care to vote to-day to discharge them, 
with the intimation that the committee is not favorable 

Mr. ASHURST. We can not vote to-day. 

Mr. SWANSON. We can not vote to-day but I would not 
like to vote to-morrow to discharge them. It seems to me 
that we ought to give notice, and give the committee an 
opportunity to report the bill, so that we can dispose of it in 
the Senate in ample time for the will of Congress to be 
determined one way or the other if a veto comes. To vote 
right now would be an imputation that the committee is not 
favorable to soldier legislation, and I think they are, 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, I did not yield for a 
speech. 

Mr. SWANSON. I want simply to suggest that, so far 
as this motion is concerned, I think it ought to go over until 
a certain day, and give the committee an opportunity to act. 
If they do not act by that day, then let us vote on the 
motion to discharge them, because that will give them an 
opportunity to consider the bill and dispose of it as a 
committee. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, 
I do not intend that when the bill comes out of the com- 
mittee, whether it be to-morrow or the day after to-mor- 
row, Senators will have an opportunity of saying that they 
have had no chance to know what is in the bill as it passed, 
the House, that they are not familiar with the hearings,, 
do not know what it is to cost the Treasury, or the number 
of veterans who are to be benefited by it. I intend to have 
the facts understood before any legislation goes through, so 
that, if I can prevent it, no excuse can be offered of lack of 
knowledge as to this proposed legislation. I am not so con- 
cerned about whether the committee is discharged to-day or 
to-morrow, but of course if the motion made by the Senator 
from Arkansas is put, I will vote for it, but I think it would 
be just as well if we took it up to-morrow noon as if we took 
it up to-day. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I heard some Senators—not while they 
were presiding—ruling that we could not vote to-day. I 
merely want to call attention to the fact, in the Senator’s 
time, that the motion has been entered, and it is subject 
to be voted upon to-day. I am willing to do this 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. Presiden 

Mr. CARAWAY. Senators have been ruling on the ques- 
tion from the floor. 
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+ Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, I think the Senator from 
Arkansas did enter a motion. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Sen- 
tator? } 

Mr. COUZENS, There was a separate motion made by 
ithe Senator from Arizona. That is a different motion. 
The Senator from Arkansas entered his motion long before 
the Senator from Arizona entered his. 

Mr. CARAWAY. That is what I started to say in the 
Senator's time. Just one moment. I am interested in the 
‘legislation being passed, and I am so conscious of the 

sympathetic cooperation of the Senator from Michigan that 
if he can assure us that we will get a vote on the bill in the 
committee to-morrow, I will not object, but if the bill can 
be held in the committee for three days, they might just as 
well not report it at all, because of the fact that there will 
be no possibility of enacting it. Cloture could not be se- 
cured, and the bill could not be passed in time to prevent a 
pocket veto if it were retained in the committee for three 
days. 

Mr. COUZENS. I agree with that, and I do not assume 
that the committee intends to do any such thing, 

Mr. CARAWAY. I am not assuming it; I am trying to 
‘cooperate. I do want to say again, however, that to-morrow 
I shall insist upon the motion being acted on. 

Mr. COUZENS. What I am particularly concerned about 
is that even after the bill comes to the floor of the Senate, 
assuming that it is reported to-morrow, it can not be taken 
up until Thursday. I do not want the friends of the 
measure to use the time of the Senate in trying to explain 
the bill and then haye it go over until such time that it can 
not go to the President until next week. It is quite possible 
that friends of the measure may try to make long speeches 
to explain their position and to explain the bill and, com- 
bined with the speeches of the opponents of the measure 
which they may want to make, that would put it over until 
next week and then a pocket veto would be possible. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
‘yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. COUZENS. I yield. ; 

Mr. TYDINGS. Would it not be possible through a unani- 

imous-consent agreement to refer the bill to a committee 
and instruct the committee to report it back to the Senate 
‘by a certain date and further agree that not later than a 
certain hour on the succeeding day, namely, outside of the 
10-day limit, the Senate would vote upon the measure? It 
seems to me we could refer it to a committee and get it back 
and have the discussion and get it to the President within 
the time limit simply by process of a unanimous-consent 
agreement. 

Mr. COUZENS. I do not desire to ask for unanimous 
‘consent until the bill has been explained. I do not favor 
enacting legislation which Senators have an opportunity of 

j Saying they do not understand. I know as a matter of prac- 
tice there is a lot of legislation enacted which Senators do 
not understand, but I do not propose to give them an oppor- 
tunity to say they do not understand this legislation. 

To come back now to the picture which I was trying to 
draw a while ago, after the enactment of the adjusted com- 
pensation law General Hines said that— 

From the enactment of the measure up to the present time we 
have issued to all veterans 3,498,376 certificates. 

Nearly 3,500,000 veterans have received their certificates. 
He stated that these certificates have a face value of $3,500,- 
000,000; in other words, the average value of each certificate 

_ is $1,008.47, 

The original law provided a loan value which has been 

_fixed by the Veterans’ Bureau at this time to be 22.5 per cent 
of the face value. The bill which passed the House proposes 
to increase that loan value to 50 per cent. The bill which 
passed the House makes certain provisions, and I am only 
going to read a part of the paragraphs which have a 
‘particular bearing on this question. 

The bill (H. R. 17054) to increase the loan basis of ad- 
justed-service certificates as passed by the House, on page 1, 

beginning in line 6, provides as follows: 
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(1) For the purpose of this section the loan basis provided in 
subdivision (g) shall at no time be less than 50 per cent of the 
face value of the certificate, and in no event shall the rate of 
interest on any loan made after this subdivision takes effect 
exceed 4½ per cent per annum, compounded annually. If at the 
time of application to the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs for a 
loan the principal and interest on or in respect of any prior loan 
under this section have not been paid in full by the veteran 
(whether or not the loan has matured), then, on request of the 
veteran, the administrator shall (1) pay or otherwise discharge 
such unpaid principal and so much of such unpaid interest 
(accrued or to accrue) as is necessary to make the certificate 
available for use as security for the new loan and (2) deduct the 
same from the then existing loan basis of the certificate. 

Mr. JONES. Mr, President, the Senator, I know, can 
give me the information which I seek if he will yield. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 

Mr. JONES. What rate of interest is provided for the 
22.5 per cent loan basis? 

Mr. COUZENS. Two per cent above the Federal reserve 
rediscount rate in the district in which the loan is made. 

On page 2, beginning in line 11, the bill provides: 

(m) Loans made by the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs 
under this section may at his option be made out of the United 
States Government life-insurance fund, or out of the adjusted- 
service certificate fund created under section 505. 

On page 2, beginning in line 18, it is provided: 

Sec. 507. All amounts in the fund shall be available for pay- 
ment by the administrator of adjusted-service certificates upon 
their maturity or the prior death of the veteran for payments 
under section 502 to banks on account of notes of veterans and 
for making loans authorized by section 502 as amended. 

Section 3 provides: 

There is authorized to be appropriated such amounts as may 
be necessary to provide for the making of loans to veterans by the 
Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs under the World War adjusted 
compensation act as amended. 

Section 4 provides: 

This act may be cited as the “ emergency adjusted compensation 
act, 1931.” 

In this connection I want to say that the criticism is . 
made—and, I think, with some justice—of some features of 
the measure—— 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 

Mr. FLETCHER. May I interrupt the Senator to submit 
an inquiry? The bill authorizes an appropriation. Would 
it be necessary to follow this legislation with an appropria- 
tion bill? 

Mr. COUZENS. No; it does not authorize an appropria- 
tion. It provides for the use of certain funds already in 
the Treasury. = 

Mr. FLETCHER. Has the Senator any idea about the 
proportion of veterans who have already borrowed the 22.5 
per cent? 

Mr. COUZENS. I am coming to that in a moment, if the 
Senator will be patient. 

Some Senators have suggested and some veterans have 
suggested that where the veteran wants to borrow 50 per 
cent of the face value of his certificate at 44 per cent, com- 
pounded annually, he should be permitted to take what 
would be due in 1945 if he did not at any time between now 
and then pay up his loan. It has been estimated that a vet- 
eran who borrows $500 now and does not pay any interest or 
any part of the principal until 1945 would have at that time 
about $32 left of the value of his certificate. But there is 
one fact that seems to be overlooked, and that is the re- 
maining part of the certificate is really an insurance policy 
for the heirs of the veteran should he die before 1945. In 
other words, if a veteran should borrow $500 to-day at 444 
per cent and die next week, his heirs would get the other 
$500; so there is a material value in the certificate aside 
from the fact that if he lives until 1945 he would only have 
$32 left. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
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Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. If the veteran did not die until the day 
before the maturity of his certificate, then in the case the 

Senator states the widow or heirs would get only $32? 

Mr. COUZENS. Yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. And between those two dates the amount 
would vary according to those two extremes? 

Mr. COUZENS. Yes. 

Mr. NORRIS. The sooner the veteran dies the more the 
estate would get? 

Mr. COUZENS. That is true. 

Mr. NORRIS. And the longer he lives the less the estate 
would get? 

Mr. COUZENS. That is true. 

Mr. NORRIS. That would be a case where the life- 
insurance policy would progressively lose its value as it grew 
in age? 

Mr. COUZENS. For the man who borrows, yes; or for 
the man who borrowed the full limit; but for the man who 
did not borrow the full limit or who wanted to pay up, it 
would be the same as any other insurance policy. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michi- 
gan yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 

Mr. BLAINE. I am not familiar with the bill as it passed 
the House. 

Mr. COUZENS. I have just been explaining it as best 
I could. 

Mr. BLAINE. My attention was this morning called to 
one of the provisions of the bill that the loan could not 
be made to the veteran until two years after he had 
received his certificate. 

Mr. COUZENS, There is no such provision in the bill 
as that, and General Hines has stated that practically all 
certificates have been issued. Those which had been ap- 
plied for had been issued. If the veteran has not applied 
for his certificate, it is his loss. 

Mr. BLAINE. So long as he has the certificate, no mat- 
ter how long he has had it, he would be entitled to a 
loan? 

Mr. COUZENS. I think the original act provided that 
there would not be any loan value until two years had 
expired. 

Mr. BLAINE. That was my understanding. 

Mr. COUZENS. That is not mentioned in the bill which 
I am discussing, but it would carry over anyway because that 
part of the law is not modified. 

I submit to Senators that the bill should not be amended 
at all, even though we disagree with the 44% per cent inter- 
est rate. I submit that if the bill should go to conference, 
knowing who the conferees would be, we should not take any 
risk of the bill being held up in conference until the time 
for a pocket veto has arrived. 

Mr. NORRIS and Mr. COPELAND addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. COUZENS. I yield first to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. I want to ask the Senator from Michigan 
two questions: First with reference to the question asked by 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. BLAINE]. I understand that 
under the general law, not under this bill, a veteran has to 
have his certificate two years before he is entitled to get any 
loan on it. 

Mr. COUZENS. That is my understanding. 

Mr. NORRIS. That provision is not changed? 

Mr. COUZENS. No; it is not changed. 

Mr. NORRIS. If this bill should pass without amendment, 
the veteran who got his certificate a week ago or the day 
before the bill became a law, we will say, could not get 
anything in the way of a loan under the provisions of the 
bill until he had waited two years. 

Mr. COUZENS. I think that is true. I think he ought 
to wait, because all other veterans have had to wait until 
there is a loan value to their certificates. 

Mr. NORRIS. Whether he ought to wait or whether he 
ought not; at least, that is the fact. 
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Mr. COUZENS. That is the fact. 

Mr. NORRIS. That is what I wanted to bring out now. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the Senator, if he 
will permit me further to interrupt him, to another matter. 
He said the bill ought to be passed without amendment. 
He believes, I take it, that if it is not passed without amend- 
ment it will have to go to conference. 

I would like to call the Senator’s attention to the fact that 
if we amend the bill and it is messaged to the House, then, 
under the rules of the House before it can go to conference, 
a preferential motion could be made to agree to the Senate 
amendment. Any Member of the House could be entitled 
to make that motion even if a motion were pending to send 
the bill to conference. 

Mr. COUZENS. If he can get recognition. 

Mr. NORRIS. I understand that this is an instance 
where the Speaker of the House is not taking orders from 
the White House. If that is the case, I assume that he is 
friendly to the legislation. If we amend the bill by making 
the rate 344 per cent instead of 4½ per cent, I take it that 
if the Speaker feels that way about it he would recognize 
some Member who would make that motion. Even if he 
did not do so, under the rules of the House, that being a 
preferential motion, any Member of the House would be en- 
titled to make it because, under all parliamentary procedure, 
a motion in a matter of conference which tends to bring the 
two Houses together where they are disagreeing has preced- 
ence over any motion that does not tend to bring them to- 
gether. It is a preferential motion well recognized in 
parliamentary law. 

It seems to me there would be no danger if we made an 
amendment of that kind. The Senator must remember that 
Members of the House have had no opportunity to vote on 
amendments. The bill went through the House under a gag 
rule that would not permit any Member to offer an amend- 
ment. He was not entitled to offer an amendment. He was 
not entitled to speak on the bill, except that 20 minutes’ time 
was allowed on each side, and he had to get consent then 
from somebody who had charge of his side of the matter. 
It is fair to assume, the rank and file of the membership of 
the House being so favorable to this legislation, having passed 
it even with a high rate of interest by such a tremendous 
majority, that they would be in favor of any amendment 
that would be more fair than the provisions of the bill now 
provide for the veteran, and a motion made to agree to a 
Senate amendment reducing the rate of interest, it seems to 
me, would carry immediately. 

Mr. COUZENS. I do not intend to contest with the Sen- 
ator about the parliamentary situation. He is a much better 
parliamentarian than I, and I am not going to contest with 
him about that matter. But I am not sure that all the 
smooth sailing the Senator refers to would really take place 
in practice. In any event, I prefer to get something for the 
veterans rather than have them jockeyed out of everything 
by any parliamentary situation which might arise. My 
alarm may be unfounded because of my lack of familiarity 
with the House rules as compared with the knowledge the 
Senator from Nebraska has of those rules. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 

Mr. COPELAND. There was such unanimity of sentiment 
in the House on the passage of the bill that I am led to ask 
the Senator if he does not think that with a lowering of the 
rate of interest, the chances are 99 to 1 that the House 
would accept the lowered rate? 

Mr. COUZENS. There are several considerations involved 
in that question. A 4½ per cent rate or any higher rate 
than 4 per cent is an encouragement to the veteran to retain 
his certificate. I for one am anxious not to charge the 
veteran 4% per cent, but I am also anxious that every 
veteran who possibly can shall retain his certificate without 
borrowing money on it or using it unnecessarily. The agita- 
tion for this measure was inaugurated in the interest of the 
veteran who is in need, and if he is not in need, I do not 
want to offer him any encouragement to discount his policy. 
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Mr. COPELAND. The Senator believes that the rate fixed 
by the House is much higher than necessary, does he not? 

Mr. COUZENS. It depends on what the Senator means 
by “necessary.” Of course, the Senator recognizes that the 
handling of these numerous small loans is an expensive 
, undertaking, which will cost a lost of money, and it is 
doubtful whether an interest rate of 44% per cent, in addi- 
tion to what the Government has to pay, will any more than 
compensate the Government for making and looking after 
the numerous loans. 

Mr, COPELAND. For the reason the Senator has just 
given, he regards the contemplated loan to veterans as 
being very different from our loans to shipping interests 
where the rate was fixed at 3½ per cent, because, he says, 
it will be a much more expensive procedure to handle so 
many small loans. That, I take it, is the position of the 
Senator on that matter? 

Mr. COUZENS. Yes; but I am perfectly willing, so far as 
I am concerned, to make the loans without any charge, or 
at 2 per cent. I am not concerned about the half or one 
and a half or a fraction of a per cent; I want legislation. No 
one knows whether or not there was unanimity among the 
Members of the House on the question of the interest rate. 
I know that there were a large number of House Members 
who wanted to do what they could do to deter the veteran 
from cashing in his compensation certificate if it was not 
necessary for him to do so as a means of immediate relief. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michi- 
gan yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. An expert in the Vet- 
erans’ Bureau this morning, with whom I conferred, in- 
formed me that the difference between 1 per cent and one- 
half of 1 per cent compounded annually for 14 years would 
amount to only 7 cents. So the difference on a loan of 
$100 covering a period of 14 years would be $7. 

Mr. COUZENS. It would not make very much difference, 
because, as I have heretofore pointed out, if a veteran bor- 
rowed half the value of his certificate at this time and paid 
4% per cent interest, assuming he had a thousand-dollar 
certificate, which is the average, he would have some $32 
left at the end of 1945. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I think that is confirma- 
tory of the Senator’s position, with which I am in accord, 
that whether the rate be 442 per cent or 4 per cent is more 
or less immaterial. 

Mr. COUZENS, As a matter of fact, it is not so material 
to the veteran whether he pays 4 or 4% per cent, because it 
would make very little difference at the end of the period 
as to the number of dollars he would get. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President 

Mr. COUZENS. I yield to my colleague. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Several Senators have constantly 
compared this loan rate with the cheap price of Government 
money generally. I think it ought to be clearly borne in 
mind, however, that so far as the structure of this particular 
bill is concerned the entire system would be upset if the 
rate should be reduced below 4 per cent, because the ma- 
turity fund must be invested at 4 per cent under the law in 
order to be amortized in 1945. 

Mr. COUZENS. That is correct, because the money that 
sO many assume is in the Treasury to take care of the 
adjusted-compensation certificates is not in the Treasury in 
cash; of course not. Sinking funds and reserve funds of 
that kind are not ordinarily kept in idle cash. What the 
Secretary of the Treasury did—and it was perfectly proper— 
was to put certificates of indebtedness issued by the Federal 
Government into this fund bearing a 4 per cent rate, so as 
to enable the fund to earn 4 per cent, as provided by law. 

Referring to the estimates of what the various bills would 
cost, General Hines testified before the Finance Committee 
as to what the various plans would cost the Government, but 
in doing so the best that can be said is that his figures were 
estimates. When it comes to a matter of borrowing or when 
it comes to a matter of discounting these certificates at the 
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present-day value, no one knows how many veterans are 
going to borrow and no one knows how many would take 
advantage if the certificates could be cashed at present-day 
value; and so any estimate except upon complete payment 
of the certificates now would be only a guess. 

In the House report which was submitted by Representa- 
tive BacHaracn he says: 


There have been introduced in the House some 50 or more bills 
bearing upon the payment of adjusted-service certificates; the 
first of these were introduced as early as May 28, 1929. The 
principles of these bills are exactly the same, so that they may be 
grouped into four general classes. 

(a) Those that contemplate the payment of the face value of 
the certificates in cash. 


That was the plan that I thought was perfectly justified, 
based on a previous statement I made, considering what 
the money would have earned had the veteran obtained it 
at the time he was entitled to it. 


(b) Those that contemplate payment of the basic credit, plus 
6 per cent interest from 1918. 

(c) Those that contemplate payment of the basic credit, inter- 
est at 4 per cent, with full 25 per cent additional credit. 

(d) Those that contemplate payment on present-value basis, 
allowing earned portion of 25 per cent credit. 

The total amount of cash required to be raised by the Treasury 
to put into effect the first class would be $3,409,250,000; for the 
second class it would require $2,770,714,605; for the third class 
it would require $2,106,250,000; and for the fourth class it would 
require $1,728,770,393. 

There was unanimity on the part of the committee that some 
kind of legislation bearing upon this question should be enacted 
by this Congress, and after giving full and careful consideration 
to all the four above-mentioned plans, the committee rejected all 
= anem and agreed upon the bill (H. R. 17054) herewith sub- 


That is substantially the same as the bill introduced by 
my colleague [Mr. VanpEenserG], which is pending before 
the Finance Committee, and on which hearings were held. 
So I repeat that hearings have been held upon this plan. 

Under section 1 of the bill, subdivision (1) of the amendment, 
which was recommended to be added to section 502, provides that 
the loan basis of any certificate shall be not less than 50 per cent 
of the face value of the certificate. It also provides that the 
interest rate on any loan made after the subdivision takes effect 
shall not exceed 4½ per cent per annum compounded annually. 
The subdivision further makes provision whereby the possession 
of certificates already pledged as security for loans may be ob- 
tained by the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs for the purpose 
of making a further loan. 


So, in fact, if a veteran has a certificate in “hock” now 
for a lesser loan he may get it returned for the purpose of 
making an additional loan. 


The new subdivision (m) to be added to section 502 extends 
the authority of the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs so that 
in addition to making loans out of the United States Government 
life-insurance fund, loans may also be made out of the adjusted- 
service certificate fund. 

That is where I think the Secretary of the Treasury makes 
his particular objection. He has invested this fund of some 
$750,000,000 in Government securities bearing 4 per cent in- 
terest. Obviously when the money is used for loaning the 
veterans he has to take out of that fund the 4 per cent 
certificates of indebtedness and sell them on the market, 
and that is what he is particularly objecting to, although I 
do not think that the objection can be taken seriously. 

Section 2 of the bill proposes an amendment to section 507 of 
the World War adjusted compensation act so that loans author- 
ized to be made out of the adjusted-service certificate fund. 

Section 3 of the bill authorizes the necessary appropriations to 
be made for carrying into effect the purposes of the bill. 

On January 1 it is estimated that there were in force and effect 
approximately 3,400,000 certificates, with a maturity value of about 
$3,423,000,000, or, averaging a little over $1,000 apiece. On certifi- 
cates issued as of January 1, 1925, in the average case 2214 per 
cent of the maturity value may, under the present law, be bor- 
rowed, the total loan value approximating $730,000,000. 

It is a rather strange coincidence that if every veteran 
now availed himself of the law, he could use up every dollar 
that is now in the adjusted-compensation reserve fund. 


This bill provides for increasing this loan value to $1,712,500,000. 
That is where the confusion seems to arise. The Treasury 


Department seems to insist that the maximum loaning privi- 
lege will be availed of. The record, however, does not show 


1931 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 5143. 


nor does past experience justify any such conclusion as that 
the veterans will borrow the entire $1,712,500,000. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Does the estimate take into considera- 
tion the number of veterans who have died and whose 
policies have accordingly matured in full? 

Mr. COUZENS. Oh, yes; it takes into consideration only 
those who are now alive, the certificates that are alive. 

Mr. SMOOT. The insurance, of course, is to be paid in 
full. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michi- 
gan yield to his colleague? 

Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. At that particular point, may I sug- 
gest that if the same percentage of loans should be made 
under the new privilege as already exists under the old 
privilege, it will add only $430,000,000 to the outstanding 
loans. In other words, if the veteran performs to-morrow 
in this respect as he did yesterday, the cost of this plan by 
way of additional financing is limited to $430,000,000. 

Mr. COUZENS. I think that is correct, but, of course, 
I think that more veterans probably would avail themselves 
of the privilege if they could get a substantial amount. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator per- 
mit a question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. COUZENS. I do. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Roughly speaking, how many out- 
standing certificates are there? 

Mr. COUZENS. There are 3,498,376. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. How many holders of certificates 
have availed themselves of the borrowing privilege? 

Mr. COUZENS. Somewhere in the neighborhood of from 
1,300,000 to 1,500,000. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. That is, roughly, about one-third? 

Mr. COUZENS. Yes; roughly, it is about one-third; 
1,200,000 would be just about one-third. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, will the Senator per- 
mit an interruption? 

Mr. COUZENS. Yes. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I should like to say that the Admin- 
istrator of Veterans’ Affairs has estimated that 48 per cent 
of the men have exercised 43 per cent of their borrowing 
privilege. 

Mr. COUZENS. I do not quite catch the point of the 
Senator’s remarks, or else we have got the matter confused, 
because if there are three and a half million certificates 
outstanding and only 1,200,000 veterans have borrowed on 
them, the percentage is about a third. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I have been under the impression 
that about one-third of the holders of the certificates have 
availed themselves of the borrowing privilege. May we not 
assume that, speaking in round terms, the remaining two- 
thirds have not felt it necessary to exercise that privilege? 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, I do not want in any way 
to mislead the Senate. I think, as a matter of fact, that 
perhaps more would avail themselves of the loan privilege, 
because they would then get a substantial amount rather 
than going along at 22% per cent now, and less the year 
before, and less the year before, and less the year before. 
It was a situation which did not in any way encourage the 
veterans to participate. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. But the Secretary, in the figures 
given by him, proceeds upon the assumption that all veterans 
would avail themselves of the maximum privilege of borrow- 
ing; does he not? 

Mr. COUZENS. That is what he does; yes; and that is 
the sort of publicity which has been given out, and the press 
has printed it, which in my judgment indicates the situation 
as being worse than it probably would be. 


Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
just once more? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to his colleague? 

Mr. COUZENS. I do. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. And it is on the basis of those esti- 
mates, rather than upon the basis of the probable fact, 
that the New York financial market seems to be disturbed 
from day to day. 

If I may read from the New York Times of Sunday— 

The present condition of the market is such that a hint of 
unfavorable news can upset matters ausa as easily as the actual 
publication of the news. The Mellon, which 
was published yesterday, indicating Cont the compromise bonus 
plan under consideration would require a billion dollars in new 
Government financing, was the signal for further hammering of 
prices on Liberties— 

And so forth. 

Mr. COUZENS. Of course, the Senator knows that it did 
not need any signaling. It was already rigged in advance. 

Further continuing: 

Approximately $325,000,000 has been loaned on adjusted-service 
certificates. Of this amount approximately $13,000,000 is rep- 
resented by notes held in the adjusted-service certificate fund, 
$26,000,000 in the hands of banks, and $286,000,000 from the 
United States Government life-insurance fund. The total assets 
as of the first of the calendar year held by the adjusted-service- 
certificate fund amounted to approximately $771,000,000, from 
which provision must be made for the payment of certificates 
maturing on account of death. 

That is a matter which I have heretofore referred to— 
that no matter how much the veteran may borrow, or how 
much his certificate may be worth to-day, in case of death 
his heirs get the full amount and face value of the cer- 
tificate; so that there is some considerable value to the cer- 
tificates outside of the question of the loan value. 

I referred to the $771,000,000 now in the fund— 
from which provision must be made for the payment of certifi- 
cates maturing on account of death, which, according to the 
American Experience Table of Mortality, will amount to $21,000,000. 
The assets of the adjusted-service-certificate fund are com 
of $756,000,000 in special Treasury notes and $13,000,000 in notes 
secured by adjusted-service certificates, the remaining $2,000,000 
being represented by accrued interest. 

It will thus be seen that the principal feature of the bill is that 
it increases the loan value to 50 per cent of the face value of the 
certificates. This compares with a loan value of 53 per cent on an 
old-line-insuvance policy which has been in force the same length 
of time as the adjusted-service certificate; in other words, on an 
old-line-insurance company’s policy for $1,000, running for the 
same length of time, $530 could be borrowed, while only $500 can 
be borrowed on the adjusted-service certificate. 


Where is the great liberality, where is the great favoritism 
shown the veterans, by lending them on their adjusted-com- 
pensation certificates less than they could have gotten if they 
had purchased an old-line-insurance certificate? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Has the Senator been 
impressed with the widespread misinformation and misun- 
derstanding in the country about this proposed legislation? 

Mr. COUZENS. The fact is that I am wholly disgusted, 
because every editorial you pick up from every eastern paper 
states that we are creating a preferred class—— 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I agree with the Senator. 

Mr. COUZENS. That we are creating a class whereby we 
take care of the unemployed in that class, and neglect the 
unemployed in other classes. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Exactly; and is it not the 
fact that the bill that was passed by the House yesterday 
will not cost the United States Government one cent in the 
long run? 

Mr. COUZENS. Absolutely not. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. And yet the impression 
has gone forth that this was a raid upon the Public Treas- 
ury; that the Representatives in the Congress were appeal- 
ing for veteran votes, and were unconcerned about the 
United States Treasury. The fact is that in the long run 
absolutely no expense at all will result to the United States 
Government. 
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Mr. COUZENS. There is one qualification to that, and 
that is, of course, the indirect effect it may have on gov- 
ernmental securities, outside of the actual money that may 
be paid. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I think the Senator 
agrees that that is very indirect. 

Mr. COUZENS. It is indirect, and it may have some 
effect; but what if it does? In the case of every other se- 
curity that we issue, the more we issue the more effect it 
has upon the market. There was no difficulty in borrowing 
all the money and issuing all the certificates we needed when 
we paid the railroads millions to adjust their compensation 
for the use of their Tacilities during the war. 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Aside from the question 


of whether it is wise or unwise. legislation, how does the 


Senator explain the extent of the ignorance and misrepre- 


sentation about the facts throughout the country? 

Mr. COUZENS. The Senator knows that it is not ig- 
norance. The Senator knows that it is deliberate misrepre- 
sentation. It is not ignorance, because I can not conceive 
that the. great bankers who appeared before the Committee 
on Ways and Means of the House were so ignorant that 
they did not know the real situation. It was just a deliber- 
ate attempt to avoid depressing the security market. I 
admit that it may be depressed; but what of it? Those 
who have securities expect them to go up and down in price 
because of changing economic conditions; and certainly 
there is no reason why we should let millions of veterans 
suffer and be in distress because to take action to relieve 
them may affect somebody’s securities. I mean, that ob- 
jection is ill founded, because if it were necessary to issue 
securities for any other purpose the question would not be 
raised. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The whole propaganda 
comes from the class of people who are against any and all 
kinds of relief, and who fail to realize the distressed condi- 
tions of the country at the present hour. 

Mr. COUZENS. That is true. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. COUZENS. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. The Senator from Michigan speaks about 
the veterans in distress. Is this bill confined in its aid alone 
to those who are in distress? 

Mr. COUZENS. Oh, no; it is not confined to them; but I 
used the same argument that the Senator from Idaho used 
on the loan bill last week—that we are not going to create 
any property class or any pauper class if I can help it; and 
the Senator particularly emphasized that in his opposition to 
the bill the other day. ; 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator yield further? 

Mr. COUZENS. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. If this bill were confined to those who are 
in distress or to those who are in need, I could very heartily 
support it. I want to help those in need and I would like to 
stop there. 

Mr. COUZENS. But what is the objection to loaning 
money to those who have security? This does not involve 
any cost to the Government. I want the Senator from 
Idaho plainly to understand that we are not giving the 
veterans anything. We are loaning them money with ade- 
quate security, the same as we did in the Interior Depart- 
ment appropriation bill which was passed on Saturday. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
further yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 

Mr. BORAH. Of course, the Senator must begin with 
the proposition of issuing the certificate in the first in- 
stance; starting back with the beginning, we are contribu- 
ting to the soldiers something that we are not contributing 
to others, 

Mr. COUZENS. Oh, no; I do not agree with that at all. 
I related at the beginning of my statement the reason for 
issuing these adjusted-compensation certificates. 
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Mr. BORAH. It was a bonus. 

Mr. COUZENS. No; it was not a bonus, and that is what 
I object to. I do not agree that it is a bonus. 

Mr. BORAH. Ido. I am on record on that long ago. 

Mr. COUZENS. When a man comes in and has his pay 
adjusted on an equitable. basis, that is not a bonus. A 
bonus is something that you have no right to expect. When 
bonuses are given in industry, they are usually arranged at 
the end of the period, at the end of the fiscal or the cal- 
endar year. A bonus is a gratuity that is usually given by 
the industry, whether it be banker or manufacturer, to the 
employee because the employer has had an unusually suc- 
cessful year. 

That is not what happened with the veterans at all. The 
veterans returned here after having the measly $30 a month 
extracted from them through payments to insurance funds 
and through the purchase of Liberty bonds. Just think of 
it! They were importuned during the war to subscribe to 
Liberty bonds. Not only were they asked and volunteered 
to go and defend the Nation, but they were importuned to 
finance their own undertaking. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I should like to say to the Senator that 
during the Argonne, while men were actually in the lines, 
each division was given an allotment, and in each case it 
oversubscribed its allotment. The soldiers bought Liberty 
bonds during the fighting to such an extent that in many 
divisions orders were issued from headquarters prohibiting 
them from pledging more than a certain amount of their 
pay, because in many cases they had none left. 

Mr. COUZENS. So, as a matter of fact, Mr. President, 
the testimony is adequate and conclusive that in the cases 
of millions of these men, when they approached the pay- 
master at the end of their month, there was not anything left 
for them. What they had been required to expend for Lib- 
erty loans and for insurance and other incidentals which 
they had had charged to them resulted in there being 
nothing left. That is evidenced by the fact that when 
these veterans returned it was necessary for the Government 
to provide them with a $60 suit of clothes. When we ac- 
cepted their voluntary service, or when we drafted them, we 
took away their civilian clothes and gave them uniforms. 
Then, when the boys came back they had no civilian clothes; 
so the Government said, We will give you $60 to buy a 
civilian suit ”; and it was a mighty cheap suit that you could 
get for $60 in those times. 

So, referring to what was said by the Senator from Idaho, 
for whom I have great respect, and great respect for his 
conclusions, I wholly disagree with his statement that this 
was a bonus. During the war wages and salaries mounted 
to almost unheard-of figures. 

When the men came back and had no civilian clothes to 
wear, they came in contact with their friends and associates 
whom they had left here when they went to the war, and 
found them with large salaries, and in many cases consid- 
erable savings. It was apparent to every one that the vet- 
erans had been so underpaid that it was the duty of Con- 
gress to do something in an effort to adjust the wages be- 
tween those who remained at home and those who went 
abroad. So it was not a bonus; it was an adjustment of 
pay. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mich- 
igan yield further to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. COUZENS. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. The Senator would not be in favor of the 
Government loaning money from the Treasury of the 
United States to every one who needed money and had se- 
curity; would he? 

Mr. COUZENS. No; but this is a Government obligation. 
I am not talking about that. I submit that everybody who 
has bought a Liberty bond or everybody who has bought a 
certificate of indebtedness from the Federal Government, if 
he is prosperous enough, can go to a bank and arrange a, 
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loan, because the sum is adequate so that it pays the banker 
to make the loan. In this case, however, the amounts are 
small, and there is a possibility of having to wait a long 
time for payment. These conditions are unattractive to 
the banker and to the loan shark, and therefore they do 
not want to engage in this sort of loaning. Therefore, in 
the interest of the veterans who did so much for us during 
the World War, it seems that the least we can do is to 
undertake to loan them their own money—money which 
they earned in 1917, 1918, and 1919—and not require them 
to go to the loan sharks to borrow their money. 

Continuing, the report of the Committee on Ways and 
Means of the House of Representatives states: 

The Treasury Department estimates that the potential cost of 
this legislation would be $1,720,000,000. This estimate, of course, 
is based upon the assumption that the holders of the 3,397,973 
certificates now in force would take full advantage of the loan 
value of their certificates. 

It should, in fairness, be stated that there is some divergence of 
opinion as to the probable cost of this legislation, and estimates 
of the cost range from $375,000,000 upward. 

There is no way to determine accurately just what the cost 
will be, but the facts are that only about 48 per cent of the 
veterans eligible to borrow on their certificates have taken advan- 
tage of this right, and they have borrowed only about 43 per cent 
of the total amount available for that purpose. 

If the veterans of our country have gone through the period 
of distress through which we have been passing in the past year 
and a half, with only 48 per cent of their number taking advan- 
tage of the loan feature of their adjusted-service certificates, it 
seems reasonable to assume that not more than 50 per cent will 
take advantage of the increased loaning value of their certificates 
under this bill. 

This is borne out by the fact that while the borrowing value 
of all outstanding certificates for the year 1930—the worst period 
of distress and unemployment—was $400,000,000, the veterans only 
borrowed $90,000,000 during the year. 

It would therefore seem that the greater number of the veterans 
holding adjusted-service certificates have a full realization of their 
real value at the end of the 20-year period. 

I want to interject here that it is contended that these 
nearly 4,000,000 veterans are so incompetent, so unreliable 
that the Government must conserve for them until 1945 all 
interest they have in these certificates. It is stated that 
some of the boys, men now, the average age being about 38, 
can not be trusted with $500. 

O Mr. President, is that question raised when the Govern- 
ment pays interest on its indebtedness? Is that question 
raised by industry when it pays interest on its bonds? Is 
that question ever raised as to whether the Government shall 
reserve the right to dictate to millions of its citizens what 
they shall use their money for? 

Suppose some of them do waste it; is not that also true 
of great wealth? Do we not have evidence every day 
of the abuse of great wealth? Do we not have exhibitions, 
disgusting in their manner to those who are less able, to 
those who are in distress, of the extravagances of wealth? 
Do we attempt to say in any manner how those people 
shall use their money? Yet we see editorial after editorial 
in the press saying that the veterans’ interests must be 
conserved, that we must not give them money, that they 
may waste it. When did we become so paternalistic? 

That is not what is back of that sort of argument. That 
is not the real reason for the opposition to this bonus bill. 
The real reason for the opposition is that those in authority 
do not want the money taken out of the Treasury; and, of 
course, they do not, under any circumstances, want to have 
the veterans coming back in 15 or 20 years, when they 
are decrepit and old, asking for more money. It is expected 
that this money, if it is conserved until 1945, will, as a 
matter of fact, preclude them coming back here for any 
more help if they should need it. 

Whenever these men have been needed, whether it was 
in the Spanish-American War or in the World War, they 
were there to perform their service; and why, in turn, 
should we not see to it that the Government renders its 
service to them? 

Following the report of the committee there is a letter in 
the report from the Secretary of the Treasury, addressed 
to the chairman ef the Committee on Ways and Means, 
which I will not read, because all these matters have been 
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printed quite extensively in the press. Then there is a 
letter from the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs. 

I will read just the concluding paragraph of that, because 
it sums up the whole situation that anybody’s guess is as 
good as anybody else’s as to the number of veterans who 
will apply. In other words, all we have as a guide is past 
experience and a guess as to what will happen in the future. 
In the concluding paragraph of the communication to the 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee the adminis- 
trator says: 

The number of veterans who will avail themselves of an addi- 


ecessary to give effect to this bill is necessarily dependent 
upon the number of applicants for these loans. 

In other words, there is no use trying to guess. We can 
guess against the veterans or guess for the veterans. The 
higher we fix the amount the more difficult it will be to 
have the legislation enacted, and the lower we make it the 
easier. I have no desire at all to state a figure lower than 
what somebody else has stated, but whatever we do, there 
will be a guess about the outcome. 

I think the bill has been fairly well explained, and there 
is no reason for the Senate not to understand it. In fact, 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Watson] stated that there 
was inadequate knowledge and information before the coun- 
try and before the Congress to determine this matter. Yet 
I find that there is a large volume on our desks, containing 
some 500 pages, showing that hearings were held in the 
committee of the House of Representatives on January 29, 
30, and 31, and February 2, 3, 4, and 5. 

So between now and to-morrow afternoon there will be 
opportunity for every Senator to inform himself, and so far 
as I am concerned, I hope there will be no delay in the Com- 
mittee on Finance in reporting the bill out to-morrow noon, 
so that we can take it up at no later date than Thursday. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Chaffee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
passed without amendment the following bills and joint 
resolution of the Senate: 

S. 5069. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
deliver to the State of Utah the silver service which was in 
use on the battleship Utah; 

S. 5138. An act to amend the organic act of Porto Rico, 
approved March 2, 1917; 

S. 5246. An act to amend the act entitled “An act for the 
erection of a tablet or marker to be placed at some suitable 
point between Hartwell, Ga., and Alfords Bridge, in the 
county of Hart, State of Georgia, on the national highway 
between the States of Georgia and South Carolina, to 
commemorate the memory of Nancy Hart; 

S. 5314. An act to amend the Federal highway act; 

S. 5456. An act to extend the time for construction of a 
free highway bridge across the Sabine River where Louisiana 
Highway No. 21 meets Texas Highway No. 45; 

S. 5457. An act authorizing the State of Louisiana and the 
State of Texas to construct, maintain, and operate a free 
highway bridge across the Sabine River where Louisiana 
Highway No. 6 meets Texas Highway No. 21; 

S. 5519. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
Louisville & Nashville R. R. Co. to construct, maintain, and 
operate a railroad bridge across the Tennessee River at or 
near Danville, Tenn.; 

S. 5557. An act to amend the act of May 23, 1930 (46 Stat. 
378) ; 

S. 5688. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of New Hampshire to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge or dike across Little Bay at or near Fox Point; 

S. 5817. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to lend 
War Department equipment for use at the Thirteenth Na- 
tional Convention of the American Legion at Detroit, Mich., 
during the month of September, 1931; and 

S. J. Res. 183. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
Agriculture to cooperate with the Territories of the United 
States under the provisions of sections 1 and 2 of the act of 
Congress entitled “An act to provide for the protection of 
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forest lands, for the reforestation of denuded areas, for the 
extension of national forests, and for other purposes, in 
order to promote the continuous production of timber on 
lands chiefly suitable therefor.” 

The message also announced that the House had passed 
the following bills of the Senate, severally with an amend- 
ment, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

S. 4619. An act to authorize the disposition of effects of 
persons dying while subject to military law; 

S. 5677. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to prepare and manufacture a medal in commemoration of 
the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the surrender 
of Lord Cornwallis at Yorktown, Va., and of the establish- 
ment of the independence of the United States; and 

S. 5825. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of California to construct, maintain, and operate a toll 
bridge across the Bay of San Francisco from the Rincon 
Hill district in San Francisco by way of Goat Island to 
Oakland. 

The message further announced that the House had 
passed the following bills of the Senate, severally with 
amendments, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

S. 3277. An act to provide against the withholding of pay 
when employees are removed for breach of contract to 
render faithful service; 

S. 4636. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to resell 
the undisposed-of portion of Camp Taylor, Ky., approxi- 
mately 328 acres, and to also authorize the appraisal of 
property disposed of under authority contained in the acts 
of Congress approved July 9, 1918, and July 11, 1919, and 
for other purposes; and 

S. 5458. An act authorizing the State of Louisiana and 
the State of Texas to construct, maintain, and operate a 
free highway bridge across the Sabine River where Louisiana 
Highway No. 7 meets Texas Highway No. 7. 

The message also announced that the House had passed 
bills and a joint resolution of the following titles, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 9224. An act to authorize appropriations for the 
construction of a sea wall and quartermaster’s warehouse 
at Selfridge Field, Mich., and to construct a water main to 
Selfridge Field, Mich.; 

H. R. 10585. An act to amend section 9 of the trading 
with the enemy act; 

H. R. 13566. An act to provide for the purchase or con- 
struction of buildings for post-office stations, branches, and 
garages, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 15591. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Minnesota to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge across the Mississippi River, at or near Brainerd, 


Minn.; 

H. R. 15594. An act authorizing the construction of a 
bridge across the Mahoning River at Edinburg, Lawrence 
County, Pa.; 

H. R. 15767. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Des 
Moines River at or near St. Francisville, Mo.; 

H. R. 15860. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the Fox River east of Serena in La Salle 
County, Ill., between sections 20 and 29, township 35 north, 
range 5 east, third principal meridian; 

H. R. 15861. An act to extend the time for completing the 
construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or 
near the city of Lansing, Iowa; 

H. R. 15862. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to construct, maintain, 
and operate a free highway bridge across the Allegheny 
River at or near Emlenton, Venango County, Pa.; 

H. R. 15869. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Mis- 
souri River at or near Rulo, Nebr.; 

H. R. 16113. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a free highway bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near Hastings, Minn.; 
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H. R. 16115. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the Panola-Quitman drainage district to construct, main- 
tain, and operate a dam in Tallahatchie Rvier; 

H. R. 16159. An act authorizing an appropriation of the 
sum of $15,000 to defray the expenses of the Pan American 


Commercial Conference, to be held in Washington, D. C., 


in 1931; 

H. R. 16215. An act authorizing the sale of surplus power 
deyeloped under the Grand Valley reclamation project, 
Colorado; 

H. R. 16248. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to 
exchange with the Rosslyn Connecting Railroad Co. lands 
on the Virginia shore of the Potomac River near the west 
end of the Arlington Memorial Bridge; 

H. R. 16658. An act authorizing the erection of certain 
additional facilities at branches of the Bureau of National 
Homes; 

H. R. 16982. An act to authorize an appropriation to pro- 
vide additional hospital, domiciliary, and out-patient dis- 
pensary facilities for persons entitled to hospitalization 
under the World War veterans’ act, 1924, as amended, and 
for other purposes; and 

H. J. Res. 192. Joint resolution extending the provisions of 
sections 1, 2, 6, and 7 of the act of Congress entitled “An act 
to provide for the protection of forest lands, for the refor- 
estation of denuded areas, for the extension of national for- 
ests, and for other purposes, in order to promote the con- 
tinuous production of timber on lands chiefly suitable there- 
for,” to the Territory of Porto Rico. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed 
to the following concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 47), 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concur= 
ring), That the President is requested to return to the House of 
Representatives the bill (H. R. 15876) entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the addition of certain lands to the Mesa Verde National 


Park, Colo., and for other purposes,” for the poe of permit- 
ting the correction of an error in the enrolled b. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED 


The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed 
his signature to the following enrolled bills and joint resolu- 
tion, and they were signed by the Vice President: 

S. 8. An act for the relief of Lieut. David O. Bowman, 
Medical Corps, United States Navy; 

S. 557. An act to authorize the disposition of certain pub- 
lic lands in the State of Nevada; 

S. 5613. An act for the relief of Commercial Loan & Trust 
Co., Monticello, Ark.; 

H. R. 3394. An act to amend section 19 of the immigration 
act of 1917 by providing for the deportation of an alien 
convicted in violation of the Harrison narcotic law and 
amendments thereto; 

H. R. 11968. An act to reserve for public use rocks, pin- 
nacles, reefs, and small islands along the seacoast of Orange 
County, Calif.; and 

H. J. Res. 506. Joint resolution to amend the paragraphs 
relating to drought and/or storm or hail stricken areas as 
contained in the Interior Department appropriation act for 
the fiscal year 1932. 


DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a 
communication from the Director of Public Buildings and 
Public Parks of the National Capital, reporting, pursuant 
to law, relative to papers and documents on the files of that 
office which are not needed in the conduct of business and 
asking for action looking. to their disposition, which was 
referred to a Joint Select Committee on the Disposition of 
Useless Papers in the Executive Departments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. Fess and 
Mr. AsHurst members of the committee on the part of the 
Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following joint memorial of the Legislature of the State of 


1931 í 


I 

‘Montana, which was referred to the Committee on Immi- 

gration: 

Senate Joint Memorial 1 to the Congress of the United States 
to enact stringent and immediate legislation prohibiting immi- 
gration to the United States for a period of five years and pre- 
venting discrimination in favor of aliens, thereby protecting the 
welfare and interests of the people of this country 

| To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives in the 
Congress of the United States of America: 

Your memorialists, the members of the Twenty-second Legisla- 
tive Assembly of the State of Montana, the senate and house 
| concurring, respectfully represent: 

That whereas, during this period of world-wide depression mil- 
lions of willing, worthy, and able-bodied men and women, who are 
citizens of this country, are unable to secure employment owing 

to the universal curtailment of work in industrial, commercial, 
‘and producing lines; and 

Whereas this world-wide condition has caused temporarily an 
enormous surplus of employees, most of whom are freeholders in 
this great Nation, and which condition is materially retarding the 
development of this country; and 

Whereas frequently men who have been disabled in action in 
the defense of our great Nation are being displaced by aliens, 
which discrimination is a shameful disregard of the patriotic serv- 
ice rendered by these men who rallied to the defense of our Nation 
& few years ago; and 

Whereas there is a growing tendency on the part of alien 
employers and heads of departments to discriminate in favor of 
their former countrymen and relatives in the filling of positions, 
and that this condition will continue owing to the world-wide 
depression now existing: Be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Twenty-second Legislative 
Assembly of the State of Montana that the Congress of the United 
States enact immediate and stringent legislation prohibiting fur- 

ther immigration to this country for a period of five years, and 
that legislation be enacted preventing discrimination in favor of 
aliens; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be forwarded by the 
secretary of state to the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States, to the Commissioner of Immigration, and to 
each of the Senators and Representatives of the State of Montana 


in Congress. 


A. HAZELBAKER, 
President of the Senate. 
W. R. FLACHSENHAR, 
Speaker of the House. 


Approved Febru 12, 1931. 
gi J. E. Extcxson, Governor. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Montana, ss: 

I, W. E. Harmon, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of 
Senate Joint Memorial No. 1, being “ Memorial to the Congress of 
the United States to enact stringent and immediate legislation 
prohibiting immigration to the United States for a period of five 
years and preventing discrimination in favor of aliens, thereby pro- 
tecting the welfare and interests of the people of this country,” 
enacted by the Twenty-second Session of the Legislative Assembly 
of the State of Montana, and approved by J. E. Erickson, governor 
of said State, on the 12th day of February, 1931. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
the great seal of said State. 

Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this 13th 


day of February, A. D. 1931. 
[seat] W. E. HARMON, 
Secretary of State. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate 
the following copy of a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Illinois, which was referred to the Committee 


on Finance: 
STATE OF ILLINOIS, 
FIFTY-SEVENTH GENERAL ASSEMBLY, 1931, 
Senate. 
Senate Joint Resolution 3 

Whereas the young manhood of this country immediately re- 
sponded to the call of our Government in doing its great work 
in the late World War, and in the face of death performed such 
valiant and heroic service as to bring credit to themselves and 
crown the American arms with glory and victory; and 

Whereas these loyal and brave men, in making this world safe 
for democracy, gave up the benefits of home life and the oppor- 
tunities of financial gain and now are in large numbers unem- 
ployed and in destitute circumstances; and 

Whereas legislation is now pending in Congress to provide for 
the cash payment to veterans of the World War of the cash sur- 
render value of their adjusted-compensation certificates issued 
under the World War adjusted compensation act; and 

Whereas fairness and justice demand that our Government come 
to the aid of these veterans of the World War in their present 
distress: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate of the Fifty-seventh General Assembly of 
the State of Illinois (the House of Representatives concurring 
herein), That the President of the United States and the Senate 
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and House of Representatives of the present Congress be memo- 
rialized to enact legislation to provide for the immediate cash pay- 
ment to veterans of the World War of the cash-surrender value of 
their adjusted-compensation certificates issued under the World 
War adjusted compensation act; and be it further 
Resolved, That a copy of this preamble and resolution be for- 
warded to the President of the United States, the President of the 
Senate, and the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the 
present Congress, and to each Senator and Representative therein 
from the State of Illinois. 
Adopted by the senate January 27, 1931. 
FRED E. STERLING, 
President of the Senate. 
J. H. Pappocx, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


Concurred in by the house of representatives January 28, 1931. 
Davin E. SHANAHAN, 
Speaker of the House. 
Gero, C. BLAEUER, 
Clerk of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate 
the following concurrent resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Iowa, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance: 


House Concurrent Resolution 11, memorializing the Congress of 
the United States to refrain from enacting a law placing a tariff 
or embargo on crude petroleum and the refined products thereof. 
(By Greene and Mayne) 

Whereas the legislatures in certain petroleum-producing States 
have passed resolutions memorializing the Congress of the United 
States to enact a law placing a tariff or an embargo on petroleum 
and its refined products, claiming that such a measure is neces- 
sary as a relief measure to the industry in these States; and 

Whereas Iowa's per capita consumption of gasoline is relatively 
high in the sisterhood of States, and the effect of a tariff, being 
to increase the cost of gasoline to the consumer, would only place 
an increased burden on our agricultural pursuits; and 

Whereas such a law would place an additional burden on an 
already overtaxed industry, there being now collected as an excise 
tax on gasoline over $450,000,000 annually, this being in addition 
to the general property and production tax on petroleum; and 

Whereas such a tariff would place an additional burden of over 
$350,000,000 to this burden, and would be borne by the owners of 
over 27,000,000 automobiles and trucks, and would be a benefit to 
comparatively few; and 

Whereas only four or five States produce oil to any considerable 
extent, and their citizens comprise only a small portion of the 
population of the United States; and 

Whereas petroleum and its refined products are necessary to 
carry on trade and commerce; and 

Whereas the condition such as now exists in the petroleum 
industry is only temporary and is no more serious than conditions 
existing in other businesses; and 

Whereas it has been the well-settled policy for the past decade, 
both by the petroleum producers and the Government to conserve 
our petroleum deposits; and 

Whereas an em or tariff would have the effect of hastening 
the depletion of our petroleum and greatly endanger our future 
supply, jeopardizing our national defense in time of war, and 
placing a heavy burden on our future commerce in time of peace: 
Therefore be it 
by the house (the senate concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and the Congress of the United States, 
be memorialized to refrain from the enacting of any laws imposing 
a tariff or an embargo on petroleum products or the refined prod. 
ucts thereof; and be it further $ 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution, duly effected, be deliv- 
ered to the President of the United States, to the United States 
Senate, and to the House of Representatives of the United States; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be delivered to the press 
and to each Representative from Iowa in Congress. 

I hereby certify that this resolution is a true and correct y 
of the original known as House Concurrent Resolution No. 11, 
adopted by the House on February 9 and concurred in by the 
Senate on February 11, 1931. 


Chief Clerk of the House, Forty-fourth General Assembly. 

Dated February 14, 1931. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate 
the following resolution of the senate of the State of North 
Dakota, which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
STATE or NORTH DAKOTA. 
To all to whom these presents shall come: - 

I, Robert Byrne, secretary of state of the State of North Dakota 
and keeper of the great seal thereof, do hereby certify that the 
annexed copy of Senate Resolution D, Twenty-second Legislative 
Assembly, State of North Dakota, has been compared by me with 
the original resolution filed in this department, and that the same 
is a true copy thereof, and of the whole of such resolution. 
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| “In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
the great seal of the State at the capitol in the city of Bismarck, 
i this 11th day of February, A. D., 1931. 


[SEAL.] ROBERT BYRNE, 
Secretary of State. 
By CHARLES N, 


Senate Resolution D. (Stucke) 


Be it resolved by the Senate of the State of North Dakota, that: 

Whereas the United States Court of Claims in Docket No. B-449 
entitled The Indians of the Fort Berthold Indian Reservation in 
the State of North Dakota, comprising the tribes known as the 
Arickarees, the Gros Ventres, and the Mandans, and the individual 
members thereof, versus the United States,” has rendered final 
judgment in favor of the Fort Berthold Indians in the State of 
North Dakota; and 

Whereas the Hon. Lynn J. Frazier, United States Senator from 
the State of North Dakota, has introduced in the Seventy-first 
Congress Joint Resolution 226 which provides for the authori- 
zation of the Secretary of the Interior to distribute the amount 
awarded the said Fort Berthold Indians in the judgment rendered 
by the Court of Claims of the United States; and 

Whereas the Hon. J. H. SrncLam, representing the third congres- 
sional district of the State of North Dakota, has introduced in the 
House of Representatives of the United States Joint Resolution 
454, dealing with the same subject; and 

Whereas we deem it for the best interests of the Indians of the 
Fort Berthold Indian Reservation of the State of North Dakota 
that the Secretary of the Interior of the United States do with- 
draw from the Treasury of the United States funds on deposit 
arising from the said final judgments in accordance with the said 
joint resolutions: Therefore be it hereby 

Resolved by the Senate of the State of North Dakota, That we 
most respectfully urge upon the Congress of the United States the 
early enactment of Senate Joint Resolution 226 and House Joint 
Resolution 454; and be it further 

Resolved, That the secretary of state of the State of North 
Dakota be, and is hereby, authorized and instructed to forward a 
duly authenticated copy of this resolution to the President of the 
United States Senate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
and to each Senator and Representative in Congress from the 
State of North Dakota. 


President of the Senate. 


Secretary of the Senate. 
Filed in this office this 10th day of February, 1931. 
ROBERT BYRNE, 
Secretary of State. 
By CHARLES LIESSMAN, 
Deputy. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate 


the following memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Maine, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 


STATE OF MAINE. 


Memorial to the Congress of the United States, urging them to 
assist in excluding certain pulpwood from this country 


Resolved, That whereas large quantities of Russian pulpwood 
uced by convict and conscript labor have recently been im- 

ported into the United States from Russia, depriving the , 
of the State of Maine of a market for their Mame- produced pulp- 
wood, to the great injury of the citizens of Maine, and whereas if 
this importation continues further great harm will be done to a 
large number of the citizens of the State of Maine and vitally 
affect the prosperity of our people: Be it 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
State of Maine in legislature assembled, That we urge the Sena- 
tors and Representatives of the Congress of the United States to 
do everything in their power to promptly exclude all Russian 
pulpwood or pulpwood products so produced from importation 
into this country; and be it further 
. Resolved, That copies of this resolution duly certified by the 
secretary of state be forwarded to the President of the Senate 
and to the Speaker of the House of Representatives at Wash- 
ington and to the several Senators and Representatives from the 
State of Maine in the Congress of the United States. 


In SENATE CHAMBER, February 6, 1931. 
Sent down for concurrence, read, and adopted. 
ROYDEN V. Brown, Secretary. 


HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Read and adopted in concurrence, February 6, 1931. 
CLYDE R. CHAPMAN, Clerk. 


STATE OF MAINE, 
OFFICE oF SECRETARY OF STATE. 
I, Edgar C. Smith, secretary of state of the State of Maine, and 
custodian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I 
have carefully compared the annexed copy of the memorial to 
the Congress of the United States of the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the State of Maine in legislature assembled 


with the original thereof, and that it is a full, true, and com- 
plete transcript therefrom and 


of the whole thereof. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


FEBRUARY 17 


In testimony whereof I have caused the seal of the State to 
be hereunto affixed. Given under my hand at Augusta this 6th 
day of February, A. D. 1931, and in the one hundred and fifty- 
fifth year of the independence of the United States of America. 

[SEAL.] EDGAR C. SMITH, 
Secretary of State. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate 
the following concurrent resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of New York, which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce: 


STATE or New YORK, 
IN SENATE, 
Albany, February 2, 1931. 

Concurrent resolution urging the Congress of the United States of 

America to authorize the United States Shipping Board to sell 

to the Port of New York Authority the property in the port of 

New York district commonly known as the Hoboken Pier 

Properties. (By Mr. Hofstadter) 


Whereas shortly after the declaration of war against the Im- 
perial German Government on April 6, 1917, the United States of 
America seized as enemy-owner properties certain docks, piers, 
warehouses, wharves, and terminal equipment and facilities located 
within the port of New York district as defined in the port com- 
pact between the States of New York and New Jersey, dated April 
30, 1921, and belonging to the North German Lloyd Dock Co. and 
the Hamburg-American Line Terminal & Navigation Co., and has 
expropriated title thereto; and 

Whereas the said properties have since been operated by various 
agencies of the United States Government and are now being 
operated by the United States Shipping Board; and 

Whereas by Public Resolution No. 146, Seventy-first Congress, 
authorizing the United States Shipping Board to sell the said 
properties to citizens of the United States, the Congress of the 
United States has adopted a policy that neh see gene shall no 
longer be operated by the United States but not pass into the 
control of aliens; and 

Whereas since the acquisition of the said properties, as afore- 
said, by the United States of America neither the United States 
of America nor any agency thereof in charge of the operation of 
said properties has paid any taxes thereon either to the State of 
New Jersey or to the city of Hoboken and the State, and city have 
therefore suffered serious losses in revenues; and 

Whereas the Port of New York Authority, a body corporate and 
politic created by compact between the States of New York and 
New Jersey with the consent of Congress, is willing to acquire the 
said properties for the sum of $4,282,000, and is willing to pay 
30 per cent of the said purchase price in cash and to pay the 
balance by its bond and mo. running for a period of 15 
years and bearing interest at a rate not lower than the lowest 
current yield on any interest-bearing obligation of the United 
States issued subsequent to April 6, 1917 (except postal-savings 
notes), outstanding at the time 


Whereas in the opinion of the Legislature of the State of New 
York the operation of the said properties by the Port of New 
York Authority as a marine terminal will be in the best interests 
of the port of New York district, the people of the States of New 
York and New Jersey, and the people of the United States of 
America; and 

Whereas, by the said port compact, the States of New York and 
New Jersey have agreed to and pledged both each to the other 
faithful cooperation in the future planning and development of 
the port of New York, holding in high trust for the benefit of the 
Nation special blessings and natural advantages thereof, and are 
in fact cooperating in the development of the port of New York in 
various ways: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved (if the assembly concur), (1) That the Congress of the 
United States be, and it hereby is, respectfully urged to adopt 
a joint resolution and/or enact appropriate legislation at the 
earliest practicable date authorizing and directing the United 
States Shipping Board to sell to the Port of New York Authority, 
in accordance with the foregoing plan, all those certain pro- 
perties situated in the city of Hoboken, State of New Jersey, 
commonly known as the Hoboken pier properties, consisting of 
docks, piers, warehouses, wharves, and terminal equipment and 
facilities, including all leaseholds, easements, rights of way, ri- 
parian rights and other rights, estates and interest therein or 
appurtenant thereto, which were acquired by the proclamation of 
the President of the United States, under the provisions of an act 
of Congress, entitled “An act making appropriations to supply 
urgent deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1918, and prior fiscal years, on account of war expenses, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 28, 1918, and acts amendatory 
thereof and supplemental thereto. 

(2) That in addition to the official notification of the passage 
of this resolution, the secretary of state furnish certified copies 
of this resolution to each of the following officials of the United 
States: The President, the Vice President, the Secretary of the 
Senate, the Speaker of the House of Re tatives, the two 
aay Maroc Senators from New Jersey, the several Representa- 
tives 
States Shipping Board, the chairman of the Commerce Committee 
of the United States Senate, and the chairman of the Com- 


from this State, the chairman of the United 


1931 


mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries of the House of 
Representatives. 

By order of the senate. 
, Clerk. 


Concurred in without amend- 


In assembly, February 2, 1931. 
ment, by order of the assembly. 
Frep W. Hammonn, Clerk. 
STATE OF NEw YORK, 
Department of State, ss: 

I have compared the preceding copy of concurrent resolution 
with the original resolution on file in this office, and do hereby 
certify that the same-is a correct transcript therefrom and of the 
whole thereof. 

Given under my hand and the official seal of the department of 
state, at the city of Albany, this 4th day of February, 1931. 

[SEAL.]} Grace A. Reavy, 

Deputy Secretary of State. 


Epwarp J. FLYNN, 
Secretary of State. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate 
the following concurrent resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of New Jersey, which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs: 


Tue OnE HUNDRED AND FirTy-FIrTH LEGISLATURE 
OF THE STATE oF NEw JERSEY, 
SENATE OF NEW JERSEY. 


Senate concurrent resolution introduced and adopted by the 
senate February 2, 1931, and concurred in by the house of 
assembly February 2, 1931, memorializing Congress to appropri- 
ate sufficient funds to carry out the training of the Organized 
Reserve for the fiscal year 1932 
Whereas the platforms of the two great political parties of this 

Nation advocate the maintenance of an adequate system of 

national defense; and 3 
Whereas the people of New Jersey have ever been in the front 

rank when the safety of this Nation has been endangered; and 
Whereas the Or Reserve will, in case of a national emer- 

gency, constitute by far the largest component of the Army of the 

United States, and should, therefore, receive proper training and 

equipment; and 
Whereas the Reserve Officers Association of the United States, a 

patriotic body of citizens, of whom the great majority have had 
active service in the Army of the United States during the late war, 
have requested the Committees on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives and the Senate of the Congress of the United 

States to appropriate sufficient funds to carry out the training 

of the Organized Reserve for the fiscal year 1931: Then be it 
Resolved by the Senate of the State of New Jersey (the House o/ 

Assembly concurring), That the Congress be, and it hereby is, 

requested to appropriate sufficient funds to carry out the provi- 

sions of the national defense act of 1920 and its accompanying 
legislation so that the program of the War Department may be 
effectively carried out; be it further 

Resolved, That the secretary of the senate is hereby instructed 
to forward certified copies of this resolution, signed by the presi- 
dent and secretary of the senate and the speaker and clerk of the 
house to the following: The President of the United States, the 

United States Senate, the House of Representatives, the Senators 

and Members of Congress from the State of New Jersey. 


President of Senate. 


Speaker House of Assembly. 
I hereby certify that the above is a true and official copy of the 
resolution adopted by the senate on February 2, 1931, and con- 
curred in by the house of assembly February 2, 1931. 


Indorsed: Filed February 4, 1931. 


Secretary of the Senate. 


Clerk House of Assembly. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate 
a telegram from the speaker of the House of Representatives 
of Porto Rico, which was referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories and Insular Affairs and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


San Juan, P. R., February 13, 1931. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE, 
Washington, D. C.: 

House of Representatives of Porto Rico resolved to express to 
that high body its deepest acknowledgment for approval of bills 
extending vocational education and rehabilitation laws to Porto 
Rico and for creation of departments of labor and of agriculture 
and commerce, necessary to promote the general welfare of the 


island. 
Manvet F. Rossy, Speaker. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate 
a joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of Wiscon- 


sin, favoring the passage of legislation reimbursing World 
War veterans for all premiums paid by them on war-risk 
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insurance, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
(See joint resolution printed in full when presented on Feb- 
ruary 13, 1931, by Mr. La FOLLETTE, p. 4776 of the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

He also laid before the Senate a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, protesting against the 
ruling permitting oleomargarine and similar butter substi- 
tutes to be colored like butter through the use of palm oil 
without making these products subject to the 10-cent tax on 
colored oleomargarine, etc., which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. (See joint resolution 
printed in full when presented by Mr. La FOLLETTE on Feb- 
ruary 13, 1931, p. 4776 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 


He also laid before the Senate resolutions adopted by the 


National Republican Club, of New York City, N. Y., opposing 
the calling of a Federal constitutional convention at this 
time, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also laid before the Senate resolutions adopted by the 
Goodyear Industrial Assembly, at Akron, Ohio, favoring the 
immediate payment in full of adjusted-compensation cer- 
tificates of ex-service men, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also laid before the Senate resolutions adopted at a 
meeting of the Maryland Chapter, Rainbow Division Vet- 
erans, favoring the passage of legislation to amend the act 
of 1924 to permit the Veterans’ Bureau to antedate veterans’ 
certificates to a date five years prior to the present date of 
such certificates and providing for the maturity of certifi- 
cates at 20 years from the new date thereof, thus allowing 
an immediate increased loan value to the veterans, which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also laid before the Senate a resolution adopted by the 
Topeka (Kans.) Milk Producers’ Association (Inc.), favoring 
the passage of legislation placing a 10-cent tax on oleo- 
margarine and other butter substitutes, which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also laid before the Senate a resolution adopted by the 
International Society of Master Painters and Decorators, at 
Memphis, Tenn., opposing the methods employed by the 
Government in letting contracts on public works, and alleg- 
ing that a “racket” is being worked in connection there- 
with, which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

He also laid before the Senate resolutions adopted by the 
Allied States Association of Motion Picture Exhibitors, com- 
posed of independent motion-picture theater owners of the 
United States, adopted at the national convention at 
Chicago, Ill., favoring amendment of House bill 12549, 
known as the Vestal copyright bill, so as to forbid the col- 
lection from theater owners of a music tax for the playing 
in their theaters of copyrighted music recorded on motion- 
picture films or on disks synchronized with such films, 
which were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

He also laid before the Senate a resolution adopted by the 
Union of American Hebrew Congregations at its biennial 
council held in Philadelphia, Pa., protesting against the 
passage of House bill 16036, the so-called Cable bill, as being 
un-American and as changing the administration of the 
criminal laws of the country and injurious to the best 
interests of the immigrant population, etc., which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also laid before the Senate a resolution adopted by the 
Union of American Hebrew Congregations at its biennial | 
council held in Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the prompt 
ratification of the World Court protocols, which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also laid before the Senate a resolution adopted by the 
Union of American Hebrew Congregations at its biennial 
council held in Philadelphia, Pa., indorsing the outlawry of 
war and the pacific settlement of all international disputes, 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TYDINGS presented petitions of members of the 
College Club and sundry citizens of Baltimore, Md., praying 
for the prompt ratification of the World Court protocols, 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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Mr. SHEPPARD presented the petition of Mrs. L. O. 
Tucker and other ladies, being citizens of Beaumont, Tex., 
praying for the ratification of the World Court protocols 
this winter or spring, which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented petitions numerously 
signed by sundry citizens of the State of Maryland, praying 
for the prompt ratification of the World Court protocols, 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the St. Agnes 
Reading Circle, of Baltimore, Md., protesting against the 
passage of the so-called birth control bill, being the bill 
(S. 4582) to amend section 305 (a) of the tariff act of 1922, 
as amended, and sections 211, 245, and 312 of the Criminal 
Code, as amended, which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. COPELAND presented the following concurrent reso- 
lution of the Legislature of the State of New York, which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 


STATE or New YORK, 
In SENATE, 
Albany, February 9, 1931. 


By Mr. Thayer 


Whereas engineering authorities in Canada and the United 
States, acting both as joint boards and severally, have declared 
repeatedly that the international rapids section (48 miles) of the 
t. Lawrence River, from Ogdensburg the forty-fifth 
8 n ‘Cornwall, Ontario), where the river ceases to 

the boundary line between the two countries, must, for 

Pree reasons, be developed for navigation and power jointly; 
and 

Whereas no development of this section of the river can be 
undertaken by any agency in either country without an agreement 
or treaty appropriate thereto having first been entered into be- 
tween Canada and the United States, the paramount concern of 
which will be to create a through navigation route; and 

Whereas the landlocked interior of the United States is deeply 
concerned and in urgent need of the relief which would accrue 
to that area by the opening of a seaway via the St. Lawrence 
River from the Great Lakes to the Atlantic Ocean; also the citi- 
zens of New York are directly interested in the improvement and 
early utilization of the large reservoir of cheap power which would 
be made available, legislative expression being given to such im- 
provement in section 6, chapter 207, Laws of New York, 1930, to 
wit, “in such manner and under such conditions as shall insure 
fair and impartial treatment of consumers on a basis of charges 
the lowest compatible with a fair and reasonable return on the 
cost thereof”; and 

Whereas the need exists for a formula or plan that will effect 
the development of this section of the river for navigation and 
power jointly at the earliest possible date by employing the most 
practical, the most expeditious, and best agency or agencies for 
that purpose to meet the serious tion needs of the mid- 
continental areas and secure to the State of New York control and 
utilization of the flowing water; and 

Whereas, because the entire fiow of the river must always re- 
main under the joint control of Canada and the United States for 
the protection of navigation, the traditional and unbroken policy 
of both Governments has been to construct, own, and control all 
permanent works in the entire length of this international trans- 
portation highway from the head of the Great Lakes to the sea; 
and 


-Whereas the construction by the Federal Government of con- 
crete dams across the river, with adequate provision for naviga- 
tion, is not necessarily in conflict with the right of the State of 
New York to the use and control of the falling water for the 
purposes either of construction of power houses, installation of 
machinery, and production of power at the switchboard, to be 
disposed of under a State power authority, or leasing the water 
for such purpose to such agency or agencies as it may elect; and 

Whereas the Federal Governments of both Canada and the 
United States—through a joint board of ving already 
agreed upon engineering plans providing for both navigation and 
the maximum utilization of the power potentialities, could proceed 
with construction immediately upon ratification of a treaty and 
could practically complete the works in a not greater period of 
time than would be required for the State of New York to procure 
the necessary authority, complete its engineering plans, and reach 
an understanding with the Province of Ontario; and 

Whereas under the plans agreed upon by the joint board of 
engineers, the Canadian power house for the Canadian one-half of 
the power is placed in Canadian territory, while the power house 
for the United States one-half of the flow is placed in United 
States territory, this permitting the erection of power houses and 
installation of in each country by such agency as may 
be entitled thereto—which in Canada would be the Ontario Hydro- 
electric Commission and in the United States—predictably the 
State-of New York, either under priority of right evna it by 
the Federal water power act or otherwise: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Senate of the State of New York (the Assembly 
concurring), That the President of the United States be appro- 
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priately memorialized to proceed forthwith to a treaty with 
Canada for the development of the international rapids section 
of the St. Lawrence River at the earliest possible date and in ac- 
cordance with the plans agreed upon by the joint board of engi- 
neers and submitted to President Coolidge December 27, 1926 
(S. Doc. No. 183, 69th Cong., 2d sess.), or such amendment to or 
changes in said plans as may be subsequently adopted by such 
joint board; be it further 

Resolved, That the Governments of the United States and 
Canada proceed to construct the dam or dams and navigation 
works, along the general lines of assignment of tasks and division 
of costs—outlined in the correspondence between the two coun- 
tries—but not the power-house superstructures or installation of 
power machinery; reserving nevertheless to the State of New York 
priority of right to the flow of the river—in excess of that required 
for navigation—for the development of power, subject to interna- 
tional control and/or regulation of the entire flow in the interest 
of navigation; and further subject to reimbursement by the State 
of New York for such just proportion of the ‘tures by the 
Federal Government as its dam or dams may have contributed to 
the production of power. 


Mr. SHEPPARD presented the following concurrent reso- 
lution of the Legislature of the State of Texas, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance: 

House concurrent resolution 

Whereas our country is faced with the greatest oyment 
crisis that it has undergone in its history; and eee 

Whereas among the millions of unemployed are many veterans 
of the World War who served in the Army, Navy, and marine 
forces for approximately a dollar a day while many others were 
bears arp at as AE RAES WAE ee cS UTORE DERSE Noni 
the sale of war material; 

Aroa siete ‘ena paseo by the wa anay' Cotbed E bat giving 
such veterans an insurance policy payable in 20 years, the amount 
conditioned on the length of their service; and 

Whereas there are measures pending in the National Congress to 
pay those policies in cash or to issue negotiable bonds that could 
be cashed by the holders of these policies; and 

Whereas such measures would greatly relieve the distressed con- 
ditions of a large number of veterans and would tend to greatly 
improve the economic condition of our country by placing more 
money in circulation: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Texas 
(the Senate concurring), That we indorse and ask the passage by 
the Congress of the United States of such measures as will secure 
for the veterans of the World War the payment of their insurance 
pondes in cash at face value at the earliest possible time; be it 

er 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to each Member 
of the House of Representatives and each Senator from Texas in 
the Congress of the United States. 


8 
President . tempore of the Senate. 
B 


BARKER, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
FreD H. Moutor, 
Speaker of the House, 
LOVISE SNOW PHINNEY, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 


Mr. WALSH of Montana presented the following joint 
memorial of the Legislature of the State of Montana, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance: 


Senate Joint Memorial 3, memorializing Congress to enact a tariff 
on oll and its refined products, and to provide further relief for 


the oil industry 
practically every kind, not only in the 
State of Montana, but throughout the entire country, has been 
directly affected by the depressed condition of the oll industry, 
and especially during recent months; and 
Whereas the unrestrained and excessive importation of foreign 
oils is the principal cause of the industry’s present plight; and 
Whereas for the last five years Montana has received an income 
of over $750,000 per year from taxes, rentals, and royalties from 
its crude oil production, and it is apparent that this revenue will 


be very seriously depleted; and 

Whereas banking, tion, manufacturing, and prac- 
tically every other type of business has been adversely affected 
by the present depressed condition of the oil industry; and 

Whereas the general unemployment situation has been very 
materially aggravated by the oil field and oil office workers, now 
out of employment because of this glutting of our markets by 
cheaply produced foreign oils, imported duty free: Now, therefore, 


3 by the Senate of the State of Montana (the — of 
Representatives concurring therein), That the of the 
United States be, and it is hereby, memorialized to afford relief 
to the distressed oil industry, and through that great industry. 
to the Nation, generally, by immediately placing an embargo on 
imported petroleum and its refined products, and follow this 
action by an adequate protective tariff on said commodities, and 
by applying such further legislative relief as is necessary and 
proper; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be en by the 
secretary of the State of Montana, to the Senate and House of 


1931 


Representatives of the United States, and to each of the Senators 
and Representatives of the State of Montana in Congress. 
FRANK A, HAZELBAKER, 
President of the Senate. 
W. R. FLACHSENHAR, 
Speaker of the House. 


Approved February 12, 1931. 
PE J. E. Erickson, Governor. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Montana, 8s: 

I, W. E. Harmon, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do 
hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of 
Senate Joint Memorial No. 3, being “A joint resolution memorializ- 
ing Congress to enact a tariff on oil and its refined products, and 
to provide further relief for the oil industry” enacted by the 
Twenty-second Session of the Legislative Assembly of the State 
of Montana, and approved by J. E. Erickson, governor of said 
State, on the 12th day of February, 1931. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
the great seal of said State. Done at the city of Helena, the 
capital of said State, this 14th day of February, A. D. 1931. 

[SEAL.] W. E. Harmon, 

Secretary of State. 


BIRTH CONTROL 


Mr. WALSH of Montana presented letters and a telegram 
in the nature of memorials, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the 
Recor, as follows: 


HincHaM, MONT., February 7, 1931. 
Hon, Tuos. J. WALSH, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sm: We, the Catholic Ladies Club of Hingham, a repre- 
sentative group of this community, having received information 
concerning Senate bill 4582, to amend tariff act (1930) and penal 
code to permit importation, distribution, and sale of contraceptive 
literature and instruments, do hereby protest against the passing 
of such a bill as pernicious and deleterious to and debasing of 
the standard of morality we deem worthy of our civilzation. 

We respectfully submit this protest to your attention and beg 
of you to have it printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


Sincerely yours, 
Mrs. O. L. JONES, 
Secretary Catholic Ladies Club, Hingham, Mont. 


INVERNESS, MONT., February 6, 1931. 
Hon. T. J. WALSH, 
Senator from Montana, Washington, D. C. 

Dear SENATOR WALSH: The ladies of the Catholic Club of Inver- 
ness, a representative group of the community, having had knowl- 
edge of the bill (S. 4582) to amend the tariff act of 1930 and the 
penal code so as to allow the importation and distribution of 
contraceptive literature and instruments, do hereby protest to 
you against the passage of such a bill (introduced by Mr. GILLETT, 
of Massachusetts), and respectfully submit this protest, so that it 
may be embodied in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Yours truly, 
CATHOLIC LADIES CLUB, 
By Mrs. O. H. HIGHTOWER. 
LADIES CATAOLIC BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 
Helena, Mont. February 7, 1931. 
Hon. TxHos. J. WALSH, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 

HONORABLE Sm: The members of St. Helena’s Branch of the 

Ladies Catholic Beneyolent Association hereby protest against the 

e of Senate bill No. 4582, introduced by Senator GILLETT, 
of Massachusetts, to amend tarif act (1930) and Penal Code to 
permit the importation, distribution, and sale of contraceptive 
literature and instruments. 

We believe that the passage of this act would increase the 
danger to public health and morals of our young people and it 
would be a disgrace to the high moral standards heretofore held 
by our great United States. 

Please have this protest printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


Respectfully, 
Lucīa M. SrocKInG, President. 
Mayme Murray, Secretary. 


Corronwoop, MONT., February 8, 1931. 
Senator. WALSH, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear SR: We, the Catholic Parish of Cottonwood, Mont., com- 
posed of 34 families, having received notice of the proposed bill 
intended to amend the tariff bill (1930) and the Penal Code in 
order to allow the free importation and distribution of contracep- 
tive literature and instruments, do hereby protest against the 
passage of such a bill. We ully submit this protest to 
your attention and beg of you to have it embodied in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Tue Sr. JOHN’S CONGREGATION or COTTONWOOD, Monr., 
By Mrs. PAuL Jacogy, Secretary. 
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Dor, Monr., February 12, 1931. 
Hon. THomas J. WALSH, 


Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 
National Council Catholic Women protest passage of Senate bill 
4582 for amendment of tariff act and Penal Code. Embody this 
protest in report at hearing February 13. Print protest in Con- 


GRESSIONAL 
Sr. Rose COUNCIL. 


ADVANCES TO THE RECLAMATION FUND 


Mr. JONES. I present a memorial of the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the State of Washington, urg- 
ing the passage of Senate bill 6046, to authorize advances 
to the reclamation fund, and for other purposes. The bill 
has already passed the Senate and I ask that the memorial 
be referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation 
and printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation and ordered 
to be printed in the Recor, as follows: 


Senate memorial relating to Senate bill 6046 of the Seventy-first 
Congress, second session 


We, your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the State of Washington, in legislative session assembled, most 
respectfully represent and petition, as follows: 

Whereas Congress has authorized and appropriated funds for 
the construction of the Cle Elum Dam to store water for irriga- 
tion of the Yakima project in this State; and 

Whereas the Yakima project, embracing some three hundred 
thousand acres of productive farm lands, is threatened with a very 
serious water shortage this year and every succeeding year until 
water storage in Lake Cle Elum is available; and 

Whereas the crop production of the Yakima Valley is a matter 
of vital economic importance to the whole State; and 

Whereas it appears that due to unexpected stringency in the 
Federal reclamation fund the contract for construction of the Cle 
Elum Dam can not be let until the reclamation fund is sub- 
stantially replenished; and 

Whereas Senate bill 6046 of the Seventy-first Congress, second 
session, designed to relieve such districts, has already passed the 
United States Senate and is now pending in the House of Repre- 
sentatives; 

Now, therefore, the Legislature of the State of Washington re- 
spectfully petitions the Congress of the United States to enact 
said bill into law at its present session; be it further 

Resolved, That this memorial be immediately forwarded to the 
House of Representatives of Congress and to the Representatives 
in Congress from the State of Washington. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 


LOAN BASIS OF ADJUSTED-SERVICE CERTIFICATES 


Mr. WAGNER presented a telegram signed by Frank Peer 
Beal, chairman civics committee, Advertising Men’s Post, 
No. 209, American Legion, of New York, N. Y., which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


New Tonk, N. Y., February 16, 1931. 
Hon. ROBERT F. WAGNER, 
Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

Whereas the Advertising Men’s Post, No. 209, of the American 
Legion, has made an exhaustive study of economic conditions 
affecting World War veterans; and 

Whereas, as a result of their investigations, the Advertising 
Men's Post, on December 29, 1930, last, passed a resolution recom- 
mending that the loan value of the soldiers’ adjusted-bonus 
certificates be intreased to 50 per cent of their face value and 
that these loans be made by the Government at a rate of interest 
not to exceed 4 per cent; and 

Whereas legislation conforming very closely to the recommenda- 
tions made by our post has been recommended by the Ways and 
Means Committee of the House by a vote of 17 to 4; and 

Whereas the financial stability of the program recommended by 
our post has had the indorsement of such a sound practical 
banker as Owen D. Young, chairman of the board of the General 
Electric Corporation; and 

Whereas the principal objection to the plan for increasing the 
loan value of the adjusted-bonus policies seems to emanate from 
certain limited groups; and 

Whereas in the opinion of the members of the Advertising Men's 
Post these individuals by temperament, character, and training 
are not qualified to visualize the economic situation confronting 
many thousands of World War veterans; and 

Whereas during the period in which these veterans were serving 
their Government for a compensation of less than $40 per month 
and in many cases being subjected to harrowing personal small 
experiences which shattered both their neryous and physical resist- 
ance these prejudiced groups were enjoying the commercial bene- 
fits of a vastly expanded war business: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the members of the Advertising Men's Post, No. 
209, of the American Legion, respectfully recommend to the 
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President, to the Senators, and the Members of the House of 
Representatives, elected representatives of the people of the United 
States, that the dictates of humanity and the brotherhood of man- 
kind, fundamentals upon which our country was founded, be 
permitted to rise superior to the advice and recommendations of 
individuals who are at least under suspicion of having profited 
materially from the sacrifices of millions of their fellow men; and 
be it further 

Resolved, That this recommendation of the Advertising Men's 
Post of the American Legion be given the widest publicity through 
the medium of the columns of the public press and by direct 
transmittal to the responsible elected officials of our Nation in 
whose hands rest the responsibility of providing renewed hope, 
renewed energy, and renewed ambition to many millions of 
American citizens. 

FRANK PEER 


BEAL, 
Chairman Civics Committee, 
Advertising Men’s Post, No. 209, American Legion. 


MIDDLE WEST FOREIGN TRADE AND MERCHANT MARINE CONFERENCE 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President, on October 27 
and 28, last year, the Middle West Foreign Trade Committee, 
in cooperation with various chamber of commerce traffic 
clubs, and so forth, held its Tenth Annual Middle West For- 
eign Trade and Merchant Marine Conference at Indianapo- 
lis, Ind. 

Resolutions were adopted at that time, copies of which 
have been furnished me, together with a request that they 
be incorporated in the Recorp. I therefore send a copy of 
same to the desk and ask unanimous consent that they be 
inserted in the Recorp and be referred to the appropriate 
committee. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


Resolutions adopted by Tenth Annual Middle West Foreign Trade 
and Merchant Marine Conference, auspices of the Middle West 
Foreign Trade Committee, in cooperation with Indianapolis 
Chamber of Commerce, Indiana World Trade Club, Indianapolis 
Credit Men’s Association, Indiana State Chamber of Commerce, 
Indiana Manufacturers’ Association, Indianapolis Board of 
Trade, Indianapolis Traffic Club, Indianapolis Advertising Club, 
Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce, Indianapolis, Ind., 
October 27 and 28, 1930 


PURPOSE OF THE CONFERENCE 


The Middle West Foreign Trade and Merchant Marine Conference 
is held annually under the auspices of the Middle West Foreign 
Trade Committee for a full and free discussion of the problems 
affecting our foreign trade and in an effort to contribute some- 
thing to the development of this foreign trade. This conference 
is made up of manufacturers and farmers, exporters and importers, 
and others determined that the Middle West shall participate to 
the fullest extent and upon equality of opportunity in the foreign 
trade of our Nation. 

The Middle West is on the average approximately 1,000 miles 
more distant from the sea than any nation with which we com- 
pete and in point of freight costs our own seaboard markets are 
nearer to foreign markets than most of the Middle West territory. 
For these reasons we are vitally concerned with the problem of 

tion, both inland and ocean, in order to reach our 
foreign markets. 

The Middle West Foreign Trade Committee and affiliated organi- 
zations seek at all times and through all proper means to carry 
out the plans and policies approved at those annual conferences 
and the membership of these organizations is extensive through- 
out the Middle West and Mississippi Valley, including some 
Southern and Northwestern States. $ 

INLAND TRANSPORTATION 

We favor the maintenance of railroad rates and service on 
foreign commerce between the Middle West and the ports on a 
basis to make all outlets available on fair and equitable terms to 
the shippers and the transportation com 5 

The inland waterways of our country, particularly in the Middle 
West and Mississippi Valley, are of great benefit to our people 
engaged in foreign trade, and we urge the continuance of the 
constructive work being carried on by the Government on this 
form of transportation. 

The Middle West Foreign Trade Committee being a representa- 
tive foreign-trade organization sponsoring the interest of the 
entire Middle West and Mississippi Valley, naturally has definite 
interest in all means of transportation, including inland water- 
ways, and it has in the past and still continues to offer its fullest 
and most complete cooperation with the Mississippi Valley Associa- 
tion, the Ohio Valley Improvement Association, and other organi- 
gations in this territory looking to the development and comple- 
tion of inland waterway projects. 

OCEAN TRANSPORTATION 


The maintenance of regular and dependable ocean services under 


the American flag from the Atlantic, Gulf, and Pacific ports is 
indispensable to our commerce and to the national defense. 

We commend the splendid work done by the United States 
Shipping Roard and Merchant Fleet Corporation in developing 
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these services and gradually transferring them to the local pri- 
vate companies who have the support of the domestic communi- 
ties primarily interested in the services, in full accord with the 
letter and spirit of our merchant marine laws. We feel it is in 
the public interest to dispose of these lines as rapidly as condi- 
tions warrant to the local private companies and that these lines 
should be given preference in the award of mail contracts under 
the provisions of the merchant marine act, 1928, which is being 
constructively administered by the Postmaster General and the 
Shipping Board. 

The policy of selling the established Government lines to the 
private companies operating them for the Government is sound, 
in harmony with the law and the best interests of the communi- 
ties, and should be continued. These companies possess the expe- 
rience, good will, and support necessary for successful ownership 
and operation of the services. 

The Shipping Board and Merchant Fleet Corporation are con- 
stantly effecting improvements and economies in the operation of 
the governmental lines without curtailing the essential service 
rendered our shippers. The annual appropriation for these gov- 
ernmental agencies has come down from fifty millions in 1921 to 
four millions for the current year, a splendid achievement. We 
favor the continued maintenance of the Government lines by the 
Shipping Board and Merchant Fleet Corporation until they can be 
successfully transferred to the operating companies. 


LEGISLATION 


To insure that these lines which have been developed and main- 
tained at public expense shall be given the aid to which they are 
entitled we strongly favor the prompt enactment by the Congress 
of the bill known as H. R. 9592, which has passed the House of 
Representatives and which is now before the Senate of the United 
States. This bill provides that where a mail route is established 
between ports served by a line established and sold by the Govern- 
ment, the mail contract shall be awarded to such line. 

We also indorse and urge the passage of bill known as H. R. 8361, 
which has passed the House of Representatives and is now before 
the Senate. This bill provides that no mail contract shall be 
awarded to a company operating foreign-flag ships in competition 
with American-flag ships. No one can successfully argue that 
American money should be given either directly or indirectly to 
aid the operation of foreign-flag ships in competition with our 
own ships. 

INDUSTRIAL COMPANIES 


We are strongly opposed to any of our essential ocean services 
being owned or controlled by industrial companies which are pri- 
marily interested in the transportation of their own products. We 
believe that in the public interest these lines should be owned 
and operated by companies which will make their space available 
to all shippers on equal terms. It has been demonstrated time and 
again that industrial companies owning steamship lines naturally 
give first consideration to their own products upon their vessels 
and exercise a dominant influence in the making of freight rates 
to be applied on their own products as well as those of their 
competitors. 

MONOPOLIES 


We are likewise opposed to any grouping of ocean lines in a 
manner tending to establish a monopoly and to discriminate 
against any port or section of our country or to curtail essential 
service. To reach foreign markets we must have the benefit of the 
largest number of ayailable outlets and adequate service, and it is 
of great benefit to inland transportation, car supply, and distribu- 
tion to utilize all available ports and steamship services. 

SUPPORT OF AMERICAN SHIPS 

It is obvious that the surest way of maintaining an adequate 
and efficient American merchant marine is to support to the fullest 
extent, and we urge our people everywhere to ship their goods on 
vessels flying the American flag. We cheerfully support the grant- 
ing of reasonable aids by our Government to develop and maintain 
our merchant marine in foreign trade, and we should likewise 
cheerfully support the operators of these ships in their efforts to 
successfully meet the formidable competition of foreign-flag ships. 

FEDERAL FARM BOARD 

We believe that in making loans to the cooperative-marketing 
associations the Federal Farm Board should insist that these asso- 
ciations ship their products, so far as possible, on vessels flying the 
American flag. The board is constructively striving to help pro- 
ducers market their products, and we feel it can do further good 
work urging the use of American-flag ships. 

PARCEL POST—CUBA 


We note with approval the signing recently by the Postmaster 
General of a parcel-post convention with Cuba and express the 
hope this may result in a large increase of business with Cuba. 

AIR MAIL SERVICE 


We note with approval the constructive development and expan- 
sion of our air services and favor a liberal policy toward the 
further building up of these services. 

The development of adequate air mail service between the 
United States and the countries to the south of us is of great im- 
portance to the expansion of the foreign trade of the United 
States. The United States Post Office Department has in this con- 
nection a fine opportunity to render valuable service to the Ameri- 
can people by exercising care in the letting of air mail contracts, 
by avoiding undue delays which would give nations the 
opportunity to outstrip us, and by stimulating every activity 
which would increase the efficiency of the service, 
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We urge that the United States Post Office Department continue 
to give thorough attention to the perfecting of a complete and 
adequate system of air mail transportation between the United 
States and the countries of Central and South America, the West 
Indies, and Mexico. 


THE BUREAU OF FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC COMMERCE 


We heartily commend the United States Bureau of Foreign and 
Domestic Commerce for the practical and effective work which it 
is rendering at home and abroad in promoting the export trade 
of this country. 

Resolved, That a vote of thanks and appreciation be extended 
to Malcolm M. Stewart for the energy he has shown in the office 
of chairman during the past 10 years and that he be continued 
as chairman. 


Royrat L. Garp, 
Committee on Resolutions. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Irrigation and Recla- 
mation, to which was referred the bill (S. 6160) to remove 
certain restrictions on the expenditure of funds on the dis- 
tribution system, Pilot Butte division, Riverton reclamation 
project, Wyoming, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. STEPHENS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 5025) to amend section 126 
of the Judicial Code, as amended, reported it without 
amendment and submitted a report (No. 1639) thereon. 

Mr. GOULD, from the Committee on Immigration, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 6172) to expedite the de- 
portation of certain aliens, and for other purposes, reported 
it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 1640) 
thereon. 

Mr. CARAWAY, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 1617) for the relief of Abraham 
Green, reported it without amendment and submitted a re- 
port (No. 1641) thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED 


Mr. PARTRIDGE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that on to-day, February 17, 1931, that committee 
presented to the President of the United States the follow- 
ing enrolled bills: 

S. 8. An act for the relief of Lieut. David O. Bowman, 
Medical Corps, United States Navy; 

S. 557. An act to authorize the disposition of certain pub- 
lic lands in the State of Nevada; and 

S. 5613. An act for the relief of Commercial Loan & Trust 
Co., Monticello, Ark. 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


As in executive session, 

Mr. BORAH, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
reported without amendment Executive K, being a conven- 
tion between the United States of America and His Majesty 
the King of Great Britain, Ireland, and the British Domin- 
ions Beyond the Seas, Emperor of India, in respect of the 
Dominion of Canada, concluded at Ottawa on May 9, 1930, 
for the purpose of securing the preservation of the halibut 
fishery of the northern Pacific Ocean and Bering Sea, and 
intended to supplant the convention signed on March 2, 
1923, having the same object, which was placed on the 
Executive Calendar. 

Mr. PHIPPS, from the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, reported favorably sundry post-office nomina- 
tions, which were placed on the Executive Calendar. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
favorably the nominations of sundry officers in the Navy 
and in the Marine Corps, which were placed on the Execu- 
tive Calendar. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unani- 
mous consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma: 

A bill (S. 6175) authorizing the District Court of the 
United States for the Eestern District of Oklahoma to hear 
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and determine certain claims of the Seminole Nation or 
Tribe of Indians; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRATTON: 

A bill (S. 6176) granting an increase of pension to Jennie 
Cooney; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. METCALF: 

A bill (S. 6177) granting an increase of pension to Sally 
A. I. Francis (with accompanying papers); to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

By Mr. BINGHAM: 

A bill (S. 6178) to regulate the use and sale of wood alco- 
hol; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAWES and Mr. PATTERSON: 

A bill (S. 6179) to legalize a bridge across the St. Francis 
2 one-fourth mile south of Greenville, Wayne County. 


A bill (S. 6180) to legalize a bridge across the St. Francis 
River 4 miles west of Kennett, Mo., joining Dunklin County, 
Mo., and Clay County, Ark.; 

A bill (S. 6181) to legalize a bridge across the Eleven 
Points River at or near Thomasville, Oregon County, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 6182) to legalize a bridge across the James River 
at Galena, Stone County, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 6183) to legalize a bridge across the White River 
. 11 miles south of Reed Springs, Stone County, 

0. 

A bill (S. 6184) to legalize a bridge across the White River 
at Forsyth, Taney County, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 6185) granting the consent of Congress to the 
State Highway Commission of Missouri to construct, main- 
tain, and operate a highway bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near Weldon Springs, Mo.; and J 

A bill (S. 6186) granting the consent of Congress to the 
Missouri State Highway Commission to construct, maintain, 
and operate a highway bridge across the White River at 
Branson, Taney County, Mo.; to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 6187) authorizing the investigation of waste 
products by the Secretary of Commerce; to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. DALE: 

A bill (S. 6188) to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across Lake Cham- 
plain from East Alburg, Vt., to West Swanton, Vt.; to the 
Committee on Commerce. P 

A bill (S. 6189) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
M. Walbridge (with accompanying papers) ; to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 


B STREET NW. IN THE DISTRICT—PROPOSED LOUISIANA AVENUE 


Mr. BROUSSARD submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 404) 
to change the name of B Street NW., in the District of 
Columbia, which was ordered to lie on the table and to be 
printed. 

ADJUSTED-SERVICE CERTIFICATES 


Mr. HEFLIN submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 17054) to increase the 
loan basis of adjusted-service certificates, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, ordered to be printed, 
and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

On page 1, line 10, and page 2, line 1, strike out “41% per cent 


per annum, compounded annually,” and insert 2½ per cent per 
annum.” 


AMENDMENT TO DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. TYDINGS submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to House bill 16738, the District of Colum- 
bia appropriation bill, which was ordered to lie on the table 
and to be printed, as follows: 

At the proper place in the bill to insert: 

“Widening of Seventeenth Street NW., between H Street and 
Pennsylvania Avenue, $17,044.28. 

“Grading Eastern Avenue between Bunker Hill Road and 
Queens Chapei Road, $7,740.” 
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THE INDIAN QUESTION 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I ask unani-- 


mous consent to have printed in the Recorp two newspaper 
articles, one from the Washington Daily News of February 
12 and one from the New York Times of February 15, relat- 
ing to our treatment of the American Indians. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

The articles are as follows: 


[From the Washington Daily News, Thursday, February 12, 1931] 


INHUMAN TREATMENT OF INDIANS RELATED IN Book “ MASSACRE ”— 
TRIBES LIVE ON REFUSE WHILE MILLIONS Go FOR USELESS IRRIGA- 
TION WORK, WRITER CHARGES 

By Max Stern 

Some three years ago Robert. Gessner, ethnologist, set out in his 
auto from the campus shades of Ann Arbor to study the American 
ace IDHA ANA ORDENO DOTEE ay ACA 
1 wa: 

He paria heck lest year aflame with indignation at what he had 
seen and heard in those rural slums of the West, the Indian 
reservations. Instead of a book on folklore he wrote Massacre. 

Since Helen Hunt Jackson penned her Century of Dishonor 
50 years ago no such arraignment has been lodged against the 
United States Government and its Indian Bureau. Massacre 
is creating a stir on Capitol Hill not only because of its array 
the much-heraled reform Indian administration, headed by Com- 
missioner Charles J. Rhoads and his assistant, J. Henry Scatter- 
good. 


LITTLE REFORM 


Although drafted by President Hoover to clean up the sordid 
mess left by the Fall-Burke-Meritt régime and its precursors, 
the two Philadelphia Quaker humanitarians, according to Gess- 
ner, are fast sinking into the bureaucratic mire and have done 
little to reform the Indian Bureau in its weak spot, personnel. 

Dedicated to “ The first Congress that will eradicate what Lincoln 
70 years ago called ‘an accursed system.“ Massacre piles horror 
upon horror. Gessner seeks to humanize his facts by word pic- 
tures. We see the son of proud Sitting Bull, blind and ragged, 
eating dried entrails of a horse dead of disease in a wind-swept 
tent on the South Dakota Bad Lands, whither the Sioux had been 
driven by Custer. 

Montana Indians, infected with diseases and dying fifteen times 
faster than their white brothers, are found living from refuse in 
city dumps, while their guardians spend a million dollars of 
tribal money for useless irrigation works. Mississippi Indians 
are bought and sold as slaves at $600 apiece. 

California Indians are found to have been driven to barren 
hilltops, and in 70 years their numbers reduced by disease and 
starvation from 100,000 to 17,300. 

Among the 25,000 children in Indian schools mass flogging is 
discovered, children are chained to their beds and forced to drag 
a ball and chain from tiny ankles; one boy is beaten to death; 
girls are thrown into foul dungeons; children are made to haul 
plows in fields, are fed on from 9 cents to 12 cents a meal, 80 
per cent less than soldiers. Babies are born in filth as Indian 
Bureau doctors refuse to attend. 

DIE OF TUBERCULOSIS 

Indians, dying three times faster than whites from tuberculosis, 
underfeeding, social diseases, and other maladies, have been 
decimated from 918,000 to 162,602 full bloods. Indian wealth is 
dissipated and seized by whites; the famed Osages robbed of 
their oil; Klamaths of their land and water; Flatheads of their 
power: Menominees of their timber; each a separate story of 
neglect, mismanagement, loot. 

Massacre, its publishers suggest, is the Uncle Tom’s Cabin of 
the American red man. The facts are there, however, nailed 
down with documents. And the book presents a challenge that 
American lovers of justice and beauty can not ignore. 

Commissioner Rhoads declined to comment upon the book. 


[From the New York Times, Sunday, February 15, 1931] 


OUR TREATMENT OF THE INDIAN—AN INDICTMENT or CONDITIONS ON 
THE RESERVATIONS TO-DAY 


By R. L. Duffus 


It is a little more than 50 years since Helen Hunt Jackson pub- 
lished that flaming indictment of the white man’s treatment of 
the American Indian which she called “A Century of Dishonor.” 
Mr. Gessner makes it a century and a half. He is not, it should 
be stated at the beginning, an impartial observer. He does not 
often distinguish between a bad system and the human beings 
who operate that system. He is not content to demonstrate that 
the Secretary of the Interior and the head of the Indian Bureau 
are mistaken in their views, but rather strongly intimates that, as 
an Indian might put it, their hearts are bad. He is not over- 
critical of the figures furnished him by those who call themselves 
friends of the Indian. He sometimes lapses into a style which 
indicates that he is suffering from an undigested surfeit of Sher- 
wood Anderson and Edgar Lee Masters. 

But when all has been said in the way of adverse criticism of 
Mr. Gessner’s book much remains that is a credit to himself and 
a disgrace to the American people and their Government. The 
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American Indian tribes, almost if not. quite without exception, 
have been cheated, robbed, and betrayed. Their wrongs are of 
two sorts—historic and contem 

have been some- 


The primary fact is that about 1,000,000 Indians 
once occupied the entire continent of North America. Under the 
hunting economy which most of them followed the continent just 
about sufficed to sustain them. That the whites should drive 
them off most of their land was inevitable. There was no moral 
justification for the act unless it can be demonstrated that white 
civilization is better than red and that it is better that a continent 
should 124,000,000 souls than 1,000,000—especially if the 
1,000,000, according to ecclesiastical doctrine, were lost souls. 
But when it is granted that the whites were bound to dominate, 
rightly or wrongly, it was at least theoretically possible for them 
to achieve their end in a humane fashion. Save for a few rare 
occasions, they did not do so. From Philip’s war down to 
the Battle of Wounded Knee there has been little to choose in 
savagery between the wild Indian and the wild frontiersman. 
The school child has been brought up to regard the Indian fighter 
as a hero. Sometimes individually he was. But Indian fighting, 
on the whole, has been a foul and dirty business on both sides. 
Mr. Gessner does not set this forth at length nor systematically. 
He does give some pertinent illustrations. A prosaic Government 
report states that when the redoubtable Kit Carson, that mold of 


adds, the white man’s reign of terror descended upon the unsus- 
pecting Indian with an unforgettable frightfulness that still burns 
as a dark story in the memories of a hundred tribes.” California 
supported between 100,000 and 150,000 Indians when the United 
States annexed it. To-day it has about 18,000. The others were 
long ago exterminated, partly by the white man's bullets, partly 
by his diseases, partly by his appropriation of their means of suste- 
nance. In 1863 the Federal Government decided to deport the 
Winnebagoes from Wisconsin to Kansas. Half of them died on 
the way. In 1890 Chief Big Foot, of the Sioux, running away 
from the soldiers to execute the sacred ghost dance, was cor- 
nered at Wounded Knee and surrendered. Drunken troopers of 
the Seventh Cavalry—Custer’s old regiment—fired into the tents 
without provocation while their own comrades were searching the 
helpless Indians. One hundred and thirty Indians were killed. 
With one exception, the white casualties were caused by white 
bullets. Such was the Battle of Wounded Knee—a massacre com- 

with which the slaughter of Custer's command in 1876 was 

umane warfare. 

But the massacre upon which Mr. Gessner dwells is of a differ- 

ent and, as he thinks, a more painful surt. Here we must draw 
a distinction between results and causes. The results, as Mr. 
Gessner found, when he set naively forth to study Indian folklore, 
are tragic and disgraceful. Whoever may have been responsible 
for our Indian policy, past and present, it has been, on the face 
of the bare facts in this book, a moral and economic failure. 
Almost everywhere Mr. Gessner went among the Indians he found 
them impoverished, exploited, undernourished, tyrannized over, 
discouraged, and sick. The once proud Sioux “will run like 
chickens to gather the offal from the slop buckets that are car- 
ried from the garrison kitchens,” though “ they pass a pile of corn 
and hundreds of loose cattle without touching a thing.” The 
Black Hills have produced more than a quarter of a billion dollars 
in gold alone. The Black Hills belonged to the Sioux, but they 
were driven out and received no payment for their land, This 
winter some of them have been keeping themselves from starva- 
tion by living on horse meat. Their homes in many cases, if not 
most, are mere hovels. Tuberculosis, trachoma, and worse dis- 
eases run riot among them, and they have no adequate medical 
care, 
As with the Sioux so with other tribes—all of them supposedly 
“ wards of the Government.” The Indian death rate in the United 
States registration area has increased. In 1924 it was about twice 
the white death rate; in Montana, North Dakota, and Washington 
it was nearly three times the national white death rate; in Wyo- 
ming it was seven times as great as the national white death rate. 
The negro death rate and rate of infant mortality are above that 
of the whites, but infant mortality among the Indians is two-thirds 
again as high as that among negroes. The Indian death rate 
from tuberculosis is six or seven times that of the Nation as a 
whole, and the death rate among one Wisconsin tribe—the Menom- 
inees—is forty times as great as that of the State of Wisconsin 
as a whole. 

To excuse these death rates on the ground that the Indian is 
more susceptible than the white is playing with words, The In- 
dian may be susceptible to the kind of environment that invites 
tuberculosis, but it is not necessary that he should be compelled 
or allowed to live in that environment. Tuberculosis, as is well 
known, is to a considerable degree a disease of poverty. The 
American Indian, as Mr. Gessner points out in a chapter demol- 
ishing the legend of “Lo! the wealthy Indian,” is poor. His 
annual money income ranges from $15 per capita to perhaps $1,540 
among the opulent Osages. In few cases is it over $300. And it 
is, Mr. Gessner says, decreasing. 

The white man has thus destroyed the red man’s preexisting 
‘civilization without giving him the benefits of the white civiliza- 
tion. The red man himself may be partly to blame. Having seen 
white civilization chiefly in its frontier aspects of whisky, 3 
lawlessness, and tough hombres to whom the only good Indian 
is a dead Indian, the red brother may have become cynical. To 
overcome this cynicism the Government set up the Indian Bureau 
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to guard and protect its wards and established schools to which 
Indian children, taken at an early age from their parents and 
their tribes, might be sent for a de-Indianizing process. 

If Mr. Gessner is correct in his assertions and deductions, both 
these means have failed. The Indian agent, as we see him in 
this book, is not a benevolent guardian but an ignorant and con- 
scienceless tyrant. The Indian schools, as likewise pictured, are 
places of cruel discipline and slow starvation. The average food 
allowance for each child, in addition to what could be raised on 
the school farms, has been, Mr. Gessner says, 11 cents a day, or 
not much more than one-fifth the current subsistence allowance 
for the Army and Navy. He adds that children who become 
tubercular under this régime are sent home to die—and to add 
to the infection among their tribes. 

Another item in the Indian's case against America is, as Mr. 
Gessner describes it, his exploitation for the white man's benefit. 
Bridges are built at vast expense in the western deserts; tourists 
use them but Indians pay for them. Irrigation systems are 
charged to tribal funds but used by the whites. Devious schemes 
are concocted to make use of water power on Indian lands without 
paying the Indians the value of what is taken from them. 

As far as charges against individuals go, Mr. Gessner’s book is 
an ex parte statement. There are, no doubt, extenuating circum- 
stances, even among the personnel of the Indian Bureau. When 
Mr. Gessner says that he believes that of that personnel “50 per cent 
should be dismissed outright, 25 per cent placed on probation, and 
the remaining quarter kissed on both cheeks and gently led into 
a spacious pasture where they might spend the rest of their days 
free from nightmares” he impresses this reviewer as letting his 
desire to be smart run away with him. The Indian situation is 
nothing to be smart about. The trouble with the personnel of 
the Indian Bureau is a trouble with the personnel of the human 
race. So long as the Indian is at the mercy of his “ protectors” 
conditions will not improve. 

Among the suggestions for reform which Mr. Gessner quotes are 
those made by Alfred E. Smith during the presidential campaign 
of 1928. Governor Smith held that Indians should have an 
accounting of their tribal moneys and control over them; that the 
almost unlimited authority of the Indian Bureau should be 
abated; that the Indians should have schools at their homes; 
and that the Indian should have all the constitutional rights, 
including the right to practice his own religion in his own way. 
Mr. Gessner's book, despite its limitations, performs a public sery- 
ice in reviewing the subject. It puts upon the defenders of the 
status quo the burden of sho cause why Governor Smith’s 
program, or something like it, should not be adopted. 


INVESTIGATION BY THE TARIFF COMMISSION—LEAD 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, on yesterday I called up Senate 
Resolution 441, asking the Tariff Commission to make a 
certain examination, and inadvertently the figure “6” was 
written in instead of the figure “2.” I therefore move to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution was agreed to in 
order that the correction may be made. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. KING. I wish to modify the resolution so as to read, 
“under section 332 of the tariff act of 1930” instead of 
“ section 336.” 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 


MESA VERDE NATIONAL PARK, COLO, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 47), which was read, as 
follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concur- 
ring), That the President is requested to return to the House of 
Representatives the bill H. R. 15876, entitled “An act to provide 
for the addition of certain lands to the Mesa Verde National Park, 
Colo., and for other purposes,” for the purpose of permitting the 
correction of an error in the enrolled bill. 

Mr. NYE. I ask for the adoption of the concurrent reso- 
lution. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent and agreed to. 


SAN FRANCISCO BAY BRIDGE 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 5825) granting the consent of Congress to the State of 
California to construct, maintain, and operate a toll bridge 
across the Bay of San Francisco from the Rincon Hill dis- 
trict in San Francisco by way of Goat Island to Oakland, 
which was to amend the title so as to read: “An act grant- 
ing the consent of Congress to the State of California to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Bay of 
San Francisco from the Rincon Hill district in San Fran- 
cisco by way of Goat Island to Oakland.” 
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Mr. JOHNSON. The amendment of the House merely 
strikes a word from the title. I move the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MEDAL IN COMMEMORATION OF SURRENDER OF LORD CORNWALLIS 
AT YORKTOWN, VA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 5677) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to pre- 
pare and manufacture a medal in commemoration of the 
one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the surrender of 
Lord Cornwallis at Yorktown, Va., and of the establishment 
of the independence of the United States, which was, on 
page 2, line 1, after the word “achievement,” to insert 
, upon sufficient security being furnished to indemnify the 
Government of the cost thereof.” 

Mr. SWANSON. The object of the amendment of the 
House is merely to secure the Government against any 
chance of losing any money in preparing the medal. I move 
that the Senate concur in the House amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED 


The following bills and joint resolution were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred as indicated below: 

H. R. 9224. An act to authorize appropriations for the 
construction of a sea wall and quartermaster’s warehouse at 
Selfridge Field, Mich., and to construct a water main to 
Selfridge Field, Mich.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

H. R. 10585. An act to amend section 9 of the trading with 
the enemy act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

H. R. 13566. An act to provide for the purchase or con- 
struction of buildings for post-office stations, branches, and 
garages, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

H. R. 16159. An act authorizing an appropriation of the 
sum of $15,000 to defray the expenses of the Pan American 
Commercial Conference, to be held in Washington, D. C., in 
1931; 

H. R. 16215. An act authorizing the sale of surplus power 
developed under the Grand Valley reclamation project, Colo- 
rado; and 

H. R. 16248. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to 
exchange with the Rosslyn Connecting Railroad Co. lands 
on the Virginia shore of the Potomac River near the west 
end of the Arlington Memorial Bridge; ordered to be placed 
on the calendar. 

H. R. 16658. An act authorizing the erection of certain 
additional facilities at branches of the Bureau of National 
Homes; and 

H. R. 16982. An act to authorize an appropriation to pro- 
vide additional hospital, domiciliary, and out-patient dis- 
pensary facilities for persons entitled to hospitalization 
under the World War veterans’ act, 1924, as amended, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Finance. 

H. R. 15591. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Minnesota to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge across the Mississippi River, at or near Brainerd, 
Minn.; 

H. R. 15594. An act authorizing the construction of a 
bridge across the Mahoning River at Edinburg, Lawrence 
County, Pa.; 

H. R. 15767. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Des 
Moines River at or near St. Francisville, Mo.; 

H.R. 15860. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the Fox River east of Serena in La Salle 
County, Ill., between sections 20 and 29, township 35 north, 
range 5 east, third principal meridian; 

H. R. 15861. An act to extend the time for completing the 
construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or 
near the city of Lansing, Iowa; 

H. R. 15862. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to construct, maintain, 
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and operate a free highway bridge across the Alleghe 
River at or near Emlenton, Venango County, Pa.; s 


H. R. 15869. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Mis- 
souri River at or near Rulo, Nebr.; 

H. R. 16113. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a free highway bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near Hastings, Minn.; and 

H. R. 16115. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the Panola-Quitman Drainage District to construct, main- 
tain, and operate a dam in Tallahatchie River; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

H. J. Res. 192. Joint resolution extending the provisions of 
sections 1, 2, 6, and 7 of the act of Congress entitled “An act 
to provide for the protection of forest lands, for the refor- 
estation of denuded areas, for the extension of national for- 
ests, and for other purposes, in order to promote the continu- 
ous production of timber on lands chiefiy suitable therefor,” 
to the Territory of Porto Rico; to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. 


STATE, JUSTICE, COMMERCE, AND LABOR DEPARTMENTS APPROPRI- 
ATIONS 


Mr. JONES. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses] may be substituted as a 
conferee on the State, Justice, Commerce, and Labor bill in 
place of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boram]. I ask that 
that be done at the request of the Senator from Idaho. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). 
Without objection, the substitution will be made. 


PAY OF EMPLOYEES REMOVED FOR BREACH OF CONTRACT 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Couzens in the chair) 
laid before the Senate the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill S. 3277, to provide against the with- 
holding of pay when employees are removed for breach of 
contract to render faithful service, which were, on page 1, 
line 5, after the word “ any,” to insert “ civil”; on the same 
page, line 7, to strike out the word “ Federal”; and on the 
same page, line 9, strike out the word “ Federal.” 

Mr. PHIPPS. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments of the House. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I inquire, what is the bill? 

Mr. PHIPPS. It is a Senate bill which has passed the 
House with certain amendments, which the Chair has laid 
before the Senate. It has to do with the withholding of pay 
of employees of the Post Office Department who are removed 
for breach of contract to render faithful service. The 
amendments of the House are intended to make certain that 
the bill shall apply to civil employees, so as to avoid mis- 
eraser ae J and so as not to include Army and Navy em- 
ployees. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Who ever conceived that 
an_employee of the Post Office Department is an Army 
employee? 

Mr. PHIPPS. The House can conceive of a great many 
things, but I do not see any objection to the amendments 
of the House and I hope the Senate will accept them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Colorado to concur in the House 
amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DISPOSITION OF EFFECTS OF DECEASED SOLDIERS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
4619) to authorize the disposition of effects of persons dying 
while subject to military law, which was to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the effects in the possession of the General Accounting 
Office of persons dying while subject to military law, including 
papers of value, sabers, insignia, decorations, medals, watches, 
trinkets, manuscripts, and other articles valuable chiefly as keep- 
sakes, including those of deceased inmates of the Soldiers’ Home 
dying in any United States military hospital, where sent from said 
home for treatment, and similar effects hereafter received by the 
War Department under the provisions of the act of June 4, 1920 
(41 Stat. L. 809; U. S. C., title 10, sec. 1584), as amended, shall be 
delivered to the Soldiers’ Home; that. wills or other papers in- 
volving property rights shall be promptly delivered to proper 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


FEBRUARY 17 


courts of record; that the remaining effects, if the heirs or legal 
representatives can not be ascertained, shall be retained by the 
home intact until three years from the date of the death of the 


egal rep: 
daughter, father (provided the father has 
support of his family), mother, brother, sister, 
the next of kin in the order named, or beneficiary named in the 
will of the deceased, upon the establishment to the satisfaction 
home of a right thereto. 


lished on behalf of said deceased, his heirs, or legal representatives: 
Provided, That decorations, medals, and citations shall not be 
sold, but shall be disposed of as in section (b) following. 

(b) That such of said effects as at the expiration of five years 
from date of death of deceased have neither been sold nor a 
right thereto established on behalf of the deceased shall be finally 

of by said home in such manner as in the interest of the 
public it deems most fitting, helpful, and appropriate, either 
by permanent retention thereof, distribution to the Veterans’ 
Administration, State or other military homes, museums, or other 
appropriate institutions, or by their destruction, if, in the opinion 
of the board of commissioners thereof, they no longer possess any 


value. 

(c) That the net proceeds received by the home from the sale 
of such effects shall be covered into the Treasury to the benefit 
of the fund “ Soldiers’ Home permanent fund (trust fund),” and 
such principal fund as thus augmented shall draw interest at 3 
per cent per annum, payable quarterly to the treasurer of the 

ome. 

Sec. 3. (a) Claims for the net proceeds of effects may be filed 
with the General Accounting Office at any time prior to the ex- 
piration of six years from date of death of such deceased for 
action as authorized by law in the settlement of the accounts of 
deceased officers and enlisted men of the Army (act of June 30, 
1906; 34 Stat. 750; U. S. C., title 10, sec. 868), and, if not so filed, 
are barred from being acted on either by the courts or the ac- 
counting officers. 

(b) All claims for the net proceeds of such effects which are 
allowed by the General Accounting Office shall be certified to the 
treasurer of the home for payment by check, in the amount thus 
found due and accrued interest thereon, from the fund “ Soldiers’ 
Home permanent fund (trust fund),” hereby ap ted there- 
for in such amount as necessary. No claim thus allowed or paid 
shall exceed the net proceeds and accrued interest derived from 
the particular estate and covered into the Treasury 


in section 1 hereof, shall be transferred therefrom to the Soldiers’ 
Home to provide for the protection and safe-keeping of such 
effects. 


Sec. 5. All laws and parts of laws, in so far as in conflict here- 
with, are repealed. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, this is a bill originating in the 
Senate, to take care of the-effects of those who died in 
military service and military hospitals. 

There are thousands of parcels of deceased soldiers still 
stored in the War Department, some of them dating back 
to deaths of soldiers which occurred during the Civil War. 
It is highly desirable that they be disposed of. There is no 
useful purpose served in keeping them. The House has 
agreed to the bill of the Senate, merely shortening the time 
the articles must be held. For example, they cut it down 
from 5 years to 3, and then the time within which the pro- 
ceeds of the sale of anything disposed of may be claimed is 
cut down from 10 years to 6 years. 

In effect, the House agrees to the Senate bill. The most 
careful safeguards are put in to protect the rights of the 
relatives, if there are any relatives, and also to avoid the 
sale of decorations. 

I move that the Senate concur in the House amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


UNDISPOSED-OF PORTION OF CAMP TAYLOR, KY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 4636) to authorize the Secretary of War to resell the 
undisposed of portion of Camp Taylor, Ky., approximately 
328 acres, and also to authorize the appraisal of property 
disposed of under authority contained in the acts of Con- 
gress approved July 9, 1918, and July 11, 1919, and for other 
purposes, which were, on page 1, line 3, after the word 
“ authorized,” to insert “, after due advertisement”; on 
page 1, line 3, to strike out all after the word “to” down 
to and including the word “ Government,” in line 5, and 
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insert “sell at public auction, for cash, but at not less than 
the appraised value; on page 1, line 7, to strike out “sold” 
and insert “ attempted to be sold”; on page 2, line 2, after 
the word “ appraised,” to insert “again”; on page 2, line 
3, to strike out resale and insert “sale”; on page 2, line 
4, to strike out “resale” and insert “sale”; on page 2, line 
5, after the word “fund,” to insert: Provided, That here- 
after no real estate of the War Department shall be sold 
or disposed of without authority of Congress, and all exist- 
ing acts.or parts thereof in conflict with this proviso, other 
than special acts for the sale of stated tracts of land, are 
hereby repealed’: and on page 2, to strike out lines 6 to 
21, inclusive. 

Mr. REED.. Mr. President, the. Senate bill proposed to 
allow the sale of this part of Camp Taylor at private sale 
after an appraisement had been had. The sale was to be 
made at not less than the appraised value. The change 
made by the House in the first amendment provides simply 
for a public sale at not less than the appraised value. As 
it comes to about the same thing in the end,.I hope the 
Senate will concur in the House amendment. 

The second amendment repeals all general authority 
which the War Department may now have to make sale of 
real estate without a special act of Congress. The War 
Department, whose authority would thus be reduced, is sat- 
isfied to have the change made, and recommends concur- 
rence in the House amendment. 

Therefore, I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, are there 
general statutes authorizing the sale of real estate by the 
War Department? 

Mr. REED. Some were passed after the war, when we 
were getting rid of a large number of cantonments, but 
there is no longer any necessity for them, because very few 
pieces of land come up for sale nowadays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ERADICATION OF MEDITERRANEAN FRUIT FLY 


Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, there is a measure on the 
calendar that will take about two minutes to pass. The bill 
was reported from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry with amendments and its passage as amended is rec- 
ommended by the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
and it is also approved by the Agricultural Department. I 
am anxious to get the bill to the House, and ask that it be 
put upon its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 6119) to provide for an investigation and 
report of losses resulting from the campaign for the eradica- 
tion of the Mediterranean fruit fly, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry with 
amendments. 

The amendments were, on page 1, line 4, before the word 
individuals to strike out “three” and insert five,” and 
in line 5, after the name “Secretary of Agriculture” to 
strike out one of whom shall be a representative of the 
United States Department of Agriculture and who shall be 
chairman of the board, one of whom shall be a representa- 
tive of the department of agriculture of the State of 
Florida and who shall be the person named and recom- 
mended by the commissioner of agriculture of the State of 
Florida, and one of whom shall be an outstanding fruit and 
vegetable grower and resident of Florida to be named by the 
Secretary of Agriculture with the approval of the commis- 
sioner of agriculture of the State of Florida” and in lieu 
thereof to insert “two of whom shall be representatives of 
the Department of Agriculture (one to be chairman of the 
board), two citizens of the State of Florida, and one man at 
large,” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That a board is hereby created, to be known 
as the Mediterranean Fruit Fly Board, to be composed of five 
individuals, to be appointed by the Secretary of Agriculture, two 
of whom shall be representatives of the Department of Agricul- 
ture (one to be chairman of the board), two citizens of the State 
of Florida, and one man at large. Any vacancy occurring in the 
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board shall be filled in the same manner as the original appoint- 
ment. Each member of the board, other than members holding 
office under the State or Federal Government, shall receive com- 
pensation at the rate of $10 pér day while actually employed on 
the busipess of the board. The board shall cease to exist upon 
transmitting its report under section 2 of this act. 

Src. 2. The board is authorized and directed to (1) conduct a 
complete investigation and survey of all losses sustained by grow- 
ers and farmers in the State of Florida resulting from the cam- 
paign to eradicate the Mediterranean fruit fly in such State; (2) 
receive claims for losses sustained by such persons in the State 
of Florida by reason of such campaign, supported by such proof 
as the board by regulation may prescribe; (3) report the facts 
and make findings upon such claims as to the amount of actual 
and necessary loss sustained; and (4) transmit to the Secretary of 
Agriculture not later than September 30, 1931, or at the com- 
mencement of any special session of Congress, if one is convened 
prior thereto, a report of the survey and its findings in respect 
of claims for such losses: Provided, That such report and finding 
shall serve as information only and not be binding on the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture or Congress. The Secretary of Agriculture 
shall at the first regular or special session of Congress thereafter 
transmit such report of survey to Congress, together with such 
recommendations as he may, in his judgment, deem advisable. 

Sec. 3. The board may, with the approval of the Secretary of 
Agriculture, appoint and fix the compensation (without regard to 
the civil service laws and regulations or to the classification act 
of 1923, as amended) of such employees, and may, with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of Agriculture, make such expenditures, 
including expenditures for travel and subsistence expenses, for 
personal services at the seat of government and elsewhere, and for 
printing and binding, as are necessary for the efficient execution 
of its functions under this act. All expenses of the board shall 
be allowed and paid upon the presentation of itemized vouchers 
therefor approved by the chairman of the board and the Secretary 
of Agriculture. 

Sec. 4. The expenditures authorized by this act shall be paid 
from the funds appropriated for the eradication and extermina- 
tion of the Mediterranean fruit fly, heretofore made. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 


was read the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Chaffee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
passed without amendment the following bills of the Senate: 

S. 4799. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of bridges across the Missouri 
River at or near Farnam Street, Omaha, Nebr., and at or 
near South Omaha, Nebr.; 

S. 5887. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at Mound City, III.; 

S. 5921. An act authorizing Dalles City, a municipal cor- 
poration, its successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge across the Columbia River at or near 
The Dalles, Oreg.; and 

S. 5952. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River approximately midway between the cities of Owens- 
boro, Ky., and Rockport, Ind. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the amendment of the 
House No. 3 to the bill (S. 2231) to reserve certain lands 
on the public domain in Arizona for the use and benefit of 
the Papago Indians, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
House to the bill (S. 4051) authorizing the Pillager Bands 
of Chippewa Indians residing in the State of Minnesota to 
submit claims to the Court of Claims. 


CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, the reading of an inter- 
view yesterday by the Senator from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD], 
in connection with which he discussed the question of prohi- 
bition, and the fact that the Senate is always interested in 
the subject of ordered society, justify me in addressing the 
Senate upon a matter which is of nation-wide interest. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me 
to suggest the absence of a quorum? 

Mr. WAGNER. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. McNARY. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll 
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The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Ashurst Frazier La Follette Shortridge 
Barkley George 111 Smith 
Bingham Glass McKellar Smoot 
Black Glenn McNary Steiwer 
Blaine ff Stephens 
Blease Goldsborough Morrison Swanson 
Borah Gould Morrow Thomas, Idaho 
Bratton Hale oses Thomas, Okla. 
Brock Harris Norbeck Townsend 
Bro Harrison Norris Trammell 
Bulkley Hastings Nye dings 
Capper Hatfield Oddie Vandenberg 
Caraway wes Partridge agner 
Carey Hayden Patterson Walcott 
Copeland Hebert Pine alsh, 
Couzens Pittman Walsh, Mont 
Howell Waterman 
Dale Johnson Watson 
Davis Jones Robinson, Ark. Wheeler 
Dill Kean Robinson, Ind. 
Fess Kendrick Sheppard 
Pletcher pstead 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). 
Eighty-six Senators having answered to their names, a 
quorum is present, The Senator from New York has the 
floor. 


PROHIBITION—-THE WICKERSHAM REPORT 


Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, during the past month 
public attention has been absorbed by the mysterious dis- 
crepancies of the Wickersham report and. by the political 
significance of the President's commentaries, both personal 
and vicarious, on its recommendations, These mysteries 
have not yet been resolved. Time, however, has allayed 
the curiosity which they aroused. It is now possible, there- 
fore, to redirect public attention and to bring it into focus 
on the judgment which the law enforcement commission 
passes upon the prohibition experiment. My own study of 
the document has convinced me that we shall all before 
long be forced into an intimate familiarity with every para- 
graph and every sentence it contains, for it is bound to 
become indispensable as the authoritative text in the on- 
coming national reconsideration of the wisdom of the eight- 
eenth amendment. 

The report is the beginning of the end. So I prophesy 
will it be designated in the concluding chapter of the sorrow- 
ful story of national prohibition which is about to be 
written. 

The primary and outstanding conclusion of the commission 
is that the experiment in nation-wide prohibition has been 
a dismal failure. It is not the novelty of new discovery that 
gives extraordinary value to this finding. Thousands of in- 
vestigators and observers have independently come to the 
same decision. None of them, however, had the same facili- 
ties for inquiry that were available to the commission. None 
but the commission had access and recourse to all the vari- 
ous sources of information. Most of the others were advo- 
éates; the commission sat in judgment. It is that which 
invests with authority the conclusion which it reached after 
18 months of investigation and deliberation. 

Let me but read three short sentences which adequately 
describe the one all-important fact that crystallizes out of 
the long investigation. The commission says (p. 39): 

The conclusion is that enforcement is not reaching the sources 
of production and distribution so as materially to affect the supply. 

And again (p. 37): 

Organized distribution has outstripped organized enforcement. 


And again— 
As things are at present— 


Says the commission— 
there is virtual local option. 


President Hoover has once before called prohibition an 
experiment. He called it that again in his message to Con- 
gress transmitting the Wickersham report. Nation-wide ab- 
stinence—that was the new entity that we sought to create 
in the experimental laboratory. How did we proceed? We 
embellished the policy of total abstinence with the dignity 
and sanctity of the Constitution. We made disregard of that 
policy a crime. We created for its purposes a targer organi- 
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zation than we have ever employed for the enforcement of 
any other criminal statute. We arrested our citizens by the 
hundred thousand. We poured into the prohibition test tube 
millions of dollars and thousands of men. We strengthened 
the mixture with violations of constitutional guaranties and 
garnished it with spying and wire tapping. We poisoned 
the alcohol that we knew would reach our people. A friendly 
Congress has for a dozen years withheld no requested in- 
gredient to bring success to the experiment. And now for 
18 months the commission has been searching to find the 
total abstinence we intended to produce. Instead it has 
found local option and in addition these by-products of the 
great experiment: Growing intemperance; corruption, the 
like of which this country has never known; general lawless- 
ness which threatens to overwhelm organized government. 

Mr. President, it is time to face these facts not with ` 
obstinacy but with courage. The time for pretense has 
expired. We can no longer continue in the illusion of suc- 
cess. We must now deal with the reality of failure. Let us 
be frank with ourselves in answering this question. Had 
the Sixty-fifth Congress, which so enthusiastically and hope- 
fully submitted the eighteenth amendment for ratification 
by the States, been endowed with superhuman vision so that 
each of its Members could then read the text of the report 
which is now before us, would a solitary vote have been cast 
in favor of the prohibition resolution? There can be but 
one answer to that question. And if we have faith in the 
common sense and good judgment of the American people 
we are driven to the conclusion that the same facts which 
would have been sufficient to keep the amendment out of the 
Constitution will prove sufficient to take it out of the Con- 
stitution. 

What were the causes that brought on the collapse of the 
prohibition adventure? Were they minor defects of the law? 
Did they consist of reparable shortcomings in the machin- 
ery? No one can read the Wickersham report and continue 
to harbor any doubts of the total hopelessness of any such 
effort. No quantity of lawmaking, no amount of tinkering 
with machinery could possibly have availed against the 
N which wrought the undoing of the eighteenth amend- 
ment. 

Like the steady beat of a drum accompanying a martial 
band so is repeated in the report the thought that there is 
an economic side to the failure of enforcement; that in 
the satisfaction of the illicit demand for liquor fortunes - 
have been made. Beneath the commission’s reserved and 
dignified statement of that fact crouches the ugly reality 
that we all know. The golden flow of profits having its 
headwaters in this illicit traffic has irrigated the whole soil 
of criminal activity and has caused it to yield a bumper 
crop of every form of criminality. Engaged in the harvest 
are a host of racketeers, gangsters, and gunmen who threaten 
the supremacy of organized law. In illicit liquor organized 
crime has found a venture that pays real dividends. 

The distribution of this forbidden fruit has become in 
point of income one of America’s major industries; where, 
however, competition or combination is outside the purview 
of any Federal trade commission, where disputes are be- 
yond the pale of the law, to be settled only by the rule of 
the jungle. The eighteenth amendment, more than any 
other single factor, has provided the finances which have 
turned organized crime into big business. The people of the 
United States are suffering from its keen oppression. They 
are resentful that a rigid constitutional provision renders 
futile their attempts to rid themselves of this public enemy. 
It is not liquor they demand but Government—Government 
that is not obliged to share its sovereignty with the racketeers. 

Intimately bound up with this economic aspect of the 
failure of the law is the problem of public opinion. In fact, 
this report may well be termed the renaissance of official 
regard for public sentiment. Again and again the commis- 
sion does not weary of reiterating, collectively, and indi- 
vidually, that the prohibition experiment can not possibly 
succeed without a favorable public opinion. It speaks of 
the need of State cooperation only to return to its theme 
that it is not to be expected in the face of local hostility to 
the rigorous standard imposed by the amendment. i 
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In his book, the Dry Decade, Mr. Charles Merz tells the 
story of the persistent attempt to bend public opinion to the 
Jaw. Three presidents in succession made the futile effort 
to persuade the American people that they must not choose 
what laws they would support. President Harding in 1920, 
President Coolidge in 1923, and President Hoover on at least 
four occasions attempted to secure respect for the prohibi- 
tion law by throwing about it the mantle of respect for all 
law. No one could quarrel with the sentiment; no one could 
have any doubt of the futility of the effort. Before an 
appeal could be made to the conscience of the American 
people to obey this law it would first have to find a place 
in the public conscience. That condition was never met. 
Quite the contrary. The killing of citizens by armed officers, 
the unlawful searches and seizures, the spying and the wire 
tapping, the bribery and the corruption of Federal, State, 
and municipal officials have sown resentment and hostility 
far and wide and converted enthusiasm for the law into 
apathy and apathy into opposition in the very house of its 
friends. Indeed, it is now announced that the Federal Gov- 
ernment itself has voluntarily abdicated the major portion of 
the field of enforcement. 

Even those who have been most ardent in their advocacy 
of prohibition must now realize that these streams of facts 
and events have converged into a stormy sea upon which the 
eighteenth amendment has been carried not to a haven of 
safety but to a rock of destruction. Already it lies bruised 
and battered beyond recognition and the pounding of the 
rising tide of hostility is rapidly completing the demolition. 
At last even they must see the utter folly of the course we 
have pursued. Surely, now, they must see that we have in the 
past decade been swirling about in a vicious circle. We 
wanted the Federal Government to impose prohibition be- 
cause many of the States would not do it; we wanted the 
States to enforce prohibition because the Federal Govern- 
ment could not do it. This ring of futility must be broken. 

In order to break it far bolder steps must be taken than 
the minor suggestions recommended in the commission re- 
port. 

We are asked to hire more men and spend more money. 
In all earnestness I ask, What purpose would that serve? 
Why heap more sacrifice upon the altar of hopelessness? 
We are asked to pass more laws with respect to the home 
production of fruit juices. Why should we do this useless 
thing? The commission reports that necessity compels the 
abandonment of enforcement in the home. Does the com- 
mission by any chance expect that the outlawry of cider 
making in the country would help prevent home-brew in 
the city, or is its recommendation no more than an ex- 
pression of an esthetic desire for symmetry in the pro- 
gram of nullification? 

Whether we appropriate more money, whether we pass 
more laws, those are not the vital questions. We are now 
concerned with a far more important question of choosing 
an entirely new policy in lieu of the one we are about to 

What shall we have in the place of the frustrated 
attempt to secure nation-wide abstinence? 

There was for a time some doubt as to what the commis- 
sion recommended with respect to that matter of funda- 
mental policy. The confusion was induced by two docu- 
ments which accompanied the report of the commission. 
The first was the President’s message to Congress transmit- 
ting the report. The second was a paper entitled Conclu- 
sions and Recommendations.” I shall not take the time of 
the Senate to establish that the President’s message failed 
completely to express the true decision of the commission. 
On that point I have prepared a memorandum, which I ask 
to have printed as part of my remarks. 

MEMORANDUM 

Any analysis of the recommendations of the commission 
must begin by disentangling the several documents that are 
included with the report. 

The first is the President’s message transmitting the re- 
port to the Congress; the second is a document entitled 
“Conclusions and Recommendations.” The third is the 
Teport proper, and the fourth is the compilation of individ- 
ual statements by the commissioners. 
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In his message to Congress the President refers to the pro- 
posed revision of the eighteenth amendment in these words: 


I do, however, see serious objections to, and therefore must 
not be understood as recommending, the commission's proposed 
revision of the eighteenth amendment which is suggested by 
them for possible consideration at some future time if the con- 
tinued effort at enforcement should not prove successful. 

From that statement of the President one would naturally 
infer that the commission recommended, first, that there 
should be further effort at enforcement; second, if that 
should not prove successful, then at some time in the future 
possible consideration should be given to the revision of the 
eighteenth amendment. 

This raises the inquiry, Wherefrom did the President de- 
rive the idea that the commission’s proposed revision was 
intended for possible consideration in the “future” if“ 
enforcement should fail? 

Where did he secure the “possible,” the “future,” and 
the o if 2 

Did he derive these words from the document entitled 
“Conclusions and Recommendations”? That, however, 
strangely enough, does not contain any commission recom- 
mendation with respect to revision. It is limited to a state- 
ment that some of the commission believe that further trial 
should be made before revision is attempted, while others of 
the commission are convinced that the amendment should 
be revised immediately. There is not a word in this state- 
ment which would indicate whether and how the commis- 
sion voted as a body on the question of immediate or post- 
poned revision. 

Nor is there any word which justifies the use of the lan- 
guage “ possible consideration” in the President’s message. 
For even those who favor further trial make the straight- 
forward statement that “if after such trial effective en- 
forcement is not secured there should be a revision of the 
amendment.” 

Could the President possibly have come to his conclusion 
as to the meaning of the commission from the separate 
statements of the commissioners? That is even less plaus- 
ible. In the separate opinions of the commissioners we find 
this state of affairs: Seven commissioners are in favor of 
immediate change; three commissioners favor a test of pub- 
lic sentiment by submitting a proposal of repeal for rati- 
fication by the States. One is opposed to any immediate 
constitutional action. 

The same 11 commissioners divide up in this manner: 

Six favor immediate revision. 

Four advocate that further trial be had. 

One advocates immediate repeal without accepting the 
alternative of revision. 

There is nothing in this poll, with its clear majority for 
immediate revision and its greater majority for immediate 
change, to explain or justify the language used by the 
President in his message. 

Is it possible that Mr. Hoover arrived at his interpreta- 
tion of the meaning of the commission from the text of the 
report proper? The only place in the text of the report 
where revision is considered is in chapter 9, entitled “ The 
Proposed Alternatives to the Present System.” 

The commission states four such alternatives, namely, (1) 
repeal of the amendment; (2) repeal or modification of the 
Volstead Act; (3) improvement in personnel and organiza- 
tion; and (4) revision of the eighteenth amendment. These 
alternatives are disposed of in the following manner: 

(1) Repeal is rejected in two plainly spoken sentences. 
(2) It indicates its objections to the repeal or modification 
of the Volstead Act. (3) The judgment which it passes on 
the possibilities of improvement in personnel and organiza- 
tion is best stated in its own words: 


More men, more money, and more and better equipment for the 
enforcing agencies would undoubtedly achieve much, but no im- 
provement in ery will avail without cooperation from the 

tes. This State cooperation will ultimately depend upon local 


margin of profit 
remains what it is, serious obstacles in the way of satisfactory 
enforcement will continue to be beyond the reach of improved 
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organization personnel and equipment and tightened statutory 
and administrative provisions. 

(4) It subdivides the fourth alternative, namely, revision, 
into four types. These are: 

First. Federal control and manufacture, distribution, and 
sale by Federal monopoly. 

Second. State option under Federal control. 

Third. State control by permitting the State to determine 
the definition of intoxicating liquor. 

Fourth. A dispensary system of distribution. 

For reasons best known to itself, the commission did not 
proceed to discuss these proposals in the order stated. In- 
stead it first rejected the third type, then the first, and then 
the fourth. That tended to conceal the fact that it had 
made no mention of the second—that is, State option under 
Federal control. The report as it now appears in print con- 
tains neither approval or disapproval of this second type of 
revision. The text, however, contains extraordinary internal 
evidence that at one time the report did contain definite 
approval of this type of revision. It is difficult otherwise to 
explain the language of the commission contained in the 
very same paragraph now under consideration, which reads 
(p. 81): 

Much of the difficulty comes from the rigidity of the eighteenth 
amendment and of the national prohibition act which prescribe 
one unbending rule for every part of the country and every type 
of community without regard to differences of situation or condi- 
tions or to public opinion. 

In its present context that sentence is almost incongruous. 
It is certainly not a reason for rejecting the several forms 
of revision. It would naturally follow, however, as a reason 
for approving immediate revision to permit the State the 
option of adopting some plan suitable to local conditions. 
The failure specifically to exclude the second type of revision, 
followed by words of praise for the Swedish system, and 
complaint of the rigidity of the eighteenth amendment, lead 
naturally to the inquiry whether at some point of its prog- 
ress the report did not in fact contain an outright declara- 
tion for immediate revision. 

The conclusion that it did is enforced by many corrobo- 
rating pieces of evidence: 

First. The actual count of the votes of the commissioners 
shows a clear majority for immediate revision. 

Second. The report states on page 28: 


The best assurance of stopping diversion would lie in some plan 
which would do away with the enormous profits of the illicit trade. 


That language obviously points to the plan proposed by 
Commissioner Anderson which is grounded primarily upon 
the elimination of private profit in the liquor traffic. 

Third. In speaking of the difficulties of enforcement the 
commission says on page 55: 

It will be perceived that some of them are due to differences of 
opinion as to total abstinence and could only be eliminated by 
bringing about a substantial unanimity on that subject through- 
out the land, or by conceding something to communities where 
public opinion is adverse thereto. 


Since the first alternative stated is rejected (p. 151) the 
remaining alternative naturally points to a recommendation 
in favor of some form of concession to the nonprohibition 
communities. 

Fourth. On page 70 the commission says: 

In our judgment, it is impossible to recede wholly from the 
eighteenth amendment. 

The use of the word “ wholly ” would seem to indicate a 
contemplated recommendation for a partial recession from 
the eighteenth amendment. 

Fifth. On page 49 the commission says: 

Means should be found of conserving the gains while adapting 


or making it possible to adapt legislation under the amendment 
to conditions and views of particular States. 


That language obviously indicates recommendation for 
immediate revision. 

Sixth. On page 80 the commission says: — 

So long as public opinion is adverse or indifferent in large cities 
and in many States, so long as there is no practicable means of 
reaching home manufacture (which may easily run into com- 
mercial manufacture), and so long as the of profit re- 
mains what it is, serious obstacles in the way of satisf: 


enforcement will continue to be beyond the reach of improved 
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This language is inconsistent with any proposal except 
that of immediate change. 

Seventh. Mr. McCormick’s statement on page 157: 

I am in accord with all of the conclusions and recommendations 
except that in which a revision of the eighteenth amendment ig 
suggested immediately. 

Eighth. Mr. Grubb’s statement on page 115: 


I join in the findings of facts and all the ultimate conclusions 
of the general report of the commission (except that recommending 
that the amendment be revised immediately, without awaiting a 
further trial), but not in all of the general observations. 


Ninth. Mr. Mackintosh’s statement on page 151: 


And while the majority of this commission think that even 
with further increase 
added 


not become nationally effective * 

Tenth. Mr. Anderson’s statement on page 99: 

I concur in the recommendation of the report that the eight- 
eenth amendment be modified as therein stated. 

It is regrettable that so much effort should be n 
to discover the mind of the commission. It is fairly plain 
that, irrespective of the avenue of approach the President 
used, he did not accurately report the views of the commis- 
sion in his message to the Congress. The recommendation 
of the commission is for the immediate abandonment of the 
eighteenth amendment and the substitution of the new 
amendment which it proposes. 

IMMEDIATE ABANDONMENT RECOMMENDED 


Suffice it to say that it is now fully verified that the 
commission recommended the immediate abandonment of 
the policy of national prohibition by substituting in lieu 
of the eighteenth amendment another amendment which 
conferred power upon Congress to regulate and prohibit the 
liquor traffic. Under the revised amendment the importa- 
tion, manufacture, transportation, and sale of intoxicating 
beverages would be lawful and permissible except only to 
the extent that they were prohibited by Congress or by the 
States. The issue which that proposal raises, Mr. President, 
is no longer whether we are able to take so revolutionary a 
step. The issue is: Does the recommended step go far 
enough? Is revision but half a step that will soon have to 
be completed? What answer does the commission provide 
to this question? Substantially, the argument of the com- 
mission is this. We have had neither observance nor en- 
forcement. Observance can not be had without a change 
in public opinion which is now improbable. Enforcement 
by the Federal Government alone is impossible. Cooperation 
of the States is conditioned on public opinion which in many 
places is adverse. Consequently, the experiment in impos- 
ing one rigid rule of abstinence upon the entire continent 
has failed. Allowance must hereafter be made for local 
differences. 

If the reasoning were to stop at this point it is obvious 
that the logical remedy is not revision but the remission of 
the entire problem to the States by outright repeal of the 
amendment. Only then could we be secure against the at- 
tempt to impose a single standard upon all the States. 

The commission apparently realized the logic of this sit- 
uation and was therefore careful to add an additional reason 
to explain why it halted at revision and did not follow 
through to repeal. That reason is its fear of the return of 
the saloon. 

“ Repeal of the eighteenth amendment,” says the commis- 
sion (p. 76), “would not conserve the achieved benefits of 
national prohibition,” namely (p. 73), “the closing of the 
old-time saloon.” 

Mr. Anderson (on p. 98), Mr. Wickersham (on p. 161), 
Mr. McCormick (on p. 156), Mr. Loesch (on p. 149), Mr. 
Grubb (on p. 116), all give expression to the same thought. 

The commission does not attempt to dispose of the objec- 
tions raised by Mr. Lemann; that under congressional con- 
trol the liquor question would play a part in Federal elec- 
tions; that the same public opinion which renders objec- 
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tionable the eighteenth amendment would render objection- 
able dny attempt at a uniform rule by Congress; that the 
Federal Government will no more be able itself to prevent 
private traffic in intoxicants with a revised amendment than 
with the original amendment; that the real reason why we 
have accomplished the abolition of the saloon is that public 
opinion backed its destruction. The majority of the com- 
mission fully recognizes the risks of uniformity, the risks of 
noncooperation, the risks of nullification, and the unwisdom 
of using the Constitution as an instrument for experimenta- 
tion. They would logically have recommended repeal. They 
were held back by the fear of the saloon. And I do not 
quarrel with the commission’s determination that the elimi- 
nation of the saloon must be perpetuated. 

The one subject within the field of prohibition contro- 
versy on which there is unanimity of opinion is that the 
saloon shall not return. There is not a responsible citizen 
in the United States who would for one moment consider 
its restoration. That would be a serious step backward 
which the American people will never be persuaded to take. 

THE PROPOSAL 

The need to-day is not a return to the days before pro- 
hibition but a forward movement to follow up the elimina- 
tion of the saloon with the eradication of the speak-easy. 
Suppose, however, that genuine assurance could be had that 
remission of the problem to the States would not involve 
the return of the saloon. Would not the single objection 
to the commission’s recommendation of outright repeal be 
removed? Such assurance can be had. It is conceded that 
no fears need be entertained with respect to the score of 
States that now live under local constitutional prohibition. 
The remaining States would, I feel confident, be willing by 
local constitutional amendment to render impossible the 
yestoration of the saloon upon achieving freedom from Fed- 
eral interference in their own working out of the problem 
of temperance. Such assurance could be given by a State 
in the exercise of its own wisdom in a variety of ways: 

First. It might conceivably adopt state-wide prohibition. 

Second. It might simply prohibit the private traffic in 
intoxicating beverages. 

Third. It might adopt the details of a plan for State 
dispensation. 

Fourth. It might erect a public corporation modeled on 
the Port Authority of the Port of New York to import, 
manufacture, and distribute such beverages. 

Fifth. It might adopt any other device now known or 
unknown as long as it is inconsistent with the return of 
the saloon. 

In other words, what I propose is the repeal of the 
eighteenth amendment accompanied by concurrent action 
on the part of nonprohibition States to insure the conserva- 
tion of the one achievement of national prohibition. There 
are a number of methods of securing such joint action by 
the States and Congress. It would be premature to make a 
choice at this time. 

Should such a program of repeal and concurrent action 
by the States be adopted it would meet every ultimate 
requirement laid down by the Wickersham commission. 

To be specific, the requirements laid down by the commis- 
sion are that any change should (p. 81): 

First. Give scope for trying out plans adjusted to local 
situations. This program does it. 

Second. Conserve the benefits derived from the repression 
of the saloon and yet permit, where demanded by public 
opinion, general or local control of intoxicating beverages. 
This program accomplishes it. . 

Third. Do away with the enormous margin of profit which 
is at the bottom of widespread corruption and lawlessness. 
This program achieves it. 

Fourth. Allay the sources of resentment. This program 
permits it. 

Fifth. Relax the strain on judicial and penal machinery. 
This program makes it possible. 

Sixth. Permit the return to prohibition as communities 
become ready for it. This program leaves that course 
readily available. In addition this plan would take prohi- 
bition out of Federal politics, where it does not belong. It 
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would bring to an end the foolhardy Federal experiment in a 
matter of local policing. It would afford adequate protection 
to prohibition States. Finally, it would be in line with the 
current of present public opinion, which is for repeal and 
not for revision. 

Personally, I believe in temperance. I regard self-imposed 
moderation, self-control, and self-discipline the stuff of 
which character is built. That is the prevailing view in 
many of our States; others advocate a policy of repression 
and abstinence. Under the plan I propose both groups of 
States are left free to build the kind of civilization their citi- 
5 0 desire. Under the present régime we have hindered 

The question of public opinion is particularly vital. 
Chairman Wickersham in his report (p. 162) correctly called 
it the “crucial inquiry.” He said: 

The crucial inquiry is whether it is too late 
for any more favorable turn in public opinion * * . 

Surely Mr. Wickersham is not so sanguine that he can 
expect such a turn from the several very modest proposals 
for improvement contained in his report. Public opinion 
to-day is flowing entirely in the other direction. It is too 
late for revision. Public opinion has already passed that 
post. It is now headed straight for repeal. The evidence of 
that is written plain and large for all who wish to read it. 
Eleven and a quarter million votes were cast in the election 
of 1930 in favor of candidates committed to repeal and in 
favor of repeal in referenda on that question. In 1928 only 
15 Senators were willing to vote to submit a repeal proposal 
for ratification by the States. In 1930 the number, I under- 
stand, had grown to 19. In the Seventy-first Congress there 
were 76 Representatives ready to vote for repeal. In the 
Seventy-second Congress there are, I am told, 146. In 1928 
there were five States that had either demanded repeal by 
referendum or were without local enforcement acts. In 1930 
there were eight such States. In 1928 not a single party 
platform demanded repeal of the eighteenth amendment. 
In 1930 17 platforms demanded repeal and 2 platforms 
agreed to abide by the results of referenda which were de- 
termined in both cases in favor of repeal. Nor should we 
underestimate the report made by the commission that votes 
taken in colleges— 
show an attitude of hostility to and contempt for the law on the 


part of those who are not unlikely to be the leaders in the next 
generation. 


Repeal is the order of the day. That is the realistic fact. 

I have listened with patience to the repeated assertions 
upon this floor of the doctrine of impossibility. You tell me 
repeal is impossible. I answer you it is inevitable. You tell 
me that a small minority of the States can prevent it. I 
know they can, but I am sure they will not. The same suc- 
cession of events, the same common sense which have per- 
suaded 11,000,000 of voters that national prohibition is a 
mistake will have their effect on the rest of our people. 
There is not a State in the Union which is immune to the 
persuasiveness of common logic and the demands of national 
welfare. This selfsame argument of impossibility was once 
before used upon the converse of this very question. It 
proved a delusion then and so it will prove again. 

Now that the issue has become sharp and clear we hear 
the political counsel of silence. We are told that there is 
more harmony in evasion. Perhaps there is. But there is 
no genuine lasting cohesion except that of common faith in 
a significant principle. When a political organization ceases 
to rely on that it no longer constitutes a party; it becomes an 
empty conspiracy. No, the issue can not be evaded. No 
great question in American history that has divided the 
people has ever been disposed of by evasion or avoidance. 
This one will not prove an exception. It must be faced 
and it will be faced under courageous leadership. That, un- 
fortunately, we can not expect from our President. 

Mr. President, with the report of the Wickersham Com- 
mission in his hand Mr. Hoover had a rare opportunity to 
exercise his prerogative and lead a grateful people out of the 
morass of criminality, corruption, and hypocrisy in which 
we have been bogged for 11 years. He has thrown it away. 


to hope 
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‘He made haste to disown the commission he had himself 
so hopefully created. In fairness it should be stated that 
he but returned the compliment which the commission had 
already paid to him. Before Mr. Hoover rejected the com- 
mission the commission had thoroughly and completely re- 
jected Mr. Hoover. It was Mr. Hoover who attempted in 
each successive speech on the subject to dilute the prohibi- 
tion inquiry in a general investigation into law enforcement. 
The commission discarded this thesis and treated prohibi- 
tion as a unique problem, different from the problem of 
enforcement of the criminal law generally. Mr. Hoover's 
repeated references to the investigation regularly gave en- 
couragement to those who advocated that the commission 
should limit its investigation to the tools of enforcement. 
The commission delved deeply into the problem of enforce- 
ability. It was President Hoover who cherished the great 
experiment. The commission pronounced it a failure. For 
all that Mr. Hoover might still have retrieved his place. He 
might have cited his letter to Doctor Thompson that the vital 
question of public action was the discovery and promulga- 
tion of truth, confessed his error and stepped to the head of 
the line. He has chosen to stay behind, the defender of an 
old order, a discredited cause. 

But the American people will move on—led by those who 
are clear eyed and broad visioned, and willing to join in a 
common effort, to prevent a return to the evils of the past, 
and assure our deliverance from the evils of the present. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLU- 
TION SIGNED 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Haltigan, one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker had 
affixed his signature to the following enrolled bills and joint 
resolution, and they were signed by the Vice President: 

S. 2854. An act for the relief of Mrs. A. K. Root; 

S. 5069. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
deliver to the State of Utah the silver service which was 
in use on the battleship Utah; 

S. 5138. An act to amend the organic act of Porto Rico, 
approved March 2, 1917; 


S. 5246. An act to amend the act entitled “An act for the | Borah 
erection of a tablet or marker to be placed at some suitable | Brock 


point between Hartwell, Ga., and Alfords Bridge in the 
county of Hart, State of Georgia, on the national highway 
between the States of Georgia and South Carolina, to com- 
memorate the memory of Nancy Hart; 

S. 5314. An act to amend the Federal highway act; 

S. 5456. An act to extend the time for construction of a 


free highway bridge across the Sabine River where Louisiana | Dale 


Highway No. 21 meets Texas Highway No. 45; 


S. 5457. An act authorizing the State of Louisiana and the | Fess 


State of Texas to construct, maintain, and operate a free 
highway bridge across the Sabine River where Louisiana 
Highway No. 6 meets Texas Highway No. 21; 

S. 5519. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
Louisville & Nashville Railroad Co. to construct, maintain, 
and operate a railroad bridge across the Tennessee River at 
or near Danville, Tenn.; 

S. 5557. An act to amend the act of May 23, 1930 (46 Stat. 
378) ; 

S. 5688. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of New Hampshire to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge or dike across Little Bay at or near Fox Point; 

S. 5817. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to lend 
War Department equipment for use at the Thirteenth Na- 
tional Convention of the American Legion at Detroit, Mich., 
during the month of September, 1931; and 

S. J. Res. 183. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary 
of Agriculture to cooperate with the Territories of the United 
States under the provisions of sections 1 and 2 of the act of 
Congress entitled “An act to provide for the protection of 
forest lands, for the reforestation of denuded areas, for the 
extension of national forests, and for other purposes, in 
order to promote the continuous production of timber on 
lands chiefly suitable therefor.” 
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ROUTINE BUSINESS—CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. VANDENBERG, Mr. BRATTON, and others addressed 
the Chair. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Michigan yield to me for just one moment to submit a 
report? 
aon: VANDENBERG. I do not know whether I was recog- 

Mr. CARAWAY. Oh, yes; the Senator is recognized. He 
is on the Republican side. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). 
Does the Senator from New Mexico yield to the Senator 
from Alabama? 

Mr. BRATTON. I yield to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I send to the desk an amendment to the 
bonus bill, which I ask to have referred to the committee 
having the matter in charge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made. 

Mr, CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
me for just a moment? 

Mr. BRATTON. I yield. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Out of order, I ask unanimous consent 
to report from the Committee on Claims a bill for the 
calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be received and 
placed on the calendar. 

(The bill reported by Mr. Caraway appears under its ap- 
propriate heading.) 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. BRATTON. I yield to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. BLACK. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen- 
ators answered to their names: 


Ashurst George McGill Shortridge 

Barkley Glass McKellar Smith 

B Glenn McNary Smoot 

Black Goff toalf Steiwer 

Blaine Goldsborough Morrison Stephens 
Gould rrow Swanson 

Bratton Hale Moses Thomas, Idaho 
Harris Norbeck Thomas, Okla. 

Broussard Harrison Norris Townsend 

Bulkley Hastings Nye 

Capper Hatfield Oddie 

Caraway Hawes Partridge Vandenberg 

y Hayden Patterson Wagner 

Copeland bert Phipps Walcott 

Couzens Heflin e Walsh, Mass, 

Cutting Howell ttman Walsh, Mont. 
Johnson Ransdell Wa 

Davis Jones Watson 

Dill Kean Robinson, Ark. Wheeler 
Kendrick Robinson, Ind. 

Fletcher King iheppard 

Frazier La Follette Shipstead 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-six Senators having 
answered to their names, there is a quorum present. The 
Senator from New Mexico is entitled to the floor. 


THE DROUGHT SITUATION AND THE RED CROSS 


Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, I send forward a resolu- 
tion and ask that it be read. I shall then address myself 
to the subject matter of the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the clerk 
will read the resolution. 

The resolution (S. Res. 452) was read, as follows: 


Whereas the American Red Cross declared in a public statement 
that “the present drought situation has exceeded the ordinary 
hazards of farming to such an extent as to constitute a national 
disaster,” which calls for “a relief program that promises to 
exceed that of the great Mississippi Valley fiood of 1927, the record- 
making peace-time relief operation in American history“; 

Whereas over $17,000,000 was required to meet the emergency 
caused by the Mississippi Valley flood, which involved about 


supplement with a special collection of $10, 000,000, with which to 
meet the present emergency, which involves more than 1,000,000 
persons; 

Whereas the Secretary of War certified to Congress (as appears 
in the annual report of the Red Cross for the year ended June 30, 
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1930) that the National Red Cross had on hand at the beginning 
of its current fiscal year, July 1, cash and good securities amount- 
ing to $26,791,523.20, exclusive of chapter balances of $7,700,000 and 
substantially assured income for the current year (since largely 
realized) of $8,800,000, making the available resources of the Amer- 
ican Red Cross for the current year not less than $43,291,523.20; 

Whereas out of these large available resources it would be 
entirely feasible for the Red Cross to make an additional appro- 
priation of $15,000,000 to the cause in hand without jeopardizing 
its other activities; 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the United States Senate, with 
the view of bringing more adequate relief to the victims of the 
national disaster caused by the drought, and with the further 
view of safeguarding the “ well-defined place in the confidence 
of the people of the United States and throughout the world” 
established by the American Red Cross for itself, that the central 
committee of the Red Cross should immediately appropriate an 
eves $15,000,000 for drought relief out of its ordinary surplus 
unas. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, many of us supported the 
so-called compromise legislation to appropriate $25,000,000 
to be loaned to farmers in the drought-stricken areas. In 
doing that some of us felt that although such legislation 
would provide substantial relief, and would go a long way 
toward relieving the distressing conditions in those areas, we 
were conscious of the fact that it would not meet the needs 
of every sufferer in those regions. 

Under that legislation, loans can be made only upon sat- 
isfactory security. Accordingly, relief is placed upon a shelf 
so high that many worthy and needy people will be unable 
to reach it. I think, however, that we did a wise thing 
when we accepted the so-called compromise, because it was 
the best thing obtainable in the circumstances, 

Mr. President, there are workers in those areas, there are 
farmers in those areas, there are others in those areas, who 
will be denied any relief under that legislation because of 
their inability to supply security for loans. 

In addressing myself to this resolution, I do not minimize 
the importance of what has been done by the Red Cross 
throughout its history. It has a record of which we are 
proud. It is an institution of mercy. It is the organization 
which rushes in when disaster occurs, and relieves the pain, 
responds to the pangs of hunger, restores health, and other- 
wise ministers to the comforts of those involved in tragic 
events. 

It is my belief that the Red Cross should spur itself on- 
ward and forward in administering to those in the drought- 
stricken areas who are concededly in need. Much has been 
said about the resources of the Red Cross, its ability to re- 
spond, and consequently the degree with which it should 
serve those in the drought-stricken areas. 

The Senate Committee on Appropriations, responding to 
a resolution proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
La FOLLETTE], called Judge Payne before it and interrogated 
him regarding the resources of the Red Cross and its pro- 
gram in the drought-stricken areas. He stated to us then 
that the Red Cross had set aside $5,000,000 for that work 
and that he thought such sum would be adequate. He 
stated on that occasion that he thought a call for additional 
funds would be unnecessary. 

Of Judge Payne’s sincerity I raise no question, but the 
fact that within less than 10 days thereafter the Red Cross 
made a call throughout the country for contributions total- 
ing $10,000,000 serves to convince one that Judge Payne did 
not have an accurate concept of the situation at the time 
he appeared before the Senate Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Later Judge Payne appeared before the Appropriations 
Committee of the House of Representatives and when asked 
about the resources of the Red Cross available for use in 
the drought-stricken areas stated that the total resources 
for all purposes approximated $20,000,000. I desire to read 
what he said on that occasion: 


Mr. Brrns. Judge, I want to ask you this question, and I ask 
the question because I am not content to let it pass to the 
country that this proposed appropriation of $25,000,000 is caus- 
ing a failure on the part of the Red Cross to collect even $10,- 
000,000 as rapidly as it expected. I read in the Recorp the other 
day a statement made by a United States Senator, quoting from 
a report filed with the Speaker of the House, under the certifica- 
tion of the Secretary of War, that the Red Cross had a reserve 
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fund of more than $30,000,000, but it is not proposed, so far 
as any statement has been made, that that is to be used in this 


Now, do you not think, in these failing times, when everybody, 
rich and poor alike, are suffering in one way or another, that the 
mere fact that the Red Cross has that amount of money, if that 
statement be true, may have some effect upon some who other- 
wise would contribute and contribute very liberally, if they 
thought contributions were actually needed? 

Mr. Payne. I think anybody who knows the Red Cross knows 
that that is not true. 

Mr. Brrns. I am not vouching for it. I am telling you what 
I read in the Rrecorp, Judge. ™ 

Mr. Payne. I quite understand. There was published—well, I 
do not think it was a newspaper but it got into the newspapers— 
that we had $44,000,000, and it was necessary for us to make 
some explanation of what we had. Our explanation was pub- 
lished in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp and is available to every- 
body. This is true, if I may say it, if we had that much money 
I do not think the Senate would have tried to give us that 
$25,000,000. 

Mr. Byrns. The Senator made the positive statement and filed 
a list of $28,000,000, I think, of bonds owned by the Red Cross. 
That appears in the RECORD. 

The CHARMAN. Judge, have you any objection to stating what 
your permanent fund is upon which you do not draw but upon 
the return from which you rely for your operating fund? 

Mr. PAYNE. Our endowment fund, and the fund that is sub- 
stantially its equivalent, the two together, total somewhat in 
excess of $10,000,000; perhaps about $11,000,000. I do not re- 
member the exact figures. Then we have a fund of, roughly, 
$1,750,000, which has been set aside for the ex-service man’s job, 
which we are still doing on a very large scale. We have in our 
general fund for all sorts of conditions, including a disaster that 
might happen to-day, $4,600,000. That, roughly, is our situation. 

Mr. Hastrincs. What do all of those funds aggregate, if you 
have it in mind? 

2 PAYNE. They must run up to $20,000,000; something like 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This endowment fund of $11,000,000, is that 
available for expenditure in case of a disaster? 

Mr. Paxyne. Part of it not at all and part of it we could, I 
think, use. 


Then later: 


Mr. FRENCH. And you told us the amount was $10,000,000 plus? 

Mr. Payne. No; you misunderstood me. The amount of that is 
about $6,000,000. 

We have with that, which we treat as equivalent to an endow- 
ment fund, $5,000,000. But in response to a question by Mr. 
BUCHANAN I said we could use it. 

Mr. BucHanan. You mean the $5,000,000? 

Mr. Payne. Yes. 

Mr. BucHanan. But not the $6,000,000. 

Mr. Payne. Not at all. 

So in the statement thus made before the House com- 
mittee the chairman of the Red Cross stated that, roughly 
speaking, they had $20,000,000 for all purposes. 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand a statement of the re- 
sources of the Red Cross made on January 12 last by Mr. 
James K. McClintock, its vice chairman in charge of finance, 
in the presence of J. D. Cremer, jr., assistant director of 
the Red Cross disaster relief, also in the presence of Mercer 
G. Johnson, director of People’s Legislative Service. The 
statement is supported by the affidavit of Mr. Johnson to 
the effect that it was made by Mr. McClintock in the pres- 
ence of Mr. Johnson, showing that the resources of the 
Red Cross are $44,000,000, composed of these items: 

Balance in funds, $4,600,000; investment endowment, $11,- 
000,000; chapter and branch funds, $7,700,000; appropriated 
for drought, $5,000,000; committed, $4,800,000. These items 
aggregate $33,100,000. Added to that is expected revenue, 
$8,800,000, and that totals $41,900,000. Deducted from that 
is an item in this language: 

Spent to January 31, $2,100,000. 


Undoubtedly that refers to December 31 or January 3, be- 
cause the statement was made on January 12 and could not 
have included expenditures up to January 31. 

I hold in my hand a photostatic copy of the itemization 
thus made by Mr. McClintock, it being in his handwriting, 
showing that the Red Cross had on hand, including the 
amount expended to some date in January, $44,000,000. 
Can there be any doubt about the accuracy of that state- 
ment? I want to tell the Senate some of the items included 
in the assets as shown by the last report made by the Red 
Cross, certified to by the Secretary of War, as is required 
by the act of Congress. 
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On page 201 of the report is reflected the fact that the 
Red Cross had on hand cash in the sum of $807,223.19. It 
also had on hand, according to the report, Government 
bonds of the book value of $7,365,042.45. These were United 
States bonds, and in the following issues and respective 
amounts: 

First Liberty Loan 4% per cent bonds due June 15, 1947, 
$235,875. 

Fourth Liberty Loan 4% per cent bonds due October 15. 
1938, $3,782,296.05. 

United States Treasury notes, 3½ per cent series, due 
March 15, 1932, $2,500,000. 

United States Treasury notes, 342 per cent series, due 
September 15, 1932, $900,000. 

United States bonds, 336 per cent, due October 15, 1947, 
$2,444,000. 

Total, $7,365,042.45. 

Then follows a list of commercial securities, stocks, and 
bonds owned by the Red Cross, of the total aggregate book 
value of $12,367,961.17. In other words, the Government 
bonds and the private commercial securities owned by the 
Red Cross as of the date this report was submitted totaled 
$19,733,003.52. 

The report also reflects the fact that the Red Cross has 
an endowment fund totaling $6,251,296.49. The items to 
which I have already adverted, cash on hand $807,223.19, 
Government bonds $7,365,042.45, commercial bonds $12,367,- 
961.07, plus its endowment fund of $6,251,296.49, total 
$26,791,523.20. 

Added to that the balances in the various chapters of the 
Red Cross throughout the country of $7,700,000 and the 
expected income during the year, based upon the income of 
previous years of $8,800,000, would total $43,291,523.20. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Mexico yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. BRATTON. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator has included in that, has he 
not, the endowment fund of several million dollars? Of 
course he could not expect the Red Cross to use anything 
but the income from that fund. 

Mr. BRATTON. That is true. I have suggested in the 
resolution that the Red Cross could use $15,000,000, and 
that would not require any draft upon its endowment fund. 
I am merely stating the total resources of the Red Cross. 

By the financial report submitted, the Red Cross is shown 
to have a relief fund for disasters of $5,500,000. It also 
has a special reserve fund invested in securities of $5,000,- 
000. That is the fund to which Judge Payne. obviously re- 
ferred in his testimony before the House committee when 
he said that it could be used. It is called a special reserve 
fund. He catalogued it along with the endowment fund, 
but said the endowment fund is not subject to use, whereas 
the special reserve fund is subject to use. - 

Therefore, Mr. President, the Red Cross had on hand at 
the time this report was made, speaking in round numbers, 
$43,000,000 less $6,000,000, the $6,000,000 deduction being its 
reserve fund, which would leave assets or resources of the 
Red Cross susceptible of use in case of an emergency well 
into the $30,000,000. 

According to an Associated Press dispatch appearing in the 
New York Times of Sunday last the total receipts for the 
nation-wide drive for this particular use was $8,054,425, 
which runs the fund well into the $40,000,000 without making 
any draft upon the endowed resources of the Red Cross. 

Mr. President, I do not want to be understood as criti- 
cizing the Red Cross except to say that I believe it should 
have moved forward, and should now go forward, with more 
speed involving the use of more money than it has done up 
to date. I think it was too slow in gathering a full concept 
of the extent of the disaster. The disaster covers 22 States 
and involves hundreds of thousands of people. According to 
a press dispatch of the 12th instant, the Red Cross on that 
date was feeding 255,737 families scattered through 735 coun- 
ties in 20 States. In other words, it is extending aid to people 
in 20 States, it is feeding 255,737 families, and its total 
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expenditures from the national organization up until this 


morning have been as follows: 

In the 1930 seed program, $275,783.20. 

Cash grant made to chapters, $5,597,786.46. 

Field supervision and relief workers, $157,271.21. 

That makes a total of $6,030,840.87. That is the amount 
the national organization has distributed in every form 
throughout the entire 20 States—$6,030,840.87. 

There should be added to that what the local chapters 
have done, as follows: From local funds, $311,593.26; re- 
ceived and distributed in donated food and clothing, $330,- 
282.30; or a grand total from the national organization and 
the local chapters in money distributed, clothing and food 
received and distributed, $6,672,716.43. 

I understand that the program in connection with the 
seed activities began early last fall so that the figures which 
I have given the Senate cover the total expenditure in every 
form from some time last fall until now, which aggregate 
$6,672,716.43. 

But, Mr. President, as I have undertaken to show by 
figures which I think will not be controverted, that the Red 
Cross has assets and resources at its command, indeed 
within its treasury, which will permit it to go forward at 
a substantially more liberal financial pace, to bring a 
greater degree of relief to the drought-stricken areas, than 
it is doing. Without intending to criticize those who domi- 
nate the Red Cross, but, on the contrary, in a spirit of urg- 
ing that the organization go forward I bring these figures 
to the attention of the Senate and have introduced the 
resolution which has been read. 

There are some discrepancies in the figures given before 
our committee and those given before the House Committee 
on Appropriations. Upon those discrepancies I need not 
dwell. It seems to me that the photostatic copy which I 
hold in my hand and exhibit to my colleagues here in the 
handwriting of the financial secretary of the Red Cross, 
supported by an affidavit by Mr. Johnson that it is in his 
handwriting, showing the total resources aside from the 
nation-wide drive for the special fund for this particular 
purpose, would clearly indicate that the Red Cross might 
well speed up its program of relief. 

The resolution should be adopted and express the sense 
of this body that the Red Cross is justified in doing so, 
especially, Mr. President, in view of the fact that the Red 
Cross took the position before Congress and before the 
country that it was prepared to deal with the situation and 
therefore was unwilling to accept for distribution the money 
proposed to be appropriated from the Federal Treasury. 
That was the action taken by the board of the Red Cross, 
presented to the House committee by the chairman, Judge 
Payne, when he made the following statement: 

We had a meeting of the central committee yesterday, knowing 
that I was to be called before this committee. The central com- 
mittee felt it to be its duty to discuss this bill and to instruct me 
as to the position which I should take with respect to it, and I 


take the liberty of reading the resolutions passed by the central 
committee yesterday. 


Skipping now to the relevant part: 


And it was further on motion unanimously voted: That it is 
the sense of the central committee that the Red Cross can not 
accept the administration of the funds for general relief purposes 
as provided for under the terms of the bill which has 
the Senate and is now pending in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
to me? 

Mr. BRATTON. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I think the greatest reform that the 
Red Cross needs is to divorce itself from its political control. 

Mr. BRATTON. I agree thoroughly with the Senator. 

Mr. CARAWAY. I think if it is to be a work of charity, 
to be supported by the generosity of the American people, 
it ought not to be within the control of any political agent. 

Mr. BRATTON. I am in accord with the Senator from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. President, let me express the hope that the Red Cross 
will be a nonpolitical, a nonpartisan, a nonaffiliated institu- 
tion. Let it be essentially a nation-wide organization, de- 
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voted to a mission of mercy and to the relief of suffering 
throughout the world. Forbid that the Red Cross shall 
become or remain identified with any political organization 
or any political party. Let it stand apart from all such 
influences or affiliations. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the-Senator yield 
to me? 

Mr. BRATTON. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Does the Senator have any doubt that 
the resolution adopted by the Red Cross which he has read 
is the expression of a political and not a Red Cross senti- 
ment? 


Mr. BRATTON. I entertain a strong conviction upon that 


question. 

Mr. President, I have brought these figures to the atten- 
tion of the Senate in a brief and summarized form. The 
Senate should know the situation; the country should be- 
come acquainted with it. The Red Cross should remain in 
the field. It should go forward with a larger program than 
it is now administering. 

The American people are generous; the American people 
are not unmindful of suffering among their kith and kin; 
the American people will support the Red Cross. They will 
support any institution that is nonpartisan, nonpolitical, 
and which is devoted exclusively to a mission of mercy 
among humankind throughout the world. 

Mr. President, I ask for the immediate consideration of 
the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES. I think the resolution ought to go over under 
the rule, and I make that request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will go over 
under the rule. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, as a part of my remarks 
I send forward an editorial from the Washington News of 
the issue of January 30, 1931, entitled “ Save the Red Cross,” 
and ask to have it printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the editorial was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


[From the Washington News, January 30, 1931] 
SAVE THE RED CROSS 


Eleven men and women sitting around a table in Washington 
have marred the record of the American Red Cross as the greatest 
agency of mercy in the world. These 11, out of the Red Cross cen- 
tral committee of 18 members—have voted “that the Red Cross 
can not accept the administration of the funds for general relief 
purposes as provided for under the terms of the bill which has 
passed the Senate and is now pending in the House of Repre- 
sentatives.” 

We do not attack the Red Cross—the unselfish rank and file of 
members in the 3,500 chapters throughout the country which con- 
stitute that splendid relief organization. But we do challenge the 
judgment of those 11 board members who presumed to reverse the 
very purpose of the Red Cross and refused the duty laid upon the 
Red Cross by the congressional charter under which it operates. 
Those 11—5 of whom were appointed by the President—are 
charged in Congress with acting under partisan political pressure 
by Hoover, who is also president of the Red Cross. That has not 
been proved. But certainly no one can deny that the astounding 
action of the Red Cross board is in direct line with the Hoover 
policy of preventing Federal relief for the unemployed who are 
starving. 

The Red Cross board statement that it can not administer this 
proposed relief, if true, would be a complete indictment of the 
incompetence of that tion. But we have too much faith 
in 3,500 Red Cross chapters of the country—faith based on the 
record of those chapters during the war and in other emergencies— 
to believe that the Red Cross is unable to administer this relief. 

It is not the efficiency of Red Cross workers and chapters that 
needs worry the country; it is the arbitrary and contradictory 
policy of the Red Cross board. 

In line with the Hooyer policy of minimizing the known facts 
regarding the extent of needed relief, Judge Payne as chairman of 
the Red Cross told the Senate committee on January 6 that the 
Red Cross fund of $5,000,000 was adequate for ail drought relief. 
Four days later he was forced to admit that he had misled the 
country and Co „and so had to call for an additional $10,- 
000,000 fund from the public. If Hoover and the Red Cross board 
had not been minimizing the serious situation for many months, 
al fund would have been raised long ago by the public and 
a Federal appropriation probably would have been unnecessary. 

On January 6 Judge Payne testified to the Senate committee 
8 the proposed Federal appropriation for unemployment 

ef which the Red Cross is not now touching: 

“If the Congress of the United States should say that they 
want the Red Cross to do something, we would do it.” And in 
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saying that, Payne was merely stating the obvious fact that so 
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long as the Red Cross operates under a co onal charter for 
the specific purpose of administering relief in “national calam- 
ities,” it can not honorably refuse to administer such a fund. 

But on January 27 Judge Payne and his board yoted to defy 
Congress and to refuse relief funds. What influence made Payne 
and the board reverse Red Cross policy within those three weeks? 

Whatever the infiuence at work, the Red Cross board exceeded 
its authority—which is to administer relief, and not to make 
political policy. 

Which brings us to the situation of Herbert Hoover, President 
of the United States and president of the Red Cross. He should 
disavow and have the Red Cross board disavow the political action 
of January 27. He must rescue the Red Cross from the political 
mud into which it is slipping under his administration. The 
future of this great and useful organization must not be risked for 
the purposes of politics, 


ADJUSTED-SERVICE CERTIFICATES 


Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I wish briefly to sup- 
plement the very able analysis which has been made by my 
distinguished. colleague, the senior Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. Couzens], this morning respecting the soldiers’ adjusted 
compensation bill as it has come to us from the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, if the Senator from Mich- 
igan is going to discuss certain phases of the bill, which will 
soon be before us, as he only can discuss them, I ask if he 
will not permit the calling of a quorum? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen- 
ators answered to their names: 


Ashurst George McGill Shortridge 
Barkley Glass McKellar Smith 
Bingham Glenn McNary Smoot 
Black ff Metcalf Stelwer 
Blaine Goldsborough Morrison Stephens 
Borah Gould Morrow Swanson 
Bratton Hale Moses Thomas, Idaho 
Harris Norbeck Thomas, Okla. 
Broussard Harrison Norris Townsend 
Bulkley Hastings Nye Trammell 
Capper Hatfield Oddie ‘dings 
Caraway Hawes = Vandenberg 
Carey Hayden Patterson Wagner 
Copeland Hebert Phipps Walcott 
Couzens Heflin Pine Walsh, Mass. 
Cutting Howell Pittman Walsh, Mont. 
Dale Johnson Ransdell Waterman 
Davis Jones Reed Watson 
Dill Kean Robinson, Ark. Wheeler 
Fess Kendrick Robinson, Ind. Williamson 
Fletcher King Sheppard 
Frazier La Follette Shipstead 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Couzens in the chair). 
Eighty-six Senators having answered to their names, a 
quorum is present. 

Mr, TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I should like to try to 
secure the passage of a little bill which will not take more 
than two minutes, if the Senator from Michigan will 
permit me. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I can not yield for 
that purpose; I am sorry; but I shall relinquish the floor 
very shortly. 

Mr. TRAMMELL, That is all right; but yesterday and 
to-day have been occupied by the discussion of extraneous 
matters, and I thought I might secure consideration of the 
bill I have in mind. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, what I want to do is 
merely to summarize succinctly the points which the senior 
Senator from Michigan submitted at considerable and con- 
vincing length this morning, and I prefer to do it to-day 
rather than to-morrow lest doing so to-morrow might impede 
the passage of the bill itself. As the original author of the 
first bill suggesting this particular type of a loan plan for 
handling the adjusted service compensation certificate sit- 
uation, I feel a particular responsibility to defend it against 
what I conceive to be either misconception of the net result 
which it will accomplish or else a deliberate effort to mis- 
represent it. So I want to submit in a summary form what 
I believe to be incontrovertible facts. 

The thing that the Senate and the country, and particu- 
larly the press of the country, need is facts in connection 
with this problem. Facts and fancies are two totally differ- 
ent things, and they lead to two totally different conclusions. 


5166 


It is the facts that I want serially to lay before the Senate 
in this array of conclusions. The facts defend this pending 
proposal and make it impregnable. The facts are reliable 
soldiers in this contest. They are as invincible as were the 
soldiers in whose behalf I make this mobilization. 

Now, fact No. 1: On January 1 it is estimated that there 
were approximately 3,500,000 certificates in force, with a 
maturity value of about three and a half billion dollars. 
The figures can not be given with absolute accuracy, because 
the situation is changing from day to day, but the general 
picture is as I have indicated, to wit, three and one-half 
million certificates, totaling three and one-half billion dol- 
lars, and averaging approximately $1,000 apiece. 

That is fact No. 1. 

Now fact No. 2: The 1931 loan privilege on the average 
certificate is 22% per cent of the face of the certificate. The 
-total loan value to-day, under existing law, precisely as the 
certificates are written at this moment and in the hands of 
the veterans, is approximately $730,000,000. This is not 
22% per cent of the total, but the discrepancy is due to the 
differences in the actual privilege inherent in each cer- 
tificate. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the Sen- 
ator yield for a question? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. How is the loan value to 
which the Senator refers arrived at? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. It is arrived at by a series of pro- 
gressive percentages, I may say to the Senator, which in 
1930 were about 18 per cent, as I recall, this year 2242 per 
cent, and progress, for example, to 53.6 per cent in 1938, as 
I shall indicate a moment later. 

Now fact No. 3—and may I repeat, Mr. President, that 
these are facts. I am as yet submitting no conclusions in 
this presentation, because it seems to me that the conclu- 
sions speak for themselves when the facts are apparent. 

Fact No. 3: The total loans to date are approximately 
$325,000,000, of which $299,000,000, in round figures, has 
been loaned by the Government. In other words, there is 
to-day an unused loan privilege of approximately $405,- 
000,000 for which the Treasury is already liable. I can not 
emphasize fact No. 3 too much—that here is at this moment 
under the old law an unused loan privilege which repre- 
sents an immediate and constant liability of $405,000,000 
which the veterans have a right to ask of the Treasury at 
this moment, in addition to the loans they have already 
made. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for an inquiry? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The statement just made 
by the Senator is that if those who are entitled to the bene- 
fits of the existing law avail themselves of it, the amount 
which the Senator has just stated, $400,000,000, in addition 
to the amount already loaned, would be available for loans? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is correct. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield to the Senator from Wash- 
ington. 

Mr. JONES. In view of the condition of the country, I 
am interested to know how many applications are being 
made now for this money that is really available for the 
veterans. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I shall be very glad to come to that 
in a moment, 

Now we have had three of the essential facts to which 
I have referred. 

Fact No. 4—and this bears on the question that has just 
been asked me by the senior Senator from Washington: 
Up to now, 48 per cent of the certificate holders have used 
43 per cent of their existing loan privilege. 

Now, fact No. 5: The pending measure, increasing the 
loan privilege to 50 per cent of the face, adds a grand 
maximum of approximately $1,000,000,000 to the loan privi- 
lege; but if the same percentage of loans persists under the 
new privilege as under the old, it will add about $430,000,- 
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000 to the outstanding loans. A 10 per cent increase would 
carry these loans to $473,000,000. It would take a 15 per 
cent increase in borrowers to bring the new loan to half 
@ billion dollars. 

Let me make this very plain. 

If the veteran, under the right which he obtains under 
the proposed new plan, exercises his option in the same 
degree that the veteran has exercised his option under the 
old plan and under the dire economic pressure of the last 
18 months, the new plan will involve a total of $430,000,000 
in loans. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, will the Senator permit 
a question there? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Is there any evidence as to whether or 
not there has been an increasing endeavor to obtain loans 
in the last 12 months, or since October, 1929, when we had 
the first smash? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, that subject was dis- 
cussed in the House report upon this bill, which I have not 
at hand. My recollection is that the percentage of loaners 
has continued practically at the same progressive rate 
straight through, even into January and February of this 
year, with an increase in these latter months. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The object of my question, of course, 
is obvious, because if it has increased during this time of 
stress practically not at all there is no reason to imagine 
that it will increase in percentage in the days to come. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I agree with the Senator’s conclu- 
sions. I think there has been an increase, but I think the 
increase is of no appreciable bearing in contemplating the 
ultimate burden of the pending proposal. I shall obtain the 
definite information and submit it later. Let me preface 
fact No. 6 by repeating the conclusion I have just sub- 
mitted—that if the same percentage of loaners persists 
under the new plan as under the old, the demand upon the 
Treasury will be for $430,000,000. 

Now, fact No. 6: This figure—namely, $430,000,000—is 
therefore the additional financing required by the pending 
plan, if the experience of the past is any true criterion for 
the future. 

Such a sum, let it be noted, is little more than the Treasury 
already is obligated to make available under existing law 
if all veterans were to embrace existing loan values. 

I hope I make that plain. The loan liability of the 
Treasury to-day to all veterans holding certificates as yet 
unused is no greater than will be the demand upon the 
Treasury if the same percentage of veterans who embraced 
the old loan privilege ask for all at the new loan privilege in 
addition to the old. 

Fact No. 7: This figure—namely, $430,000,000—is covered 
by Treasury certificates of indebtedness in the compensation 
certificate maturity fund, with $326,000,000 in Treasury cer- 
tificates left over in addition. These securities belong to 
the compensation fund, and legitimately deserve to be used 
for the best advantage of the beneficiaries of the compensa- 
tion fund; namely, the veterans who own.the compensation 
certificates and who earned them 13 years ago. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, will the Senator give those 
figures again, please, as to what remains on hand that may 
be used, belonging to the veterans? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. There is now, in round figures, $750,- 
000,000 of certificates of indebtedness in the maturity fund. 
It has not been drown upon, except in a very small measure, 
for any loans up to date, because heretofore the loans have 
been made out of the war-risk-insurance fund. Therefore, 
all of that fund except a few million dollars is intact for 
these loaning purposes; and after $430,000,000 is taken out 
of that certificate fund and turned into cash for the pur- 
pose of making loans, there will still remain $326,000,000 of 
these certificates in the maturity fund in the Veterans’ Bu- 
reau. Surely these funds are dedicated in trust to the best 
contemporary use in behalf of the veterans so long as the 
maturity of the certificates is invincibly protected. 

Now, fact No. 8: To finance $430,000,000 of additional 
soldiers’ loans, the Treasury, of course, must redeem for 


1931 


cash an equivalent amount of these certificates of indebted- 
ness which the Treasury has deposited in the maturity 
fund. Now, mark you, it is significant that $403,000,000 of 
new money can be made available for this purpose in the 
course of the next fiscal year by the present annual appro- 
priation to the Government’s general sinking fund. In 
other words, in the course of the next 12 months the Treas- 
ury will have $403,000,000 as a result of our annual appro- 
priations for the purpose of reducing the public debt; and 
under the law it can choose which portion of the public 
debt it will reduce. It can nominate to retire certificates 
of indebtedness precisely as it might nominate to retire 
Liberty bonds; and it can retire $403,000,000 of these par- 
ticular certificates which at this moment are in the maturity 
fund in the Veterans’ Bureau; in which event, if my cal- 
culation is remotely accurate, there is no need for any 
serious external financing beyond the temporary financing 
until this year’s annual appropriation for the sinking fund 
is available. 

Furthermore, as bearing upon the availability of invest- 
ment money for this short-time financing pending the ulti- 
mate balancing of the project, I think it is significant to 
note that the Treasury recently was offered four times its 
needs when it sought $400,000,000 of cheap money last 
November or December, and that only upon last Friday the 
Treasury sold $175,000,000 of 3-month notes on a basis of 
1 per cent per annum. 

Now, fact No. 9: Even if the total loans exceed these 
expectations—and I would not for a moment indicate that 
we should not contemplate the possibility that the loans 
will exceed these expectations—even if they do largely ex- 
ceed these expectations, I want to emphasize the fact that 
handling them is only a credit operation and does not 
involve a penny’s addition to the total value of the adjusted 
compensation itself. It does not involve, therefore, any 
additional tax burden at any point in the calculation, be- 
cause the Government at all times is protected to the full 
amount of the principal and interest of its loans. In other 
words, the plan is absolutely self-contained and requires 
no external values. It merely recognizes and makes avail- 
able heretofore frozen values already inherent in these 
compensation certificates. 
` Fact No. 10: If this insurance—and this is a very interest- 
ing point, too—if this insurance were regular 1-payment, 
20-year endowment insurance of the average old-line type, 
the loan value to-day would be 53 per cent instead of 50 per 
cent, as proposed by the pending bill. So far as the veteran 
is concerned, it certainly is a 1-payment policy, because he 
paid for it in full with his priceless service seven years be- 
fore it was issued. It was handed to him as a policy paid 
in full; and the fact that the Government elected to amor- 
tize it by serial payments instead of by one lump sum can 
not alter its character or the horizon of its obligation in 
the hands of the veteran. Therefore, certainly no new or 
revolutionary insurance theory is involved in this contem- 
plation. 

Fact No. 11: Even on the basis of the existing terms of 
the compensation certificates as figured by the Government, 
their loan value would reach the same 50 per cent some 
time in 1937. To be absolutely scrupulous about it, in 
January, 1937, the loan value will be 48.5 per cent, and in 
January, 1938, it will be 53.6 per cent. In other words, the 
only thing we really are doing is to move the loan privilege 
ahead by six years. Surely this is the least we can do to 
help the veteran to help himself out of his own collateral. 
I confess that I am amazed that there should be any oppo- 
sition at all. 

Mr. President, those are facts which I think can not be 
controverted; and in the face of a factual situation of this 
sort, the thing I can not understand is why this program 
should be opposed by the Treasury and should be met with 
such utterly vitriolic attack in some of the great newspapers 
of the country. 

I want to refer to just one or two exhibits. I want to 
refer to the New York Times, which, may I say, I consider 
to be a newspaper dedicated whole-heartedly to fair play, 
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a newspaper upon which I would completely rely for a 
square deal in the presentation of facts. : 

Mr. President, when Mr. Owen D. Young came to Wash- 
ington and submitted a loan plan to the Committee on Ways 
and Means of the House, the New York Times editorially ap- 
proved the program which he suggested. This morning it 
attacks in unmeasured condemnation the plan which the 
House of Representatives has approved, and which I think 
the Senate is about to approve and which closely follows 
my original suggestion. I want to see just what the differ- 
ence is between the Young plan, which was entitled to this 
approval, and the pending plan, which is said to be so 
vicious. 

In the first place, I am not quite sure what the Young 
plan was, because, as I read the testimony, I find that Mr. 
Young himself did not make himself clear. But if the 
answers which he gave to questions as I read from pages 371 
and 372 of the hearing are a criterion, he intended to add 
this 50 per cent loan privilege to the existing privilege which 
the veteran enjoys: 

Mr. TrEapway. And your suggestion is to add the amount over 
and above that? 

Mr. Younes. Over and above; yes. 

Again: 

Mr. Tou -C. FFC 
face of those certificates over and above the existing loans. 

18 his meent to Ack 6:40 Gi k BO per cei oat PHAI TO 
the existing privilege, he meant a loan privilege of 62 per 
cent or 72 per cent instead of 50 per cent. That, perhaps, is 
one difference between the two contemplations, but cer- 
tainly not a difference which would account for this differ- 
ence in newspaper attitude toward it. On the contrary, it 
should make the pending plan more rather than less palat- 
able to this newspaper’s analysis. 

The fundamental difference, I apprehend, however, is that 
Mr. Young proposed to confine this loan privilege to needy 
veterans, permitting some bureau of the Government or 
some extraneous umpires to decide which veteran is in need, 
whereas under the plan as it now impends we propose to let 
the veteran decide for himself what his need is, and to 
what extent he shall call upon his own money to meet his 
own need. That, fundamentally, is the only difference be- 
tween the two situations, and if that is the only difference, 
I submit that the plan which was so good when Mr. Young 
submitted it can not have become the heinous thing which 
it is said to be to-day, unless those who are responsible for 
the comment do not understand the legislation as it im- 
pends in the Congress, 

Let me give another example, this time of the New York 
Herald Tribune, another splendid newspaper for which I 
have the highest respect, and which has spoken, let me add 
immediately, with some degree of sympathy for this pending 
loan plan to settle the adjusted-compensation situation. 
But here is an editorial in which it is said: 

The compromise bonus bill is vicious in principle. 


What is there vicious about it in principle, unless every 
old-line-insurance policy that has ever been written is 
vicious in principle, because every one of them has included 
a loan privilege, every one of them leaves to the insured the 
right to nominate when he shall embrace his loan privilege, 
and, as I have already indicated, the loan privilege under a 
comparable insurance policy to-day in an old-line company 
would be 53 per cent, instead of the 50 per cent which the 
Government proposes to allow. How can this pending-pro- 
posal be vicious in principle under those circumstances? 

I read further: 

Not only is it vicious in principle, but it has no warrant in 
economics. 

If it has no warrant in economics, then no old-line-insur- 
ance policy has any warrant in economics, and I can think 
of nothing farther from the fact. 

I do not believe that the baneful comments upon this 
pending legislation grow out of anything except a miscon- 
ception as to what it is and why it is, and it is for that 
reason that I am pleading for an honest assessment of the 
facts as they are, so that our conclusions may be fair to 
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ourselves, as well as to these wards of the Government, to 
whom we stand in this eternal debt. 

I submit in conclusion; as I did in the beginning, that any 
fair assessment of the pending program must carry with it 
no sense of fear to the body politic; no sense of danger of 
an upset fiscal situation in the Nation; no possible degree 
of tax disaster; on the contrary, it simply represents the 
irreducible minimum of our obligation in unfreezing inher- 
ent values which already exist in these veterans’ compensa- 
tion certificates, and which it is the purpose of Congress 
simply to make liquid for the benefit of the veteran in his 
great need. In justice and in common sense we can not 
do less. 

Mr. VANDENBERG subsequently said: Mr. President, in 
the course of my observations this afternoon on the adjusted 
compensation act the Senator from California [Mr. JOHNSON] 
asked me a question to which I was unable at. the time to 
give a complete answer. Ihave now secured the information 
and desire to say that on the question of whether loans are 
increasing, Mr. BacHaracu, author of the pending bill, speak- 
ing in the House at page 5071 in the Rrecorp, said: 

There has been considerable comment upon the amount bor- 
rowed by the veterans so far this year as compared with 1930. 
The officials of the Veterans’ Administration state that $20,000,000 
was borrowed in January of this year and for February the 
borrowings would range from $10,000,000 to $12,000,000. 

It is therefore important to note that with all the agitation 
that has been going on, both in Congress and throughout the 
country, in support of the various bills that have been introduced 
in Congress for the relief of the veterans—some of which appeared 
as early as May of 1929—the total increase in loans for the first 
two months of this year—right at the time when the country is 


feeling the worst effects of depression—is less than $6,000,000 over 
last year. 


On this same question General Hines testifies that the 
loans are increasing and that they averaged $1,000,000 a day 
from January 1 to January 23. This undoubtedly included 
the peak of the increased loans permitted under the existing 
law, when we passed into the regular 1931 loan bracket, 
permitting an increase in all loans. The loan record for 
1930 was as follows: 


Number 


% SY ES OE BE . SE eS 50 | $14, 146, 353. 90 
1 OS T r SSRIS SS Fr AES AS AS FTN ese nt Ge Le 53 11, 476, 035. 72 
100,035- 20 9, 752, 138. 36 
85,995.. 21 8, 072, 963. 04 
08.902 24 6, 663, 584. 52 
63,536... 29 6, 120, 958. 14 
61,825... 2 6, 076, 320. 44 
57.204 40 5, 730, 169. 69 
48,967... 57 5, 172, 350. 40 
50,909 39 5, 349, 074. 96 
48,753.. 26 4, 974, 764, 30 
/// ce E A E E EA, 18 6, 774, 892. 19 
Fahnen,, — 35 


MUSCLE SHOALS 

Mr. BROCK. Mr. President, the first survey of Muscle 
Shoals was in 1828, and the first appropriation for the de- 
velopment of the water power at that point was in 1831. 
In recent years there has been an investment of public 
money at Muscle Shoals of $127,000,000, of which $83,000,000 
is invested in a nitrate plant. 

Considering the magnitude of that nitrate plant, con- 
sidering what it would mean to our section of the country, 
considering the fact that it has been idle, with an $83,000,000 
investment,.for 10 years, I sometimes wonder what the 
country thinks of this long and prolonged delay in operating 
that plant. 

I do not see why we should not have some consideration 
given to that matter by the Government. I know what our 
people want, and I know that they have grown tired and 
impatient waiting for something to be done with that 
enormous plant. Yet for practically 12 years the subject 
has been discussed on the floor of the Senate, and for 12 
months legislation involving the disposition of this plant 
has been in the hands of the conferees, and they are still 
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deliberating and the public waiting as to what will be the 
outcome. 

In the meantime, that magnificent plant, which is idle, 
and the future disposition of which is unsettled, is not being 
used for the relief of the people in that section of the coun- 
try, who are anxiously waiting for something to be done for 
e an agreement in regard to Muscle Shoals: legis- 

on. 

This development is the key to the entire river develop- 
ment in our section of the country. The Cove Creek Dam 
is the headwater storage dam. As long as the Muscle Shoals 
problem, which carries the Cove Creek Dam with it, is un- 
settled, and continues to be a political football, the develop- 
ment of one of the greatest of our God-given resources is 
blocked. 

A most complete survey has been made by the War Depart- 
ment of the Tennessee River. They have made some recom- 
mendations for the development of our river into a 9-foot 
year-around navigable channel. This was adopted on July 3 
and is part of the river and harbor bill of that date. Yet 
we are told that without Muscle Shoals and Cove Creek out 
of the way this development will be delayed for years to 
come. The entire project is waiting for something to be 
done on Muscle Shoals, yet in the river and harbor bill it is 
adopted upon the recommendation of the War Department 
as a $75,000,000 project connecting us up with the great 
inland waterway system of 12,000 miles through a section 
of the country that will serve as a great feeder to the 
Mississippi River. 

Yet with all this, for some reason unknown to our people, 
we seem to be on the blacklist. It seems to be the desire 
that we shall not have anything down at Muscle Shoals. 
Everyone seems to be willing to sew up all these undeveloped 
God-given resources that belong to us. If the $83,000,000 
project is going to retard our development of the entire river 
for a distance of 652 miles, we would have been better off 
without it. Yet our sister States, the Carolinas, Georgia, 
and Alabama, are going right ahead developing their power 
resources, attracting the big interests to those States to use 
the power. But Muscle Shoals down in Alabama and the 
Cove Creek Dam in Tennessee are being played with in 
Washington as a political football. 

Mr. President, as I stated yesterday, I have no brief for 
the power interests, the fertilizer interests, or the interests 
who do not want anything done except to continue playing. 
But in the interest of unemployment in our section and in 
the interest of farming in our section we are entitled to have 
something done. The farmers are going bankrupt; they are 
hungry and cold. I claim it is more important to cperate 
the nitrate plant at Muscle Shoals and to give the farmer 
cheap fertilizer than it is to make it purely a power project. 
If power is more essential to the farmer than fertilizer, then 
the Senate made a mistake in the recent drought relief bill 
not to have allocated some of that money to buy cheap 
power for the farmers down in our section. 

We find ourselves, so I am reliably informed, with the only 
difference between the conferees on the part of the House 
and the Senate being a question of whether the lessee shall 
be allowed to have 15 kilowatts for other purposes to each 
100 kilowatts that he might use for making fertilizer. The 
farmer, of course, must be protected. We want him pro- 
tected. We want him to have preference. We want him to 
have the benefit of the investment. 

On the other hand, Mr. President, we must think some- 
thing about the lessee. We want the lessee to be successful. 
We want to give him a little power for other purposes. 
Otherwise it would not be right to have in the bill a provi- 
sion that he can only make 8 per cent profit. As fertilizer is 
a seasonal product, he must have a little extra power to 
make the incidentals necessary to make the plan operative in 
an effective way. 

Mr. President, I ask permission to insert in the Rrecorp 
at this point as a part of my remarks a statement issued 
by the Chamber of Commerce of Florence, Ala. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 
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The statement is as follows: 
Facts ABOUT MUSCLE SHOALS NITRATE PLANTS 


Why not manufacture fertilizer for the farmers in an American 
plant which is standing idle, using water power which is going to 
waste, and American labor sorely in need of employment? 

Among many plans suggested for the relief of the farmer, the 
one offered by Mr. Carl Williams, of the Federal Farm Relief 
Board, seems worthy of most careful consideration. 

Mr. Williams suggests that the amount of cotton which can be 
profitably marketed be grown on two-thirds of the present acreage 
devoted to that crop. This idea can profitably be carried out in 
growing other farm crops. 

This would save the cost of preparing, planting, and cultiyation 
of many millions of acres, which could profitably be used in for- 
estry, pasturage, and the growing of forage crops. 

This, however, would require more intensive fertilization, and 
can not be carried out unless the farmer can be supplied with 
cheaper fertilizer. He can not profit by the use of fertilizer at 
the present high cost to grow farm crops at prevailing prices. 

The proper settlement of the Muscle Shoals problem offers the 
American farmer relief from the present high cost of fertilizer. 


PLANTS NOT OBSOLETE 


Foreign fertilizer manufacturers, using the same process for 
which plant No. 2 at Muscle Shoals was constructed, are now un- 
derselling our domestic producers. 8 poy dete buy omer 
phosphate rock, transport it to a German port, mce up an in- 
land waterway 135 miles, thence by rail 100 miles, where the 
phosphoric acid derived from the Florida rock is mixed with air 
nitrogen and natural potash salts. A highly concentrated fer- 
tilizer containing 30 per cent phosphoric acid, 15 per cent nitro- 
gen, and 15 per cent potash is produced. This product is then 
shipped to the United States and sold at prices per unit of plant 
food considerably lower than the product of our domestic pro- 
ducers. 

This fertilizer can be made at Muscle Shoals and save the 
farmer the tremendous transportation charges on both raw ma- 
terial and the finished product and at the same time give em- 
ployment to American instead of foreign labor. 

Plant No. 2 at Muscle Shoals was completed 12 years ago. The 
operation of this plant d this time would have saved our 
farmers many millions of . A test run, using one-tenth 
the capacity of the plant, was made in November, 1918, with in- 
experienced labor, and nitrogen was produced at a cost below what 
our farmers have ever paid. It was estimated by ordnance officials 
in charge of the test that under full operation with an experienced 
force nitrogen could be produced at approximately half the cost 
of Chilean nitrate. 

A few leading Alabama farmers used concentrated fertilizer on 
2 1930 crop with wonderful results, notwithstanding the severe 

ught. 

As a result the Alabama Farm Bureau has contracted for a large 
tonnage of concentrated fertilizer for the use of their membership 
on the 1931 crop. Ammonium phosphate A, containing 48 per 
cent phosphoric acid and 13 per cent ammonia, cost them $65 per 
ton delivered and ammonium phosphate B, containing 20 per cent 
phosphate acid and 20 per cent nitrogen, cost $55, saving 30 per 
cent. 


considering the following plan as a beginning: 

Make a mixture of 500 pounds of ammonium phosphate A and 
200 pounds of muriate of potash with 1,300 pounds of finely 
ground agricultural lime to make a ton analyzing 12 per cent 
phosphoric acid, 3 per cent ammonia, and 5 per cent potash. The 
material for this mixture will cost $22.05. The commercial fer- 
tilizer producers are asking $33 cash for this analysis. 

The nitrogen in the fertilizer bought by the Alabama Farm 
Bureau is air nitrogen and is manufactured.at Niagara Falls, 
Ontario. It is there shipped 500 miles by rail to Warners, N. J., 
where it is mixed with superphosphate made by the sulphuric-acid 
process from phosphate rock from the west coast of Florida. The 
sulphuric acid used is made from sulphur shipped from southern 
Texas 


The Ontario plant is in every respect like plant No. 2 at Muscle 
Shoals except that gases from the coke and lime ovens are now 
used in making the carbide absorb and retain a larger percentage 
of nitrogen. Labor-saving equipment has also been installed in 
recent years. This plant is also 50 per cent larger than plant No. 
2 and is capable of producing fertilizer containing 80,000 tons of 
fixed nitrogen per annum. 

The plant at Muscle Shoals has every advantage in the eco- 
nomical production and distribution of fertilizer. Vast deposits 
of phosphate rock are located 50 miles above Muscle Shoals on Elk 
River. Contemplated navigation improvements will enable the 
raw rock to be brought to plant No. 2 in thousand-ton x 
The necessary coal and limestone are near by and in great 
abundance. The superphosphate can here be produced by the 
electric-furnace process, using cheap secondary hydro power in- 
stead of the more expensive acid process. 

It is apparent that transportation costs of the raw material and 
the finished product are negligible when compared with the two 
cases cited above. 

As an economic proposition, why not manufacture fertilizer for 
our farms in an American plant which is standing idle, using water 
power which is going to waste and American labor sorely in need 
of employment? Taking into eonsideration the economies avail- 
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able at Muscle Shoals, it is undoubtedly safe to estimate that 
ammonium phosphate B can be made and sold at $35 and ammo- 
nium phosphate A at $43 per ton. 

At the above price of ammonium phosphate A the cost of the 
material for the 12-3-5 mixture proposed by the Alabama Farm 
Bureau would be reduced to $16.55 per ton, as against $33 now 
asked by our domestic producers of commercial fertilizer. 

Mr. BROCK. Mr. President, if the conferees do not agree 
on something to-morrow, when there is only one point of 
difference between them, namely, whether for each 100 kilo- 
watts of power used for the manufacture of fertilizer the 
lessee is to be allowed to buy 15 kilowatts of power for other 
purposes, who is suffering from the delay? It is not the 
power interests. It is not the fertilizer interests. It is not 
the interests who do not want any legislation of any kind. 
It is the people who are suffering. 

Mr. BLACK obtained the floor. 

Mr. BROCK. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield for that purpose? 

Mr. BLACK. I do. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Ashurst George McGill Shortridge 
Barkley Glass McKellar Smith 
Bingham Glenn McNary Smoot 
Black Goff Metcalf 

Blaine Goldsborough Morrison Stephens 
Borah Gould Morrow Swanson 
Bratton Hale Moses Thomas, Idaho 
Brock Harris Norbeck Thomas, O! 
Broussard Harrison Norris Townsend 
Bulkley Hastings Nye Trammell 
Capper Hatfield Oddie Tydings 
Caraway Hawes Partridge Vandenberg 
Carey Hayden Patterson Wagner 
Copeland Hebert Phipps Walcott 
Couzens Heflin Walsh, Mass. 
Cutting Howell Pittman Walsh, Mont 
Dale Johnson Ransdell Waterman 
Davis Jones Reed Watson 

Dill Robinson, Ark. Wheeler 
Fess Kendrick Robinson,Ind. Williamson 
Fletcher King Sheppard 

Frazier La Follette pstead 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-six Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, before the Senator from Ala- 
bama begins his speech, will he yield to me merely to make 
a statement? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina for that purpose? 

Mr. BLACK. I yield. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I understand the conference 
committee is to have a meeting to-morrow, which will be 
about the fifteenth or twentieth meeting of the conferees on 
the question of Muscle Shoals. I have refrained from mak- 
ing a speech in the Senate, thinking, perhaps, that we might 
work out some satisfactory adjustment of this matter, and 
I wish that those who are in earnest in relation to it would 
give the conferees the credit, at least those on the part of 
the Senate, of being sincere in trying to carry out the pur- 
pose to which the Muscle Shoals project was dedicated, and 
which has involved the expenditure of a great amount of 
money. Now, on the eve of another meeting, which seems 
to hold out some hope, I should prefer to have that meeting 
held without there being any prejudice pro or con. Let us 
try to attain a satisfactory conclusion. 

So far as I am concerned, I am not going ever to give my 
consent to any kind of a compromise which has in it the 
possibility of the whole project being easily diverted, under 
the terms in which the compromise is framed, to some other 
use than that originally contemplated, and thus kill the 
hope we have held out to the farmers through all these 
years that this project would be for their benefit. 

I am willing to go to the limit of safety and common sense 
in bringing about a compromise that will result in the pro- 
duction of fertilizer and fertilizer ingredients at Muscle 
Shoals, but I certainly am not going to give my consent to 
have the compromise framed in such words that, without 
any great difficulty on the part of the lessee, the project 
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may be converted into uses which may be more profitable to 
him than the manufacture of fertilizer. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, as I understand, the House 
conferees have publicly stated that they are willing for 
anyone in the Senate or out of the Senate to draw an 
agreement so that there will be no question whatever about 
the meaning of the compromise which they have offered. 
In so far as I am concerned, I am not questioning the sin- 
cerity of any member of the Senate or the House conferees; 
I have had no idea of doing so; but if it is within my power, 
and I can speak long enough, and if there are enough Sena- 
tors here to stand for the rights of the people to join me and 
speak long enough, there will be no further appropriation 
bills passed at this session until Muscle Shoals legislation 
shall have been agreed on in conference. I do not want any 
misunderstanding. It is unreasonable and unfair 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
Alabama a question? 

Mr. BLACK. I will yield to the Senator in just a moment. 

It is unreasonable and unfair to the people of the South 
and to the people of the Nation to go on the theory that 
everything is of importance except legislation as to Muscle 
Shoals, and to push and rush everything else through, while 
at the same time the farmers of the Nation are buying their 
fertilizer imported from Chile, supporting the Chilean Gov- 
ernment with unjust tribute wrung from the pockets of the 
farmers of the South. The time has come when there must 
be compromise. No important legislation ever passed both 
Houses of this Congress without a compromise. I now yield 
to the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. SMITH. No; the Senator may proceed. 

Mr. BLACK. So far as I am concerned, I shall support 
legislation which comes from the conference committee. I 
am confident that no legislation will come from that con- 
ference committee that is of such a nature that I can not 
support it. What we do want, what we beg for, and what 
the people plead for, is that something may be done now. 

Who is now getting the benefit from the delay? The 
Alabama Power Co. and the fertilizer companies. Who else 
is getting the benefit? Nobody. Every day’s delay means 
that more money is going into the coffers of the power com- 
panies and the fertilizer companies. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Alabama yield to me? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. BLACK. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. TYDINGS. It may seem like a perfectly ridiculous 
question, and I do not know that such a plan would be 
feasible, but I was merely wondering if the Government 
would give this plant to the State of Alabama, without any 
charge whatsoever, except with the provision that the Gov- 
ernment could use it in time of war if it were needed, 
whether the State of Alabama would not be glad to take it, 
to float a bond issue, and complete such other improve- 
ments as may be necessary in order to make fertilizer and to 
furnish power, to be sold at cheap rates to the people of 
the South? 

Mr. BLACK. In so far as I am concerned, as one Senator 
from Alabama, of course, I would welcome the gift of such 
a valuable project to my State; but as a Representative in 
the Congress of the United States I would think it unfair 
to the Federal Government to give it away. 

We are importing into this country practically a million 
tons of Chilean nitrates, which are dug out of the ground 
and produced with Chilean labor. A large part of the money 
derived goes to the Guggenheim interests in New York, 
which have obtained approximately 50 per cent control of it. 
In the meantime, the farmers are deprived of the benefit of 
buying fertilizer at a reasonable rate. 

Mr. SMITH and Mr. TYDINGS addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. BLACK. I yield first to the Senator from South 


Carolina, and then I will yield to the Senator from Mary- 
land. 
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Mr. SMITH. I think that the inference can be drawn 
from the Senator’s statement—and I think it is correct— 
that fertilizer can be produced there at a sufficiently low 
cost as to be of benefit to agriculture. If that is true—and 
I believe it to be true—why do we need to hold out to a 
lessee an inducement in a way that might jeopardize the 
production of fertilizer there? If it can be produced at a 
profit, why not, either through a lessee or through the Gov- 
ernment, require the operator of the plant at least to go far 
enough to demonstrate, as I believe it can be demonstrated, 
that. it can be operated for the benefit of the farmer? We 
are impeaching our own purpose when we declare before 
we ever start that we have got to compromise and as a 
bonus provide some source of profit other than the manu- 
facture of fertilizer. i 

Mr. BLACK. I shall be glad to answer the Senator from 
South Carolina. Would the Senator from Maryland prefer 
that I answer his question now ór wait until I reply to the 
Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I will do whichever the Senator wishes. 

Mr. BLACK. Well, if the question the Senator from 
Maryland desires to ask is along similar lines I shall be 
glad to answer them both together. 

Mr. TYDINGS. My question is not along the same line. 
I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama, in all seri- 
ousness, if it would not be possible to solve the Muscle Shoals 
problem on somewhat the same lines that the Boulder Dam 
problem was solved, namely, to have the States of, say, 
Florida, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, Tennessee, South 
Carolina, and other States in that vicinity enter into an 
interstate agreement each to put up a part of the money 
necessary to finish this plant in order to manufacture fer- 
tilizer, and then come before the Federal Government with 
the proposition that if the Government would turn the plant 
over to them, subject to a recapture clause in time of war, 
the States would undertake to finance the completion of the 
project and to manufacture the desired commodities for that 
particular locality. 

If the people in the States affected are so interested—and 
I am sure they are—in seeing this plant developed and in 
having fertilizer and power furnished, I believe they could 
get together, pay for the additional improvements needed, 
and ask the Federal Government to turn the property over 
to them, so far as it is completed, thus enabling them to 
manufacture fertilizer and produce power for the people of 
that particular group of States. I am of the opinion that 
if something like that were presented to the Congress it 
would very quickly accept the proposition, and the States 
that desire this improvement would have it at their back 
door. 

Mr. BLACK. I shall be glad to reply to both Senators. 
I will state first to the Senator from Maryland that, in my 
judgment, it would be unwise to inject any new issues into 
the controversy at this time, when there is a possibility that 
the conferees may come to an agreement. 

Now, replying to the Senator from South Carolina, let me 
say that, in so far as I am concerned, I shall gladly support 
a conference agreement if it is brought here which adopts 
either the plan outlined by the Senate conferees or the 
principle outlined by the House conferees at the present 
time as I understand that principle to be. I am not quar- 
reling with either idea, but I do say that we are too close to 
an agreement in this matter at this time not to agree on 
legislation affecting Muscle Shoals before other appropria- 
tion bills pass this body. 

The Senator asked me a question. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BLACK. I should like to answer the question of the 
Senator from South Carolina first, and then I will gladly 
yield to the Senator from Maryland. I am not going to 
defend the position, but I shall give the Senator the argu- 
ments which are advanced. I understand that the Senate 
conferees have agreed on a leasing provision which author- 
izes the use of all the power necessary to manufacture ferti- 
lizer and fertilizer ingredients and by-products necessarily 
resulting therefrom. I understand that the House conferees 
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have publicly stated—whether the statement has been put in 
writing or not in such a way as to carry out the terms I can 
not say—that what they wish in addition to that is that the 
lessee shall be given the right to purchase from the Govern- 
ment 15 per cent of as much power for the manufacture of 
chemicals other than fertilizers as they obtain for the manu- 
facture of fertilizer. As I understand, that is their propo- 
sition. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow 
me, the proposition that the chemicals shall be made out 
of ingredients that are usable for fertilizer. 

Mr. BLACK. Iso understand. So that, in so far as the 
power is concerned, it gets down to a proposition of a dif- 
ference of 15 per cent of the amount of power which is 
actually used for the manufacture of fertilizer; so that if 
100 kilowatts were used for the manufacture of fertilizer, 
15 kilowatts would be used for the manufacture of the other 
chemicals. 

That, as I understand, is the difference with reference 
to the power. Whether or not that has been stipulated in 
a written offer I can not say; but, of course, it would be 
very easy for the able members of the conference commit- 
tee to stipulate that principle, so that there would be no 
question about the result. 

Now, coming to the difference in power 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. La FOoLLETTE in the 
chair). Does the Senator from Alabama yield to the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska? 

Mr. BLACK. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. I should like to say to the Senator, so 
that there may be no misunderstanding about this so-called 
15 per cent in the House conferees’ proposition, that that 
applies only to the processing of the raw materials that 
are ingredients of fertilizer. 

Mr. BLACK. I was just coming to that. 

Mr. NORRIS. I will not interrupt the Senator now if 

. the Senator wants to go on, but I know what the proposi- 
tion is, I think; and I want to state it to the Senator, so 
that there will be no misunderstanding. 

Mr. BLACK. I shall be glad to have the Senator do so. 

Mr. NORRIS. I have it in my pocket in writing, for that 
matter. 

For illustration, nitrogen will be one of the chief things 
that will be manufactured there in the production of ferti- 
lizer. In fact, that was the great ingredient and is the prin- 
cipal ingredient for which the machinery down there and the 
power were brought about. The 15 per cent applies only to 
taking the product after the power has been used to pro- 
duce nitrogen. 

As the Senator knows, nitrogen is a fertilizer ingredient. 
Instead of using it for fertilizer, the House conferees’ propo- 
‘sition would enable them to use every kilowatt of power there 
is there to manufacture nitrogen. They would use 15 per 
cent to take the nitrogen and put it into various forms, per- 
haps 100 different kinds of articles, and sell them in the 
chemical world. 

So that the 15 per cent proposition is nothing in the world 
but a joker. It would not take 15 per cent to finish the prod- 
uct after they had gotten it in the form of nitrogen. The 
great bulk of the power will be utilized in getting the nitro- 
gen; and there is no limitation on that. They could use it 
all to produce nitrogen. I understand that it would not take 
15 per cent, after the nitrogen has been obtained, to put that 
nitrogen in the various forms in which it could be sold all 
over the world in various chemical products. 

So, reduced to a practical matter, the proposition is that 
if it is necessary they can use all the power at Muscle Shoals 
to create nitrogen, and then use 15 per cent of that power 
to transform the nitrogen into various chemical products, 
and process it so that it can be sold upon the market. So it 
does not mean anything; it does not mean a single pound 
of fertilizer for the farmer. As the Senate conferees under- 
stand the proposition—and we are unanimous on our con- 
struction of it—it simply means that it would enable the 
lessee to establish at Muscle Shoals a great chemical factory 
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States, and utilize that property for that purpose. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, in so far as any offer is con- 
cerned which would permit the result outlined by the 
Senator from Nebraska, I should oppose it; but, in so far 
as an agreement is concerned which would carry out the 
idea expressed by the House conferees as to what they 
desire to have, I should not oppose it. If it comes to draw- 
ing up a proposition which really amounts to that which 
they claim their offer is intended to be, I should not oppose 
it, because, in my judgment, the difference would be too 
small. 

I do not care to go into these propositions; but I have 
been handed an amended proposal which the House con- 
ferees have stated they would agree to, which in my judg- 
ment, from a casual investigation, would carry out their 
purpose. The proposal would provide that after they had 
reached the limit of fertilizer production they could not 
continue to manufacture anything else except fertilizer. 

The House conferees state that they are willing to have 
some kind of a settlement whereby the rights of the farmers 
and people engaged in agriculture shall be protected, and 
whereby only 15 per cent of the power used for the manu- 
facture of fertilizer shall be used for the manufacture of 
other products. I do not care to engage in any con- 
troversy on that point. All I want is a bill which protects 
the people’s rights. I think I can point out to the Senator 
from Nebraska one proposition which would result in advan- 
tage to the farmer in the production of fertilizer if it car- 
ried out the idea which the House conferees have publicly 
stated they desire to carry out; it is this: 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SmrirH] asked me 
about that matter; and I shall be glad to suggest one point 
which if written up should be an advantage instead of a dis- 
advantage. 

The lessee will be limited to 8 per cent profit on his 
fertilizer. We all know that. That is provided in the agree- 
ment. There is one thing we want to guard against, and 
that is just such a proposition as was outlined by the Senator 
from Nebraska a few moments ago, and by the Senator from 
South Carolina previously. That is, we do not desire to 
leave any loophole that would permit the diversion of the 
power for the manufacture of chemicals other than fer- 
tilizer, because, if that should occur, it would divert the 
power from the source to which it was dedicated; and none 
of us would want any such thing done. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. BLACK. I do. 

Mr. SMITH. The proposition is this: Every kilowatt 
might be used to produce fertilizer and fertilizer ingredients. 
When you have reached, according to the terms of the bill, 
a certain amount which might be in excess of demand, then 
you use 15 per cent in refining the elements you have 
already produced with 100 per cent; and if it were found 
that the cost of the fertilizer and the fertilizer ingredients 
was such that it was not profitable either to the manufac- 
turer or to the farmer, then you would be in a position to 
use every kilowatt in producing fertilizer ingredients, and 
then 15 per cent in refining. 

Mr. BLACK. Now, may I call the Senator's attention to 
the fact that that is very easily guarded against. There is 
not the slightest difficulty in that. You have one of the 
ablest lawyers in the United States Senate on the conference 
committee, and that can be very easily guarded against. 
One proposal of guarding against it has been suggested, and 
handed to me, and I shall read it to the Senate. 

Fifteen per cent of the amount of 2 actually used by said 
lessee in the manufacture of finished fertilizer— 

Note that—15 per cent of the power used in the manu- 
facture of finished fertilizer; not in the manufacture of 
ingredients but in the manufacture of finished fertilizer. 
In the bill it is already provided that the finished fertilizer 
must be sold exclusively for fertilizer purposes. That is one 
way of answering the first proposition. 
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Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, how can that- answer it, 
when—— 

Mr. BLACK. I have not finished. 

Mr. SMITH. All right; go on. 

Mr. BLACK. That answers that part of it. 

Mr. SMITH. I do not think that answers anything, for 
the reason that they will produce a certain amount of fin- 
ished fertilizer out of the ingredients that they have used 
the power to produce. 

Mr. BLACK. That is correct. 

Mr. SMITH. When they have stored away the fertilizer 
that the farmers do not buy, and which for some reason 
or other can not be disposed of, 15 per cent of the unfin- 
ished fertilizer ingredients is used to refine them into chemi- 
cals; and as long as you have this finished fertilizer stored 
up you will use every kilowatt in still producing fertilizer 
ingredients and refining them with 15 per cent. 

Mr. BLACK. That is very easily guarded against, as I 
started to explain to the Senator. Any proposition involving 
a loophole can be guarded against by the able conferees. 
One method that has been suggested is in the manufacture 
of finished fertilizer capable of being applied directly to the 
soil in connection with the growth of crops. 


3. That in the event the lessee exercises the right to tempo- 
rarily suspend— 


That is, under the provision the Senator has mentioned— 


the manufacture of fertilizer by the maintenance in storage of 
fertilizer ingredients containing 2,500 tons of nitrogen, as provided 
in this act, the right herein granted said lessee to purchase power 
for other purposes than the manufacture and production of fer- 
tilizer shall cease. 

In other words, it would automatically cease. There are 
many different ways in which that can be guarded against. 
It is simply a question of whether or not we will favor the 
principle. 

Mr. SMITH. Let me ask the Senator another question, 
and then I will not interrupt him any more. 

Mr. BLACK. I shall be glad to be interrupted. 

Mr. SMITH. No, no; because the bill is so plain on its 
face that it is not worth discussing. 

Mr. BLACK. I agree with the Senator fully. 

Mr. SMITH. If the fertilizer manufactured there is to 
be of any benefit at all to agriculture it will have to be 
manufactured cheaper than the fertilizer companies are 
doing it now. 

Mr. BLACK. That is correct. 

Mr. SMITH. Does the Senator think there would be one 
kilowatt of surplus power if the lessee can in good faith 
produce this fertilizer cheaper than it can be bought else- 
where? Does he think there will be one scintilla of a kilo- 
watt to be diverted anywhere? 

Mr. BLACK. I have not the slightest doubt about it— 
much of it. 

Mr. SMITH. The whole capacity of the plant, running 
at full power, could not produce more than one-half—and 
that, I think, is an extreme statement—of the fertilizer 
needed up and down the Atlantic seaboard. Suppose it 
were capable of producing all. It would take all of the 
power there, for the reason that as you got the fertilizer 
ingredients cheaper you would have a greater use of fer- 
tilizer. There is not a practical farmer on the Atlantic sea- 
board but that could quadruple his yield of grain and of 
textiles if he could buy at a reasonable rate the ingredients 
that now are so costly. So that if this company leasing 
‘Muscle Shoals can produce fertilizer cheaper than it can 
be bought elsewhere, the demand for it would be so great 
that every kilowatt for 365 days in the year would be in 
demand to produce this element of crop production. We 
are starting out in this with the assumption that it could not 
be produced, and therefore a loophole is given by which a 
profit can be made out of something else, while a minimum 
is doled out at a loss of fertilizer to the farmer. That is 
your proposition in a nutshell. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala- 
ibama yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
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Mr. BLACK. In just one moment, after I have replied to 
the Senator from South Carolina. 

May I say to the Senator that for 10 years we have been 
trying to get something at Muscle Shoals. For 10 years we 
have been trying to get some fertilizer, For 10 years we 
have been blocked at every stage. I am not going to quarrel 
and argue now about 15 kilowatts out of 115, or whether we 
would operate the whole plant if we produced enough fer- 
er for the world. What I want is operation of the 
p 7 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. BLACK. I yield. 

i Mr. NORRIS. I would not disagree with that proposi- 
ion. 

Mr. BLACK. I do not think the Senator would. 

Mr. NORRIS. But I think it is perfectly plain that we 
are not confronted with the possibility of such a thing from 
the House conferees’ proposition. Let me read to the Sen- 
ator the proposition of the House conferees. 

Before I do that, let me say that in the second resolution 
as it passed the Senate, we had a provision in regard to 
fertilizer, providing for the largest experimentation in the 
manufacture of fertilizer that had ever been attempted any- 
where any time in the history of the world. I think that 
would have been of great value, because everybody who has 
studied the question knows—and the Senator from Alabama 
has studied it—that one of the things that would be most 
desirable, not only for the South, but for the entire eastern 
half of our country, at least, and in a general way for the 
entire world, would be the cheapening of the production of 
fertilizer. In a broad sense those who look ahead, students 
of the subject, all agree that one of the most desirable things 
in the scientific world is the discovery of a method for bring- 
ing about the production of fertilizer in such a way as to 
reduce the cost of fertilizer. 

Men who are in the fertilizer business can not always 
afford to expend the money necessary for experimentation, 
because, as the Senator knows, experimentation often is a ` 
failure. Ninety-nine times out of a hundred money used in 
an experiment is lost. It has been the same with all such 
improvements. The expense is great, and those of us who 
sought to frame this legislation and pass it through the 
Senate figured that the attempt to cheapen the production 
of fertilizer was a proper subject for governmental expense; 
that if we succeeded there would be no patent on the 
process, it would be open to the world, and as a result of 
the cheapening of the process fertilizer factories all over 
the United States could cheapen their products. 

We provided for that kind of experimentation. We were 
met with this proposition from the House conferees. They 
first said, “ The Government can not do it. Get the dead 
hand of the Government out of it. We want to lease this 
property to private people. Let private initiative have it.” 

Finally we consented; we surrendered on that. We gave 
up the great possibility of cheapening fertilizer by the ex- 
penditure of Government funds, and said, “ Since we are so 
anxious to get something through, we will surrender. Write 
your own lease. We will let you write anything you want, 
just so you put one thing into the lease; that is, that the 
lessee must make fertilizer successfully.” 

They said, “If you will let us lease this property down 
there —and they have said that for 10 years, and they have 
never succeeded in getting a lease which Congress could ap- 
prove“ if you will let us lease it, and let private people do 
this, we will produce fertilizer.” 

That propaganda has been heralded all over the United 
States. They have taken advantage of farm organizations, 
particularly the Farm Bureau. They have their leaders ad- 
vocating it. We want fertilizer,” they say. ‘Lease the 
plant, and let private people operate it, and we will get 
cheap fertilizer, and we can make fertilizer, and cut the 
price of the product in two,” they usually say. Therefore 
it will bring about just what agriculture, and the consumers 
as well, all want—cheaper fertilizer.” 

So we said, “ We do not believe it can be done. Many 
honest people, some scientific people, believe it can be done 
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with the property there.“ We said, We will surrender on 
it. We will let you have it. Have your own way about it. 
Draw your own lease. All we want is to hold you to your 
proposition to make fertilizer. In other words, if you are 
putting a bluff up to us, we call it. If you are in earnest, 
we simply say ‘We concede you may be right, and we may 
be wrong.” 

So we said “ Here is what we want in the lease.” I will 
read it. This is the proposition of the Senate conferees in 
regard to the lease: 

The lessee shall covenant to operate such plant and use such 
property successfully in the production and manufacture of fer- 
tilizer, and fertilizer ingredients to be used in the manufacture 
and production of fertilizer, and if in the manufacture of fertilizer 
and fertilizer ingredients a by-product is produced which is not 
an ingredient of fertilizer, the lessee shall have authority to sell 
and dispose of such by-product as the lessee shall see fit, and shall 
likewise haye authority to process such by-products so as to pre- 
pare them for the market. 

That was the Senate conferees’ proposition. We all agreed 
to it—the Senator from Oregon, the Senator from South 
Carolina, and myself. 

The House conferees had to admit that that was a fair 
proposition. After considerable discussion, and after we 
had agreed as to the other difficulties we had had besides this, 
which it is not necessary to mention here now, they finally 
said, “ That is fair. If we can make fertilizer down there, 
if the propaganda has been true, we can not expect any- 
thing else, we will agree to it.“ They did agree to it, and we 
separated with the understanding that the House con- 
ferees, taking the stipulation I have just read, could write 
the balance of the lease just as they saw fit. 

There was a little disagreement on the part of two of the 
three who had agreed to the proposition, and they were 
going to settle that difference. We had a full agreement 
as far as the Senate conferees and a majority of the House 
conferees were concerned. 

We separated with the idea that they would get together 
and adjust their differences. One of those conferees wanted 
to put in some stipulation in regard to the 8 per cent profit, 
and so on, and the other one wanted to leave that open. 

Mr. SMITH. But there was no difference about this. 

Mr. NORRIS. There was no difference about this. We 
had agreed on it. It was supposed by them and by us that 
it would take them only a few minutes to arrange their 
disagreement. So we were going to meet the next day. 
But they did not do what we had understood they would 
do. They changed their minds about it. They submitted 
another proposition to us, and here is the part of the prop- 
osition which refers particularly to the lease that was sub- 
mitted to us. They said: 

If surplus ingredients— 

Mark, they say, “surplus ingredients — 

If surplus ingredients usable in fertilizer— 

That means a fertilizer ingredient, of course; there is no 
dispute about that— 
are produced in crude form— 

That would include nitrogen; that would include phos- 

phorus; that would include potash—any of the crude 
forms— 
3 ͤ eg lee 
ingredients so as to prepare them for the market. The lessee 
shall be required to provide at his own expense such facilities 
and materials as may be necessary for processing and preparing 
for the market the said surplus ingredients. 

Here is the 15 per cent provision: 


That for processing and preparing for market such surplus in- 

ents, the lessee shall have the right to purchase an amount 

of power not in excess of 15 per cent of the amount of power used 
by the said lessee in the manufacture of fertilizer. 


There it is in writing. I have not read all on both sides, 
but those are the only things in dispute. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, just a moment before the 
Senator leaves that. That is different from the paper 
handed to me, and I want to find out which one is correct. 

Mr. NORRIS. There may be another one. 

Mr. BLACK. This is the last one. 


Mr. NORRIS. Perhaps they have modified it somewhat. 

Mr. BLACK. It is the one that Mr. Frsuer let Senator 
Brock have, I understand. This was furnished yesterday. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not care whether the 15 per cent 
provision is in or out. I would just as leave have that out, 
because it does not mean anything. Remember, the power 
down there is to be used in the production of nitrogen. That 
is where the expense is going to be, in the production of 
nitrogen at that plant. Nitrogen is one of the three neces- 
sary ingredients of fertilizer. But you can take nitrogen out 
of it, you can manufacture various chemicals. The Senator 
from South Carolina had a list of them given him by the 
department. People who go into the nitrogen-production 
business, like the du Ponts, for instance, use it in the manu- 
facture of explosives. Ammonia is one of the by-products, 
and a hundred or a hundred and fifty other products may 
come out of nitrogen. 

The amount of power that is used after the nitrogen is 
produced to process that raw product into its various chemi- 
cal products is comparatively small—it is nothing. I would 
not care about it. It does not amount to anything, is not 
worth quibbling about it. It will not take 15 per cent, ac- 
cording to what I have been informed about it. But the 
power that is to be-used is to be used in producing crude 
materials of which they speak. There is no limit on that. 
They can consume and use all of the power to produce these 
crude products. That is what the House proposition means. 
It means no fertilizer, because our contention is this, that 
under the leasing provision there is a proviso that after 
2,500 tons of fertilizer have been produced, if they are un- 
able to sell it, they are not required to produce more. What 
would happen, I think, would be the production of 2,500 tons 
of fertilizer, and it would be held in storage. 

The cost of it would be so great that it could not be sold at 
an 8 per cent profit on the market, and that is a condition 
the lessee would want to bring about if he wanted to go into 
the chemical business. He would bring that condition about. 
He would use all the power and machinery of the Govern- 
ment to do that. He would not have to make any more 
fertilizer after he had 2,500 tons, and he would run the plant 
to capacity producing nitrogen, and then process the nitro- 
gen into the various chemical products, and sell them on the 
market. That is what the business would be. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. NORRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLACK. The Senator from Nebraska is a good 
lawyer. Everyone recognizes his great legal ability. It 
would be no trouble for the Senator to prevent that very 
thing. The Senator and I are in accord on that. There is 
not the slightest difference. 

Mr. NORRIS. There is not much disagreement between 
the Senator and myself. But I am opposed to taking pub- 
lic property and turning it over to a lessee at Muscle Shoals 
for the purpose of establishing there a large chemical factory. 
I have no objection to his establishing such a factory outside 
of the Government reservation if he takes his chances and 
buys power; but I do not want him to utilize the power that 
is there and not make fertilizer out of it, but use it for the 
raw product in his chemical factory. 

Mr. BLACK. I agree with the Senator fully. The ques- 
tion that confronts us here is a question upon which I think 
the Senator and I would agree, unless I am very much mis- 
taken. If the Senator believes that the proposition would 
actually provide that for every 100 kilowatts of power used 
for the manufacture of fertilizer the lessee could purchase 15 
more kilowatts of power to manufacture some other kindred 
product, I do not believe that the Senator would be willing 
to permit an agreement to be broken up on that basis. 

Mr. NORRIS. No; I would not; but I would require that 
the lessee could not use the Government’s property to do it. 
He can do that and there will be no difficulty about it if the 
conferees will accept the Senate proposition. The only 
danger he runs is that all the power there will be asked 
for and consumed by municipalities, because under one of 
the amendments which the Senator himself offered the mu- 
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nicipalities and farm organizations would have the first 
call for power. The lessee could go right outside of the 
Government reservation and start a chemical factory if he 
wanted to, but he would have to produce his own nitrogen. 

Mr. BLACK. There is no disagreement there. 

Mr. NORRIS. Let me suggest this. The people who have 
been circulating the propaganda all over the United States 
for the last 10 years have been deceiving the farmers, I 
think. They have been saying to the farmer, “We can 
make fertilizer if you will let us use the property.” The 
Senate conferees ask, and it is all we ask, that they shall 
make fertilizer. In the making of the fertilizer if they 
consume every kilowatt of power, God bless them, let them 
go ahead. We put no limit on them in that respect. Let 
them use it all. But we ask them to make fertilizer with it, 
and that is all we care for. 

Mr. BLACK. May I say to the Senator that I feel sure, 
from the public statements which have been made by the 
House conferees and the statement that has just been made 
by the Senator from Nebraska, that there should be no diffi- 
culty in arriving at an agreement to-morrow, conceding the 
sincerity of both the House and the Senate conferees. It is 
my own belief that both are sincere. Here is the reason 
why I make the statement that there should be an agree- 
ment. The Senator and I are in absolute accord on the idea 
that Government property should not be used for the estab- 
lishment of a large chemical enterprise. There is no differ- 
ence at all on that point. Therefore it will be very easy for 
the Senator with his ability as a lawyer to prepare a pro- 
vision which meets the idea of the House conferees. 

May I just suggest this? Under the terms of the amend- 
ment which I offered hereafter when this power begins to 
be sold, if it should be sold to any power company and a 
municipality wants it, it can be withdrawn so far as the 
power company is concerned. There could be no objection, 
I am sure, on the part of the Senator or on my part or 
on the part of anyone else if the House conferees believed 
that there should be 15 kilowatts for chemical purposes in 
addition to the 100 for fertilizer manufacture, provided the 
lessee should have it to be used outside of the Government 
plant if they wanted it, at the regular rate, so that the 
lessee would not be cut off by preference from that limited 
extent of power. It seems to me that would bring about a 
meeting of the minds. 

I am simply offering these suggestions because of my 
great anxiety to obtain a bill. It should be satisfactory to 
the House conferees with the ideas they have suggested. 
There is not the slightest difference in the world between 
my idea and that of the Senator about allowing the power 
to be diverted for the manufacture of chemicals. I have 
been very careful in the statements I have made with ref- 
erence to the differences to state that I had reference to 
the differences in the public statements made as to what 
the House conferees desired to do. I have not attempted 
to pass on the proposition which they made to the Senate 
conferees to determine that it would actually carry out that 
idea fairly and squarely. My own opinion is that the latest 
one which was given to me yesterday by Mr. Fisher comes 
very near it except that it would not meet the objection 
the Senator has raised, and I might say properly raised, 
against permitting the use of Government property for the 
manufacture. 

May I call the attention of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. SmirH] and of the Senator from Nebraska to 
another matter? 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator let me 
refer to the statement? I think it is the same one that 
was submitted to me this morning by one of the House 
conferees. It had the same objection in it as the one I 
read a while ago, which was submitted officially to us by 
the majority of the conferees. It said nothing about the 
15 per cent, and I do not care anything about the 15 per 
cent. To my mind it is nothing. It only serves to divert 
the attention of the person who takes only a superficial 
view of the situation. As a matter of fact, they are taking 
away all the power that is going to be converted into a 
chemical factory by reason of the other provision. 
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If the conferees agree that the lessee, whoever he may be, 
should have for his use, outside of the reservation of the 
Government property, first call on power equaling 15 per 
cent of what he used in the making of fertilizer, the only 
effect that would haye would be to give to the lessee a pref- 
erential right to get that much power. If he was required 
to produce his own nitrogen, the prospective lessee would 
turn it down. There is no question about that. No one will 
ever make that proposition to us. There is no danger of it, 
because any lessee would have to go outside and produce his 
own nitrogen in his own way, and he would only have a 
preferential right to 15 per cent of the power, which might 
result in taking it away from a municipality or something 
of that kind, which I do not think would be a very serious 
objection, because when they get through down there they 
are going to have a very large amount of power. They are 
going to have down there for sale under that condition a 
large amount of secondary power, as the Senator well knows, 
that will not be primary power, and hence much less valu- 
able. It would not do for a municipality to get secondary 
power unless they had a steam plant or some other plant to 
produce power when they could not get it from the Muscle 
Shoals plant. But a manufacturer who did not want to 
operate his plant all the time to use secondary power would 
be able to get exceedingly cheap power, because the board 
could afford to sell at a very low cost power that would 
otherwise go to waste and bring no return. There would be 
a possibility of the lessee doing something of that kind, but 
no such proposition has come to us and I do not expect any 
such proposition. 

Mr. BLACK. I might state to the Senator that the propo- 
sition which has been made, as publicly stated, is that they 
shall have 15 kilowatts of power for the manufacture of 
chemicals when they use 100 kilowatts for fertilizer. 

Mr. NORRIS. But they do manufacture it out of a prod- 
uct that they use the Government power to make, and that 
is the big item. 

Mr. BLACK. The proposition which they have publicly 
stated is what I have just outlined. In the first place, that 
power is going to be sold under the terms of the bill. It 
might be sold to municipalities and they might sell some to 
a chemical company or it might be sold directly under 
another provision of the bill. If an agreement could be 
reached on the basis which I have just suggested, no one 
would be injured. It could not conflict with the ideas of 
the Senator or the ideas I have if the conferees could reach 
an agreement that the prospective lessee should have, outside 
of the Government reservation, the right to purchase at a 
reasonable rate 15 kilowatts every time he purchased 100 
kilowatts for the manufacture of fertilizer. 

That is not a subsidy. It is not even in the nature of a 
subsidy. I am frank to say to the Senator that with the 
lavish prodigality of subsidies which have been made to the 
shipping interests and to other interests, I would have no 
objection to making a subsidy to the farmer, because I have 
reached the conclusion that it is the only way he can begin 
to get a square deal. But this would not be a subsidy. 

Mr. NORRIS. I want to say on the matter of a subsidy 
to the farmer that we may see the time when it will be neces- 
sary to subsidize the production of fertilizer everywhere in 
the United States. That time may come. I am not saying 
that we ought not to do it. Under proper conditions I think 
I would favor it, because it would not only go to the benefit 
of the farmer but of all the people. But I can not now and 
never will agree to subsidize a plant that will furnish fer- 
tilizer to only one locality. If we are going to subsidize the 
production of fertilizer, we must do it on a large enough 
scale so that it will apply to all the people of the United 
States, because it is their money that is being used. Of 
course, the Government could take that power down there, 
or the lessee, if he made the right kind of terms, could do so, 
and could make fertilizer and give it away. That would help, 
it is true, a comparatively small scope of the country within 
freighting distance of Muscle Shoals, but that would be un- 
fair to the thousands of people elsewhere in the United 
States, and the Senator himself, I am sure, would not ask it. 

Mr. BLACK. While it is purely academic and theoretical, 
yet it would reach the entire country. I do not agree with 
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the Senator on that point. In the first place, it would easily 
reach those States within freighting distance which 

80 per cent of the fertilizer and it would be of great benefit 
to other States; but this is not proposed as a subsidy. 

The proposition I am coming to is this: I believe I am 
right in assuming that neither the Senator from Nebraska 
nor any of the other Senators would favor the failure of a 
settlement if it reached the point where the only question 
involved was whether or not after 100 kilowatts of power have 
been used for the manufacture of fertilizer, then 15 kilo- 
watts of power would be sold at a reasonable rate for the 
manufacture of chemicals. 

I want to call attention to another fact. The Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH] asked me a few minutes 
ago as to the benefit from this plan. I can show very 
easily what the benefits would be. We have limited the 
profit to 8 per cent. There is no provision that if a loss 
should occur in one year, more profits could be made next 
year. Therefore we can easily see the difficulty of obtain- 
ing a lessee with the money which is invested when the limi- 
tation of profit is 8 per cent. 

If the lessee knew that every time he manufactured fer- 
tilizer out of a hundred kilowatts of power, which fertilizer 
he was to sell at 8 per cent profit, he would get 15 kilowatts 
with which to manufacture chemicals, as to which there 
was no limitation of 8 per cent profit, the inducement to 
him would be to manufacture fertilizer and to sell it as 
rapidly as possible. This is true because only by manufac- 
turing fertilizer, and by securing the power for that pur- 
pose, the lessee by selling at a limited profit, would have 
the opportunity to purchase the power with which to manu- 
facture other products in which he would not be limited to 
8 per cent profit. 

Another reason: It is true in this country—and anybody 
who knows anything about business knows it—that no com- 
pany limits itself exclusively to any one product. A book 
has recently been written which I commend to the Senators. 
Its subject is regularization of employment, and it is a very 
excellent book. It takes up the question of unemployment 
and its remedies. One of the first and most important 
things which is recommended to a business firm is that it 
not limit itself to the production of one commodity which 
may be demanded at one particular season of the year. 

Common sense tells a man that when he limits production 
to something that is needed only at one particular season of 
the year he can not spread out over the entire year the 
work in the business so as to regularize employment. We 
all know that the packers make money because they use 
every part of the hog but the squeal. It is one of the 
methods of modern business. 

So far as I am concerned, if the House conferees agree 
to-morrow to the proposal made by the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. Norris], I shall stand on this floor, if necessary, 
to defend it and to fight for the bill. I do say, however, 
that we can not and we should not permit this session of Con- 
gress to close or the appropriation bills to pass if the only 
difference between the two Houses is whether or not every 
time 100 kilowatts of power are used for the production of 
fertilizer 15 kilowatts shall be purchased by the lessee at a 
fair price with which to manufacture some other chemical. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator permit an 
interruption? 

Mr. BLACK. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator made a remark a while ago 
which indicated that he thought the lessee would not be able 
to manufacture fertilizer to the maximum limit the year 
around; that because its use was seasonal he would have on 
hand during a portion of the year a supply he could not 
sell. Now, let us assume that to be true. If it is a fact that 
the lessee wants to manufacture fertilizer at Muscle Shoals 
I can make him a suggestion that will net him hundreds of 
thousands of dollars. If he does not want primary power, 
here is his opportunity. As I suggested a while ago, there is 
a vast amount, and always will be, of power at Dam No. 1 
which may be used only a portion of the year. 
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It is secondary power, and although much of it may be 
converted into primary power by a steam plant the facilities 
of which it is provided in this bill shall be increased and by 
the building of Cove Creek Dam, which will regulate the 
flow of the stream, there always will be, nevertheless, a 
large amount of secondary power. If in the fertilizer busi- 
ness the manufacturer needs power only for a portion of 
the time, there is a great opportunity for him. He can buy 
secondary power; and I have an idea he could buy it for 
pretty nearly a song, especially if he did not want to oper- 
ate for, say, more than six months in the year. He could 
buy secondary power at Muscle Shoals that would be going 
to waste and which, as a matter of business, the board 
ought to sell at an exceedingly low rate. It would be just 
the opportunity for some concern that is going into the 
manufacturing business, which only operates for a portion 
of the year. If that be true of the fertilizer industry, and 
the lessee only wants to operate for a portion of the year, 
he would have a glorious opportunity to get the cheapest 
power on earth. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator on 
the question of secondary power but the Senator is a very 
humane man. The Senator has shown his adherence to 
humanitarian legislation. There is no man on this floor 
who has fought for more of it than has the Senator. So, I 
know he would not favor the idea of establishing an industry 
at Muscle Shoals which for four or five months in the year 
might employ 5,000 men and then turn them loose in a com- 
munity which is not able to absorb them in its other busi- 
ness. That would not be right; that would be contrary to 
everything which we are seeking to provide. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator must remember in what con- 
nection I made the suggestion. 

Mr. BLACK. I understand it. 

Mr. NORRIS. I only made it because the Senator himself 
suggested that it would not be possible to produce fertilizer 
all the year around. 

Mr. BLACK. That is correct. 

Mr. NORRIS. I say if it can be produced for the price 
which the farmers of America have been led to believe it 
can be produced for the plant would be operated not only 
the year around but night and day. I made the suggestion 
to meet the proposition which I thought the Senator was 
advancing that in the manufacture of fertilizer the plant 
would be operated only a portion of the year. 

Mr. BLACK. The thought I had was this: I did not want 
the plant to be placed in a situation where it would only be 
operated for a portion of the year. I will state very frankly 
to the Senator that I do not think it would be fair to the 
people in that community whom in part I represent to place 
them in a position where an industry might operate only 
3 or 4 or 5 or 6 months in the year, employing perhaps three 
or four or five thousand people without the privilege of pur- 
chasing the power that comes from the dam which is so 
near its plant that the falling water can be heard—not 
obtaining the power free, but purchasing it in order to be 
able to operate throughout the year. I think the Senator 
agrees with me as to that. 

Mr. NORRIS. There is not any question but that within 
the limits of the law any lessee could purchase power the 
same as everybody else. The lessee who is operating there 
can have another business and another plant anywhere 
within transmission distance and secure Muscle Shoals power 
the same as anybody else. 

Mr. BLACK. That is correct, and I take the position that 
what we want is the manufacture of fertilizer, and we desire 
to encourage the manufacture of fertilizer. So far as I am 
concerned, I may state to the Senator that I am fully satis- 
fied that under the proposition which he has made a lessee 
can manufacture fertilizer at a profit and should manufac- 
ture fertilizer at a profit. 

Mr. BROCK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala- 


bama yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 
Mr. BLACK. I yield. 


5176 


Mr. BROCK. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield for that purpose? 

Mr. BLACK. I do. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: The secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Sen- 
ators answered to their names: 


Barkley Hale Metcalf Smith 

B Harris Morrison Stephens 
Black Hastings Morrow Swanson 
Blaine Hatfield Thomas, Idaho 
Brock Hebert Norris Thomas, 
Bulkley Heflin Nye Townsend 
Capper Howell Oddie 

Carey Johnson Partridge Tydings 
Dale Jones Patterson Van 

Davis Kendrick Phipps Walsh, Mont 
Fess Robinson, Ark. Watson 
Frazier La Follette Robinson; Ind, 

George McKellar Sheppard Williamson 
Goff McNary Shortridge 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-five Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, in view of the fact that we 
did not have a morning hour this morning, and in view of 
the fact that we had intended to have a morning hour and 
were deprived of it, I know of no way that we can have a 
morning hour except to adjourn. There are many Senators 
who want a morning hour. We are entitled to have our 
bills passed upon, and I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the mo- 
tion made by the Senator from Alabama. [Putting the 
question.] 

Mr. BLACK. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays are de- 
manded. Is there a sufficient second? 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What is the motion, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is to adjourn. 

Mr. McNARY. I thought that had been disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; before the Chair was 
able to announce a decision the Senator demanded a roll 
call, and there was not a sufficient second. [Putting the 
question.] By the sound the noes seem to have it. The 
noes have it, and the motion is lost. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, the Senate evidently is 
anxious to stay here for a time, and it is perfectly satis- 
factory to me. 

A few moments ago I was commenting on the nearness 
to an agreement of the House and the Senate conferees. 
A great deal has been said to the effect that fertilizer can 
not be manufactured at Muscle Shoals. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senate to a picture 
of the champion cotton grower of Mississippi. This man 
grew his cotton with the product of the plant at Muscle 
Shoals, which is said to be obsolete. It is the product of 
a plant exactly like the one at Muscle Shoals, the operation 
of which the Senate can bring about. There is not the 
slightest doubt in my mind but that, if the Senate will not 
pass any more appropriation bills or conference reports on 
appropriation bills for three days, an agreement will be 
reached on Muscle Shoals, and we will have legislation. It 
is true that there is not much interest in Muscle Shoals 
legislation. It is very difficult to arouse an interest in Mus- 
cle Shoals legislation; but the people of this country are 
interested in it, They are interested in it for two reasons. 
They are interested in it, first, because they do not want 
the power companies to continue to derive an unjust profit 
from the power produced by the Government at Muscle 
Shoals. They are interested in it, secondly, because they 
believe that the farmers are entitled to the use of that 
product for the manufacture of fertilizer. 

A delay benefits those two and those two only, but it 
seems that the majority of the Senate are of the opinion 
that every other piece of legislation here is of more im- 
portance than Muscle Shoals legislation, They are willing 
to let legislation through which is certainly of less im- 
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portance to the farmers of the country than’ is Muscle 
Shoals legislation. 

What benefit, for instance, will the farmers of the South 
get from the independent offices appropriation bill? I call 
attention to the fact that that conference report is up. 
I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that there 
were 65 Senate amendments. It is so important that we 
pass on this conference report; I desire to call attention 
to what has happened. 

There were 65 Senate amendments. The House has 
receded and agreed to two of those amendments. Out of 65 
Senate amendments, the House has agreed to 2; and I want 
to call attention to what those are. 

One of the important amendments on which the House 
has receded in the conference report is this: The Senate 
thought it was of vital importance to put in the word 
fiscal“ before the word year ”; and the House has receded 
on that. 

Another thing the House has receded on is this: The 
House named the bill the independent offices bill of 1930. 
The Senate amended that to read the independent offices 
appropriation bill“; and the House has actually conceded to 
the Senate the right to name this bill the independent 
offices appropriation bill. So it is of vital importance—far 
more important than it is to have Muscle Shoals legislation, 
far more—that we pass on this conference report. 

That is what the Senate has gained. If I am mistaken, 
and there are other amendments from which the House has 
receded, I should like to be corrected; but I sent to the clerk 
and obtained the report of the conferees, and I found that 
out of 65 amendments the Senate has gained 2 from the 
House. One of them is they changed the word “ year” to 
read “fiscal year.” The other one is they added the word 
“ appropriation ” in the name of the bill. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. BLACK. I yield to the Senator. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATIONS 


Mr. TYDINGS. I am about to make a unanimous-consent 
request with the consent of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BrycHam], who is the chairman of the subcommittee of 
the Committee on Appropriations on the District of Columbia 
bill. 

I ask unanimous consent to have pending and inserted in 
their proper place in the appropriation bill of the District 
the following two amendments: 

The widening of Seventeenth Street NW. between H Street 
and Pennsylvania Avenue, $17,044.28. 

The grading of Eastern Avenue between Bunker Hill Road 
and Queen’s Chapel Road, $7,740. 

The Senator from Connecticut, while not being authorized 
to accept the amendments, has consented not to oppose them 
vigorously if they are inserted in the bill with the under- 
standing that no objection will be made if they are taken 
out in conference, if the conferees so declare. With the 
consent of the Senator from Alabama, I therefore ask, the 
District appropriation bill being under consideration, that 
these two amendments be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The District appropriation 
bill is not before the Senate at this time. Does the Senator 
ask unanimous consent that that bill be laid before the 
Senate? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I amend the request, and ask that when 
the District appropriation bill is taken up these two amend- 
ments be considered as pending and be voted on by the 
Senate, even though I be absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the 
request made by the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, it simply involves the right 
to have the two amendments pending when the bill comes 
back before the Senate. I have no objection. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I suggest that two amend- 


ments can not be pending at the same time. They may be 
offered, of course. One amendment is pending, and the 
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other will be on the table and ready to be offered as soon as 
the first one is disposed of. 

Mr. TYDINGS. One will be pending, and the other will 
come up as soon as the first amendment is disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the 
request made by the Senator from Maryland, which, as the 
Chair understands, is that one amendment shall be adopted 


and the other shall be pending? 
Mr. McNARY. No, Mr. President. What the Senator 


evidently means and proposes to do is to suggest two amend- | 


ments and have them on the desk ready to be considered 
when the District appropriation bill comes before the Senate 
for further consideration. That is all there is to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the 
amendments will be received and lie on the table. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I thank the Senator from Alabama for 
permitting the interruption. 


AMENDMENT TO ADJUSTED-SERVICE CERTIFICATES BILL 


Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Out of order, I ask 
sion to submit an amendment which I intend to offer to what 
is known as the bonus bill and for the information of the 
Senate, I ask that the proposed amendment may be read; it 
consists only of four or five lines. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the 
amendment will be received and read for the information of 
the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. THomas of Okla- 
homa to the bill (H. R. 17054) to increase the loan basis of ad- 
justed-service certificates: 

On page 1, line 11, after the word “ annually,” to strike out the 
period, insert a colon and the following proviso: 

“ Provided, That no interest shall be computed or collected, at 
any time, on any loan or on any portion of any loan corresponding 
with and equivalent to that portion of any adjusted-service cer- 
tificate already equitably due.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Oklahoma desire to have the amendment printed and lie on 
the table or referred to the Committee on Finance? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I ask that it be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


MUSCLE SHOALS 


Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, I very seriously doubt whether 
all the Senators understood the motion I made a moment 
ago, so I desire now to move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion made by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, I should like to have the Sen- 
ate vate on this motion, not by the yeas and nays but by a 
division. 

Mr. HATFIELD. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Barkley Glenn McGill Schall 
Bingham Hale McKellar Sheppard 
Black Harris McNary Shortridge 
Blaine Hasi Metcalf Smith 
Bratton Hatfield Morrow Swanson 
Brock Hebert Thomas, Idaho 
Bulkley Heflin Norbeck Townsend 
Capper Howell 

Couzens Johnson Oddie Vandenberg 
Dale Jones Watson 
Fess Patterson Williamson 
Frazier King Phipps 

George La Follette Robinson, Ark. 


Mr. STEPHENS entered the Chamber and answered to 
his name. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-one Senators having 
answered to their names, there is a quorum present. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I think I should in all fair- 
ness advise the Senator what I expect to do from now on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agree- 
ing to the motion of the Senator from Alabama, which is 
not debatable. 

Mr. JONES. I thought that had been disposed of. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not been. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from 
Alabama that the Senate adjourn. 

The Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. BLACK obtained the floor. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Alabama yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. BLACK. I yield. 

Mr. JONES. I think in all fairness I should tell the Sen- 
ator what I expect to do from now on. 

Mr. BLACK. I should be glad to have the Senator tell me. 

Mr. JONES. I think I have been perfectly fair thus far. 
I propose from now on to invoke the rule, considering that 
the Senator has talked once on the conference report. The 
rule provides that no Senator shall talk on any question 
more than twice in the same day, furthermore, that a 
quorum can not be called until after business has been 
transacted. I shall see that business is transacted before 
we have another quorum call. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, I think the Senator is abso- 
lutely right in that. I would not think of calling a quorum 
without business being transacted. As a matter of fact, 
some business has been transacted since the last quorum 
call. I do not want to make another point of no quorum at 
this time. There has been a vote on the motion to adjourn 
since the last quorum call, and if it were merely a case of a 
desire to delay matters, of course I would suggest the ab- 
sence of a quorum. But I have no desire to do that. I 
desire to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
there is a place in this country called Muscle Shoals. It 
seems to me that it is very difficult for that fact to be im- 
pressed on the Senate. Everything else is of importance 
except action on Muscle Shoals. It is all right to bring in a 
conference report with 63 Senate amendments, with only 
two receded from on the part of the House, one of them 
being the insertion of the word “ fiscal,” and the other the 
insertion of another word. But down at Muscle Shoals, Ala., 
there are nitrate plants idle. Those plants, if put into op- 
eration, would employ thousands of men. They would re- 
duce the price of fertilizer for the farmer at least 50 per cent 
if properly operated. 

It is true that they would compete with the Guggenheim 
interests in South America. I assume there are some who 
would regret very much to see the Guggenheim interests 
have competition. As long as Muscle Shoals legislation can 
be choked to death, there will be no competition from 
Muscle Shoals with the Guggenheim interests in Chile. 

I want to call the Senate’s attention to the fact that I 
have in my hand a statement made by a gentleman who is 
connected with the chemical department of the Du Pont 
Co. at Wilmington, Del. I want to call attention to the fact 
that during the time the long controversy on Muscle Shoals 
practically every civilized country in the world except the 
United States has become independent of the remainder of 
the world in the matter of nitrates. 

It is true that Russia still has to import nitrates, but those 
who are so bitterly opposed to the Russian Government will 
not be surprised at that. It is also true that Germany does 
not import any; she exports. It is also true that several 
countries have entered into an agreement to reduce their 
nitrogen output, and while Senators here are busy from day 
to day attempting to increase the size of the Navy, if they 
will investigate they will find that in a year’s time we would 
not have enough nitrogen produced in this country to fire a 
shot if a war should be declared. All the other countries 
take care of their farmers in times of peace by assisting in 
the manufacture of fertilizer. They prepare for war in time 
of peace by arranging to manufacture nitrogen, but the 
United States alone of all the world finds itself a slave to the 
nitrogen cartel of the world and the United States Senate 
seems to be willing to vote to pass every other measure ex- 
cept Muscle Shoals legislation at this session. 

I want to call the attention of the Senate to the countries 
which are producing so much nitrogen that they have had 
to enter into an agreement among themselves. Some of 
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the countries are paying others to reduce their output. . They 
are.doing that because they want to continue to sell nitro- 
gen to America at a profit. If we were to declare war to- 
morrow, we must have nitrogen in order to have explosives. 
The following countries have cut down their nitrogen pro- 
duction by agreement: Belgium, Czechoslovakia, Chile, 
France, Great Britain, Germany, the Netherlands, Italy, 
Norway, and Poland. 

The poor old United States is the purchaser to-day from 
those countries which have cut down the nitrogen produc- 
tion by international agreement. Who is responsible for it? 
The Republican Party has been in charge of the Govern- 
ment for 10 years. They could have enacted Muscle Shoals 
legislation if they had desired to do so, but they do not. 
The Guggenheims are interested in the production of ni- 
trates in Chile. Of course the Republican Party would not 
desire to enact any legislation which might strike at any of 
their campaign contributors; certainly not. 

Let us see what that agreement was: 

Essential provisions of the agreement area plan for regulation 


of production except for Chile, allocation of markets, and regula- 
tion of prices. 


In other words, all these countries entered into an agree- 
ment. The farmers of the State of Mississippi, represented 
by my good friend, the junior Senator from that State [Mr. 
STEPHENS], who so well represents his State, and who honors 
me now by his presence, are paying the price for it. The 
farmers of the State of Georgia are paying an extra price 
on account of that agreement. The farmers of the State 
of Tennessee are paying an extra price on account of that 
agreement. The farmers of every Southern State are pay- 
ing an extra price on account of that agreement. 

If the Senators from those States will join me to prevent 
the approval of the conference report and the passage of all 
appropriation bills until we have Muscle Shoals legislation, 
they will help to relieve their farmers. 

Let us see about what they have done in this agreement: 

The United States necessarily remains outside of the cartel owing 
to the provisions of the Sherman antitrust law. 

Of course, we assumed we had remained out, but this 
gentleman is very careful to say that the only reason why we 
remain out is on account of the provision of the Sherman 
antitrust law. 

However, this country is not a large exporter of nitrogen; and, 
further, no advantage would be gained by an attempt to break the 
cartel prices, which are set already at low levels. 

That is a representative of the Du Pont interests speaking. 
He tells the farmers of Mississippi, of Georgia, of South 
Carolina, of North Carolina, of Alabama, and of Tennessee 
that the prices could be reduced. 

In order to indemnify those European works that are forced to 
curtail output below the quotas agreed upon or that are forced to 
shut down completely a fund of £3,000,000 will be set up, £750,000 
of which is to be subscribed by the Chilean producers, presumably 
in return for their own freedom as respects output. 

In other words, the Chilean Government is paying every 
year £750,000, or about $2,500,000, to the Government of 
Germany and other European Governments to get them to 
reduce their output so that Chile can charge the farmers of 
the South in the United States more than they are charging 
them to-day. That is the understanding. Who pays that 
extra amount? The farmers of the South; of Tennessee, 
Georgia, Alabama, Texas, and Mississippi pay it. They are 
paying it to-day to the Chilean Government, and the Chilean 
Government is in turn paying it to the European trusts to 
keep them from producing nitrogen and selling it cheaply 
to the farmers of the United States. 

The Senate can assist by preventing the passage of the 
appropriation bills until Muscle Shoals legislation has been 
agreed upon. 

The people of the South expect their representatives to 
stand up for their rights. They believe their representatives 
will see that Muscle Shoals legislation is enacted. There is 
only one way to do it now, and that is to join in an effort 
to prevent the passage of the appropriation bills until we 
have Muscle Shoals legislation. 
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Do not be fooled. The Republican administration does not 
want any Muscle ‘Shoals legislation and does not intend for 
us to have it if it can be prevented. The Republican ad- 
ministration never has wanted it and does not want it to- 
3 It has done everything possible to prevent its enact- 
men 

Proceeding with this article a little further: 


The remaining £2,250,000 will be subscribed by the European 
producers, (It should be noted that £750,000 is equivalent to $1.46 
per metric ton of Chilean nitrate, an output of 2,500,000 
metric tons during the year 1930-31. This cost must, of course, be 
absorbed by the Chilean producers.) 

About 80 per cent of the world output of nitrogen will be con- 
trolled by the parties to the cartel. 


I call this to the attention of the few Senators 1 are 
here. Eighty per cent of the world output of nitrogen is 


controlled by the parties to this cartel or international trust, 


and the farmers of the South in the main are the ones who 
are subjected to slavery by it. There they are. Under the 
agreement of these parties they get Chile to pay $2,500,000 a 
year to Germany and other countries not to manufacture 
nitrogen.’ Who pays it? In the main the farmers of Ala- 
bama, Georgia, Mississippi, Texas, North Carolina, Virginia, 
and South Carolina. They are the ones who make that 
contribution. 

It is stated that a survey showed that existing nitrogen-produc- 
ing capacity is sufficient to meet world demand for many years. 
This fact would seem to discourage the construction of new works. 

Special agreements have been concluded regulating the import 
of nitrogen into countries that are parties to the cartel and those 
outside the cartel. Prices will not be increased beyond the levels 
of the past fertilizer year. Wherever conditions in the industry 
permit, price reductions may be expected. While the agreement is 
for one year, effort will be made during this period to negotiate 
an agreement covering a long term. The cartel agreement is 
similar to the Cyanamide Syndicate agreement as regards control 
of export sales. Domestic sales are in principle reserved to the 
domestic producers, and exports of countries having a surplus will 
be separately determined. 

I would like for some Senators who have heard that the 
cyanamide process is obsolete and will not benefit the farm- 
ers of the South to listen to what this man, connected with 
the Du Ponts, says about the cyanamide process. The Du 
Ponts do not use the cyanamide process. 

Prices will be fixed with compensation for the form and utility 
of individual products, and not on the basis of nitrogen content 
alone. 

I particularly invite the attention of my friend the senior 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR], because he is 
closer to the Muscle Shoals project and his people would be 
greatly benefited by it. 

Owing to the present relative overproduction of sulphate of 
ammonia and cyanamide, these products will be the cheapest, and 
will therefore determine the levels set for other products. 

In other words, here is a man who uses a synthetic process, 
an employee of the Du Ponts, who admits in a public article 
that the cyanamide process will set the price for fertilizer 
throughout the world and that fertilizer will be sold cheaper 
than any other except sulphate of ammonia. That is ex- 
ceedingly interesting in view of the fact that it has been 
heralded about throughout the land that the cyanamide 
process is obsolete and no benefit will come to the farmer 
from it. As a matter of fact, cyanamide is to-day fixing the 
cheap price, in so far as it is cheap, of the fertilizer of the 
farmers of the world, not only in this country but throughout 
the entire civilized world. 

Now, I want to call attention to the fact—— 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Alabama yield to me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Alabama yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. BLACK. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Of course the Senator is right. I am 
exceedingly interested in the matter of the manufacture of 
fertilizer at Muscle Shoals. All through the southern part 
of middle Tennessee there are vast deposits of phosphate. 
Those phosphate beds are within almost a stone’s throw of 
Muscle Shoals. With nitrates being manufactured at 
Muscle Shoals and the use of those phosphates—nitrates 
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and phosphate being the principal ingredients of fertilizer— 
L imagine that fertilizer could be manufactured very cheaply 
at Muscle Shoals. 

I want to say that I now have a very strong hope, from 
what I have heard this afternoon, that the conferees may 
agree on a bill to-morrow in reference to Muscle Shoals. 
I sincerely hope that they will do so. The Senator from 
Alabama is right. This proposition ought to be settled, and 
we ought to settle it at this session of Congress. There is 
no reason in the world why it should not be settled, and I 
sincerely hope that the conferees will agree to-morrow.. I 
am in entire sympathy with the Senator’s position as to a 
disposition of the Muscle Shoals question at this session of 
Congress. 

Mr. BLACK. The Senator from Tennessee, as I under- 
stand, is thoroughly in agreement that the settlement of the 
Muscle Shoals question is as important to our people as 
the passage of the independent offices appropriation bill, if 
not more so. 

Now I call attention to the fact that in Germany last year, 
according to the statement of the Society of Berlin, the 
European production of synthetic nitrogen for the fertilizer 
for the year 1931 will be limited under the operation of the 
nitrogen agreement to 1,087,100 tons, which is to be appor- 
tioned in a certain way. In other words, they have appor- 
tioned the quantity of nitrogen each country may produce 
to sell to the poor little country of America. With the ex- 
ception of Russia, we are the only civilized country in the 
world to-day that is dependent upon other countries for 
nitrogen. Russia is dependent upon other countries, but in 
her torn condition, due to the trouble she has had, that is 
easily understood. England is not; Germany is not; France 
is not; Switzerland is not; Norway is not. In practically 
all those countries the government has assisted in the op- 
eration of the nitrate plants. The government is assisting 
to-day in France. It is done because those governments 
realize that in case of war explosives are essential; but 
America—controlled by the special beneficiaries of Repub- 
lican predatory power alone, of all the countries is lagging 
behind, and its people are paying an exorbitant price for 
nitrogen and fertilizer because America has not done what 
the other countries of the world have done. To-morrow, if 
another world war should be declared, we should find our- 
selves sending our high-priced battleships down off the 
coast of Chile to protect Chilean nitrates, because we would 
have to have them to fire our guns, Germany would not 
have to do so. 

At the beginning of the World War Germany was im- 
porting 800,000 tons of Chile nitrates. To-day she has 
entered into an agreement under which she is receiving 
pay to curtail production; and, notwithstanding that, will 
produce 840,000 tons. That is the difference. America was 
an importer of nitrates before the World War; America 
is an importer now. Germany was an importer of nitrates 
before the World War; Germany is an exporter to-day; 
but, of course, the Guggenheims are interested in the 
Chilean nitrate business. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Alabama state whether or not Germany manufactures syn- 
thetic nitrogen? 

Mr. BLACK. Germany manufactures both kinds. 

Mr. McKELLAR. To what extent does she use the syn- 
thetic process? 

Mr. BLACK. I have the figures here and will state them. 

The Merseburg Works, I. G., which, as I understand, is 
a synthetic plant, produces 650,000 tons; the Oppau Works, 
I. G., manufacture 100,000 tons; the Ruhr coal companies 
manufacture 50,000 tons; the cyanamide producers manu- 
facture 100,000 tons; the By-products Cokeries & Gas Works 
manufacture 100,000 tons. 

The synthetic process predominates in Germany. In 
Japan, as I recall, the cyanamide process predominates. In 
France, I believe, there is probably more produced by the 
cyanamide process, but the synthetic process has had a 
greater vogue during the past 10 years than has the 
cyanamide process, I find here in the list of prices of nitro- 
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gen sold in Germany that cyanamide nitrogen there fixes 
the low price. The cyanamide and the ammonium chloride 
are the ones that sold at the lowest price per kilo; so. that 
in Germany the cyanamide holds down the price. It has 
done so in this country. Recently I called attention to the 
fact that the farmers of Alabama through their farm asso- 
ciation called for bids for fertilizer, and, in competition with 
the various kinds of fertilizer throughout the world, the 
cyanamide process won the contract, and the farm associa- 
tion of Alabama is using this year nitrogen produced by 
the cyanamide process at Niagara Falls, Canada. 

It is true if we start operating the Muscle Shoals plant we 
are going to compete with the cyanamide plant at Niagara 
Falls; it-is true we will compete with the Chilean nitrate 
producer; but in doing so we will place thousands of Ameri- 
can men and women at work. Personally I am frank to 
say that if I were able to stand here and talk until to-mor- 
row afternoon I would do so, considering the fact that in 
Alabama and the surrounding territory hundreds of men 
are out of employment and at the plants at Muscle Shoals 
which are now idle thousands of men could be employed. 
Two counties adjoining Muscle Shoals, I have been informed 
by those who know, were as hard hit by the drought as any 
counties in the Nation; want is in their midst; and yet, 
strange to say, there are those here who are vitally interested 
in this project who apparently are perfectly willing to sit 
by and let all other measures go through while Muscle 
Shoals -legislation is shelved because this administration 
wants no legislation. There is no use to fool ourselves about 
that. There is only one way to get Muscle Shoals legisla- 
tion, and that is to use the power we have here. If the 
Senate does not decide to use its power, it will get no legisla- 
tion on this subject; if it does use its power, it will get legis- 
lation. There will be a retreat just as there was a retreat 
on the Joaning of $20,000,000 to the drought sufferers. Of 
course, if the Democrats should cooperate with the Repub- 
licans so that Muscle Shoals legislation is defeated then the 
situation is quite different. 

The passage of the legislation and the inauguration of 
work at those plants means the employment of thousands of 
people. 

I admit that there are great fertilizer factories in South 
Carolina and Virginia and in Maryland, but those fertilizer 
factories do not fix their nitrogen from the air. What the 
Muscle Shoals plant would compete with is the fixation of 
nitrogen from the air by the cyanamid process at Niagara 
Falls and the digging of nitrates from the ground in Chile. 
In competing with them, however, there would be put to 
work at Muscle Shoals thousands of men in Alabama who 
to-day are out of employment by reason of the depression 
brought on by an unfair concentration of wealth and a mal- 
distribution of the good things which have been produced 
by the toiling masses. But what difference does that make? 
It seems to be most important to get through the independ- 
ent offices appropriation bill, for some of the Senators are 
afraid of an extra session. Has the time come when we are 
more afraid of an extra session than we are of relieving the 
farmers of Alabama, of Tennessee, of South Carolina, of 
North Carolina, of Virginia, and of Georgia from the extor- 
tionate prices they are now being compelled to pay for fer- 
tilizer? _ It is my belief that if the farmers of the South 
could let their voice be heard here now they would say, 
“Let nothing else pass the Senate until legislation with 
reference to Muscle Shoals shall have been enacted, be- 
cause we are not afraid of an extra session.” How could 
the farmers of the South be injured by an extra session? 
A different Senate will be here. There will be a largely 
increased number of Democrats who should be friendly to 
Muscle Shoals legislation. 

Mr. BROCK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BLACK. I yield to the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. BROCK. I understood the Senator to say that the 
operation of the plant at Muscle Shoals would reduce the 
cost of fertilizer to the farmers about 50 per cent? 

Mr. BLACK. My judgment is it would reduce the cost 50 
per cent or more. 
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Mr. BROCK. Ihave a record from the department show- 
ing that it would reduce the cost 48 ½ per cent. 

Mr. BLACK. A record from what department? 

Mr. BROCK. Ihave it here, and will endeavor to find it. 

Mr. BLACK. So the Senator has a Government record 
which shows that the reduction in cost would be 48% per 
cent? 

Mr. BROCK. Yes; and in addition to that there would be 
a great saving to the farmer in the item of freight rates. 
The saving in freight on the transportation of his fertilizer 
alone during the year would amount to about $10,000,000, 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, the project at Muscle Shoals 
was inaugurated when the Democrats were in power. The 
Democrats here to-day and to-morrow and this week have 
it within their power to force Muscle Shoals legislation; there 
is not any question about that. They know that the Repub- 
licans want no legislation. Why should they want it when 
their biggest campaign contributors are reaping an enormous 
profit from the failure to operate Muscle Shoals? 

Mr. President, I desire to call attention to the fact that 
the present German capacity for nitrogen production is 
estimated at about 1,000,000 tons a year; they have agreed 
to reduce it to 840,000 tons, and they are paid for that 
reduction. They are paid by the farmers of Alabama, of 
Georgia, of Mississippi, of Virginia, of Tennessee, of North 
Carolina, and South Carolina. They, with their hard-earned 
dimes, earned by toiling in the sun from early morning 
until late at night, contribute to pay a high price for Chile 
nitrate; and Chile then takes those southern dimes and 
dollars and pays them to Germany and other countries not 
to fix nitrogen to sell to the farmers of the South. 

Mr. BROCK. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I make the point of 
order that no business has transpired since the last quorum 
call. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes; there has been a 
motion to adjourn, which was voted down .and constitutes 
business. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, under the precedents a 
motion to adjourn is not business. l 

Mr. WATSON. I beg the pardon of the Chair. Has a 
motion to adjourn been made since the last quorum call? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so under- 
stands. 

Mr. BLACK. The motion to adjourn was voted on? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And voted on. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, a motion to adjourn is 
not in order until business is transacted; and a quorum 
was called immediately at that time. No business has been 
transacted since the last call of a quorum. If that is not 
held to be the case, a Senator can simply call for quorums 
and move to adjourn incessantly and the Senate can never 
do any business. One Senator can simply sit here and do 
that. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, a point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. BLACK. After the absence of a quorum has been 
suggested, is it in order to make an argument? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Oh, yes, indeed. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think the present occupant of the 
chair was not in the Chamber the last time a motion to 
adjourn was made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present occupant of 
the chair was not in the Chamber when the last motion to 
adjourn was made. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Since then the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. HATFIELD] raised the point of no quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the present occupant 
of the chair is informed by the clerks that after the quorum 
was developed the Senate voted on the motion to adjourn. 
Therefore, the Chair is inclined to believe that the call for 
a quorum is now in order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the present occupant of the chair 
hold that a motion to adjourn may be made as often as 
necessary in order that a quorum call may then intervene? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


FEBRUARY 17 


The. PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; because the present 
occupant of the chair is prepared to rule presently, if neces- 
sary, that the motions are dilatory, and let the Senate de- 
cide that question once and for all. 

Mr. BLACK. I did not understand the Presiding Officer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair, for the pres- 
ent, is inclined to believe that the call for a quorum is in 
order, The Senator from Connecticut propounded a some- 
what problematical parliamentary inquiry with reference to 
a call for a quorum and a motion for adjournment con- 
stituting business—the same question, in other words, that 
has been raised by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. SWAN- 
son]. The present occupant of the chair is prepared to rule 
at the proper time that all such motions are dilatory, and to 
permit the Senate to decide the question; but, for the min- 
ute, the Chair holds that the quorum may be called for. 

The clerk will call the roll, 

Mr. BLACK. The Chair’s statement that a motion to 
adjourn would be held by the Chair not to be in order is so 
contrary to every rule that when that matter comes up, of 
course 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate may decide 
that when the Chair makes the ruling. The Chair has not 
Cee ae TONIE Fee In the meantime the clerk will call 

T 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names; 


Bingham George McGill 

Black Glenn Smith 
Blaine Goff McNary Stephens 
Bratton Goldsborough Metcalf Swanson 
Brock Hale Morrow Thomas, Idaho 
Broussard Harris Moses Townsend 
Capper Hastings Norbeck Trammell 
Carey Hatfield Nye Vandenberg 
Couzens Hebert Walcott 
Dale Hefiin Phipps Watson 
Davis Howell n 
Fess Jones Robinson, Ark. 

Frazier Kean Sheppard 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty Senators having 
answered to the roll call, there is a quorum present. 


INDEPENDENT OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
16415) making appropriations for the Executive Office and 
sundry independent Executive bureaus, boards, commissions, 
and ofñces for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for 
other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon 
agreeing to the conference report. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wash- 
ington is recognized. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Washington yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I thought. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, a point of order. Does the 
Chair now hold, in accordance with the agreement which 
was made before he took the chair, that I have lost the floor 
by reason of a quorum call? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present occupant of 
the chair holds that the Senator from Alabama, having 
already spoken four times upon the question before the 
Senate, he is not entitled to speak again, and the Senator 
from Washington was recognized. 

Mr. BLACK. May I ask the present occupant of the 
chair another question? Is the present occupant of the 
chair prepared to hold, when the appropriation bill comes 
up, that I would be deprived of the opportunity of speaking 
on amendments to the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No, indeed. 

Mr. BLACK. Would the Chair go that far? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator mean 
on a conference report? 

Mr. BLACK. I am talking about the appropriation bill, 
when it is reached. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What appropriation bill? 

Mr. BLACK. The Chair holds that I do not have the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question before the 
Senate is upon agreeing to the conference report. There is 
no other question before the Senate. The Senator from Ala- 
bama has already spoken four times on that question. 

Mr. BLACK. In my judgment the Chair is mistaken, if 
he has been informed that I have spoken four times on this 
question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is taking the 
word of the clerks. 

Mr. BLACK. I have had the floor once, as I recall. I do 
not recall having had it more than once. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. Jones] has the floor. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New 
Mexico will state it. 

Mr. BRATTON. Regardless of how many times the Sena- 
tor from Alabama has spoken, does the occupant of the 
chair hold that concededly having the floor when the 
quorum call was made he has lost the floor? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that is 
the case. The Senator from Alabama can not hold the 
floor indefinitely by making motions and having quorums 
called. That is not within the spirit of the rules. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, the ruling of the chair is 
so flagrantly at variance with the universal practice in the 
Senate that I must raise my protest against it. 

The Senator from Alabama was occupying the floor when 
the quorum call was made. It has been the rule here, with- 
out exception, within my knowledge, that when a quorum 
call is completed the Senator who was occupying the floor 
should have the right to continue. On this occasion the 
occupant of the chair turns from the Senator from Alabama, 
who had the floor at the time the absence of a quorum was 
noted, and recognizes another Senator, and in that way 
invokes the rule, taking the Senator from Alabama from the 
floor. 

I appeal to the sense of fairness of the Chair that such 
procedure is against the custom of the Senate; and, while 
not particularly in sympathy with the attitude of the Sena- 
tor from Alabama, in a spirit of fairness I do not think he 
should be taken from the floor in that way. If that treat- 
ment is to be accorded him, it must be accorded every other 
Senator hereafter. If it is not to be accorded hereafter, it 
should not be dealt to him now. I appeal to the Chair that, 
while his ruling may be technically correct, it is against the 
unbroken custom of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I desire to suggest that it 
has been the custom as well as the rule for a long time that 
the Senator holding the floor has to yield for a quorum call; 
and, of course, when he yields, he yields the floor. I ad- 
vised the Senator from Alabama a while ago that as he had 
spoken once, I proposed hereafter to invoke the rule which 
allows a Senator to speak only twice on the same question 
on the same day. 

That rule, I think, applies in this case. The Senator from 
Alabama could not yield without yielding the floor. If he 
yielded to somebody to call a quorum, that ended that speech. 

Mr. BLACK. That statement only 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wash- 
ington has the floor. The Senator from Alabama yielded 
the floor when the quorum was called, and the Senator from 
Washington now has the floor. 

Mr. BLACK. A point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. BLACK. Is it in order to make a statement that I 
have spoken more than once when I have not? I have had 
the floor once. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. According to the record 
as kept at the desk, the Senator has had the floor four times 
on the same question, and the Senator from Washington 
now has the floor. The Senator from Alabama may appeal 
from the ruling of the Chair if he so desires. . 
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Mr. BLACK. Ido not care to appeal 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wash- 
ington has the floor. 

Mr. BLACK. I do not care to appeal from the ruling of 
the Chair, but I will take up the question later. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, this is a conference report. 
I want briefly to refer to some of the provisions in it, be- 
cause I know that the Senate is interested in them. 

First, I want to refer to amendment numbered 72, on 
which the Senate conferees have receded. Senators -will 
remember it when I mention it. It is the amendment under 
which the Senate sought to prevent retired officers from 
drawing retired pay in addition to a salary in excess of 
$2,000. 

The Senate will remember that that amendment was pre- 
sented on the floor of the Senate, after there was read from 
the Recorp a list of retired officers who were in the employ 
of the Government, some of them drawing quite large sal- 
aries. 

I want to say right here, I think I ought to say it, in 
justice to the general counsel of the Veterans’ Bureau, Mr. 
Smith, who is drawing a salary of $9,000 a year and is on 
the retired list at something between $100 and $200 a month, 
that I have-learned that Mr. Smith rendered an opinion 
that a retired officer as such could not draw his retired pay 
and also a salary. He rendered that opinion himself. The 
Attorney General, however, overturned that opinion, and he 
being superior to Mr. Smith, Mr. Smith was legally entitled 
not only to draw his salary, but also to draw the compensa- 
tion paid. I think in justice to Mr. Smith that should be 
said. I understand the question has been submitted to the 
Attorney General for reconsideration. I think the opinion 
originally was rendered by a different Attorney General than 
the present Attorney General. 

This is the situation with reference to this matter: The 
amendment was presented on the floor of the Senate, and I 
do not think there was a Senator but who felt, when the 
Salaries of the officers referred to were read from the 
Recorp, that it was very unjust to the Government that men 
drawing those salaries should also draw retired pay. It was 
under that feeling that no point of order was made against 
the amendment, and it was adopted as a part of the bill. 

When the matter came up in conference, if I am per- 
mitted to relate anything that took place there, I will say 
that it appeared that the House conferees feel in regard to 
the matter just the same as we do—that is, they feel that the 
practice or policy followed as shown by the record should not 
be followed if it is possible to prevent it. But they feel that 
it is a matter which should be handled by legislative com- 
mittees, after proper hearing and after both sides of the 
matter have been given opportunity to be heard. They cited 
several instances where this action would work very great 
injustice. It seemed to me that in the cases they cited in- 
justice would result. I will give one of them. 

They referred to the fact that one gentleman who was 
drawing $3,000 or $3,500 a year salary in the Veterans’ 
Bureau was also getting compensation at a certain rate 
under the compensation act, and that just across the hall 
from him was another gentleman, drawing exactly the same 
salary, doing the same work, and getting retired pay equal 
to the compensation the first gentleman gets. If this amend- 
ment became the law the compensation would go on but 
the retired pay would stop. That would put the two men 
upon an inequality. 

The House conferees cited several instances of that kind. 
That is what led them to believe that it was wise in dealing 
with a matter like this to have it handled by the proper legis- 
lative committees, so that hearings could be had and proper 
and correct legislation enacted. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator permit a 
question? 

Mr. JONES. In just a moment. They took a very firm 
position, and that was the main ground upon which they 
rested. It appealed very strongly to the Senate conferees, 
and under the circumstances we decided that it was wise to 
recede. I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
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Mr. REED. Mr. President, if I correctly understand the 
Senator, in order to avoid the inequality of which he speaks 
the conferees are continuing an inequality, whereby a ser- 
geant who gets compensation for 30 per cent disability gets 
$30 a month, and Mr. William Wolfe Smith, if he is 30 per 
cent disabled, gets $187.a month. Is not that a more shock- 
ing contrast than the one of which the Senator speaks? 

Mr. JONES. Certainly it is. There is no question about 
that. I simply gave that as one instance. 

Mr. REED. Would it be possible, if this conference report 
were rejected, to get a modification of this clause, so that it 
would apply only to officials of the Veterans’ Bureau, and 
only to those who were drawing salaries of, say, $4,000 a 
year or more? 

Mr. JONES. I will say to the Senator that I suggested 
that very proposition, that it should apply only to the medi- 
cal department of the Veterans’ Bureau, and I fixed $3,500 
or $4,000 a year as the limit. The House conferees felt that 
they could not agree to that, that the whole question ought to 
be considered by the legislative committees of the House and 
Senate, and the whole problem dealt with after full and 
careful consideration and hearing. 

Mr. REED. I hope the Senator understands that the 
veterans themselves approve this amendment. I think I 
have had at least a thousand letters favoring it, and not 25 
opposing it. I think many of them feel that it is a gross 
discrimination against the enlisted men of the Army, who 
have so much trouble establishing their compensation status, 
while apparently it is very easy for these men to establish 
the 30 per cent disability which gives them this big retire- 
ment pay. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I want to say to the Senator 
that I sympathize more with the enlisted man than I do 
with the officer. I have not received any protest, however, 
from enlisted men that I remember, but I have received 
quite a good many letters from officers. I think one or two 
of those officers rather favored, if action had to be taken, 
action somewhat along the line suggested by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania a moment ago; but others pointed out 
what they considered injustices in taking action in this way. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I have a letter in my hand 
from a sergeant who served overseas in action, and who was 
wounded. He was sent to Mount Alto for diagnosis, here in 
Washington. He said that while he was there several 
months— 
hundreds of emergency officers presented themselves for observa- 
tion and treatment prior to the Veterans’ Bureau acting on their 
claims for retirement, and this gave me a splendid opportunity to 
observe what was going on. It was difficult for one to understand 
why so many doctors were being retired under the act. I heard 
from the lips of more than one at this institution that more 
doctors and dentists were seeking retirement than were emer- 
gency officers who actually saw active service at the front, par- 
ticularly officers of infantry and artillery regiments. 

I have no prejudice against the officers of the Army, but 
I think there is no reason in the world why a man’s com- 
pensation should be based on his rank, not on his disability. 
If an officer is seriously disabled, I want him to get a large 
amount of compensation, and the same with an enlisted 
man, but there is no sense or justice or reason in giving a 
man large retirement pay merely because he wore a Sam 
Brown belt, but did not wear chevrons on his sleeve. 

Mr. JONES. I sympathize very much with the view of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, who is more familiar with 
matters of that kind than I am. 

Mr. REED. I want to say to the Senator that I am not 
going to quit, and if it is necessary to go through the legis- 
lative committees to get some relief from this condition, I 
mean to try to do that in the next session. 

Mr. JONES. I want to see that done. I think it ought 
to be done just as quickly as possible, and the Military 
Affairs Committee of the Senate and the Military Affairs 
Committee of the House try to work out a proposition that 
will be far more equitable and just than the present prac- 
tice. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. JONES. I yield. 
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Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator has referred 
to the fact that no point of order was made against the 
amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania. I think he 
will recall that the amendment was regarded as not subject 
to a point of order for the reason that it was a limitation on 
the use of funds appropriated in the bill, the provision being 
that no part of the appropriation should be used for the 
retirement pay of officers who were drawing a certain 


Mr. JONES. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. There may have been some 
provision in the amendment which I do not recall that 
would have made it subject to a point of order. I think it 
might have been made applicable to other acts. 

I pointed out at the time the difficulty which has arisen 
in conference, namely, that the statutes apparently author- 
ized the payment of the retired emergency officers’ pay, and 
that salaries are fixed by law, or regulation of the depart- 
ment under the authority of law, and that it would result in 
claims being presented to the Congress unless the statutes 
were changed so as to forbid the collection of the salary and 
the retired pay. 

Mr. JONES. I will read the provision and the Senator 
will see that it was more than a limitation. As a matter of 
fact it was not a limitation but pure legislation. It provided: 

Provided, however, That no person shall on and after July 1, 
1931, be entitled to and/or paid retired pay under the disabled 
emergency officers’ retirement act of May 24, 1928, (45 Stat. 735), 
for any period during which he is receiving a salary, pay, and/or 
compensation from the United States which exceeds $2,000 per 
annum; and said disabled emergency officers’ retirement act of 
May 24, 1928, is hereby amended accordingly. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator is correct. It 
was legislation, and therefore subject to a point of order. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
Washington a question? 

Mr. JONES. I yield. 

Mr. SMITH. What action have the conferees taken on 
the proposed amendment relating to the retired officers? 

Mr. JONES. The Senate conferees receded on that 
amendment under the conditions I have stated. 

Mr. SMITH. I propounded the question because, after 
studying over the situation, it seemed to be that provision 
would work a hardship and would be unfair to the officers, 
because the allowance given an officer for disability is really 
in the nature of a pension, and any salary he might earn 
in addition to that should not be based upon the percentage 
of his disability. 

I had brought to my attention this possible situation: A 
man might have a rating of disability which would give him, 
say, $1,800 a year, $150 a month. He might be drawing a 
salary of $1,800.. Therefore he would not be under the 
prohibition of this amendment. But the two combined 
would make $3,600. On the other hand, a man having the 
same rating as to disability might get $2,100 salary. His 
disability payment would be disallowed, and he would be: 
restricted to the $2,100. One would receive $3,000 and the 
other would receive $2,000, having the same rate of disability. 
I thought it was nothing but right on our part that before 
we passed any such bill we should so adjust it as to clear up 
in the minds of Senators and of the public whether or not 
the disability allowance was regardless of the subsequent 
earning power of the individual. It seems to me, whatever 
the disability allowance is to be, it is in recognition of the 
diminution of his earning power and whatever he might earn 
in private or public life after that is a matter that should 
not concern us. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. JONES. I yield. 

Mr, REED. The trouble is that the allowance—— 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. BRATTON. Can the Senator from Washington yield 
first to the Senator from Pennsylvania, then to the Senator 
from Arkansas, then to the Senator from South Carolina, 
and now again to the Senator from Pennsylvania, and still 
hold the floor? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He can yield for a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BRATTON. He has not done so. 

Mr. JONES. Of course, if the rule is going to be invoked 
on this matter I shall not yield except for a question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wash- 
ington may not yield except for a question. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me for 
a question? 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state 
the point of order. 

Mr. BLACK. The point of order is that the Senator from 
Washington having yielded for purposes other than a ques- 
tion, a fair interpretation of what has occurred would be that 
he has violated the rule. I ask for an enforcement of the 
rule that the Senator shall not yield except for a question. 
He has yielded for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hold that 
Senators interrupting the Senator from Washington were 
probably leading up to a question if they had not yet asked it. 

Mr. JONES. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks me to 
yield for a question. I yield to him for a question only. 

Mr. REED. My question is, Does not the Senator from 
Washington think that the Senator from South Carolina 
{Mr. SmrrH] would be interested in knowing the trouble is 
that the disability allowance of which he speaks is not pro- 
portionate to the disability, but proportionate to the rank, 
and that is where the trouble comes. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Washington yield to the Senator from South Carolina for 
the purpose of propounding a question? 

Mr. JONES. I think I shall not yield now, though I 
should like very much to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield. 

Mr. JONES. I think the Senate understands the situa- 
tion. That was the situation that confronted the conferees. 
I think there was not a Senator on the floor who did not 
sympathize with the action of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania upon the showing that was made. The conferees did 
not change their views with reference to the matter, but 
we did feel that while we were trying to correct some in- 
equalities we might by this hasty legislation create some 
others almost as bad. We thought it was wise to agree with 
the House conferees. They took a very firm stand in the 
matter and we thought it wise to agree with them that legis- 
lation should be introduced and referred to the proper com- 
mittees and dealt with after careful consideration and hear- 
ings, giving those interested an opportunity to be heard. 
That is the situation with reference to that item. 

There are three or four items reported as in disagreement. 
There is a tentative agreement on the part of the conferees 
that the House conferees will present those amendments to 
the House with a tentative agreement to ask the House to 
recede and concur in the amendments. I think I should ex- 
plain those briefly to the Senate. 

Amendment No. 38 relates to the Housing Corporation. 
Senators will recall that provision. We struck out the whole 
provision. The conferees have tentatively agreed upon a 
proposition like this: Instead of appropriating $33,000 or 
$26,000 as the Senate provided, or $19,600 as the House pro- 
vided, the conferees have agreed upon a $15,000 appropria- 
tion for the next fiscal year for the Housing Corporation. 
In other words, they have agreed upon a sum smaller than 
either the House or the Senate agreed on. We felt that we 
could do that because, as a matter of fact, the action of the 
Senate was to strike out the entire provision. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield for a question? : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Washington yield to the Senator from Arkansas for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. JONES. I yield. 


The Senator declines to 
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Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Will the arrangement in 
contemplation probably result in a deficiency appropriation 
to pay additional salaries? 

Mr. JONES. I do not think so. We accepted the pro- 
visions which the House committee reported to the House, 
but some of them were stricken out and modified. They 
are in effect that no more than one person shall receive a 
salary of over $4,900. The House conferees and we under- 
stand that that salary will apply to the attorney who is 
looking after the legal phase of the business. There are 
some legal matters that have not been adjusted and some 
legal controversies still involved, and if anyone is paid $4,900 
it will be the attorney who looks after those matters. The 
other work is transferred to the Department of Labor. As 
I told the Senate when the matter was up before, the Com- 
missioner of Labor came before the committee and said they 
were not ready to take over this work then, that they were 
not prepared to do it. This provision will not go into effect 
until the 1st of July, and that will give them ample time to 
prepare to take over the work. The provision in brief 
makes the chief clerk of the Labor Department one of the 
Officials of the Housing Corporation to carry on its business, 
and also makes the fiscal agent of the Department of Labor 
the fiscal agent of the Housing Corporation. We feel that 
with this money, which is less than either House first recom- 
mended, the affairs of the corporation can be carried on 
during the next year and very likely brought to a close by 
that time. 

There are certain employees necessary in connection with 
the Mount Vernon road. Colonel Grant came before the 
committee and urged very strongly that the civil service laws 
should not be applied to certain of those employees. He said 
there must be experts employed in appraising the land, 
passing on titles, and so forth, some of whom would be 
retained only a short while, and that it would be very incon- 
venient and very cumbersome to require them to take those 
employees from the civil-service list. We felt that that was 
the case, so we wrote a provision, and the House conferees 
agreed to the provision, but said that under their rules they 
would have to take it back to the House, but that they would 
recommend its adoption. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Washington yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. JONES, I yield. 

Mr. KING. Why should not either the Department of 
Justice or the legal staff connected with the District of 
Columbia pass upon the titles of the purchases that are to 
be made? 

Mr. JONES. It is not a matter of passing upon titles. It 
is a matter largely of the appraisal of land. 

Mr. KING. The Senator used the term passing on 
titles.” 

Mr, JONES. I did not intend to use that term. It is 
more a matter of appraising land, and so on. It did not 
refer to attorneys. 

Then there is the matter of purchasing supplies in this 
country, the product and growth of this country. I want 
to say that the conferees on the War Department appropria- 
tion bill had this question before them in connection with 
that bill. We wrestled with it for a good while. There were 
many differences of opinion as to what should be done. 
Finally we agreed upon a provision that would cover the 
matter fully and clearly and as far as we thought we 
could go. 

Senate conferees on the bill now before us agreed to that 
provision, but the House conferees had to take it back so 
they will recommend to the House, while they report a dis- 
agreement, that it accept that provision. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield for a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Washington yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. JONES,- I yield. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Did the conferees agree to a pro- 
vision substantially the same as is in the War Department 
appropriation bill? 


5184 


Mr. JONES. As it was agreed to by the conferees on that 
bill.. We agreed to exactly that provision with the neces- 
sary modifications of language to meet the terms of the bill. 
Nr. SHORTRIDGE. Preference being given to American 
producers? 

Mr. JONES. Yes; but the substance of it is exactly the 
same. We took that provision in the War Department ap- 
propriation bill as a model. 

As to the Shipping Board provision, the Senate recom- 
mended a limit on the authorization of the appropriation 
act which was passed shortly after the Shipping Board act 
was passed, limiting the authorization to $150,000,000. The 
Senate agreed to the amendment raising it to $185,000,000 
so that it would cover the amount of $35,000,000 carried in 
this bill for the next fiscal year. It was necessary to do 
that. The House conferees agreed to that amendment and 
said they would have to take it back to the House, so as a 
matter of fact, while we haye reported a disagreement, 
yet they will recommend to the House that the House agree 
to the amendment, and they expect the House to do it. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Washington yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. JONES. I yield. 

Mr. KING. Does not the Senator think that the matter 
inserted on page 50 is new legislation and therefore subject 
to a point of order? 

Mr. JONES. It would not be subject to a point of order 
now because, if it is new legislation inserted in the Senate, 
it has been passed upon. 

Mr. KING. Perhaps I did not speak accurately. Did not 
the conferees exceed their authority in inserting in the bill 
the legislation found on page 50, lines 1 to 5, inclusive? 

Mr. JONES. The conferees did not insert that language. 
That was an amendment offered on the floor of the Senate 
after an explanation of the situation. The point of order 
could have been made upon it at that time, but it was not 
made. The amendment was agreed to when the necessity 
for the increase was explained. As I said, the House con- 
ferees, while they tentatively agreed to it, said under their 
rules they would have to take it back to the House and 
submit it to the House, but they expect to submit it with 
their recommendation that it be agreed to. 

When that matter was brought up on the floor of the 
Senate the situation was explained, and what we were 
trying to meet and what was necessary to be done to meet 
the situation was explained. No point of order was made 
and so it went into the bill. 

Mr. KING. Does the Senator contend that the language 
found in the paragraph referred to is identical with the lan- 
guage that was in the bill when it left the Senate? 

Mr. JONES. Oh, yes. We had to bring this amendment 
back in disagreement because, as I said, the House conferees 
felt that they had to take it back to the House under their 
rules, but said they would recommend that it be adopted. 

Mr. President, I think those are all the items of special 
importance. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. RoBINsoN of Arkansas 
in the chair). Does the Senator from Washington yield to 
the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. JONES. I yield. 

Mr. KING. I ask the Senator what disposition was made 
of the amendments which were offered by the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. La FoLLETTE] with reference to the sea 
service bureau? 

Mr. JONES. The House conferees would not agree to 
that at all. I think that was the last amendment that was 
passed upon by the conferees. 

Mr. KING. May I ask the Senator why the Senate con- 
ferees receded without bringing it back to the Senate? The 
Senator will recall that when a former appropriation bill 
was under consideration the same amendment was offered, 
I think, by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La FOLLETTE]. 
The Senate expressed itself then as it expressed itself the 
other day when the bill was before the Senate. It seems 
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to me, without desiring to be critical or censorious, that the 
conferees have not quite discharged their duty; that they 
have not quite treated the Senate fairly in this matter. 
I think they ought to have brought that matter back and 
held it to be in disagreement and asked the judgment of 
the Senate upon it. 

Mr. JONES. I know the matter has been in various bills 
during the last two or three or four years, and it has had to 
go out in conference each time. I think I was not on any 
of the other conference committees. I do not remember now. 
We felt that we had gone just as far as possible. We did not 
believe the House conferees under any circumstances would 
recede. They had a very strong letter from the Shipping 
Board against the proposition. It was pointed out how the 
American proportion of crews on board American vessels 
had been increasing for several years right along. The 
House conferees took a very firm stand on it. We felt we 
had gone just as far as we could, and that we ought not to 
be called upon to endanger the passage of the bill when it 
seemed absolutely impossible to get any recession on the 
part of the House conferees. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Washington yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. JONES. I yield for a question. 

Mr. KING. It is scarcely a question. I want to be 
entirely fair. It would be an observation rather than a 
question. 

Mr. JONES. I would be glad to yield to the Senator for a 
question, but I feel that I have fully explained the situation 
in reference to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Washington that the Senate 
agree to the conference report. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, I move that the conference 
report be recommitted with instructions that the Senate 
conferees insist on the amendments of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama 
moves that the conference report be recommitted to the 
committee with instructions; namely, that the Senate con- 
ferees be directed to insist upon the Senate amendments. 

Mr. JONES. I want to suggest that the vote would first 
come on the motion to concur in the conference report, be- 
cause that tends to bring the two Houses together. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds that the 
motion to recommit would take precedence. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. JONES. I shall not question the decision of the 
Chair, although I think it should be the other way. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. BLACK. In just a moment I will yield. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I ask the Senator to yield merely 
for a question. 

Mr. BLACK. I will yield to the Senator for a question. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Does the Senator think that he can 
advance the cause of Muscle Shoals by prolonging the session 
to-day? 

Mr. BLACK. I had just started to make another state- 
ment, but I will say that the Republican administration has 
succeeded in stopping any Muscle Shoals legislation for 10 
years, and it is my judgment that it will do so for 10 more 
years if it can, and that the only way to secure action is 
for the Senate to exercise its right. I think if the Senate 
would now insist upon no other proposed legislation going 
through until we had secured Muscle Shoals legislation we 
should obtain it, just as the Senate obtained $20,000,000 for 
drought relief. That was obtained only after the President 
and the Secretary of Agriculture had stated that under no 
circumstances would they agree that the Government should 
loan money for food, because it was perilously near a dole. 
However, they did yield and they would yield on Muscle 
Shoals legislation if the Senate would exercise its powers 
to that end. 

What I rose to say, however, was that at the time I was 
taken off the floor by the Senator from New Hampshire I 
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was just preparing to state to the Senate that I did not in- 
tend to speak any longer; that I had spoken on Muscle 
Shoals for some time, and thought I had directed the atten- 
tion of the Senate to it; but I was deprived of the right to 
make that statement by the Senator from New Hampshire 
then in the chair, who took me from the floor. He was 
technically within his rights as presiding officer. 

But, Mr. President, I do regret that in this body there was 
only one who raised a protest. I thank the Senator from 
New Mexico [Mr. Bratton]. There are some who would like 
to curtail the right of free speech in this body. There are 
those who would agree to a plan where no man has a right 
to get the floor unless he can address the Presiding Officer 
and have the Presiding Officer ask, “ For what purpose does 
the gentleman rise?” There are some who believe that that 
would greatly improve our governmental system; they would 
deprive the Nation of this last refuge of free speech, of a 
forum where men may express themselves freely; but, in my 
judgment, that does not meet with the approval of a majority 
of the Members of this Senate. Whether they agree or not 
with the subject which is being discussed, just as in the case 
of the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Bratton], they are 
willing to express themselves as being opposed to any such 
movement. 

I simply wanted at this time to show that as yet under the 
rules of the Senate this is still a free body, and I think it will 
continue to be so, because its Members are elected by the 
people, and the people are not willing to surrender this last 
forum of free speech. I thank the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire for having given me this opportunity to rest for a few 
moments before I had announced that, so far as I was con- 
cerned, I had said all I expected to say to-day; that I had 
attempted to present the cause of the people whom in part 
I represent, and expected to do so again later. If there shall 
not be legislation on the subject of Muscle Shoals it is my 
intention to continue to do so from day to day. I know of no 
other manner in which to bring this subject to the attention 
of the public, although of course I realize that there are a 
great many newspapers which will not publish anything 
about a question which is so fraught with danger and in 
preventing action on which two great interests have proved 
themselves powerful for so long a time. 

Mr. President, it is not my intention at this time to say 
any more on the subject, except to protest, as the Senator 
from New Mexico protested, against the attempted effort to 
prevent a proper discussion of any subject which a Senator 
deems that he has a right to discuss upon this floor. That 
may be good Republican doctrine, because the Senator 
from New Hampshire is a good Republican, but I do not 
believe it is the doctrine of the majority of the Members of 
this Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. KING obtained the floor. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. KING. I yield. 

Mr. BLACK. Unless the Senator desires to insist upon 
the motion, so far as I am concerned, I am perfectly willing 
to withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama 
has the right to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. BLACK. I desire to withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion will be with- 
drawn, if there is no objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I had hoped that we might 
have a vote upon a motion to recommit the conference 
report with instructions that conferees adhere to the action 
of the Senate with respect to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Wisconsin, and also in order that the item 
carrying $35,000,000 to be used by the Shipping Board for 
loans to shipbuilding companies be eliminated from the bill. 

I am opposed, Mr. President, to the action of the con- 
ferees in striking out the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Wisconsin. It seems that whatever the Shipping Board 
asks it obtains. As in the case of other Federal bureaus and 
instrumentalities the legislative branch of the Government 
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yields to their demands. It has been charged that Congress 
has ceased to exercise its true legislative functions and simply 
records or indorses the measures proposed by others; that it 
is utilized by Federal agencies and various organizations to 
give the stamp of approval to plans and policies which they 
submit. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. KING. I yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I will say to the Senator that there 
has been an authorization of $150,000,000 for shipbuilding 
purposes. During the last few years that authorization has 
been substantially exhausted, there remaining, as I recall, 
$7,000,000, $142,000,000 having been loaned to the great 
shipping interests, at an average rate of interest, I think, of 
1.8 per cent. They have used that enormous fund for ship- 
building, and have asked for $35,000,000 more this year. 

There was no authority for it, but in this bill the au- 
thorization was proposed to be raised to $250,000,000, so that 
hereafter larger sums could be loaned to the shipbuilders 
at a very small rate of interest, though the rate of interest 
has been increased by a recent act. 

I objected to that authorization to the extent of $250,- 
000,000, and finally we agreed to make the authorization 
$185,000,000, so as to cover substantially this year's appro- 
priation, which had already been passed by the House. The 
result is that hereafter, in order for the shipping interests to 
get money at very low rates of interest, there will have to be 
another authorization bill, as the money has practically all 
been used up to the limit of the authority. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I appreciate the zeal which 
the Senator from Tennessee has exhibited as a member of 
the Appropriations Committee in trying to protect the Public 
Treasury against the continuous assaults made upon it by 
the Shipping Board as well as by other Federal agencies. 

We have appropriated $500,000,000 for one Federal agency, 
namely, the Farm Board, and we are now called upon to 
increase the appropriation heretofore authorized in behalf 
of the Shipping Board to the extent of from $150,000,000 to 
$185,000,000. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. KING. I yield. 

Mr. JONES. The Senator is mistaken. We are not in- 
creasing the amount $185,000,000. 

Mr. KING. I meant in the aggregate. 

Mr. JONES. We are making an increase of only $35,- 
000,000. 

Mr. KING. Thirty-five million dollars plus $150,000,000 
heretofore appropriated make $185,000,000. 

Mr. JONES. That has been heretofore appropriated. 

Mr. KING. If I said it was appropriated in this bill, of 
course that was an error; but, doubtless, at the next session 
of Congress a demand will be made to increase the appro- 
priation from $185,000,000 to $250,000,000. 

Mr. President, we seem to have lost a proper sense of pro- 
portion when we come to deal with appropriations. In my 
opinion appropriations will be made during this session of 
Congress aggregating between five and six billion dollars. 
Even if there shall be no appropriation for the ex-service 
men, there will be a deficit of approximately $500,000,000. 
There are pending before committees of the House and the 
Senate measures calling for several billion dollars; what the 
total appropriations and authorizations will be no one can 
definitely determine at this time. The Federal Treasury 
seems to be a fountain, according to the views of many, which 
is inexhaustible, and it is resorted to in order to meet the 
demands of States and their political subdivisions as well as 
individuals. The National Government must meet all na- 
tional demands, but it is being called upon to carry many 
burdens which belong to the States and to communities and 
individuals. 

I wonder if we stop to consider the sources from which 
the Treasury of the United States is to draw its funds. 
The Treasury is not replenished by manna falling from 
heaven. Golden dollars do not fall from the skies. 
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They are taken from the pockets of the people, who are 
now subjected to burdens which they are unable to bear. 
The billions required to meet the expenditures of the Federal 
and State Governments constitute a crushing burden and 
an impediment to business revival. 

Mr. President, I think the appropriations which will 
be made for the next fiscal year by States and their political 
subdivisions and the Federal Government will exceed $13,- 
000,000,000, perhaps as much as $15,000,000,000.. The entire 
earnings of all the people of the United States for the years 
1930 and 1931 will not be as large as stated a day or two 
ago by a distinguished Senator upon the other side. He said 
the gross annual income of the people was $90,000,000,000. 

In my opinion for 1930 the gross income was not more 
than $70,000,000,000. Assume that the appropriations are 
only $13,000,000,000; place that as against seventy or eighty 
billions of dollars, the gross earnings of all the people of 
the United States, and it is obvious that there is imposed 
upon the people a burden of taxation scarcely exceeded by 
some of the tax-ridden countries of Europe. ; 

Demands are made from every part of the United States 
for appropriations from the Federal Treasury. The people 
apparently forget that obligations rest upon the States, 
upon individuals, upon municipalities; and they are attempt- 
ing to transfer from States and local political subdivisions 
to the Federal Government burdens of taxation to meet 
proper domestic obligations. The tendency is to compound 
into one mass the National and State Governments. We 
are trying to obliterate State lines. Indeed, States are 
becoming geographical expressions. j ' 

Iam opposed to an additional appropriation of $35,000,000 
for the Shipping Board. The history of the Shipping Board 
and the Emergency Fleet Corporation is not one of which we 
can be proud. Already those organizations have expended 
approximately $3,600,000,000. There is but little to show 
for this huge expenditure. There are a few vessels, rather 
archaic, and unsuitable to compete with many other ships 
built in Europe since the World War. Germany is con- 
structing a merchant marine, the vessels of which cross the 
Atlantic in from 24 to 48 hours’ shorter time than most of 
those owned by the Shipping Board. Soon these vessels 
which the Shipping Board is operating, and operating at a 
loss to be met out of the Federal Treasury, will be ready for 
the scrap heap. Indeed, some of them should have been 
scrapped years ago. 

Now, Mr. President, we are called upon to add $35,000,000 
to the appropriation heretofore authorized to enable the 
Shipping Board to loan money to private interests at a 
very low rate of interest. Some of the companies need no 

-loans from the United States and are not entitled to sub- 
sidies. They have resources adequate for their legitimate 
needs. They are deriving enormous subsidies in the form 
of postal contracts, and under which they obtain tens of 
millions of dollars annually from the Treasury. Under some 
of these contracts various shipping companies are not re- 
quired to construct vessels. They obtain subsidies without 
sufficient ground and without advantage to the Government. 

I have before me a list of many contracts, some of which 
show enormous subsidies paid and contracted to be paid— 
subsidies which will amount, with respect to one company, 
to $27,000,000 in the next few years, and to other companies 
from five, ten, and fifteen millions of dollars within the 
same period of time—companies which were operating ves- 
sels before the contracts under which they now operate 
were entered into. It looks as if these contracts were 
made, not with reference to the welfare of the country, but 
in the interest of some shipping companies. I protest 
against some of these postal contracts, against this 
$35,000,000 for the Shipping Board, in order that it may 
loan it to some of the great shipping interests who do not 
need Federal loans and do not require subsidies in order to 
continue their operations. 

I know, however, that opposition to the measure before 
us is futile. The Senate is committed to this unwise and 
imprudent policy. 

Reference has been made by the Senator from Washing- 
ton to the amendment offered by the Senator from Wiscon- 
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sin, The Shipping Board, of course, wants to have perpetu- 
ated the organization which that amendment sought to de- 
stroy; and it attributes to that organization services and 
valuable activities in the interest of improving conditions 
in our merchant marine, 

It is said that it has improved the personnel of the sea- 
men upon our vessels. Why, Mr. President, Mr. Andrew 
Furuseth and the organization which he represents have 
done important. work in improving the morale of our sea- 
men and in increasing the number of American seamen 
competent to man our merchant ships. This little para- 
sitic organization which the Senate upon several occasions 
has attempted to destroy has been an incubus rather than a 
benefit; but because the Shipping Board says, “ We want it 
continued,” the Senate conferees yield. 

There are other points that I should like to discuss, but 
the lateness of the hour, and my great anxiety to see all 
appropriation bills pass at the earliest possible date, impels 
me to desist from further comments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones] that 
the conference report be agreed to. 

The report was agreed to. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATIONS 


Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. President, I ask that the unfinished 
business be laid before the Senate. s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
16738) making appropriations for the government of the 
District of Columbia and other activities chargeable in whole 
or in part against the revenues of such District for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 


Barkley Glenn La Follette Robinson, Ind. 
McGill Sheppard 

Black Goldsborough McKellar Shortridge 

Blaine e cNary th 

Bratton Metcalf Smoot 

Brock Hatfield Morrow Steiwer 

Bro Hayden oses Stephens 

Capper Hebert Norbeck Thomas, Idaho 

Carey Nye Townsend 

Dale Howell Oddie 

Davis Johnson Partridge Tydings 

Dill Jones Patterson Vandenberg 

Fess Phipps Walcott 

Prazier Kendrick Reed Watson 

George Robinson, Ark. Williamson 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty Senators having an- 
swered to their names, there is a quorum present. 

The Secretary will report the pending amendment. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Typrncs] offers the following amendment, to insert at the 
proper place the following: 

The widening of Seventeenth Street NW., between H Street and 

vania Avenue, $17,044.28. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Typincs] also offers the following amendment, to be in- 
serted at the proper place: 

The grading of Eastern Avenue between Bunker Hill Road and 
Queen’s Chapel Road, $7,740. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, since we adopted the com- 
mittee amendment on page 50, line 23, the Commissioners 
have brought to my attention the fact that there is some 
unexpended money available. Therefore, I ask unanimous 
consent that the vote whereby the amendment was agreed 
to be reconsidered, in order that I may offer a substitute 
amendment. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the vote 
by which the amendment was agreed to will be reconsid- 
ered. The Chair hears no objection, and the vote is recon- 
sidered. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to offer an amendment in lieu 
of the committee amendment. On page 50, after line 22, I 
move to insert the language I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. In lieu of the committee amend- 
ment on page 50, lines 23, 24, and 25, the Senator from 
Connecticut proposes to insert the following: 

Not exceeding $120,000 of the unexpended balance of the appro- 
priation for “Buildings and grounds, public schools,” contained 
in the District of Columbia appropriation act for the fiscal year 
1931, is made immediately available and shall continue available 
during the fiscal year 1932 for the erection of an 8-room addition 
to the Janney School and the necessary remodeling of the present 
building. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, as I understand it, there is a 
sufficient amount now in the Treasury, which was hereto- 
fore appropriated, to erect this building, and it is not neces- 
sary to make an additional appropriation? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is true. The fact is that on 
account of the falling off in building at the present time 
contracts for the erection of two junior high-school build- 
ings have been let at about $120,000 below what they would 
have cost if they had been built a year ago, and that money 
we seek to have made immediately available for the addition 
to the Janney School in Tenleytown. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, under the method of book- 
keeping used now, that amount, $120,000, will be subtracted 
from the aggregate carried in the bill? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; it reduces the aggregate of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Connecticut 
to the committee amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I desire to offer another 
amendment, and I desire to make an explanation in connec- 
tion therewith, because a point of order will lie against it if 
there is any objection. 

The courts have decided that the Borland law can not be 
interpreted as it has previously been interpreted in regard to 
assessments for curbs and gutters. Therefore the House of 
Representatives has passed a bill to provide for special assess- 
ments for the paving of roadways and the laying of curbs 
and gutters, and the Senate Committee on the District of 
Columbia has approved of such a bill, and it is now on the 
calendar. ; ; 

Whether there will be an opportunity to get that bill 
passed or not is somewhat problematical. In view of the 
fact that there is a universal demand in the District for this 
legislation, and in view of the fact that if it is not passed a 
large amount of money available for improvements can not 
be used, the commissioners have asked that an amendment 
be offered to the pending bill on page 28, line 10, the amend- 
ment to consist of the bill which has passed the House, and 
which has been reported favorably to the Senate, I under- 
stand unanimously, by the legislative committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Therefore I ask that this amendment be 
inserted on page 28, after the word “ collected,” on line 10, 
as a separate paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be 
stated. ; 
` Mr. KING. Mr. President, I was wondering whether the 
Senator desired to have the amendment read. We have con- 
sidered it here on a number of occasions. As the Senator 
has said, it was unanimously reported, after full considera- 
tion, by the Committee on the District of Columbia. The 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Capper], the Chairman, and the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. BLAINE], are very anxious to 
have this amendment agreed to. The senior Senator from 
New York [Mr. Coretanp], who had the matter in charge, 
has charged some of us with the responsibility of trying to 
have the bill accepted as a part of this bill. I appeal to 
Senators to accept the amendment. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I am willing to accept the 
amendment, and I hope it will be adopted, since it has been 
so fully explained before. The report has been before us for 
a long time. I hope the reading of the amendment may be 
dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Con- 
necticut. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I inquire whether this 
is the amendment to which the senior Senator from Penn- 
sylyania [Mr. Reep] objected the other night as being 
retroactive in character. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That Senator has now withdrawn his 
objection. 

Mr, JOHNSON. I understand that; but is this the same 
amendment? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think it is the measure to which the 
Senator from Pennsylvania objected. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Is it a retroactive enactment? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I make the point of order, because it 
ought not to go to a bill of this sort, anyway. When we reach 
the bill on the calendar, if we are to consider the calendar 
to-night, we can take up the measure. I make the point of 
order that it is new legislation, inappropriate, and not ger- 
mane to the pending bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the Senator withhold the point of 
order until the Senator from Pennsylvania can be sent for? 

Mr, JOHNSON. Oh, no. I know the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania does not object to it, if that is what the Senator 
from Connecticut has in mind. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Iam not objecting in behalf of the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania. I am making a point of order for 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Califor- 
nia makes a point of order against the amendment. The 
Chair understood the Senator from Connecticut to concede 
that the amendment is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Although it has been reported by a leg- 
islative committee, it is new legislation, and I believe it is 
subject to a point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I now ask unanimous consent that the 
clerks may change the totals in the bill wherever necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that re- 
quest will be granted. The Chair hears no objection, 
and it is so ordered. The question is on engrossing the 
amendments and reading the bill a third time. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the 
bill to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I move that the Senate 
insist upon its amendments, ask for a conference, and that 
the Chair appoint the conferees. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Presiding Officer ap- 
pointed Mr. Brncuam, Mr. Puipps, Mr. CAPPER, Mr. Grass, 
and Mr. Kenprick conferees on the part of the Senate. 


ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


Mr. McNARY, from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, to which was referred the bill (S. 5524) to coordi- 
nate the agricultural experiment-station work and to extend 
the benefits of certain acts of Congress to the Territory of 
Porto Rico, reported it without amendment and submitted 
a report (No. 1642) thereon. 

Mr. DALE, from the Committee on Commerce, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with- 
out amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

S. 6018. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a free highway bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near Hastings, Minn. (Rept. 
No. 1643); and 

S. 6045. An act authorizing D. S. Prentiss, R. A. Salladay, 
Syl F. Histed, William M. Turner, and John H. Rahilly, their 
heirs, legal representatives, and assigns, to construct, main- 
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tain, and operate a bridge across the Mississippi River at or 
near the town of New Boston, Ill. (Rept. No. 1647). 

Mr. DALE also, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 5987) to extend the times for 
commencing and completing the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near Culbertson, Mont., re- 
ported it with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 
1644) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred 
the following bills, reported them each with amendments and 
submitted reports therein: 

S. 5782. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Maumee 
River at or near its mouth, in Lucas County, Ohio (Rept. 
No. 1646) ; and 

S. 6064. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at or near Cannelton, Ind. (Rept. No. 1645). 

Mr. STEIWER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 2358) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of an additional district judge for the western 
district of Washington, reported it with an amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 1648) thereon. 

Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which were referred the following bills, re- 
ported them each without amendment and submitted re- 
ports thereon: 

H. R. 15496. An act to authorize the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to transfer to the trustees of Howard 
University title to certain property in the District of Colum- 
bia (Rept. No. 1649); and 

H. R. 16691. An act permitting the laying of a conduit 
across E and F Streets SW., in the District of Columbia 
(Rept. No. 1650). 

ADDITIONAL BILLS INTRODUCED 


Additional bills were introduced, read the first time, and, 
by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HATFIELD: 

A bill (S. 6190) authorizing the State of West Virginia by 
and through the State Bridge Commission of West Virginia, 
or the successors of said commission, to acquire, purchase, 
construct, improve, maintain, and operate bridges across the 
streams and rivers within said State and/or across boundary 
line streams or rivers of said State; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. REED: 

A bill (S. 6191) allowing the Administrator of Veterans’ 
Affairs on the relinquishment of his present office in good 
standing to receive 50 per cent of the salary for the office as 
now authorized by law; to the Committee on Finance. 

EMPLOYMENT OF LABORERS 


Mr. WATSON submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
453), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms hereby is authorized and 
directed to employ two laborers to be paid from the contingent 
fund of the Senate at the rate of $1,260 each per annum until 
otherwise provided by law. 


GEORGE A. CARRICK 


Mr. WATSON submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
454), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That Senate Resolution No. 125, agreed to October 5, 
1929, authorizing and directing the Sergeant at Arms to employ 
George A. Carrick as a laborer to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate at the rate of $1,260 per annum until the end 
of the present Congress, hereby is continued until the end of the 
first regular session of the Seventy-second 5 


BUSINESS OF THE EVENING 
Mr. McNARY, Mr. KING, Mr. HALE, and Mr, HOWELL 


addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon is 


recognized. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I offer the following unani- 
mous-consent agreement, and ask that it be read by the 
clerk. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will read the pro- 
posed agreement. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, by- consent, that immediately foll 
the disposition of the District of Columbia appropriation bill, the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of unobjected bills on the 
calendar, with Calendar No. 1620, subject to the limita- 
tion of debate provided in Rule VII, and continue their considera- 
tion until the calendar is completed, or until not later than 11 
o’clock p. m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the 
unanimous-consent agreement? 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, does not the Senator think it 
is a mistake to take up the calendar at this hour, with 
scarcely more than a quorum here? Would it not be better 
to make the unanimous-consent request for to-morrow at 
12 o'clock? 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, yesterday I stated that I 
would offer this proposal immediately following the disposal 
of the District of Columbia appropriation bill. That was at 
the request of a great many Senators. All Senators have been 
apprised of the situation. The statement I made is in the 
Recorp. A great many Senators were here yesterday when 
I made the request, and I am now making this proposal, not 
on account of my interest in any particular bill but at the 
request of a great many Senators. We are here to-night 
with a quorum, and it has been nearly a week since we have 
had a call of the calendar. I think we should go through the 
calendar to-night for the consideration of unobjected bills. 
If there is any contested bill reached on the calendar, or if 
any controversy arises, I would not propose that we proceed 
with such a measure, but I hope the Senator from Washing- 
ton will permit the proposal to go through. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I do not want to be put in the 
position of objecting, but-there are many Senators away. A 
quorum call a short time ago revealed that there were only 
three or four more than a quorum present, and I think it is 
hardly fair at this hour of the night, when Senators knew 
there was a filibuster on, to attempt to go over the calendar. 
Some of the bills on the calendar are very important, and it 
seems to me it would be much better if the Senator would 
make that request to begin to-morrow at 12 o’clock. 

Mr. McNARY. Let me state to the Senator from Wash- 
ington, who is always anxious to expedite business, that 
yesterday I proposed a similar agreement twice, and it met 
with objection, but each time I suggested that I would do 
what I am now proposing. There was no objection whatso- 
ever. It was known by everyone in the Senate, and there 
is no one here to-night but who had full knowledge that 
this proposition was coming up. I am sure the Senator will 
recognize that we have set aside a time to-morrow for eulo- 
gies on the life and character of the late Senator Overman. 
The next day two conference reports are to be brought in, 
as well as the bonus measure, and this is probably the last 
time during the week we will have an opportunity to go over 
unobjected bills on the calendar. 

Mr. DILL. We would have until 2 o’clock to-morrow to 
consider the calendar. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from Washington wants to 
bring in a conference report; the Senator from Oregon has 
a conference report on the agricultural appropriation bill 
which he desires to bring in. Then, at 2 o’clock, under 
the unanimous-consent agreement, we will proceed with 
eulogies.. The next day will come the bonus bill. Every 
Senator has been notified of the proposition, and I think we 
should go ahead to-night. I hope the Senator, with his usual 
fairness, will permit the request to be acted on fayorably. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I do not like to be put in the 
position of objecting, but the Senator from Oregon knows 
that there is a motion pending to reconsider Senate bill 202, 
relating to the deportation of alien seamen, which was 
passed nearly a year ago. I have sought repeatedly an op- 
portunity to have that motion disposed of. I have, upon a 
number of occasions, at the request of Senators on the 
other side of the Chamber, refrained from taking the floor 
in the face of appropriation bills, doing all I could to expe- 


1931 


dite the passage of appropriation bills in order to avoid an 
extra session. 

I wanted to cooperate with all who desired to accomplish 
that object; but I do wish to say to my friends upon the 
other side of the aisle that it does seem to me in the interest 
of fairness I ought to be afforded an opportunity for the 
consideration of that motion to reconsider. It has been 
pending for nearly a year. I do not wish to criticize or 
charge anyone with unfairness in delay or any desire to 
delay, but I must insist now or in the near future that the 
matter be disposed of or I shall be compelled to object to 
important and imperative legislation. I shall not consent to 
the adjournment of this session of Congress without having 
the matter disposed of. 5 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I entertain great sympathy 
for the position occupied by the Senator from Utah. He is 
entitled to consideration. The matter of going through the 
calendar to-night in no wise will interfere with his proposal. 
There is only one further supply bill, the Navy Department 
appropriation bill, to come before the Senate, so we should 
have ample time within the next two weeks to consider his 
motion. 

Mr. KING. I not only want to get it through this body, 
but there is a body at the other end of the Capitol to which 
the bill must go, and in order that it may have any efficacy 
it must pass that body. I feel constrained to resort to all 
honorable means to bring the bill to the attention of the 
Senate and have it disposed of. 

I do not wish to object to the unanimous-consent request 
because I know what the Senator desires to accomplish, but 
I give notice that to-morrow, and each succeeding day if I 
do not get consent to-morrow, I shall seek to have the mo- 
tion taken up and disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will not the Senator limit it 
to 10 o’clock to-night? Some of us would like to look over 
the proposed bonus legislation and have not yet had a chance 
to do so. 

Mr. McNARY. We will go through the calendar very 
quickly. 

Mr. KING. I should be glad if the Senator could limit 
it to 10.30. 

Mr. McNARY. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
Senator from Oregon to modify his request by striking out 
“11” and inserting “10.30.” Is there objection to the modi- 
fied request? i 

Mr. BINGHAM. May the unanimous-consent request be 
read? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The suggestion has been 
made that the unanimous-consent request be read. The 
clerk will read, as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, by unanimous consent, that immediately following the 
disposition of the District of Columbia appropriation bill the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of unobjected bills on the 
calendar, b with No. 1620, subject to the limitations of 
debate provided in Rule VIII, and continuing their consideration 
until the calendar is completed or until not later than 10.30 
o'clock p. m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The clerk will report 
the first bill on the calendar. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. SMITH. When we shall have finished the call of the 
calendar, beginning at No. 1620, is it proposed that we then 
start at the beginning of the calendar if there is still time 
or if we finish before 10.30 o’clock? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would so con- 
strue the unanimous-consent agreement. If the call of the 
calendar, commencing with No. 1620, is completed before 
10.30 o’clock p. m., the present occupant of the chair would 
hold that it would then be in order to return to the begin- 
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ning of the calendar and consider bills under the agreement 
up to No. 1620. f 
STOCK-RAISING HOMESTEADS 

The bill (H. R. 3820) to amend section 1 of the act en- 
titled “An act to provide for stock-raising homesteads, and 
for other purposes,” approved December 29, 1916, was con- 
sidered. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Public 
Lands and Surveys with amendments, on page 2, line 5, to 
Strike out “other than naval petroleum reserves,” and in 
line 11, after the word “ same,” to insert the following pro- 
viso: i $ 

And provided further, That the provisions of this act shall not 
apply to naval petroleum reserves and naval oil shale reserves. 

So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the act entitled “An act 
to provide for stock-raising homesteads, and for other purposes,” 
approved December 29, 1916, is hereby amended to read as follows: 

“That from and after the passage of this act it shall be lawful 
for any person qualified to make entry under the homestead laws 
of the United States to make a stock-raising homestead entry for 
not exceeding 640 acres of unappropriated, unreserved public lands 
in reasonably compact form: Provided, however, That the land so 
entered shall theretofore have been designated by the Secretary 
of the Interior as stock- lands’: Provided further, That 
for the purposes of this act lands withdrawn or reserved solely 
as valuable for oil or gas shall not be deemed to be appropriated 
or reserved unless such lands shall be within the limits of the 
geologic structure of a producing oil or gas field, and any patent 
therefor shall contain a reservation to the United States of all 
minerals in said lands, and the right to prospect for, mine, and 
remove the same: And provided further, That the provisions of 
this act shall not apply to naval petroleum reserves and naval oil- 
shale reserves.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

CLAIMS OF PILLAGER BANDS OF CHIPPEWA INDIANS, MINNESOTA 

Mr. FRAZIER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill 
(S. 4051) authorizing the Pillager Bands of Chippewa In- 
dians, residing in the State of Minnesota, to submit claims 
to the Court of Claims having met, after full and free con- 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 2. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the House numbered 1 and 3, and agree to 
the same. 

LYNN J. FRAZIER, 

Tuos. D. SCHALL, 

HENRY F. ASHURST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

SCOTT LEAVITT, 

W. H. SPROUL, 

JOHN M. Evans, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
PATENT FOR LANDS TO J. R. MURPHY 


The bill (H. R. 11820) to authorize issuance of a patent 
for certain lands to J. R. Murphy was read, considered, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed, in his discretion, to issue a 
patent to J. R. Murphy, of Nashua, Mont., for the south half of 
southeast quarter, and southeast quarter of the southwest quarter 
of section 33, township 28 north, range 43 east, principal meridian, 
Montana, containing 120 acres, which land is embraced in the 
reinstated homestead entry, Great Falls, 054658, the oil and gas in 
the land to be reserved in accordance with the provisions, condi- 
tions, and limitations of the act of March 3, 1927 (44 Stat. 1401). 


JOHN A. PEARCE 


The bill (S. 5219) for the relief of John A. Pierce was con- 
sidered, The bill had been reported from the Committee on 
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Claims with amendments, in line 5, to strike out “ $15,000 ” 
and insert “$1,500,” and in line 6, to strike out Pierce” 
and insert “ Pearce,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 81.500 to 
John A. Pearce in full payment for injuries sustained by him on 
July 19, 1918, when he was shot by a sentry at the Aberdeen 
Proving Ground in the State of Maryland. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the 
relief of John A. Pearce.” 


LILLIAN N. JAKIN 


The bill (H. R. 5926) for the relief of Lillian N. Lakin 
was considered, ordered to'a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Comptroller General of the United 
States be, and he is hereby, authorized, notwithstanding the pro- 
visions of the act of May 22, 1928 (45 Stat. 710), to settle, adjust, 
and certify the claim of Lillian N. Lakin as a person standing 
in loco parentis to the late Pvt. Raymond N. Lakin, United States 
Marine Corps, for the sums of $126 as six months’ death gratui 
and $40.65 as arrears of pay. > 


GRAND VALLEY RECLAMATION PROJECT, COLORADO 


The bill (S. 5981) authorizing the sale of surplus power 
developed under the Grand Valley reclamation project, 
Colorado, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, the House has passed a simi- 
lar bill (H. R. 16215) authorizing the sale of surplus power 
developed under the Grand Valley reclamation project, 
Colorado. I ask that the House bill be substituted for the 
Senate bill and placed upon its passage. 

A similar bill passed the Senate in a previous Congress. 
It also passed the House. There was a slight difference 
between the two bodies as to the period of years, as I recall 
it, during which the project was to have the right to have 
power developed. 

Mr. BRATTON. On what river? 

Mr. PHIPPS. It is the Grand Valley project in Colorado 
on the Colorado River. The project has been in operation 
for several years. This is merely an adjunct which will 
enable settlers to pay off their obligations on the project. 
There is a slight difference in the House bill which merely 
specifies and stipulates that money of the Federal Govern- 
ment shall be used in the construction of the project. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 16215) authoriz- 
ing the sale of surplus power developed under the Grand 
Valley reclamation project, Colorado, was considered, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever a development of power is 
necessary for the irrigation of lands under the Grand Valley 
reclamation project, Colorado, or an opportunity is afforded for 
the development of power under said project, such development 
of power to be without expenditure of money from the reclama- 
tion fund or from the Treasury of the United States, the Grand 
Valley Water Users’ Association, with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, is authorized to enter into a contract or con- 
tracts for a period of not exceeding 25 years for the sale or de- 
velopment of any surplus power or power privileges in said Grand 
Valley reclamation project, Colorado. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (S. 5981) authoriz- 
ing the sale of surplus power developed under the Grand 
Valley reclamation project, Colorado, will be indefinitely 
postponed. 

BILL PASSED OVER 


The bill (H. R. 9599) to authorize the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to carry out his 10-year cooperative program for the 
eradication, suppression, or bringing under control of preda- 
tory and other wild animals injurious to agriculture, horti- 
culture, forestry, animal husbandry, wild game, and other 
interests, and for the suppression of rabies and tularemia in 
predatory or other wild animals, and for other purposes, was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I am not familiar with the bill. 
I have received several communications from my State in 
opposition to it. I did not know we would reach it and did 


not know, in fact, that it was on the calendar. I do not like 
to object to its present consideration, but I am compelled to 
ask that it go over without prejudice. I shall be very glad to 
examine the communications and bring them to the atten- 
tion of the chairman of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the 
bill will be passed over. 


JOHN A. ARNOLD 


The bill (H. R: 10542) for the relief of John A. Arnold 
was considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, as follows: y 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to John A. Arnold the sum 
of $542 in full settlement of all claims and to reimburse him for 
the value of land and improvements made by him upon Govern- 
ment lands as homestead entryman, which land and improvements 
he was forced to relinquish due to error of the Government in 
issuing to him homestead entry certificate to lands already entered 
and to which it had no title, said lands being the southwest 
quarter section 25, township 34 north, range 11 west, Pulaski 
County, Mo. 


GEORGE C. MANSFIELD CO. AND GEORGE D. MANSFIELD 


The bill (S. 5475) for the relief of the George C. Mansfield 
Co. and George D. Mansfield was considered. The bill had 
been reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments, on page 2, line 4, to strike out the word “ damages ” 
and insert the words “ actual loss,” and in line 6, after the 
word “ Mansfield,” to insert the words “ without interest,” so 
as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the George C. Mansfield Co, and George 
D. Mansfield, of Milwaukee, Wis., are hereby authorized to bring 
suit against the United States to recover damages for any loss or 
losses which they may have suffered because of the action of the 
Federal Food Administration, division of enforcement, in directing 
and compelling said George C. Mansfield Co. and said George D. 
Mansfield to sell certain cheese products. Jurisdiction is hereby 
conferred upon the Court of Claims of the United States to hear, 
consider, and determine such action on its merits, and to enter 
decree or judgment against the United States for the amount of 
such actual loss as may be found due to said George C. Mansfield 
Co. and said George D. Mansfield, without interest, with the same 
right of appeal as in other cases, notwithstanding the lapse of 
time or statute of limitations or the tortious character of the 
action: Provided, That such action shall be brought within six 
months from the date that this act becomes effective. 

Sec. 2. That upon final determination of such cause, if a decree 
or judgment is rendered against the United States, there is hereby 
authorized to be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, a sum sufficient to pay final judgment, 
which shall be paid to said George C. Mansfield Co. and said 
George D. Mansfield or their duly authorized attorneys of record 
by the Secretary of the Treasury upon the presentation of a duly 
authenticated copy of such final decree or judgment. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 
MRS, HERMAN M. WARR 


The bill (S. 5353) for the relief of Mrs. Herman M. Warr 
was considered. The bill had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Claims with an amendment, on page 1, line 10, 
after the numerals “1916,” to insert “and the pay of the 
said Herman M. Warr at the time of his death shall be 
deemed to have been at the rate of $150 per month,” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the United States Employees’ Compensa- 
tion Commission shall be, and it is hereby, authorized and directed 
to extend to Mrs. Herman M. Warr, widow of Herman M. Warr, a 
former employee of the Bureau of Prohibition, the ons of an 
act entitled “An act to provide compensation for employees of the 
United States suffering injuries while in the performance of their 
duties, and for other purposes,” approved September 7, 1916, and 
the pay of the said Herman M. Warr at the time of his death 
shall be deemed to have been at the rate of $150 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

C. H. PRICE 

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 6072) for 
the relief of C. H. Price, which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That sections 17 and 20 of the act entitled 


“An act to provide compensation for employees of the United 
States suffering injuries while in the performance of their duties, 
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and for other purposes,” approved September 7, 1916, as amended, 
are hereby waived in favor of C. H. Price, who suffered injuries to 
his eyes while he was serving as foreman in the drainage work for 
the Public Health Service in Lauderdale County, Ala., in 1918 and 
1919 and is now practically blind. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor from Alabama [Mr. Brack l, who reported the bill, to 
explain it. 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, I am asked to make an ex- 
planation of the bill by the Senator from Utah, he reserv- 
ing the right to object. 

Mr. Price, the beneficiary of the bill, was in the employ of 
the Government. He received an injury to his eye which 
never until recently has given him very much trouble. He 
was able to take care of himself. Although urged by many 
people some time ago to file a claim for compensation, he 
declined to do so, and stated that so long as he was able 
to take care of himself he would not do it. This bill simply 
proposes to waive the statute of limitations, and does not 
accord Mr. Price any right unless he shall be found by the 
board to be entitled to recover compensation as an employee. 
The entire effect of the bill, if passed, would be to waive 
the statute of limitations. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


ROBINS DRY DOCK & REPAIR CO. 


The bill (H. R. 10635) for the relief of the Robins Dry 
Dock & Repair Co. was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, may we have an explana- 
tion of the facts justifying the proposed legislation? [A 
pause.] Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


CHANGE OF NAME OF B STREET NW. 


The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 404) to change the name 
of B Street NW., in the District of Columbia, was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I offered an amendment to this joint 
resolution this morning, but I inquired for it at the desk and 
find that it has been sent to the printer. I have no copy of 
the amendment here. I have sent to my office for a copy of 
it, and I shall have it in a few moments. I ask that the 
bill go over temporarily until I can get a copy of the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the bill 
will be temporarily passed over. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BROUSSARD subsequently said: Mr. President, I ask 
that the Senate return to Order of Business 1632; House 
Joint Resolution 404. I now have the amendment which I 
offered to-day, and I ask to have it read from the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Louisiana 
asks unanimous consent to recur to the joint resolution 
which was passed over at his request, being Order of Busi- 
ness 1632, House Joint Resolution 404. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the joint resolution, 
which was read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment offered by 
the Senator from Louisiana will be stated. 

The amendment was to add to the joint resolution: 

That in honor of the State of Louisiana and that territory com- 
prised in the “ Louisiana Purchase” from which 13 other sover- 
eign States of this Union, in whole or in part, were carved, the 
thoroughfare running from the Union Station Plaza, crossing North 
Capitol Street and New Jersey and Indiana Avenues and running 
into Pennsylvania Avenue shall hereafter bear the name “ Louisi- 
ana Avenue.” 

That the portion of the avenue now known as “ Louisiana Ave- 
nue,” not absorbed by the enlarging of the park and plan system 


of the Planning Commission, shall no longer be known as “ Louisi- 
ana Avenue.” 


So as to make the joint resolution read: 


Whereas one of the important results of the completion of the 
work, now in progress, of carrying out the plans of the National 
Government for public improvements in the District of Columbia, 
will be a widened B Street NW., approximately 2 miles long, from 
the Capitol Grounds to Arlington Memorial Bridge; and 

Whereas this street, bordered by stately public buildings and by 
the beautiful Mall and Parkway, within which are the Nation’s 
monument to George Washington and memorial to Abraham 
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Lincoln, will be one of the most impressive thoroughfares in the 
world; and 

Whereas a street thus connecting the Capitel with the Memorial 
Bridge leading over the Potomac River to Arlington National 
Cemetery, formerly the home estate of Robert E. Lee, and to the 
Washington Memorial Highway, which ends at Mount Vernon—a 
street so rich in historical association and destined during the 
centuries to behold countless processions of American patriots and 
millions of liberty-loving men, women, and children, wending 
their way to Arlington and the Tomb of the Unknown Soldier— 
should have a name in keeping with its character, a name of 
dignity and beauty and profound significance; and 

Whereas the Constitution of the United States of America, “the 
most wonderful work ever struck off at a given time by the brain 
and the purpose of man,” is the mighty instrument which made 
the land of Washington and Lincoln and Lee “an indissoluble 
Union of indestructible States from the Great Lakes to the Gulf 
of Mexico, from the Atlantic Ocean to the golden shores of the 
Pacific, the grandest home that freedom ever knew, under the 
freest government the world has ever seen: Therefore be it 

Resolved, etc., That in honor of the Constitution of the United 
States of America, the thoroughfare now known as B Street north- 
west, in the District of Columbia, and as it may at any time be 
extended, widened, or otherwise changed, shall hereafter bear the 
name “ Constitution Avenue.“ 

That in honor of the State of Louisiana and that territory com- 
prised in the Louisiana Purchase, from which 13 other sovereign 
States of this Union, in whole or in part, were carved, the thor- 
oughfare running from the Union Station Plaza, crossing North 
Capitol Street and New Jersey and Indiana Avenues and running 
into Pennsylvania Avenue, shall hereafter bear the name “ Louisi- 
ana Avenue.” 

That the portion of the avenue now known as Louisiana Avenue, 
not absorbed by the enlarging of the park and pian system of the 
Planning Commission, shall no longer be known as “ Louisiana 
Avenue,” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

The title was amended so as to read: Joint resolution to 
change the name of B Street NW., in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes.” 


AMENDMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA TRAFFIC ACT 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 14922) 
to amend the acts of Congress approved March 3, 1925, and 
June 3, 1926, known as the District of Columbia traffic acts, 
and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that 
this bill was considered on February 10 and the amendments 
down to the one commencing on line 9, page 10, were agreed 
to. The next amendment will be stated. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, commencing with 
line 9, to strike out all down to and including line 12, on 
page 11, and in lieu thereof to insert the following: 


Sec. 10. (a) Any person operating a motor vehicle who shall 
injure any person therewith, or who shall do substantial damage 
to property therewith and fail to stop and give assistance, together 
with his name, place of residence, including street and number, 
and the name and address of the owner of the motor vehicle so 
operated, to the person so injured, or to the owner of such prop- 
erty so damaged, or to the operator of such other motor vehicle, or 
to any bystander who shall request such information on behalf 
of the injured person, or, if such owner or operator is not present, 
then he shall report the information above required to a police 
station or to any police officer within the District immediately. 
In all cases of accidents resulting in injury to any person the 
operator of the motor vehicle causing such injury shall also re 
the same to any police station or police officer within the District 
immediately, 

Any operator whose motor vehicle causes personal injury to an 
individual and who fails to conform to the above requirements 
shall, upon conviction of the first offense, be fined not more than 
$500, or shall be imprisoned not more than six months, or both; 
and upon the conviction of his second or subsequent offense, shall 
be fined not more than $1,000, or shall be imprisoned not more 
than one year, or both. 

Any operator whose motor vehicle causes substantial damage to 
any other vehicle or property and fails to conform to the above 
requirements shall, upon conviction of the first offense, be fined 
not more than $100, or be imprisoned not more than 30 days, or 
both; and for the second or any subsequent offense, be fined not 
more than $300 or be imprisoned not more than 90 days, or both. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the 
bill to be read a third time. 
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The bill was read the third time and 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the simi- 
lar Senate bill, being S. 5249, will be indefinitely postponed. 
The Chair hears no objection. 


LANDS ADJACENT TO CASCADE NATIONAL FOREST IN OREGON 


The bill (S. 5854) to extend the provisions of the forestry 
exchange law to certain lands adjacent to the Cascade Na- 
tional Forest in Oregon was considered, ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of the act of March 20, 
1922 (42 Stat. 465; U. S. C., title 16, sec. 485), be, and the same are 
hereby, extended to lands in the State of Oregon within 
16 and 17 south, range 4 east, Willamette meridian. Lands con- 
veyed to the United States under this act shall, upon acceptance of 
title, become parts of the national forest nearest to which such 
lands are situated. 


PROPOSED AMENDMENT OF RADIO ACT OF 1927 

The bill (H. R. 11635) to amend the radio act of 1927, ap- 
proved February 23, 1927, and for other purposes, was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, this bill, while it is rather long, 
contains nothing controversial, so far as I remember. It 
comprises a series of perfecting amendments to the radio 
law and embodies one or two resolutions that have passed 
the Senate and are now on the calendar of the other House. 
I had hoped that we might be able to pass the bill, but the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. GLENN] has an amendment he 
wishes to offer. I think he is around the Capitol, and I 
should like to have the bill go over temporarily. When he 
shall return I shall ask that the bill be then taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the bill 
will be passed over temporarily. 


PAN AMERICAN COMMERCIAL CONFERENCE 


The bill (S. 6120) authorizing an appropriation of the 
sum of $15,000 to defray the expenses of the Pan American 
Commercial Conference, to be held in Washington, D. C., in 
1931, was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that 
with respect to Order of Business No. 1636 an identical 
House bill (H. R. 16159) is on the calendar. Without objec- 
tion, the House bill will be substituted for the Senate bill. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill (H. R. 16159) authorizing an appropriation of 
the sum of $15,000 to defray the expenses of the Pan Ameri- 
can Commercial Conference, to be held in Washington, D. C., 
in 1931, was considered, read the third time, and passed, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby authorized to be ap- 
propriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, the sum of $15,000 to enable the Pan American Union 
to meet the expenses of the Pan American Commercial Confer- 
ence to be held in Washington, 12 C., in 1931; this money to be 
paid by order of the Secretary of State to the Pan American 
Union, and to be expended in the same manner and under the 
same conditions as the appropriation of the United States of the 
quota for the support of the Pan American Union. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, 
Senate bill 6120 will be indefinitely postponed. 


INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION OF COLONIAL AND OVERSEAS 
COUNTRIES 


The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 416) to increase the 
amount authorized to be appropriated for the expenses of 
participation by the United States in the International Ex- 
position of Colonial and Overseas Countries to be held at 
Paris, France, in 1931, was announced as next in order. 

Mr, KING. Mr. President, the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Copetanp] has left a memorandum with Mr. Biffle, 
which has just been brought to me. The Senator from New 
York asks that Order of Business 1637, the title of which 
has just been stated, and Order of Business 1640, may go 
over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. House Joint Resolution 416 
will be passed over. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, does the Senator from 
Utah ask that Order of Business 1637 go over? 
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Mr. KING. The Senator from New York [Mr. COPELAND], 
who is necessarily absent, left word that he should like to 
haye Order of Business 1637 and Order of Business 1640 go 
over. I do not know what the bills are, and I am doing this 
at the request of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Of course, under those circum- 
stances I could not very well hope to persuade the Senator 
from New York, who is absent, to withhold his objection. 

Mr. KING. No; the Senator appreciates the dilemma in 
which I am placed. 


REGULATION OF LEVEL OF LAKE OF THE WOODS 


The bill (H. R. 9326) to amend the act entitled “An act to 
carry into effect provisions of the convention between the 
United States and Great Britain to regulate the level of 
Lake of the Woods concluded on the 24th day of February, 
1925,” approved May 22, 1926, as amended, was considered, 
read the third time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the act entitled “An act to 
carry into effect provisions of the convention between the United 
States and Great Britain to regulate the level of Lake of the 
Woods concluded on the 24th day of February, 1925,” approved 
May 22, 1926, as amended, is amended by adding at the end thereof 
a new sentence to read as follows: The time in which to appeal 
from the awards of the commissioners under the condemnation 
proceedings heretofore provided for is extended 60 days from the 
date of the enactment of this amendatory act.” 


ATTORNEYS FOR MENOMINEE TRIBE OF INDIANS 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8812) 
authorizing the Menominee Tribe of Indians to employ gen- 
eral attorneys, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs with an amendment, 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like to ask the chair- 
man of the committee a question as to the bill. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I am prepared to 
explain the bill if the Senator desires an explanation. It is 
a bill which the business council of the Menominee Tribe 
have been pressing for two years. They are very anxious 
to employ their own attorneys to handle a number of mat- 
ters which they have in contemplation. In the first place, 
they wish to have a survey made to ascertain whether or 
not it would be worth while for them to attempt to secure 
the right to bring suit in the Court of Claims for the clean 
cutting which was done on that reservation and which 
the tribe claims was done in violation of the law. With 
that matter I think the Senator from Utah is familiar. 
There certainly is no question but what the department did 
violate the express terms of the law in making a clean cut 
of much valuable timber there, whereas the law required a 
selective cutting. 

The tribe also have been considering for some time various 
proposals for incorporation, and they would like to have the 
advice of their own attorneys concerning that. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? — 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 

Mr. KING. Does the Senator think that the fees are 
reasonable? I confess that I am rather solicitous for the 
welfare of the Indians. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is provided in this bill that the 
attorneys shall receive only $6,000 per annum, and I think, 
if any considerable number of the various matters which 
they have under consideration are to be pressed in any one 
year, they certainly would be getting a great deal of legal 
service for $6,000. Therefore, I think under all the circum- 
stances the bill should be passed. 

Mr. KING. I have no objection to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will state the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment reported by the committee was, on page 
2, line 8, after the word “tribe,” to strike out “ Provided 
further, That Louis R. Glavis shall not be employed as at- 
torney,” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Menominee Tribe of Indians in Wis- 
consin, through its duly tribal council or business 
committee, is hereby authorized to enter into contract, subject to 
approval by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary 
of the Interior, with an attorney, or firm of attorneys, for the 
purpose of defending any suits that may be brought against said 
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tribe and formulating any claims that the Indians might have 
against the Government of the United States. The attorney or 
firm of attorneys so employed shall be allowed not to exceed $6,000 
‘per annum for compensation and all expenses, and the term of 
the contract shall not exceed two years: Provided, That, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, an additional amount, 
not exceeding $8,000, may be allowed said attorney or firm of 
attorneys for actual and necessary expenses in the prosecution of 
their services for said tribe. 

For the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this act the 
Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to expend the sum 
of not exceeding $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
out of the tribal funds on deposit to the credit of the Menominee 
Indians. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. . 


WAGES AND ALLOTMENTS OF SEAMEN ON FOREIGN VESSELS 


The bill (S. 314) relating to the payment of advance wages 
and allotments in respect of seamen on foreign vessels, and 
making further provision for carrying out the purposes of 
the seamen’s act, approved March 4, 1915, was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, as I said a moment ago, while 
I have not read the bill recently I am in favor of it, but the 
Senator from New York asked me to request that it go over. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, of course, in view of 
the fact that the Senator from Utah interposes an objec- 
tion for an absent Senator, it would be useless for me to 
explain the terms of this bill. However, may I say, Mr. 
President, that this bill has once passed the Senate sub- 
stantially in the same form as it now appears on the calen- 
dar, and it is decidedly in the interest of ships flying the 
American flag. However, in view of the circumstances, I 
shall not take further time of the Senate to explain the 
measure. 

Mr. KING. I want the Senator to understand that I am 
in favor of the bill, but I feel constrained to urge the ob- 
jection on account of the request of the Senator from New 
York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On objection, the bill will 
be passed over. 


SURVEY OF MOUSE RIVER, N. DAK. 


The bill (H. R. 10017) to provide for a survey of the Mouse 
River, N. Dak., with a view to the prevention and control of 
its floods, was considered, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CLAIMS OF EASTERN EMMIGRANT AND WESTERN CHEROKEE 
INDIANS 


The bill (S. 5979) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to hear and determine certain claims of the Eastern 
Emmigrant and Western Cherokee Indians of Oklahoma and 
North Carolina was considered, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Eastern Emmigrant and Western 
Cherokee Indians, duly enrolled members of the Cherokee Nation 
of Indians, members of the Five Civilized Tribes of Oklahoma, 
including the duly enrolled members of the Eastern Band of the 
North Carolina Cherokee Indians, that jurisdiction be, and is 
hereby, conferred upon the Court of Claims, notwithstanding the 
lapse of time or statutes of limitations, to hear, examine, and 
adjudicate and render judgment in any and all legal and equi- 
table claims arising under or growing out of any treaty or agree- 
ment between the United States and the Cherokee Indians, band 
or tribe, or arising under or growing out of any act of Congress 
in relation to Indian affairs, which said Cherokee Indians, band 
or tribe, may have against the United States. 

Sec. 2. That the Eastern Emmigrant and the Western Cherokee 
Indians as a corporation shall file any suit or suits or claims on 
behalf of all the Cherokee Indians by blood, which claims have 
not heretofore been determined and adjudicated on their merits 
by the Court of Claims or the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

Sec. 3. Any and all claims against the United States within the 
purview of this act shall be forever barred unless suit or suits be 
instituted or petition, subject to amendment, be filed as herein 
provided in the Court of Claims within five years from the date 
of approval of this act, and such suit or suits shall make the said 
Indian tribes or bands or any of said tribes or bands, party or 
parties, plaintiff, and the United States party defendant. The 
petition shall be verified by the attorney or attorneys employed 
to prosecute such claim or claims under contract with the said 
Indians approved in accordance with existing laws and said con- 


tract shall be executed in their behalf by a committee or com- 
mittees selected by said Indians or provided by existing law. 
Official letters, papers, documents and records, maps, or certified 
copies thereof may be used in evidence, and the departments of the 
Government shall give access to the attorney or attorneys of said 
Indians to such treaties, papers, maps, correspondence, or reports 
as they may require in the prosecution of any suit or suits 
instituted under this act. 

Sec, 4. In said suit or suits the court shall also hear, examine, 
consider, and adjudicate any claims which the United States may 
have against the said Indian tribes or any of them, but any pay- 
ment or payments which have been made by the United States 
upon any such claim or claims shall not operate as an estoppel 
but may be pleaded as an offset in such suit or suits, as may 
gratuities, if any, paid to or expended for such Indian tribes or 
any of them. 

Sec. 5. Any other tribes or bands of Indians the court may deem 
necessary to a final determination of any suit or suits brought 
hereunder may be joined therein as the court may order: Provided, 
That upon final determination of such suit or suits the Court of 
Claims shall have jurisdiction to fix and determine a reasonable 
fee, not to exceed 10 per cent of the recovery, by any one of said 
tribes, or bands, together with all necessary and proper expenses 
incurred in the preparation and prosecution of such suit or suits 
to be paid to the attorney or attorneys employed as herein pro- 
vided by the said tribes, or bands, of Indians, or any of said tribes, 
or bands, and the same shall be included in the decree, and shall 
be paid out of any sum or sums adjudged to be due said tribes, 
or any of them, and the balance of such sum or sums shall be 
placed in the Treasury of the United States, where it shall draw 
interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum. 


SURVEY OF SCAPPOOSE BAY, OREG. 


The bill (S. 6005) authorizing a preliminary examination 
and survey of Scappoose Bay, Columbia River, Oreg., was 
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to cause a preliminary examination and 
survey to be made of Scappoose Bay, an inlet of Multnomah Chan- 
nel, Columbia River, Oreg., with a view to deepening and widening 
the channel in such bay as follows: (1) To a depth of not less 
than 16 feet and a width of not less than 150 feet for the first 2,000 
feet from Multnomah Channel, (2) to a depth of not less than 12 
feet and a width of not less than 150 feet for the next 2,000 feet, 
and (3) to a depth of not less than 10 feet and a width of not 
less than 150 feet for the next 2,500 feet. The Secretary of War 
shall submit a report thereon to the Congress as soon as practi- 
cable. The cost of such examination and survey shall be paid 
from appropriations heretofore or hereafter made for examinations 
and surveys. 


JAMES M. GRIFFIN 


The bill (S. 6113) for the relief of James M. Griffin, dis- 
bursing agent, United States Coast and Geodetic Survey, 
and for other purposes, was considered, ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.,-That the General Accounting Office is hereby 
authorized and directed to credit the accounts of James M. Griffin, 
disbursing agent, United States Coast and Geodetic Survey, in the 
amount of $285, which sum represents the aggregate of payments 
made during the fiscal year 1930 by said disbursing officer on ac- 
count of travel performed by civilian officers and employees of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, and which sum has been disallowed by 
the Comptroller General as follows: On voucher No. 96675 to Deck 
Officer John C. Ellerbe, jr., $7.65; on voucher No. 96713 to Deck 
Officer J. S. Morton, $7.35; on voucher No. 96771 to Mate F. E. 
Okeson, $14.37; on voucher No. 96818 to Deck Officer I. R. Rubot- 
tom, $4.10; on voucher No, 96412 to Deck Officer J. C. Tison, $4.20; 
on voucher No. 96626 to Deck Officer J. C. Tribble, $7.45; on 
voucher No. 96649 to Deck Officer K. S. Ulm, $14.40; on voucher 
No. 95340 to Deck Officer K. S. Ulm, $4.65; on voucher No, 96241 
to Deck Officer H. C. Walker, $6.55; on voucher No. 97132 to Deck 
Officer E. B. Brown, $4.65; on voucher No. 97150 to Chief Engineer 
H. Ely, $42.35; on voucher No. 97151 to Chief Engineer H. Ely, 
$12.30; on voucher No. 98186 to Deck Officer E. L. Jones, $2.64; on 
voucher No. 97492 to Deck Officer R. A. Marshall, $3.25; on voucher 
No. 97019 to Deck Officer J. S. Morton, $4.80; on voucher No. 97642 
to Associate Geodetic Engineer W. Mussetter, $9.75; on voucher 
No, 97175 to Deck Officer F. Natella, $11.55; on voucher No. 98184 
to Deck Officer C. R. Reed, $2; on voucher No, 97020 to 
Deck Officer M. G. Ricketts, $3; on voucher No. 98183 to 
Deck Officer W. C. Russell, $2.10; on voucher No. 98313, sub- 
voucher No, 250, to O. Sylar, hand, $33.54; on voucher No. 
96989 to Deck Officer J, C. Tribble, $5.35; on voucher No. 99316, 
subyoucher No. 16, to Deck Officer M. A. Hecht, $10.42; on voucher 
No. 99684 to Assistant Marine Engineer W. R. McLaughlin, $4; on 
voucher No. 98585 to Junior Engineer E. R. Martin, $3.70; on 
voucher No. 99157 to Deck Officer J. S. Morton, $14.41; on voucher 
No. 99933 to Associate Geodetic Engineer W. Mussetter, $8.25; on 
voucher No. 98776, subvoucher No. 240, to Seaman W. R. Norton, 
$10.20; on voucher No. 99414, to Mate F. E. Okeson, $9.86; and on 
voucher No. 99261 to Deck Officer F. Natella, $16.16; Provided, That 
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the civilian officers and employees named herein shall not be 
required to make any refunds to the Government on account of 
payments made to carriers for travel furnished by the Government 
on transportation requests in connection with the vouchers listed 
herein as follows: Deck Officer John C. Ellerbe, jr., transportation 
requests Nos. C-71170, 71211, 71219, 71220, in the total amount of 
$138.82; Mate F. E. Okeson, tion Nos. C-71233, 
71234, in the total amount of $49.42; Deck Officer I. R. Rubottom, 
tion requests Nos. C-71017, 71018, 71055, 71057, 71058, 
71059, 71060, in the total amount of $175.93; Deck Officer J. C. 
Tison, transportation request No. C-71214 in the amount of $11.85; 
Deck Officer K. S. Ulm, tion requests Nos. C-71212, 71213, 
71216, 71217, in the total amount of $168.11; Deck Officer K. 8. 
Ulm, transportation request No. C-70768 in the amount of $6.05; 
Deck Officer H. C. Walker, transportation request No. C-71215 in 
the amount of $6.05; Deck Officer E. B. Brown, tion 
requests Nos. C—70720, 71226, in the total amount of $11.89; Chief 
H. Ely, rtation requests Nos. C—70638, 70639, 70686, 
in the total amount of $509.49; Deck Officer R. A. Marshall, trans- 
portation request No. C-71133, in the amount of $6.05; Deck 
Officer J. S. Morton, transportation requests Nos. C-70990, 71199, 
71226, 71231, in the total amount of $52.01; Associate Geodetic 
Engineer W. Mussetter, transportation requests Nos, C—70724, 
70725, 70726, in the total amount of $41.43; Deck Officer F. Natella, 
transportation requests Nos. C-71230, 71271, in the total amount 
of $56.73; Deck Officer C. R. Reed, transportation request No. 
C-71369, in the amount of $6.05; Deck Officer M. G. Ricketts, trans- 
portation request No. C—70929, in the amount of $6.05; Deck Officer 
W. C. Russell, transportation request No. C—71369, in the amount 
of $6.05; Deck Officer J. C. Tribble, transportation requests Nos. 
C~70927, 70928, in the total amount of $15.75; Deck Officer M. A. 
Hecht, transportation request No. C-71275, in the amount of 
$28.41; Assistant Marine Engineer W. R. McLaughlin, transporta- 
tion requests Nos. C-70865, 70866, in the total amount of $43.49; 
Junior Engineer E. R. Martin, transportation requests Nos. C—70828, 
70829, in the total amount of $37.04; Deck Officer J. S. Morton, 
transportation requests Nos. C-71332, 71333, in the total amount 
of $100.84; Associate Geodetic Engineer W. Mussetter, transporta- 
tion requests Nos, C-71421, 71422, in the total amount of $41.63; 
Mate F. E. Okeson, transportation requests Nos. C—71431, 71432, 
in the total amount of $17.67; and Deck Officer F. Natella, 
tion requests Nos. C-71434, 71435, 71436, in the total 

amount of $57.21. 


PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION OF HOCKING RIVER, OHIO 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8736) to 
authorize and direct a preliminary examination of the 
Hocking River for the distance it flows through Athens 
County, Ohio. 

Mr. JONES. I ask that the bill may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will read the bill. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to cause a preliminary examina- 
tion to be made of the Hocking River for the distance that it 
flows through Athens County, Ohio, with a view to control the 
floods from said river in accordance with the provisions of section 
3 of an act entitled “An act to provide for control of the floods 
of the Mississippi River, and of the Sacramento River, Calif., and 
for other purposes,” approved March 1, 1917, the cost thereof not 
exceeding $1,500 to be paid from appropriations heretofore or 
hereafter made for examinations, surveys, and contingencies of 
rivers and harbors. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONSTRUCTION OF VESSELS FOR COAST GUARD 


The bill (H. R. 12284) to provide for the construction of 
vessels for the Coast Guard for rescue and assistance work 
on Lake Erie was considered, read the third time, and 
passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to construct and equip one Coast Guard 
cutter, to be of design and construction suitable for service in 
assisting shipping on the waters of Lake Erie and others of the 
Great Lakes: Provided, That the total cost of construction and of 
original equipment of said Coast Guard cutter shall not exceed 
the sum of $650,000. 


FORT APACHE INDIAN RESERVATION, ARIZ. 

The bill (S. 5033) to authorize an appropriation of tribal 
funds to purchase certain privately owned lands within the 
Fort Apache Indian Reservation, Ariz., was considered, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby authorized to be ap- 
propriated not to exceed the sum of $1,300 of funds on deposit 
to the credit of the Indians of the Fort Apache Reservation, Ariz., 
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for the purchase of land and appurtenances thereto, exclusive of 
mineral rights, located within the exterior boundaries of that 
reservation, and belonging to the Aztec Land & Cattle Co., title 
IP 


CAHUILLA INDIAN RESERVATION 


The bill (S. 6011) to authorize the Secretary of the In- 
terior to purchase certain land in California for addition to 
the Cahuilla Indian Reservation, and issuance of a patent 
to the band of Indians therefor, was considered, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to purchase jon 36, township 7 south, 
range 2 east, San Bernardino base and meridian, Calif., containing 
640 acres, for addition to the Cahuilla Indian Reservation, and issue 
a trust patent therefor to the band of Indians in accordance with 
the act of January 12, 1891 (26 Stat. 712), as amended by the act 
of March 1, 1907 (34 Stat. 1015-1022); and there is hereby author- 
ized to be appropriated, out of any money in the United States 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,560 to cover 
the purchase price of the land. 


TEMECULA OR PECHANGA RESERVATION, CALIF, 


The bill (H. R. 15064) to reserve 440 acres of public- 
domain land for addition to the Temecula or Pechanga Res- 
ervation, Calif., was considered, read the third time, and 
passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That 440 acres of land, described as the 
northwest quarter northeast quarter, east half northeast quarter, 
and south half section 36, township 8 south, range 2 west, San 
Bernardino meridian, Calif., be, and the same are hereby, with- 
drawn from the public domain and reserved as an addition to the 
Temecula or Pechanga Indian Reservation, a trust patent to be 
issued therefor to the band in accordance with and under authority 
contained in the act of January 12, 1891 (26 Stat. 712), as 
amended by the act of March 1, 1907 (34 Stat. 1015-1022): Pro- 
vided, That the rights and claims of any bona fide settler initiated 
under the public-land laws prior to September 27, 1930, the date 
of withdrawal of the land from all form of entry, shall not be 
affected by this act. 


CANCELLATION OF FEE SIMPLE PATENTS TO INDIANS 


The bill (H. R. 15267) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to authorize the cancellation, under certain conditions, of 
patents in fee simple to Indians for allotments held in trust 
by the United States” was considered by the Senate, and 
was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act of February 26, 1927 (44 Stat. 
1247), authorizing the of the Interior, under certain 
conditions, to cancel patents in fee for Indian allotments, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended by adding thereto the following: 

“Sec. 2. Where patents in fee have been issued for Indian allot- 
ments, during the trust period, without application by or consent 
of the patentees, and such patentees or Indian heirs have sold a 
part of the land included in the patents, or have mortgaged the 
lands or any part thereof and such mortgages have been satisfied, 
such lands remaining undisposed of and without encumbrance by 
the patentees, or Indian heirs, may be given a trust patent status, 
and the Secretary of the Interior is, on application of the allottee 
or his or her Indian heirs, hereby authorized, in his discretion, to 
cancel patents in fee so far as they cover such unsold lands not 
encumbered by mortgage, and to cause new trust patents to be 
issued therefor, to the allottees or their Indian heirs, of the form 
and legal effect as provided by the act of February 8, 1887 (24 
Stat. 388), and the amendments thereto, such patents to be effec- 
tive from the date of the original trust patents, and the land 
shall be subject to any extensions of the trust made by Executive 
order on other allotments of members of the same tribe, and such 
lands shall have the same status as though such fee patents had 
never been issued: Provided, That this act shall not apply where 
any such lands have been sold for unpaid taxes assessed after 
the date of a mortgage or deed executed by the patentee or his 
heirs, or sold in execution of a judgment for debt incurred after 
date of such mortgage or deed, and the period of redemption has 
expired.” 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
North Dakota explain this measure? 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, some months ago a bill 
was passed authorizing the department to make some in- 
vestigations of what are known as trust patents that had 
been issued to Indians, sometimes over their protest; and a 
good many complaints have come in. An investigation was 
made. On page 4 of the report a list is given of the ques- 
tions that were sent out. These questions were answered, 
and investigations were made by the superintendents of the 
various reservations. 
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The department recommends the passage of this bill. 
Personally, I do not feel that the bill is as strong as it should 
be; but it is a step in the right direction, and I believe it 
should be passed. 

Mr. BRATTON. What does it do? 

Mr. FRAZIER. In cases where patents in fee have been 
issued to Indians over their protest, where they still have the 
land, the patent in fee is set aside, and a trust patent is 
given to the Indians under authority given to the Secretary 
of the Interior to take that action. x 

Mr. BRATTON. Do I understand that upon a review of 
the facts the Secretary of the Interior may set aside a re- 
stricted patent and issue an unrestricted one? 

Mr. FRAZIER. That is the case, but only in places where 
these patents in fee have been issued, as I understand, over 
the protest of the Indians. 

Mr. BRATTON. No land could be taken from an Indian 
under this bill? 

Mr. FRAZIER. Oh, no! 
the Indians. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the third 


reading of the bill. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN HERINK 


The bill (S. 4391) for the relief of John Herink was con- 
sidered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury, on 
certification by the Secretary of the Interior, is authorized and 
directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to John Herink a sum found to be the fair and 
reasonable value of all improvements placed by him on lots 1 and 
2 and the north half northeast quarter section 30, township 27 
north, range 10 east, sixth principal meridian, Nebraska, prior to 
his eviction therefrom, for which land a patent erroneously issued 
to him on November 20, 1922, and to return to him the full 
amount of all money paid by him to the United States in con- 
nection with said lands prior to the issuance of such patent: 
Provided, That as a condition precedent to the certification above 
mentioned by the Secretary of the Interior to the Secretary of 
the Treasury the land so patented be reconveyed to the United 
States free from all claim or right held or claimed under or 
through the patentee, and the acceptance of such reconveyance 
shall operate as a restoration of the right of entry under the 
public land laws to the said Herink, no other objection appear- 
ing: Provided further, That he may have the option, in lieu of 
the payment to him of all money hereinbefore provided, of mak- 
ing entry of other land to the amount of 160 acres under the 
general homestead law, or 320 acres under the enlarged homestead 
law, or 640 acres under the stock-raising homestead law, any- 
where in the United States where there are public lands subject 
to such entry, and receiving United States patent for such lands 
without payment to the United States of any fees, commissions, 
or other money and without further compliance with the home- 
stead laws in connection therewith and the submission of proof 
thereof, the patent, however, to contain a reservation of mineral 
to the United States, if mecessary, as in other entries under 
the same law. 


CLAIM OF INDIANA STATE MILITIA 


The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 119) authorizing the Comp- 
troller General of the United States to consider, adjust, 
and settle the claim of the Indiana State Militia for military 
service on the Mexican border was considered by the Senate, 
and was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Comptroller General of the United States 
is authorized and directed to consider, adjust, and settle the 
claim of the State of Indiana for mobilization expenses, sub- 
sistence, transportation, and supplies made to and for the use 
of the Indiana State Militia in the period of mobilization for 
Federal military service on the Mexican border under the call 
of the President of the United States of June 18, 1916, notwith- 
standing the disallowance of the claim by the Auditor, for the 
War Department on August 19, 1918, because there was no law 
authorizing the reimbursement of any State for any expenses 
incurred in mobilization of any militia under the call of the 
President, June 18, 1916. 


Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, may we have an ex- 
planation of this joint resolution, particularly with refer- 
ence to the question of whether or not other States have 
similar allowances? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President, there is a 
complete report on this claim. It is Report No. 1594. The 
matter has been pending for some time, since 1916; and if 
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the Senator from Michigan will be good enough to glance 
at the report, he will see that the joint resolution is ap- 
proved by the Comptroller General. It provides for the 
payment of $20,584.75. 

I think no other State has any claim similar to this. It 
is simply a claim for moneys paid out by the State of 
Indiana for which the Federal Government is liable, and 
for which the State of Indiana has never received any re- 
imbursement. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. If the Senator will permit me, can 
he tell me what the reference on page 3 of the report means, 
which indicates that this claim was disallowed by the auditor 
for the War Department? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The Senator is reading from 
the top of page 3, about Senate Joint Resolution No. 39, in- 
troduced by my colleague [Mr. Watson] I think. Down 
below, if the Senator will refer to the letter to Hon. R. B. 
HowELL, chairman of the Committee on Claims, signed by 
J. R. McCarl, Comptroller General of the United States, 
where the claim is itemized, I think he will be satisfied that 
the claim is just, and that there ought to be no objection 
to its allowance. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. On the final page of the report I 
find it is indicated that the Comptroller General is a free 
agent ultimately to pass upon the claim anyway. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That is true. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I withdraw any objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GRADING AND CLASSIFICATION OF FOREIGN SERVICE CLERKS 


Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a conference 
report which I presented yesterday, and which was printed in 
the Recorp. It is found on page 5021. This is the con- 
ference report on the Foreign Service bill, which has twice 
passed the Senate. > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New 
Hampshire asks unanimous consent to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the conference report on the Foreign Service 
bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
9110) for the grading and classification of clerks in the For- 
eign Service of the United States of America, and providing 
compensation therefor, and for other purposes, which was 
read. 

(For conference report see Senate proceedings of Mon- 
day, February 16, 1931, pp. 5021-5025 of the RECORD.) 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, not only is the conference 
report printed in full in the Recorp, beginning on page 
5143, but there is also a statement by the managers on the 
part of the Senate which covers the matters in disagree- 
ment and which affects the bill as it now relates to the exist- 
ing law. I think Senators have had an opportunity to read 
the statement and will find it fully explanatory, and I hope 
the conference report may be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agree- 
ing to the conference report. 

The report was agreed to. 

AMENDMENT OF AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION ACT 


The bill (S. 5833) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
provide for the further development of agricultural exten- 
sion work between the agricultural colleges in the several 
States receiving the benefits of the act entitled ‘An act 
donating public lands to the several States and Territories 
which may provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture 
and the mechanic arts,’ approved July 2, 1862, and all acts 
supplementary thereto, and the United States Department 
of Agriculture,” approved May 22, 1928 (U. S. C., Supp. OI, 
title 7, secs. 343a, 343b), was announced as next in order. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I have not had an opportu- 
nity to examine that bill at any length. I am rather favor- 
ably impressed with it, but I desire to examine it a little bit 
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further before action is taken on it; so I ask that it may go | CONVEYANCE OF LANDS IN ALABAMA FOR VOCATIONAL OR OTHER 


over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


ENLARGEMENT OF CAPITOL GROUNDS 


The bill (S. 5989) to authorize the acquisition of additional 
land for enlarging the Capitol Grounds was considered, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That paragraph (1) of section 2 of the act 
entitled “An act to provide for the enlarging of the Capitol 
Grounds,” approved March 4, 1929, as amended, is amended by 
adding after the first sentence thereof the following: “The 
Architect of the Capitol is authorized to acquire in like manner 
for such purposes all or any part of the lands, including buildings 
or other structures, in lot 801 of square 574 and lot 821 of square 
630 as such squares appear on the records of the office of the sur- 
veyor of the District of Columbia as of the date of the approval 
of this amendatory act. 


RADIO RESEARCH INVESTIGATIONS 


The bill (H. R. 10652) to authorize the Secretary of Com- 
merce to purchase land and to construct buildings and 
facilities suitable for radio research investigations was con- 
sidered, read the third time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Commerce be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to acquire, by purchase or otherwise, for the 
Bureau of Standards a parcel of land in the vicinity of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, not in excess of 200 acres, provided a suitable 
site now owned by the Government is not available for the pur- 
pose, and to construct thereon buildings, facilities, and equipment 
suitable for experimental researches in the propagation and recep- 
tion of radio signals and also to construct upon land now owned 
by the Government in the vicinity of the District of Columbia, 
which may be made available for that purpose by any department 
haying jurisdiction thereof, buildings, facilities, and equipment 
suitable for an experimental radio-transmitting station. There is 
hereby authorized to be appropriated to carry out the foregoing 
purposes the sum of not to exceed $147,000. 


ROSSLYN CONNECTING RAILROAD CO. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5756) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to exchange with the Rosslyn 
Connecting Railroad Co. lands on the Virginia shore of the 
Potomac River near the west end of the Arlington Memorial 
Bridge. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk calls the Chair’s 
attention to the fact that an identical bill came over from 
the House to-day. 

Mr. FESS. I ask unanimous consent that the House bill 
be substituted for the Senate bill, and that the Senate bill 
be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the 
identical House bill will be substituted for Senate bill 5756. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 16248), 
authorizing the Secretary of War to exchange with the 
Rosslyn Connecting Railroad Co. lands on the Virginia shore 
of the Potomac River near the west end of the Arlington 
Memorial Bridge, which was considered, read the third time, 
and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in order to enable the Arlington Me- 
morial Bridge project to be carried out in a satisfactory manner 
and to remove any interference with the plans for said bridge or 
its approaches on the Virginia side of the Potomac River arising 
from the location of the tracks of the Rosslyn Connecting Rail- 
road Co., the Secretary of War, with the consent of the Secretary 
of Agriculture and the Arlington Memorial Bridge Commission, ‘s 
authorized to effect such an exchange of lands with the Rosslyn 
Connecting Railroad Co. as may be necessary or desirable for that 
purpose and will permit the relocation of the tracks of said rail- 
road company in accord with the plans for said bridge and its 
approaches; and to that end the Secretary of War is authorized 
to convey to the Rosslyn Connecting Railroad Co. such lands of 
the United States on the west side of the Potomac River, includ- 
ing lands within the administrative control and jurisdiction of the 
Secretary of War, the Secretary of Agriculture, and the Arlington 
Memorial Bridge Commission, as may be agreed upon in said ex- 
change in consideration of the conveyance to the United States 
by said railroad company of such lands of an approximately 
equivalent area as the Secretary of War shall deem necessary or 
desirable to carry out the purpose of this act and permit the re- 
moval of the tracks of the Rosslyn Connecting Railroad Co. to a 
location in accord with said Memorial Bridge project: Provided, 
That the title to the lands conveyed in exchange by the Rosslyn 


Connecting Railroad Co. shall be satisfactory to the Secretary of 
War. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, Senate 
bill 5756 will be indefinitely postponed. 
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EDUCATIONAL USES 


The bill (H. R. 12094) to provide for conveyance of certain 
lands in the State of Alabama to vocational or other educa- 
tional uses, or to dispose of the lands upon condition that 
they shall be used for such purposes was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr, JONES. Let the bill be read, Mr. President. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. During the 
reading—. 

Mr. JONES. I do not ask for any further reading, Mr. 
President. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill, which was read 
the third time and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized and directed, upon payment of $1.25 per acre, to trans- 
fer and convey to the State of Alabama, subject to valid existing 
rights, including rights heretofore granted to Henry T. Henderson 
and associates by act of Congress approved June 30, 1906, the 
following-described parcels of land: In township 8 south, range 9 
east, Huntsville meridian, lots 1, 2, 3, and 4, section 1; lots 1, 2, 
and 3, section 2; lots 1 and 2, section 10; lots 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6, 
section 11; lot 1, section 12; lots 1, 2, and 3, section 14; lots 1, 2, 
3, and 4, section 15; lots 1, 2, 3, and 4, section 22; lots 1, 2, 3, and 
4, section 23; lots 1 and 2, section 26; east half northeast quarter 
and lots 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5, section 27; lot 1, section 28; lots 1, 2, 3, 
and 4, section 33; and lots 1 and 2, section 34, containing 1,625.19 
acres, more or less, the same to be held and made available per- 
manently by said State, its transferees or lessees, for vocational or 
other educational purposes: Provided, That should the State of 
Alabama or its transferees or lessees fail to keep and hold the said 
land for vocational or other educational purposes, or devote it to 
any use inconsistent with such purposes, then at the option of 
the Secretary of the Interior, after due notice to said State and 
such proceedings as he shall determine, title to said lands shall 
revert to and be reinvested in the United States: Provided, That 
there shall be reserved to the United States all gas, oil, coal, or 
other mineral deposits found at any time in the said lands and 
the right to prospect for, mine, and remove the same: Provided 
further, That there is expressly reserved to the United States, its 
permittees or licensees, the right to enter upon, take. or use any 
or all of the said lands for power purposes in accordance with the 
terms and conditions of section 24 of the Federal water power act 
(41 Stat. 1063). 

Sec. 2. The act entitled “An act to provide for conveyance of 
certain lands in the State of Alabama for State park and game 
preserve purposes,” approved February 17, 1927, is hereby repealed. 


GENERAL SURVEY OF INDIAN CONDITIONS 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution (S. Res. 
416) further continuing Senate Resolution No. 79, Seventieth 
Congress, authorizing a general survey of Indian conditions, 
which had been reported from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate with an 
amendment, on page 1, line 7, to strike out “ $30,000” and 
insert “ $15,000,” so as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved, That Senate Resolution No. 79, Seventieth Congress, 
agreed to February 1, 1928, authorizing the Committee on Indian 
Affairs to make a general survey of Indian conditions, hereby is 
continued in full force and effect until the expiration of the Sev- 
enty-second Congress, and the limit of expenditures to be made 
under authority of such resolution is hereby increased by $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 

INVESTIGATION OF CAMPAIGN EXPENDITURES 

The resolution (S. Res. 413) continuing in force until the 
end of the Seventy-second Congress Senate Resolution 316, 
agreed to February 26, 1929, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I think there 
should be an explanation of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No report accompanies 
the resolution. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I reported this resolution on 
behalf of the chairman of the committee. In the absence 
of the author of the resolution, I ask that it go over tem- 
porarily. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go 
over. 

EMPLOYMENT OF TELEPHONE OPERATORS 

The resolution (S. Res. 428) continuing the authorization 
for the employment of two telephone operators was read, 
considered, and agreed to as follows: 


Resolved, That S. Res. 150 and S. Res. 361, agreed to November 9, 
1929, and December 18, 1930, respectively, authorizing the em- 
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o nt of two telephone operators to be paid out of the con- 
poe fund of the Senate, hereby are continued in full force and 
effect until otherwise provided by law. 


PERSONAL MESSENGER FOR SENATOR-ELECT THOMAS P. GORE 


The resolution (S. Res. 429) authorizing the employment 
of a personal messenger. by Senator-elect Thomas P. Gore, 
was read, considered, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That Hon. Thomas P. Gore, a Senator elect from the 
State of Oklahoma be, and he is hereby, authorized to employ on 
or after March 4, of the current year, a messenger for service as 
his personal attendant, who shall be paid a salary of $150 per 
month out of the contingent fund of the Senate until otherwise 
ordered. 


MARY C. BOLLING 


The bill (H. R. 11268) for the relief of Mary C. Bolling 
was considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con- 
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged 
soldiers John Bolling, who was a member of Troop B, Fourth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, shall hereafter be held 
and considered to have been honorably disc from the mili- 
tary service of the United States as a private of that organization 
on the 12th day of February, 1864: Provided, That no bounty, 
back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued 
prior to the passage of this act. 


CHARLES SMITH 


The bill (H. R. 566) for the relief of Charles Smith was 
considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con- 
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged 
soldiers Charles Smith, who was a member of Company A, Seventh 
Regiment United States Cavalry, shall hereafter be held and con- 
sidered to have been honorably discharged from the military serv- 
ice of the United States as a private of that organization on the 
2d day of February, 1876: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, 
pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the 
passage of this act. 


JAMES EARL BRIGMAN 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 504) for the relief of James Earl Briggman, which 
had been reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, on page 1, line 5, to strike out “ Brigg- 
man” and to insert in lieu thereof Brigman,“ so as to 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws 
conferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably dis- 
charged soldiers, James Earl Brigman, who served as a mem- 
ber of Company A, Thirteenth Infantry, shall hereafter be held 
and considered to have been honorably discharged from said 
service on the 10th day of April, 1915: Provided, That no bounty, 
back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued 
prior to the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill 
to be read a third time, 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: “An act for the relief 
of James Earl Brigman.” 
WILLIAM L. WILES 


The bill (H. R. 4269) for the relief of William L. Wiles, 
was considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con- 
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged 
soldiers William L. Wiles, late a private in Company K, Second 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and 
considered to have been honorably discharged from the military 
service as a private of that organization on the 10th day of 
August, 1862: Provided, That no bounty, back pay,.pension, or 
allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of 
this act. 


WILLIAM PARISH 
The bill (H. R. 2505) for the relief of William Parish was 
considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws. con- 
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged 
soldiers William Parish, who was a member of Company L, Four- 
teenth Regiment United States Infantry, shall hereafter be held 
and considered to have been discharged honorably from the mili- 
tary service of the United States as a member of that organization 
on the 15th day of January, 1903: Provided, That no bounty, back 
pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to 
the passage of this act. . 
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WILLIAM 8. M’WILLIAMS 


The bill (H. R. 318) for the relief of Wiliam S. McWil- 
liams was considered, read the third time, and passed, as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con- 
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged 
soldiers William S. McWilliams, who was a member of Troop E, 
First Regiment United States Cavalry, shall hereafter be held and 
considered to have been honorably discharged from the military 
service of the United States as a private of that organization on 
the 26th day of July, 1899: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, 
pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the 
passage of this act. 


MARY NEAF 


The bill (H. R. 783) for the relief of Mary Neaf, was con- 
sidered, read the third time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Mary Neaf, mother of Richard Neaf, 
who served under the name of John Ryan as a private in the One 
hundred and sixty-seventh Company, Coast Artillery Corps, shall 
be considered as the duly designated beneficiary of the late Rich- 
ard Neaf, alias John Ryan, under the act approved May 11, 19038, ~ 
as amended by the act approved March 3, 1909 (35 Stat. L., pp. 
108 and 735). 


ANNA E. STRATTON 


The bill (H. R. 2729) for the relief of Anna E. Stratton, 
was considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con- 
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably 
soldiers Albert Stratton, who was a member of Company A, Sixty- 
fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held 
and considered to have been honorably discharged from the mili- 
tary service of the United States as a private of that organization 
on the 19th day of September, 1864: Provided, That no bounty, 
back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued 
prior to the passage of this act. 


THOMAS J. HAYDEN 


The bill (H. R. 1526) for the relief of Thomas J. Hayden, 
was considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con- 
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged 
soldiers Thomas J. Hayden, who was a member of the Astor Bat- 
tery, United States Army, Spanish War, shall hereafter be held 
and considered to have been honorably discharged from the mili- 
tary service of the United States as a private of that organiza- 
tion on the 3lst day of March, 1899: Provided, That no bounty, 
back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued 
prior to the passage of this act. 


THOMAS F. SUTTON 


The bill (H. R. 2584) for the relief of Thomas F. Sutton, 
was considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con- 
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged 
soldiers Thomas F. Sutton, who was a member of Company E, 
Sixth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be 
held and cansidered to have been honorably discharged from the 
military service of the United States as a member of that organiza- 
tion on the 17th day of September, 1862: Provided, That no 
bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have 
accrued prior to the passage of this act. 


WILLIAM J. CLARK 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3867) for the 
relief of William J. Clark, which was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension 
laws or any laws conferring rights, privileges, or benefits upon per- 
sons honorably discharged from the United States Army William J. 
Clark shall be held and considered to have been honorably dis- 
charged as a private, Company C, One hundred and sixth Regiment 
United States Engineers, on May 10, 1918. 


ESTATE OF ROBERT GRAHAM MOSS 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 2694) 
conferring the rank, pay, and allowances of a major of 
Infantry to date from March 24, 1928, upon Robert Graham 
Moss, late captain, Infantry, United States Army, deceased, 
which was read, as follows: A 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the settlement of all claims of Mrs. 
Robert G. Moss.as the widow of the late Robert Graham Moss, 
captain of Infantry, United States Army, who died at Columbus, 
Ga. on April 6, 1928, and who was entitled to promotion to the 


grade of major on March 24, 1928, and whose nomination for 
such promotion was pending in the United States Senate at the 
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time of his death, said Robert Graham Moss shall be regarded as 
having been promoted to the grade of major on March 24, 1928, 
and as having been entitled, from and including that date, to the 
pay and allowances authorized for an officer in the grade of 
major with his length of service. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, this is an 
unusual measure. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, does the Senator want to 
have an explanation of it? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. Moss enlisted as a private when 
troops were called out in 1916 and was sent to the border. 
At the conclusion of that service he was made a second lieu- 
tenant in the Regular Army. He was promoted thereafter, 
and at the time of his death was a captain in the service. 
However, he had been due for promotion to the rank of 
major, and his promotion had actually been made and the 
nomination was on the desk here in the Senate, but he had 
not been confirmed. He died, I think, the day before the 
Senate would have taken action on his case. Therefore the 
War Department, as is usual in such cases, withdrew his 
promotion. Had he lived one day more he would have been 
confirmed, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I have no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “An act for the relief 
of the widow of Robert Graham Moss.” 


AUGUST R. LUNDSTROM 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 229) for 
the relief of August R. Lundstrom, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, 
on line 8, after “ 1903,” to insert the words “Provided, That 
no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to 
have accrued prior to the passage of this act,” so as to read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension 
laws August R. Lundstrom, late of Company L, Eighteenth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, shall hereafter be held and con- 
sidered to have been honorably discharged from the military 
service of the United States as a member of said organization on 

the 6th day of April, 1903: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, 
pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the 
passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE SELBY 


The bill (H. R. 780) for the relief of George Selby, was 
considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con- 
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharg 
soldiers George Selby, who was a member of the Thirty-third 
Ordnance Company, shall hereafter be held and considered to have 
been honorably discharged from the military service of the 
United States as a private of that organization on the 27th day 
of November, 1926: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, 
or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage 
of this act. 


JOSEPH BRATTEN 


The bill (H. R. 4876) for the relief of Joseph Bratten was 
considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con- 
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged 
soldiers Joseph Bratten, who was a member of Company F, Sixth 
Regiment United States Infantry, shall hereafter be held and con- 
sidered to have been honorably discharged from the military serv- 
ice of the United States as a private of that organization on the 
26th day of April, 1899: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pen- 
sion, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the 
passage of this act. 

PATRICK P. RILEY 

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 506) for 
the relief of Patrick P. Riley, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, on 
page 1, line 10, after the word “act,” to insert a comma 
and the words “ or to accrue by virtue of its passage,” so as 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con- 
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged 
soldiers Patrick P. Riley, who served as a member of Company D, 
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Twelfth Regiment United States Infantry, shall hereafter be held 
and considered to have been honorably discharged from said serv- 
ice on the 11th day of July, 1883: Provided, That no bounty, back 
pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to 
the passage of this act, or to accrue by virtue of its passage, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time and passed. 


JOSEPH MARKO 


The bill (H. R. 3368) for the relief of Joseph Marko was 
considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Joseph Marko, who was honorably dis- 
charged as a private, Battery E, Three hundred and tenth Field 
Artillery, on the 6th day of December, 1918, on account of being a 
neutral alien nondeclarant of Russia, shall, upon application 
within six months after the passage of this act, be entitled to all 
the rights, privileges, and benefits of the World War adjusted com- 
pensation act, notwithstanding his discharge on account of alien- 
age. 


FRANZ J. JONITZ 


The bill (S. 988) for the relief of Franz J. Jonitz, first 
lieutenant, Quartermaster Corps, United States Army, was 
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Franz J. Jonitz, first lieu- 
tenant, Quartermaster Corps, United States Army, such amount 
as he may have refunded to the United States on account of the 
loss of public funds for which he was responsible amounting to 
$215.56 and which were stolen from the safe of the agent finance 
officer at Fort Meade, S. Dak., on or about March 31, 1928; and that 
both he and H. G. Salmon, major, Finance Department, United 
States Army, whose agent cfficer Lieutenant Jonitz, was relieved 
from further responsibility therefor. í 


JOSEPH PULITZER 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 2550) for 
the relief of Joseph Pulitzer, which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Joseph Pulitzer, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,750, 
the amount of a fine paid by Joseph Pulitzer in pursuance of a 
judgment entered upon a plea nolo contendere under certain 
provisions of the so-called Lever Act previous to the time that 
the Supreme Court of the United States held such provisions void, 
the said plea and said payment being made under a stipulation 
as follows: “In consideration that the Attorney General and 
this court shall accept the plea nolo contendere which I hereby 
tended to the above-entitled indictment, I do hereby waive any 
and all fines which the court may see fit to impose upon me upon 
such plea, except in the event that the so-called Lever Act under 
which said indictment is found shall be declared unconstitutional 
by the Supreme Court of the United States and that no prosecu- 
tion could be sustained upon the facts stated in said indict- 
ment”: Provided, That no part of the amount appropriated in this 
act in excess of 10 per cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to 
or received by any agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, on 
account of services rendered in connection with said claim. It 
shall be unlawful for any agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, 
to exact, collect, withhold, or receive any sum of the amount 
appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per cent thereof on ac- 
count of services rendered in connection with said claim, any 
contract to the contrary notwithstanding. Any person violating 
the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor 
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceed- 
ing $1,000. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I should like 
to have an explanation of that bill. I see the Senator who 
reported it, the senior Senator from Kansas [Mr. CAPPER], 
is present. 

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, this claim arises under what 
is called the Lever Act, which was passed during the war to 
prosecute those who violated the profiteering laws. The 
purpose of this bill is to return to the claimant the sum of 
$1,750, which he paid as a fine under section 4 of the Lever 
Act. 

Some time after this fine had been paid the Supreme 
Court held that section 4 of this Lever Act was unconsti- 
tutional. Suits were brought in this and similar cases to 
recover the fines paid. However, the Supreme Court handed 
down a decision in the case of United States against Get- 
tinger & Pomerantz, holding that the district court was with- 
out jurisdiction to entertain suits of this character. There- 
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fore the only way in which these amounts paid as fines could 
be returned would be through a special act of Congress. 

The Attorney General said there was no objection to the 
bill. It has been referred to two Attorneys General. It is 
simply to return money to Mr. Pulitzer to which the Govern- 
ment has no right, the law having been declared uncon- 
stitutional. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, as I understand the facts, it 
was charged that this man violated a law. He was charged 
criminally and was fined $1,750. If I am mistaken in my 
statement, I will be glad to be corrected. He did not defend 
the suit. He pleaded nolo contendere. He did not chal- 
lenge the constitutionality of the act itself and carry the 
case up, but said he would not oppose the judgment of the 
court. Later when somebody else carried a case to the 
Supreme Court of the United States involving somewhat 
similar facts, the Supreme Court held that the law was 
unconstitutional. Then this man came forward and tried 
to get his money back. Are those the facts? 

Mr. CAPPER. I think that is about the situation. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, as appears 
from the bill itself, this man reserved the right to claim 
reimbursement for the fine if the Supreme Court held the 
act unconstitutional. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY L. DICKSON 


The bill (H. R. 5470) for the relief of Mary L. Dickson was 
considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $20 monthly 
after the date of the enactment of this act to Mary L. Dickson, 
mother of Elizabeth Dickson, in full settlement of all claims on 
account of the death of the said Elizabeth Dickson while serving 
as a nurse in the base hospital at Fort Riley, Kans., during the 
World War. 

JESSIE AXTON 

The bill (H. R. 9215) for the relief of Jessie Axton was 

considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows: 
_ Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of ice ork 
ized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Jessie Axton the sum of $165, in full 
settlement of her claim against the Government for services ren- 
dered in reporting and transcribing the record in the case of the 
United States against Horace Alderman. 


ALMA RAWSON 


The bill (H. R. 6259) for the relief of Alma Rawson was 
considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and in full settlement against 
the United States Government, the sum of $176.50 to Alma Rawson 
as reimbursement for injuries as a result of slipping in 
a puddle of water at the Crescent Street post office, Brockton, 
Mass., on May 11, 1928. 


CATHERINE PANTURIS 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 458) 
for the relief of Catherine Panturis, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Claims with amendments 
as follows: On page 1, line 5, strike out “ the sum of $1,000,” 
and line 6, beginning with the word “and,” strike out 
everything down to and including the word Columbia,“ in 
line 10, and insert the following: during her natural life, 
or in the event of her death payment shall be made to her 
three minor children until they have reached their ma- 
jority, the sum of $25 per month, in full settlement of all 
claims against the Government on account of the death of 
her husband, Chris Panturis, Two hundred and eleventh 
Aero Squadron, who was killed on June 4, 1927, by an in- 
mate of St. Elizabeths Hospital, Washington, D. C., said 
monthly payments to be paid through the United States Em- 
ployees’ Compensation Commission,” so as to read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Catherine Panturis 
during her natural life, or in the event of her death payment shall 


be made to her three minor children until they have reached their 
majority, the sum of $25 per month, in full settlement of all 
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claims against the Government on account of the death of her 
husband, Chris Panturis, Two hundred and eleventh Aero Squad- 
ron, who was killed on June 4, 1927, by an inmate of St. Eliza- 
beths Hospital, Washington, D. C., said monthly payments to be 

paid through the United States Employees’ Compensation Com- 
— — Provided, That the passage of this act shall in no vay 
affect the allowance of widow’s compensation in the amount of 
$52 per month which Catherine Panturis now receives under exist- 
ing law: Provided further, That no part of the amount appropri- 
ated in this act in excess of 10 per cent thereof shall be paid or 
delivered to or received by any agent or agents, attorney or attor- 
neys, on account of services rendered in connection with said 
claim. It shall be unlawful for any agent or agents, attorney or 
attorneys, to exact, collect, withhold, or receive any sum of the 
amount appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per cent thereof 
on account of services rendered in connection with said claim, any 
contract to the contrary notwithstanding. Any person violating 
the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor 
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceed- 
ing $1,000. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the 
bill to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ABRAM H. JOHNSON 


The bill (H. R. 589) for the relief of Abram H. Johnson 
was considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws 
conferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably dis- 
charged soldiers Abram H. Johnson, who was a of Com- 
pany K, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, shall here- 
after be held and considered to have been honorably discharged 
from the military service of the United States as a member of 
said company and regiment March 18, 1864: Provided, That no 
bounty, back Bg pension, or allowance shall be held to have 
accrued prior to the passage of this act. 
RELATIONSHIP OF FEDERAL AND STATE GOVERNMENTS RESPECTING 

INDIAN RESERVATIONS 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution (S. Res. 
432) increasing the limit of expenditures by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs in its investigation of the relationship of 
the Federal and State Governments respecting Indian reser- 
vations, which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs, or any subcom- 
mittee thereof, authorized by Senate Resolution 282, agreed to 
June 25, 1930, to investigate the relationship between the Federal 
Government and the governments of the several States wherein 
are located Indian reservations or unalloted Indian tribal lands, 
or any other Indian lands not subject to taxation by such States 
or political subdivisions thereof, with a view of developing a plan 
by which the United States may make a fair and equitable con- 
tribution toward the expenses of governmental activities in said 
States, hereby is authorized to expend out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate $5,000 in addition to the $5,000 authorized in said 
resolution in pursuance of the purposes hereinbefore mentioned. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I would like to ask as to the 
character of this investigation. 

Mr. STEIWER. Mr. President, late in the last session of 
Congress the Senate agreed to a resolution authorizing the 
Senate Committee on Indian Affairs to make certain in- 
vestigations into the relationship of the United States and 
the various counties and States in which Indian reserva- 
tions were located with respect to the nontaxable character 
of Indian lands, with a view to developing some plan by 
which an equitable relation might be made between the 
United States and the several local agencies for the protec- 
tion of those local agencies. 

A subcommittee was appointed, the work is now going on, 
and it is thought that the amount provided in the original 
resolution is not quite enough. The original resolution car- 
ried $5,000. We took the matter up with the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and that committee thought it would be well 
to ask for an additional $5,000. Accordingly, Senate Resolu- 
tion 432 was introduced recently and is now reported by the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES. What is the character of the investigation? 

Mr. STEIWER. So far it has been chiefly an investiga- 
tion by correspondence, by which we have sought to learn 
something of the value of Indian properties and to make 
an estimate of what the revenues from the properties would 
be if they were subject to taxation, and to learn the advan- 
tages, if any, accruing to the local commumities and taxing 
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agencies by reason of the presence. of: the Indian reserva- 
tions, all with a view of trying to arrive at the proper rela- 
tionship between the United States and the local agencies. 

In this matter we are having the cooperation of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs. I might say to the Senator that 
of the first $5,000 appropriated the subcommittee spent 
something like $1,600. It is not an expensive procedure 
under which we are working. It was thought, however, that 
if we held hearings in the fall in Oklahoma and some other 
of the States of the Union in which are located very large 
Indian properties, the first $5,000 authorized will not be 
adequate, and it is quite important that some additional 
money be provided. 

Mr. JONES. Why can not we get the information we 
want largely through correspondence instead of having to 
hold hearings? 

Mr. STEIWER. Up to this time we are getting informa- 
tion by correspondence, but I will say to the Senator that 
we are experiencing considerable trouble. The information 
we require must, of course, be as nearly correct as we can 
develop it, and we find that many of the local county officials 
are either unable or unwilling to give us the cooperation we 
need. It may not be necessary that we hold hearings, but if 
it becomes necessary to hold hearings in order to complete 
the job, which is now half finished, it would be very un- 
fortunate if we should be prevented by reason of a lack of 
funds. 

Mr. JONES. If we can not get cooperation of the counties 
by correspondence, how does the Senator expect to get it? 

Mr. STEIWER. There will be no difficulty at all. We 
may be obliged to send out an investigator or some member 
of the subcommittee. For instance, we have not yet ob- 
tained all the information that is desired from the State 
of Washington. 

Mr. JONES. I have some reports from some of the coun- 
ties in my State which I have not yet transmitted to the 
committee. I understand that is what I have been gather- 
ing a lot of information for from the different counties for 
the committee. I have reports from several counties that 
I have not yet transmitted to the committee. 

Mr. STEIWER. We should be very glad to receive the 
information. 

Mr. JONES. It seems to me by taking this matter up 
through the different Senators we would be able to get prac- 
tically all of the information necessary. 

Mr. STEIWER. That has been done. We have taken it 
up with Congressmen, too, so far as that is concerned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
resolution is agreed to. 

BILL PASSED OVER 


The bill (H. R. 11852) amending the statutes of the United 
States to provide for copyright registration of designs was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas and Mr. KING. Over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

BUILDINGS ON GOVERNMENT ISLAND, ALAMEDA, CALIF. 


The bill (S. 6105) to authorize the construction on Gov- 
ernment Island, Alameda, Calif., of buildings required by the 
Bureau of Public Roads and Forest Service of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and the Coast Guard of the Treasury 
Department, was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That upon acceptance of title by the United 
States to land on Government Island, in the city of Alameda, Calif., 
conveyed under authority of joint resolution of July 3, 1930 (46 
Stat. 1018), the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to cause plans to be prepared, by contract or otherwise, 
and to construct on said land such buildings as may be required 
(a) by the Bureau of Public Roads and the Forest Service of the 
Department of Agriculture for a supply depot, warehouse, and 
shops; (b) by the Coast Guard of the Treasury Department for a 
supply depot, warehouse, shops, garage, living quarters for 75 men, 
and a marine railway for boats approximately 75 feet in length; 
and (c) by the Bureau of Public Roads, Forest Service, and Coast 


Guard for a joint administrative building. 
Sec. 2. For the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this 
act and the preparation of the site for the buildings authorized 
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hereby, including necessary roads, streets, and bridges, there is 
hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of any money in the 
22 the United States not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of $800,000. 


FEDERAL-AID ROAD CONSTRUCTION IN HAWAII 


The bill (H. R. 16913) to amend the act entitled “An act 
to extend the provisions of certain laws to the Territory of 
Hawaii,” approved March 10, 1924, was considered. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I would like to have 
a brief explanation of the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, the Senator from Arizona 
[Mr. Haypen] who made the report is not here, but I think 
I can make a brief explanation of it which I trust will be 
satisfactory. 

This is merely an act of justice to the Territory of Hawaii. 
At the time the Federal-aid road project was passed in 1916, 
it was generally supposed, as disclosed by the debates at 
that time, that it applied to the Territory of Hawaii. It was 
afterwards ruled that it did not. In the meantime the Ter- 
ritory of Hawaii went to work and bonded itself to the extent 
of $3,500,000 to provide for the building of roads, many of 
which are needed for national defense and are military 
roads. The Territory of Hawaii having bonded itself to the 
full extent permitted under the law, it has been unable to 
meet the amounts which have been appropriated and set 
aside by reason of the fact that they can not increase their 
bonded indebtedness. This is an act of justice. It does not 
require additional money. It takes money which has been 
appropriated and allocated and says that it may be matched 
by Territorial money which was spent after the act of 1916 
was enacted. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I have no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the act entitled “An act 
to extend the provisions of certain laws to the Territory of Hawaii,” 
approved March 10, 1924 (43 Stat. 17), is hereby amended by 
adding at the end thereof the following: “: Provided further, 
That the system of roads on which Federal-aid apportionments to 
the Territory of Hawaii shall be expended may be determined and 
agreed upon by the governor of said Territory and the Secretary 
of Agriculture without regard to the limitations in section 6 of 
the Federal highway act respecting the selection and designation 
of such system of roads; and when the system first determined 
and agreed upon shall have been completed, additions thereto 
may be made in like manner as funds become available for the 
construction and maintenance of such additions: And provided 
further, That there is authorized to be paid from funds hereto- 
fore authorized, appropriated, allocated, and unobligated under 
the Federal highway act a sum not to exceed $880,000 for the pur- 
pose of road construction in the Territory of Hawaii, which sum 
equals the amount such Territory would have received for roads 
built and incorporated upon the 7 per cent system as approved, 
during the period from 1917 to 1925. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall pay to the Territory of Hawaii, or to such official or 
depository as may be designated by it, on warrants drawn by the 
Secre of Agriculture, such part of such sum as may from time 
to time necessary for the construction or reconstruction of any 
highway in such Territory the project for which has been ap- 
proved by the Secretary of Agriculture. The provisions of this 
act shall in no way impair the right of such Territory to receive 
the benefits of the Federal highway act.” 


LESTER SWANBERG 


The bill (S. 4751) for the relief of Lester Swanberg was 
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: ; 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Lester Swanberg the 
sum of $100 a month for 50 months, from and after the date of 
the approval of this act, as compensation for disability resulting 
from injuries sustained by him on or about August 14, 1916, while 
in the performance of his duties as a member of Machine Gun 
Troop, First Illinois Cavalry, which was stationed on the Mexican 
border. Such monthly payments shall be made through the 
Employees’ Compensation Commission. 


STANISLAUS SIEMEK 
The bill (S. 1412) for the relief of Stanislaus Siemek was 
considered. The bill had been reported from the Committee 
on Claims with amendments, on page 1, line 3, to strike out 
“ $15,000 “ and insert “$3,500,” and on page 2, at the end 
of the bill, to insert a new proviso, so as to make the bill 
read: 
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Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $3,500-be, and is hereby, 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to Stanislaus Siemek, of Baltimore, Md., in full 
compensation for injuries, permanent and otherwise, resulting 
from a driver of a United States Army truck negligently running 
into and upon Stanislaus Siemek while his automobile was 
parked on the north side of Foster Avenue, between Lakewood 
and Glover, on the 18th day of May, 1922, at which time the said 
Stanislaus Siemek was inspecting the engine of his parked auto- 
mobile, and said injuries resulting from no fault of the said 
Stanislaus Siemek: Provided, That no part of the amount ap- 
propriated in this act in excess of 10 per cent thereof shall be 
paid or delivered to or received by any agent or agents, attorney 
or attorneys, on account of services rendered in connection with 
said claim. It shall be unlawful for any agent or agents, attor- 
ney or attorneys, to exact, collect, withhold, or receive any sum 
of the amount appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per cent 
thereof on account of services rendered in connection with said 
claim, any contract to the contrary notwithstanding. Any per- 
son violating the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in 
any sum not exceeding $1,000. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


UNITED STATES HAMMERED PISTON RING CO. 


The bill (S. 5789) for the relief of the United States Ham- 
mered Piston Ring Co. was considered. The bill had been 
reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, on page 1, line 5, to strike out “ $7,023.71” and insert 
“ $4,492.76,” so as to read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the appropriation Aviation, Navy, 1929, 
act of May 21, 1928 (45 Stat. 636), is hereby made available in 
such sum as may be necessary, but not exceeding $4,492.76, for 
settlement by the Comptroller General of the United States, on 
principles of equity and justice, the claims of the United States 
Hammered Piston Ring Co., under contract with the Navy Depart- 
ment No. N-156a-4703, dated June 10, 1929. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM RICHARD SANFORD 


The bill (S. 4382) for the relief of William Richard San- 
ford was considered. The bill had been reported from the 
Committee on Claims with an amendment to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and to insert: 


Be it enacted, etc., That sections 17 and 20 of the act entitled 
“An act to provide compensation for employees of the United 
States suffering injuries while in the performance of their duties, 
and for other purposes,” approved September 7, 1916, as amended, 
are hereby waived in favor of Anna Marie Sanford, widow of 
William Richard Sanford, deceased, former furnaceman, navy yard, 
Washington, D. C.: Provided, That compensation, if any, shall 
commence from and after the date of the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief 
of Anna Marie Sanford, widow of William Richard Sanford, 
deceased.” 

AGNES LOUPINAS 


The bill (H. R. 3187) for the relief of Agnes Loupinas was 
considered. The bill had been reported from the Committee 
on Claims with an amendment on page 1, line 7, after the 
word “received,” to insert the words “by her,” so as to 
make the bill read: 


Be it enacted etc. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and in full settlement 
against the Government, the sum of $3,500 to Agnes Loupinas, 
of Detroit, Mich. for personal injuries received by her on 
the 29th day of August, 1925: Provided, That no part of the 
amount appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per cent 
thereof shall be paid or delivered to or received by any agent or 
agents, attorney or attorneys, on account of services rendered 
in connection with said claim. It shall be unlawful for any 
agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, to exact, collect, withhold, 
or receive any sum of the amount appropriated in this act in 
excess of 10 per cent thereof on account of services rendered 
in connection with said claim, any contract to the contrary not- 
withstanding. Any person violating the provisions of this act 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction 
thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceeding $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time and passed. 


H. L. TODD 


The bill (S. 5215) for the relief of H. L. Todd, was con- 
ered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster General is authorized 
and directed to credit the account of H. L. Todd, postmaster at 
San Francisco, Calif., in the sum of $1,935.90, and to certify 
such credit to the General Accounting Office. Such sum repre- 
sents the amount disbursed to enlisted men of the United States 
Army for services as chauffeurs on trucks loaned by the War De- 
partment to the post office at San Francisco, in December, 1928. 

Sec. 2. The surety on the bond of the said H. L. Todd, as post- 
master at San Francisco, Calif., is hereby relieved of any lia- 
bility on account of such disbursement. 


ELIZABETH B. DAYTON 


The bill (S. 5839) for the relief of Elizabeth B, Dayton 
was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That sections 17 and 20 of the act entitled 
“An Act to provide compensation for employees of the United 
States suffering injuries while in the performance of their duties, 
and for other pup approved September 7, 1916, as amended, 
are hereby wai in favor of Elizabeth B. Dayton, formerly an 
employee of the United States Shipping Board, 


ABRAHAM GREEN 


The bill (S. 1617) for the relief of Abraham Green was 
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $800 to 
Abraham Green, of Manchester, N. H., which sum represents the 
loss sustained by said Abraham Green on the bail bond of Myer 
Gallant, who was afterwards captured and returned to the United 
States officers by the said Abraham Green; record of said estreat- 
ment of bond and the payment of said sum of money on April 7, 
1924, are shown in the report and affidavit of the clerk of the 
United States Court for the District of New Hampshire. 


MAUMEE RIVER BRIDGE, LUCAS COUNTY, OHIO 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5782) to 
extend the times for commencing and completing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Maumee River at or near 
its mouth, in Lucas County, Ohio, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The amendments were, in line 7, after the figures “ 1929,” 
to insert “ heretofore extended by act of Congress approved 
June 10, 1930,” and in line 8, after the word “hereby,” to 
insert “further,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the times for commencing and com- 
pleting the construction of the bridge across the Maumee River 
at or near its mouth, in Lucas County, Ohio, authorized to be built 
by Eugene Rheinfrank, his heirs, legal representatives, and assigns, 
by the act of Congress approved March 4, 1929, heretofore extended 
by act of Congress approved June 10, 1930, are hereby further ex- 
tended one and three years, respectively, from March 4, 1931. 

Src. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER NEAR CANNELTON, IND. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 6064) to ex- 
tend the times for commencing and completing the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Ohio River at or near Cannelton, 
Ind., which had been reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce with amendments. 

The amendments were, in line 7, after the figures “ 1929,” 
to insert “ heretofore extended by act of Congress approved 
May 13, 1930,” and in the same line, after the word “ hereby ” 
to insert “ further,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc, That the times for commencing and com- 
pleting the construction of the bridge across the Ohio River at or 
near Cannelton, Ind., authorized to be built by the Hawesville 
& Cannelton Bridge Co., by the act of Congress approved March 1, 
1929, heretofore extended by act of Congress approved May 13, 


1930, are hereby further extended one and three years, vely, 
from March 1, 1931. 
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Sec.2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE NEAR CULBERTSON, MONT. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5987) to 
extend the times for commencing and completing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near 
Culbertson, Mont., which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce with an amendment. 

The amendment was, in line 6, after the name “ Rich- 
land,” to insert a comma and “or any of them,” so as to 
make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the times for commencing and com- 
pleting the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River 
at or near Culbertson, Mont., authorized to be built by the State 
of Montana and the counties of Roosevelt and Richland, or any 
of them, by the act of Congress approved July 3, 1930, are 
hereby extended one and three years, respectively, from July 3, 
1931, 

Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE NEAR HASTINGS, MINN. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 6018) to 
extend the times for commencing and completing the con- 
struction of a free highway bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near Hastings, Minn., which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce without amendment, and 
it was read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the times for commencing and complet- 
ing the construction of the bridge across the Mississippi River at 
or near H , Minn., authorized to be built by the State of 
Minnesota, by the act of Congress approved January 14, 1929, here- 
tofore extended by act of Congress approved April 25, 1930, are 
hereby further extended one and three years, respectively, from 
January 14, 1931. 

Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE NEAR NEW BOSTON, ILL. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 6045) author- 
izing D. S. Prentiss, R. A. Salladay, Syl F. Histed, William M. 
Turner, and John H. Rahilly, their heirs, legal representa- 
tives, and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at or near the town of 
New Boston, Ill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce without amendment, and it was read, 
as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in order to facilitate interstate com- 
merce, improve the postal service, and provide for military and 
other purposes D. S. Prentiss, R. A. Salladay, Syl F. Histed, William 
M. Turner, and John H. Rahilly, their heirs, legal representatives, 
and , be, and are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Mississippi 
River, at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, at or near 
the town of New Boston, Ill., in accordance with the provisions of 
the act entitled An act to regulate the construction of bridges 
over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906, and subject to 
the conditions and limitations contained in this act. 

Src. 2. There is hereby conferred upon D. S. Prentiss, R. A. Salla- 
day, Syl F. Histed, William M. Turner, and John H. Rahilly, their 
heirs, legal representatives, and assigns, all such rights and powers 
to enter upon lands and to acquire, condemn, occupy, possess, and 
use real estate and other property needed for the location, con- 
struction, operation, and maintenance of such bridge and its ap- 
proaches as are possessed by railroad corporations for railroad 
purposes or by bridge corporations for bridge purposes in the State 
in which such real estate or other property is situated, upon mak- 
ing just compensation therefor, to be ascertained and paid accord- 
ing to the laws of such States, and the proceedings therefor shall 
be the same as in the condemnation or expropriation of property 
for public purposes in such State. 

Sec. 3. The said D. S. Prentiss, R. A. Salladay, Syl F. Histed, 
William M. Turner, and John H. Rahilly, their heirs, legal repre- 
sentatives, and assigns, are hereby authorized to fix and charge 
tolls for transit over such bridge, and the rates of toll so fixed shall 
be the legal rates until changed by the Secretary of War under the 
authority contained in the act of March 23, 1906. 
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Src. 4. After the completion of such bridge, as determined by 
the Secretary of War, either the State of Illinois, the State of 
Iowa, any public agency or political subdivision of either of such 
States, within or adjoining which any part of the bridge is lo- 
cated, or any two or more of them jointly, may, at any time, 
acquire and take over all right, title, and interest in such bridge 
and its approaches and any interest in real pro necessary 
therefor, by purchase or by condemnation or expropriation, in 
accordance with the laws of either of such States governing the 
acquisition of private property for public purposes by condemna- 
tion or expropriation. If at any time after the expiration of 20 
years after the completion of such bridge the same is acquired by 
condemnation or expropriation, the amount of damage or com- 
pensation to be allowed shall not include good will, going value, 
or prospective revenues or profits but shall be limited to the sum 
of (1) the actual cost of constructing such bridge and its ap- 
proaches, less a reasonable deduction for actual depreciation in 
value; (2) the actual cost of acq such interest in real 
property; (3) actual financing and promotion costs, not to exceed 
10 per cent of the sum of the cost of constructing the bridge and 
its approaches and acquiring such interest in real property; and 
(4) actual expenditures for necessary improvements. If the 
bridge is not taken over by the States as provided in section 4 
after the amortization of the senior securities the net revenue in 
excess of 8 per cent of the cost of the structure as provided in 
section 6 shall form a sinking fund which shall be applied in 
reducing the cost of making the structure a free bridge to the 
States or adjacent counties desiring to take it over, maintain, 
and operate it. 

Sec, 5. If such bridge shall be taken over or acquired by the 
States or public agencies, or political subdivisions thereof, or by 
either of them, as provided in section 4 of this act, and if tolls 
are thereafter charged for the use thereof, the rates of toll shail 
be so adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to pay for the rea- 
sonable cost of maintaining, repairing, and operating the bridge 
and its approaches under economical management, and to pro- 
vide a sinking fund sufficient to amortize the amount paid there- 
for, including a reasonable interest and financing cost, as soon 
as possible under reasonable charges, but within a period of not 
to exceed 20 years from the date of the same. After 
a sinking fund sufficient for such amortization shall have been 
so provided, such bridge shall thereafter be maintained and 
operated free of tolls, or the rates of toll shall thereafter be so 
adjusted as to provide a fund of not to exceed the amount. neces- 
sary for the proper maintenance, repair, and operation of the 
bridge and its approaches under economical management. An 
accurate record of the amount paid for acquiring the bridge and 
its approaches, the actual expenditures for maintaining, repair- 
ing, and operating the same, and of the daily tolls collected shall 
be kept and shall be available for the information of all persons 
interested. 


Sec. 6. D. S. Prentiss, R. A. Salladay, Syl F. Histed, William M. 
Turner, and John H. Rahilly, their heirs, legal representatives, and 
assigns, shall, within 90 days after the completion of such bridge, 
file with the Secretary of War, and with the highway departments 
of the States of Illinois and lowa, a sworn itemized statement, 
showing the actual or cost of constructing the bridge and 
its approaches, the actual cost of acquiring any interest in real 
property necessary therefor, and the actual financing and pro- 
motion costs. The of War may, and upon the request 
of the highway departments of either of such States shall, at any 
time within three years after the completion of such bridge, in- 
vestigate such costs and determine the accuracy and the reason- 
ableness of the costs alleged in the statement of costs so filed, 
and shall make a finding of the actual and reasonable costs of 
constructing, financing, and promoting such bridge; for the pur- 
pose of such investigation the said D. S. Prentiss, R. A. Salladay, 
Syl F. Histed, William M. Turner, and John H. Rahilly, their 
heirs, legal representatives and assigns; and any corporation to 
which or any person to whom such rights, powers, and privileges 
may be sold, assigned, or transferred, or who shall acquire the 
same by mortgage foreclosure, or otherwise, is hereby authorized 
and empowered to exercise the same as fully as though conferred 
herein directly upon such corporation or person. 

Sec. 8. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


BILL PASSED OVER 


The bill (S. 5025) to amend section 126 of the Judicial 
Code as amended, was announced as next in order. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood 
that objection was made and the bill will go over. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I did not object, but I wish 
to know what the bill is. 

Mr. McNARY. I think the bill had better go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made by the 
Senator from Oregon and the bill will go over. 
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' AMENDMENT OF RADIO ACT OF 1927 


Mr. DILL. Mr. President, earlier in the evening Calendar 
No. 1635, the bill (H. R. 11635) to amend the radio act of 
1927, approved February 23, 1927, and for other purposes, 
came up and I asked that it go over temporarily because 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. GLENN] was not in the Cham- 
ber at the moment, and he had an amendment which he 
wanted to offer. I should like to recur to that order of 
business now and see if we can not dispose of the bill. It 
contains largely technical amendments to perfect the law 
and to remove some of the inequalities that are in it and 
also to carry out some resolutions which have passed the 
Senate and are now on the Calendar of the House, but have 
not passed the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, may I ask the Sen- 
ator from Washington a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Washington yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Does the bill provide that the Radio 
Commission shall hold hearings when they are requested? 

Mr. DILL. One of the principal things the bill does is to 
enlarge the power for hearings, and to require hearings 
wherever any application is made for any material change 
in the license. It prohibits the action of the commission 
without hearings. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am very much interested in that 
feature of the bill. I would like to have the Senator explain 
in detail a little about what that provision of the bill accom- 
plishes. I have in mind certain cases which have been 
brought to my attention where parties have desired a hear- 
ing on certain matters which they felt affected their rights, 
and the commission has ruled that action could be taken 
without hearings. 

Mr. DILL. I will say to the Senator that under the pro- 
visions of the bill practically no change of power or waye 
length, or any material change in the number of hours to 
operate, can be made by the commission without a hearing. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Does it provide for the admission 
of those who may consider that they have an interest in the 
matter? 

Mr. DILL. It goes further than that. It requires that 
notice shall be given to all those who might be affected by 
any action taken by the commission. I may say that it 
authorizes the commission to appoint examiners or any one 
of the commissioners to go out and hold hearings, and makes 
it somewhat more comparable with the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission and the Federal Trade Commission in 
that regard. The commission have, I think, at times made 
some changes without hearings that have caused consider- 
able dissatisfaction. The purpose of the legislation is to 
make it practically impossible to make any important change 
in a license without a hearing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from Washington to recur to the 
consideration of the bill referred to? 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, which had been reported from the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce with an amendment to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and insert: 

Be it enacted, etc., That subparagraph (f) of section 1 of the 
radio act of 1927 (U. S. C., Supp. III, title 47, sec. 81), is amended 
by inserting after the words “ within the” the words “ jurisdiction 
of the,” so that as amended said subparagraph shall read: “or (f) 
upon any aircraft or other mobile stations within the jurisdiction 
of the United States, except under and in accordance with this act 
ae Sear a license in that behalf granted under the provisions of 

Sec. 2. That section 2 of the radio act of 1927 (U. S. C., title 47, 
sec. 82) be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking out the 
whole of said section and by inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“ Sec. 2. For the purposes of this act the United States is divided 
into five zones, as follows: The first zone shall embrace the States 
of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Connecticut, 
Rhode Island, New York, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, and the 
District of Columbia; the second zone shall embrace the States 
of Pennsylvania, Virginia, West Virginia, Ohio, Michigan, and 
Kentucky; the third zone shall embrace the States of North Caro- 
lina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Tennessee, Missis- 
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... nee aera rer the fourth zone 

shall embrace the States of Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, Minne- 
sota, North Dakota, South Dakota, Iowa, Nebraska, Kansas, and 
Missouri; and the fifth zone shall embrace the States of Montana, 
Idaho, Wyoming, Colorado, New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, Nevada, 
Washington, Oregon, and California. 

“The Virgin Islands, Porto Rico, Alaska, Guam, Eastern Samoa, 
and the Hawaiian Islands are expressly excluded from the zones 
herein established, but this act shall apply to them with equal 
force and effect.” 

Sec. 3. The first paragraph of section 3 of the radio act of 1927 
(U. S. C., Supp. III, title 47, — 83) is amended by adding at the 
end thereof the following: chairman shall be elected annu- 
ally. The commission » Sa Des elect annually a vice chairman, 
who shall act during the absence or disability of the chairman, or 
in case of a vacan: in the office of chairman, with all the powers 
and duties of the c 

Sec. 4. h (f) of section 4 of the radio act of 1927 
(U. S. C., Supp. III, title 47, sec. 84) is amended by striking out 
the words “in the character of emitted signals,” and inserting 
after the word “unless” in the sixth line thereof the words 
“after a hearing,” so that as amended the proviso will read as 
follows: “Provided, however, That changes in the wave lengths, 
authorized power, or in the times of operation of any station shall 
not be made without the consent of the station licensee unless, 
after a hearing, in the judgment of the commission, such changes 
will promote public convenience or interest or will serve public 
necessity or the provisions of this act will be more fully compiied 
with.” 

Paragraph (k) of said section is amended by striking out the 
first sentence and by inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“The commission may conduct its proceedings in such manner 
as will best conduce to the proper dispatch of business and the 
ends of justice. The commission may hold public hearings and 
order testimony to be taken by deposition, at any designated 
place, in connection with any proceeding or investigation under 
the provisions of this act; and require by subpena the attend- 
ance and testimony of witnesses and the production of docu- 
mentary evidence, from any place in the United States, at any 
designated place of hearing. Any member of the commission, 
or any examiner or other officer or employee thereof, when duly 
designated by the commission for such purpose, may hold hear- 
ings, sign and issue subpœnas, administer oaths, examine wit- 
messes, and receive evidence at any place in the United States 
designated by the commission. In case of failure to comply with 
any subpena or in case of the contumacy of any witness appear- 
at any hearing before an examiner, the commission, or a divi- 

sion thereof, the commission may invoke the aid of any district 
court of the United States. Such a court may thereupon order 
the witness to comply with the requirements of the subpena, or 
to give evidence which is relevant to the matter in question; and 
any failure to obey such order of the court may be punished by 
the court as a contempt thereof. 

“A majority of the commission shall constitute a quorum for 
the transaction of business, but no commissioner shall partici- 
pate in any hearing or pr in which he has a pecuniary 
interest. The commission may, from time to time, make or 
amend such general rules or orders as may be requisite for the 
order and regulation of the proceedings before it, including forms 
of notices and the service thereof, which shall conform, as nearly 
as may be, to those in use in the courts of the United States. 
Any party to any proceeding may appear before the commission 
or any division thereof or before an examiner or other member, 
officer, or employee of the commission holding any hearing and 
be Dane BE pn or by attorney. Every vote and official act of 
the co on, or of any division thereof, shall be entered of 
record, and its proceedings shall be public upon the request of 
any party interested. In every case where a hearing or investi- 
gation is held pursuant to the ments of this act, the com- 
mission shall file with its decision or order, and make public an 
opinion or memorandum opinion in writing stating the reasons 
for its decision or order, and where a hearing or investigation has 
been held upon the merits of any matter, shall file with its deci- 
sion or order and make public a written report in respect thereto 
which shall state the findings of fact and conclusions of the 
commission. A copy of such order or decision, together with the 
opinion, and findings and conclusions if made, shall be forthwith 
served upon each party to the proceeding. 

“The commission may order testimony to be taken by deposi- 
tion in any proceeding or investigation pending under this act 
at any stage of such proceeding or investigation. Such deposi- 
tions may be taken before any person designated by the commis- 
sion and having power to administer oaths. Such testimony shall 
be reduced to writing by the person taking the deposition, or 
under his direction, and shall then be subscribed by the de- 
ponent. Any person may be compelled to appear and depose and 
to produce documentary evidence in the same manner as wit- 
nesses may be compelled to appear and testify and produce 
documentary evidence before the commission as hereinbefore 
provided. 

“Witnesses summoned before the commission shall be paid 
the same fees and mileage that are paid witnesses in the courts 
of the United States, and witnesses whose depositions are taken 
and the persons taking the same shall severally be entitled to 
the same fees as are paid for like services in the courts of the 
United States. Witnesses shall be paid by the party at whose 
instance they are called. 

“No person shall be excused from attending and testifying or 
answering any lawful inquiry or from deposing or from producing 
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documentary evidence before the commission, or any member, 
examiner, or other officer or employee thereof, or in obedience 
to the subpena of the commission, whether such subpena is 
signed or issued by one or more commissioners, or by any other 
person duly authorized, or in any cause or proceeding, criminal 
or otherwise, based upon or growing out of any alleged violation 
of this act, or upon the taking of any deposition herein provided 
for, on the ground or for the reason that the testimony or evi- 
dence, documentary or otherwise, required of him may tend to 
incriminate him or subject him to a penalty or forfeiture. But 
no natural person shall be prosecuted or subject to any penalty 
or forfeiture for or on account of any transaction, matter, or 
thing concerning which he is compelled under oath so to testify, 
or produce evidence, documentary or otherwise: Provided, That no 
natural person so testifying shall be exempt from prosecution and 
punishment for perjury committed in so testifying.” 

Sec. 5. Section 9 of the radio act of 1927 (U. S. C., Supp. III. 
title 47, sec. 89) is amended by striking out the third paragraph 
thereof and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

No license granted for the operation of a radio station shall be 
for a longer term than one year, and any license granted may be 
revoked as hereinafter provided. Upon the expiration of any 
license, upon application therefor, a renewal of such license may 
be granted from time to time for a term not to exceed one year, 
but action of the commission with reference to the granting of 
such application shall be limited to and governed by the same 
considerations and practice which affect the granting of original 
applications.” 

Said section 9 of the radio act of 1927 is further amended by 
inserting in the first sentence of the second paragraph of said 
section 9 as amended by “An act continuing for one year the 
powers and authority of the Federal Radio Commission under the 
radio act of 1927, and for other purposes,” approved March 28, 
1928, between the word “States” and the words “the District of 
Columbia” the word “and” in lieu of the comma now appearing 
and by striking out in said sentence the words “the Territories 
and possessions of the United States ”; and by inserting in the last 
sentence of said paragraph as amended the word “or” between 
the word “State” and the word “ District” in lieu of the comma 
now appearing between said words, and by striking out the comma 
and the words “Territory, or possession” after the word “ Dis- 
trict” in said sentence and by inserting after the last sentence of 
said paragraph a new paragraph to read as follows: 

“The provisions of this section shall not apply to the Virgin 
Islands, Porto Rico, Alaska, Guam, Eastern Samoa, and the Ha- 
waiian Islands.” : 

Sec. 6. Section 10 of the radio act of 1927 (U. S. C., Supp. III. 
title 47, sec. 90) is amended by striking out the first sentence and 
by inserting in lieu thereof the following: “ The licensing author- 
ity may grant licenses, renewal of licenses, and modification of 
licenses only upon written application therefor received by it: 
Provided, however, That in cases of emergency found by the com- 
mission, licenses, renewals of licenses, and modifications of 
licenses, for stations on vessels or aircraft of the United States, 
may be issued under such conditions as the commission may im- 
pose, without such formal application. Such licenses, however, 
shall in no case be for a longer term than three months: Pro- 
vided further, That the commission may issue by cable, telegraph, 
or radio a permit for the operation of a station on a vessel of 
the United States at sea, effective in lieu of a license until said 
vessel shall return to a port of the continental United States.” 

Sec. 7. Section 12 of the radio act of 1927 (U. S. C., Supp. III, 
title 47, sec. 92) is amended by striking out the whole of said 
section and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“Sec. 12. The station license required hereby shall not be 
granted to, and after the granting thereof such license shall not 
be transferred in any manner, either voluntarily or involuntarily, 
or indirectly by transfer of control of any company, corporation, 
or association holding such license, to (a) any alien or the repre- 
sentative of any alien; (b) to any foreign government or the 
representative thereof; (c) to any company, corporation, or asso- 
ciation organized under the laws of any foreign government; (d) 
to any company, corporation, or association of which any officer 
or director is an alien, or of which more than one-fifth of the 
capital stock may be voted by aliens or their representatives, or 
by a foreign government or representative thereof, or by any com- 
pany, corporation, or association organized under the laws of a 
foreign country: Provided, however, That nothing herein shall 
prevent the licensing of radio apparatus on board any vessel, 
aircraft, or other mobile station of the United States when the 
installation and use of such apparatus is required by act of Con- 
gress or any treaty to which the United States is a party. 

“The station license required hereby, the frequencies or wave 
length or lengths authorized to be used by the licensee and the 
rights therein granted shall not be transferred, assigned, or in 
any manner disposed of, either voluntarily or involuntarily, or 
indirectly by transfer of control of any company, corporation, or 
association holding such license, to any person, firm, company, 
association, or corporation, unless the commission shall, after a 
hearing, decide that said transfer is in the public interest, and 
shall give its consent in writing.” 

Sec. 8. Section 14 of the radio act of 1927 (U. S. C., Supp. III. 
title 47, sec. 94) is amended by striking out the words “Any 
station license shall be revocable by the commission” and by 
inserting in lieu thereof the following: “Any station license may 
be revoked, modified, or suspended for a period of not to exceed 
30 days by the commission.” 
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Said section is further amended by striking out all of the 
proviso and by inserting in lieu thereof the following:“ 
however, That no license shall be revoked, modified, or 
until the licensee shall have been notified in writing of the pro- 
ceedings for such revocation, modification, or suspension, the cause 
for the proposed action, and shall have been given reasonable 
opportunity to show cause why an order of revocation, modifica- 
tion, or suspension should not be issued: Provided further, That 
the commission may, by unanimous vote of its members, suspend 
or modify a station license pending the hearing and determination 
of any such order to show cause, if the public interest, conven- 
fence, or necessity require such suspension or modification. In 
case of such ion or modification pending hearing, the 
commission shall give the licensee immediate notice thereof and 
said licensee shall upon demand be entitled to an immediate hear- 
ing upon the question of the continuance of such suspension or 
modification pending the hearing and determination of the pro- 
posal for revocation, modification, or on.“ 

Src. 9. Section 16 of the radio act of 1927 (U. S. C., Supp. III. 
title 47, sec. 96) is amended by striking out the whole of said 
section and by inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“Sec. 16. (a) An appeal may be taken to the Court of Appeals 
of the District of Columbia from any decision or order of the com- 
mission granting or denying, in whole or in part, an application 
for a station license, or for a construction permit, or for a renewal 
of station license, or for modification of a station license, and from 
any decision or order of the commission revoking, suspending, or 
modifying, or refusing to revoke, suspend, or modify a construc- 
tion permit or station license. Such appeal may be taken by any 
party to the proceeding in which the order was made, whether an 
applicant, licensee, permittee, intervenor, or person otherwise 
appearing therein, except that in case of a decision or order sus- 
pending or revoking a station license, the appeal may be taken by 
the licensee only. 

“(b) Such appeal shall be taken by filing with said court, within 
20 days after the decision or order complained of is effective, a 
notice in writing of such appeal and a statement of the reasons 
therefor, together with (1) proof of personal service of a true copy 
of said notice and statement upon the commission, and of service 
thereof by registered mail upon all other parties to the pr 
in which the order complained of was made (such service to be 
deemed complete upon the deposit in the United States mails of 
a duly registered envelope addressed to the party to be served, or 
his attorney, at the address of either as shown by the records of 
the commission, containing a copy of said notice and statement), 
and (2) a bond in such sum as the court may determine, con- 
ditioned that the party appealing will pay the costs of the pro- 
ceedings if the court so directs. Unless a later date is specified by 
the commission as part of its decision or order, the decision or 
order complained of shall be considered to be effective as of the 
date on which public announcement thereof is made at the office 
of the commission in the city of Washington. 

“ (c) Within 30 days after the service of said notice upon it, 
the commission shall file with the court the originals or certified 
copies of all papers and evidence filed with or presented to it in 
the p in which the order appealed from was made, 
together with a copy of its decision or order, opinion, findings of 
fact, and conclusions. 

“ (d) Any party to the proceeding before the commission, by 
filing with the court a notice of appearance, together with proof 
of service thereof by registered mail upon the party appealing 
and upon the commission within 30 days after the service of said 
notice upon him, or any other person permitted by the court 
to intervene upon a showing of interest in the subject matter and 
reasonable cause of failure to appear before the commission, may 
join in the appeal or appear as a party respondent, Any person 
may at any time be made a party to the proceedings by the court 
if his presence is necessary or proper to a complete determination 
of the cause. 

(e) The court shall hear and determine the appeal upon the 
record before it, and shall have power to affirm the order or 
decision appealed from or, if such order or decision is not in 
accordance with law, to reverse or modify the same, in whole or 
in part, for error of law. Such appeals shall be given precedence 
over other cases pending in said court and shall be in every way 
expedited. The fin of the commission as to the facts, if 
supported by testimony, shall be conclusive. The determination 
of the court shall be confined to the points set forth in the state- 
ment of reasons for appeal. The court may, in its discretion, enter 
judgment for costs in favor of or against the party appealing 
and/or other interested parties appearing on said appeal, but not 
for or against the commission. 

“ (f) If at any stage of the proceedings upon appeal the court 
determines that the just and proper disposition of the case 
Tequired the taking of additional evidence, it shall order the pro- 
ceedings to be reopened before the commission for the taking of 
such evidence in such manner and upon such terms and con- 
ditions and as to such matters as the court deems proper. The 
commission may modify its findings as to the facts, or make new 
findings, by reason of the additional evidence so taken, and it 
shall file with the court such modified or new findings which, if 
supported by testimony, shall be conclusive, and its recommenda- 
tions, if any, for the setting aside or modification of its original 
order with the return of such additional evidence. 

(g) The court shall not have power to make any order or enter 
any judgment affecting any substantial interest if any person 
who has not appeared or been made a party to the proceedings 
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upon said appeal. Any order made or judgment entered contrary 
hereto shall be void and of no effect with respect to such person, 
and shall pro tanto not be binding upon the commission. 

“(h) The court may, subject to the foregoing limitation, upon 
notice to the commission and to all other parties to the appeal, 
after hearing, and for good cause shown, enter an order staying 
action of the commission under the order appealed from, in whole 
or in part, upon the giving of a bond by the party applying for 
the stay in such amount and with such terms and conditions as 
the court may deem proper. Pending a hearing upon the appli- 
cation for stay, the court may enter a temporary stay for a period 
of not to exceed 15 days. 

“(i) The judgment of the Court of Appeals of the District of 
Columbia shall be final, except that it shall be subject to review 
by the Supreme Court of the United States upon certiorari as 
provided in section 240 of the Judicial Code, as amended. 

“(j) After review of any decision or order of the commission 
from which an ap is taken under this section to the Court 
of Appeals of the District of Columbia, it shall be the duty of 
the commission to set aside or modify its decision or order in 80 
far as may be necessary to accord with any Judgment of the court 
that has become final. 

“(k) Nothing in this section shall be construed to prevent the 
application of section 239 of the Judicial Code, as amended (re- 
lating to certification of questions of law), to cases in the Court 
of Appeals of the District of Columbia arising under this section. 

(J) Any licensee may, at his option, in lieu of appealing to the 

Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia, appeal from any 
decision or order of the commission revoking or suspending a 
station license, to the district court of the United States for the 
district in which the transmitting apparatus of the station license 
is operated. The provisions of subsections (b), (c), (f), and (h) 
shall apply to such appeals. Upon any such appeal the commis- 
sion shall appear as respondent. The matter may be brought on 
to be heard by the court in the same manner as a motion, by 
either the attorney for the commission or the attorney for the 
licensee, at any time after the commission has filed with the 
court the record provided for by subsection (c). The findings of 
the commission as to the facts, if supported by evidence, shall be 
conclusive. The court shall hear and determine the appeal upon 
the record before it and shall have power to affirm the order or 
decision appealed from, or, if such order or decision is not in 
accordance with law, to modify or reverse the same for error of 
law. After review of any order from which an appeal is taken 
under this subsection it shall be the duty of the commission to 
set aside or modify its order in so far as may be necessary to 
accord with any judgment of the district court that has become 
final. 
„m) The jurisdiction of the Court of Appeals of the District of 
Columbia and of district courts of the United States under this 
section to review any decision or order of the commission revoking 
or suspending a station license, and the jurisdiction of the Court 
of Appeals of the District of Columbia under this section to 
review any other order of the commission specified in subsection 
(a), shall be exclusive. An appeal filed by any licensee with any 
such court for the review of an order of the commission revoking 
or suspending a station license shall bar appeal by such licensee 
to any other court for the review of such order.” 

Sec. 10. Section 30 of the radio act of 1927 (U. S. C., Supp. III. 
title 47, sec. 110) is amended by inserting in the first proviso 
thereof after the word “Alaska” the words “Guam, eastern 
Samoa.” 

Sec. 11. Section 32 of the radio act of 1927 (U. S. C., Supp. III. 
title 47, sec. 112) is amended by striking out the last four words 
and by inserting in lieu the following: “each and every day 
during which such offense occurs.” 

Src, 12. (a) The Federal Radio Commission shall have authority, 
through its supervisors and inspectors, to summarily seize any radio- 
transmitting apparatus used or operated by any person for radio 
communication or radio transmission of energy in violation of the 
provisions of the radio act of 1927, as amended. ‘If any supervisor 
or inspector of radio appointed by the commission has reasonable 
cause to believe that any such apparatus so unlawfully used or 
operated is concealed in any dwelling house or other place, and 
affidavit is made as required by law, a search warrant may issue 
as provided in Title XI of Public Law No. 24, of the Sixty-fifth 
Congress, approved June 15, 1917, and any property seized under 
such search warrant shall be subject to such disposition as the 
court may make thereof. Supervisors and inspectors of radio 
appointed by the commission are hereby declared to be officers of 
the United States, to whom such search warrants may be issued. 

(b) The commission may cause proceedings to be instituted for 
the forfeiture of such apparatus, with or without a previous 
seizure, in any district court of the United States within the 
district where the same is found, or has been seized either sum- 
marily or upon a search warrant, by a process of libel. The 
3 upon such libel cases shall conform, as near as may 

, to the proceedings in admiralty, except that either party may 
demand a trial by jury of any issue of fact joined in any such 
case, and all such proceedings shall be at the suit of and in the 
name of the United States and conducted by the district attorney. 
If such apparatus is found to have been used or ted for radio 
communication or radio transmission of energy in violation of the 
radio act of 1927, as amended; the same shall be disposed of by 
destruction or sale as the said court may direct, and the proceeds 
thereof, if sold, less the legal costs and charges, shall be paid into 
the Treasury of the United States. Upon the payment of the 
costs of such libel proceedings and the execution and delivery of 
a good and sufficlent bond to the effect that such apparatus shall 
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not be used or operated in violation of the radio act of 1927, as 
amended, the court may by order direct that such apparatus be 
delivered to the owner thereof. 

Sec. 13. (a) All the powers and authority vested in and exer- 
cised by the Secretary of Commerce by the act entitled “An act 
to require apparatus and operators for radio communication on 
certain ocean steamers,” approved June 24, 1910, as amended, and 
by the radio act of 1927, are hereby vested in and shall, after 
pois gd ithe Piva acl gi preci ure earn cet ado Do 

on. 

(b) All the records and files of the radio division of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce are hereby transferred to the Federal Radio 
Commission and shall be available for use by such commission in 
all proceedings under the radio act of 1927, as amended, to the 
same extent as if such records and files were original records and 
files of such commission. 

(c) All property of the United States under the jurisdiction 
and control of the Secretary of Commerce used by the radio divi- 
sion of the Department of Commerce, including all monitoring 
radio stations, is hereby transferred to the jurisdiction and con- 
trol of the Federal Radio Commission. 

(d) All officers and employees under the jurisdiction and con- 
trol of the Radio Division of the Department of Commerce are 
hereby transferred to the jurisdiction and control of the Federal 
Radio Commission. Such transfer shall not operate to change 
the grade or salary of any such officer or employee. 

(e) All unexpended balances of appropriations to be ed 
by the Secretary of Commerce in the administration of the radio 
division of the Department of Commerce, available upon the date 
of the approval of this act, or to become available thereafter, are 
hereby transferred to the Federal Radio Commission and shall be 
available for expenditure by the commission in the administra- 
tion of the radio act of 1927, as amended. 

(f) All permits and licenses issued by the Secretary of Commerce 
under the radio act of 1927, as amended, shall continue in effect to 
the same extent as if they had been issued by the Federal Radio 
Commission under this act. 

(g) All rules and regulations of the Secretary of Commerce ap- 
plicable to interstate and foreign radio transmissions and com- 
munications or to persons subject to the radio act of 1927, as 
amended, or to the act entitled “An act to require apparatus and 
operators for radio communication on certain ocean 55 
approved June 24, 1910, as amended, shall be effective as rules an 
regulations of the Federal Radio Commission until said commission 
shall otherwise provide, and shall have the same force and effect as 
rules and regulations made by said commission under the radio act 
of 1927, as amended. 

(h) The enactment of this act shali not invalidate any proceed- 
ing by or before, or any of the acts or orders of the Secretary of 
Commerce prior to the date of the approval of this act. All pro- 
ceedings, hearings, or investigations commenced or pending before 
the Secretary of Commerce with reference to matters covered by 
the provisions of the radio act of 1927, as amended, shall be con- 
tinued by the Federal Radio Commission in the same manner as 
originally commenced before said commission, and said commission 
may exercise any of the powers conferred upon it by the radio act 
as amended in reference to such matters. 

Sec. 14. (a) Section 21 of the radio act of 1927 (U. S. C., Supp. 
III, title 47, sec. 101) is amended by striking out the first sentence 
of said section and by inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“No license shall be issued under the authority of this act for 
the operation of any station the construction of which is begun 
after this amendatory act takes effect, unless a permit for its 
construction has been granted by the licensing authority upon 
written application therefor.” 

(b) Section 21 of the radio act of 1927 is further amended by 
striking out in the fourth sentence of the second paragraph thereof 
the words “ or continued.” 

Sec. 15. Section 4 of the radio act of 1927 (U. S. C., Supp III. 
title 47, sec. 84) is amended by inserting after subsection (k) a 
new subsection, as follows: 

“(1) Have authority to require the painting and/or illumination 
of radio towers if and when in its judgment such towers constitute 
or there is a reasonable possibility that they may constitute a 
menace to air navigation.” 


Mr. GLENN. Mr. President, I desire to offer the follow- 
ing amendment to the committee amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Let the amendment be 
reported for the information of the Senate. 

The amendment was, to add at the end of the committee 
amendment the following: 

That the Federal Radio Commission shall assign one cleared 
channel frequency within the broadcasting band, with unlimited 
time and with power equal to the maximum power assigned any 
broadcasting station in the United States to the owner or owners 
of the broadcasting station or stations approved by the recognized 
labor organizations which in the opinion of the commission are 
most representative of the labor interests of the United States, and 
shall issue no license or licenses for the use of said frequency except 
with the written consent of such so recognized labor organiza- 
tions to any other person, association, corporation, organization, 
or copartnership. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I would like to have 
the Senator from Illinois explain his amendment to the 
committee amendment. 
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Mr. GLENN. After hearings before the committee, a sub- 
committee was appointed by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce to draft an amendment of 
this character. It was believed that there should be pre- 
served to the labor interests of the United States, out of 
the ninety-some broadcasting frequencies, at least one for 
the use of labor interests so they could put their cause be- 
fore the country. There seemed to be no difference of opin- 
ion in the general committee and there was no difference 
of opinion in the subcommittee. That is the whole purpose 
of the amendment. 

Mr. HEFLIN. As I understand, the amendment simply 
gives a fair deal to labor? 

Mr. GLENN. That is the purpose of it, and the only 
purpose, so far as I am aware. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. GLENN. I yield. 

Mr. FESS. Did the subcommittee take into consideration 
allocating a certain percentage for educational purposes? 

Mr. GLENN. That question was discussed, and also of 
doing likewise in relation to agriculture, but it was not sub- 
mitted to the subcommittee by the general committee. 

Mr. FESS. And no action was taken on it? 

Mr. GLENN. No action was taken on it. I think that is 
correct. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment offered by the Senator from Illinois 
to the amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

SPECIAL ROADWAY AND CURB ASSESSMENTS 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, a short time ago when 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill was before the 
Senate I was misinformed with regard to an amendment 
which the conferees had asked me to propose. I said that 
I believed it was out of order; I invited a point of order to 
be made against it, and a point of order was made against 
it. I have since been advised that the legislative proposal 
which I desired to have incorporated as an amendment to 
the appropriation bill has passed the House in the form of 
a separate bill. The House Committee on the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill are extremely anxious that we 
should put that amendment in the bill in order that pro- 
vision may be made for the disposal of the money and that 
proper assessments may be levied against property. There- 
fore, Mr. President, I am going to ask, as a favor, that 
unanimous consent may be granted to reconsider the vote 
by which the District bill was ordered to a third reading, and 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I would have no ob- 
jection—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Connecticut yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I would have no objection to the 
Senator from Connecticut accomplishing his purpose by 
unanimous consent; but the fact that a legislative bill has 
passed the House—or the Senate, for that matter—certainly 
does not make it germane or admissible as an amendment to 
an appropriation bill if a point of order is made against it. 
I have no interest in this question affecting gutters and curb- 
stones, or whatever it is. I will agree that what the Senator 
desires may be done by unanimous consent; but i do not 
want that kind of a precedent established. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, in view of what the Sena- 
tor has said, I ask unanimous consent that the vote by 
which the District of Columbia appropriation bill was or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
may be reconsidered. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, if the point of order which 
previously was made was good, I would insist on it still; but 
if it was not good, I would not object to the procedure sug- 
gested. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present occupant of 
the Chair was not in the Chamber at the time the point of 
order was made; but if it were made under paragraph 3 of 
Rule XVI, the present occupant of the Chair is of the 
opinion that it is still valid. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, is this an item of general 
legislation or is it an item of appropriation? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is an item of general legislation. 

Mr. JONES. It does not seem to me that in any event 
it comes under the rule, if it is a matter of general legis- 
lation. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will say to the Senator from Con- 
necticut I have no objection to his accomplishing his pur- 
pose by unnanimous consent. 

Mr. JONES. An item of appropriation, which in the form 
of a resolution, has passed the Senate during the present 
session would probably be in order, but general legislation 
would not be. I understand now, however, it has passed the 
House as a separate measure, but has not passed the Senate. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is not general legislation; it refers 
to assessments levied on property for street improvements, 
and provides that the assessments may not be levied against 
property where the roadway is more than 40 feet wide, and 
where on a roadway more than 20 feet wide the pavement 
is laid on one side only of the center line. The House con- 
ferees have asked that we put it in the appropriation bill 
because a separate bill has passed the House, and it is 
very necessary for the District that this provision be made 
at this time, in order that the appropriation bill may accom- 
plish the purpose for which it is intended. 

Mr. President—— 

Die PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has studied the 

e. 

Mr. JOHNSON. If the point of order is good, I still 
insist upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia makes the point of order, which the Chair sustains. 

Mr. BINGHAM subsequently said: Mr. President, to revert 
to the matter of curbs and gutters, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of Order of Business No. 
1500, being House bill 14049, to provide for special assess- 
ments for the paving of roadways and the laying of curbs 
and gutters. Some days ago this bill was substituted on the 
calendar for a similar Senate bill (S. 4962), which was 
Calendar No. 1458. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter, whenever under the appro- 
priations made by Congress, the roadway of any street, avenue, or 
road in the District of Columbia is paved or repaved with sheet 
asphalt, asphalt block, asphaltic or bituminous concrete (except 
penetration macadam), cement concrete, granite block, vitrified 
brick, or other form of permanent pavement, one-half of the 
total cost thereof shall be charged against and become a lien 
upon the abutting property, and assessments thereof shall be 
levied pro rata according to the linear frontage of said property 
on the street, avenue, or road, or portion thereof, upon the road- 


way of which said new pavement or repaving is laid: Provided, 
however, That when such new pavement or repaving is laid solely 


on one side of the center line of such roadway, the one-half cost ` 


thereof shall be assessed, as herein provided, against the property 
abutting the side of the street, avenue, or road, or portion thereof, 
so Improved. 

Sec. 2. For the purposes of computing the assessments under 
this act, the term “roadway” shall be construed to include the 
gutters and curbings: Provided, however, That where any perma- 
nent and new construction of curb, or curb and gutter, is laid, and 
the roadway of the street is not paved or repaved, or is not paved 
or repaved with a pavement of the character specified in section 1 
hereof, the half cost of such curb, or curb and gutter, shall be 
assessed against the abutting property in the manner provided 
herein. 

Sec. 3. There shall be excepted from such assessments the cost 
of paving the roadway in excess of 40 feet in width where the 
new pavement or repaying is laid on both sides of the center line 
of such roadway; the cost of paving the roadway in excess of 20 
feet in width where the new pavement or repaving is laid solely 
on one side of the center line of such roadway; the cost of paving 
the roadway space included within the intersection of streets, 
avenues, and roads, as said intersections are limited by lines nor- 
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road improved at its point of intersection with the building 
lines of the intersecting streets, 3 or 1 and also Sie 
cost of paving or repaving the space within such roadways for 
which attoot-raslway companies are responsible under their charters 
or under law, on streets, avenues, or roads where such railways 
have been or shall be constructed. 

Sec. 4. The maximum linear front foot assessment levied here- 
under shall not exceed $3.50 per linear front foot. The total as- 
sessment levied hereunder against any abutting property shall not 
exceed the number of square feet of area of said property multi- 
plied by 1 per cent of the linear front foot assessment, and 
shall not exceed 20 per cent of the value of the said abutting 
property, exclusive of improvements thereon, as assessed for the 
purpose of taxation at the time of the paving or repairing of the 
street, avenue, or road for which said assessment is levied. In 
computing assessments hereunder against unsubdivided land by 
the square foot or according to the assessed valuation, there shall 
be excluded from the computation land lying back more than 100 
feet from the street, avenue, or road being improved where the 
depth is even; where the depth is uneven, the average depth shall 
be taken in computation, but not to exceed 100 feet. 

Sec. 5. No property on which a legal assessment has been levied 
and paid for paving or repaving, curbing, or curbing and gutter- 
ing, on the roadway of any street, avenue, or road, shall be liable 
for any further assessment hereunder on account of the replace- 
ment of such pavement, curbing, or curbing and guttering. 

Src. 6. No assessments shall be levied for repaving where 
original pavement was laid at the whole cost of the owner or 
owners of the abutting property if the said original pavement was 
constructed under a permit issued by the District of Columbia 
and under the supervision and direction of an authorized engineer 
and of the highway department of said District, in 
strict accordance with the then current specifications and design 
for pavements of the type for which permit was issued: Provided, 
That where curb, or curb and gutter, or a part of the roadway 
has or have been paved under proper permit, subject to engineer- 
ing and n as above stated, the assessment for paving 
other parts of the roadway, placing curb, or curb and gutter, when 
the same is done at public expense, shall be made against prop- 
erty abutting on the highway as provided herein, credit being 
given in such assessment for the half cost of the pavement laid 
by the owner under permit as above, estimated on the basis of 
the contract rates for such work at the date of the performance 
of the assessable work, so that the total cost to the owner for such 
improvements shall not exceed the amount of assessments which 
would have been made hereunder had the improvements been all 
made at public expense. 

Sec. 7. No assessment shall be levied for the cost of resurfacing 
asphalt pavements by the heater me ipping the surface 
from a rigid type base, and replacing the surface thereon—or 
covering an existing hard surface or macadam pavement or base 
with bituminous material: Provided, That where an entire pave- 
ment is removed and replaced with a pavement’ of the character 
specified in section 1 hereof, the cost of the latter pavement shall 
be assessed as provided herein, if no previous legal assessment has 
been levied and paid therefor. 

Sec. 8. When any property abuts two or more streets, avenues, 
or roads, the assessments against said property levied hereunder 
shall not exceed in the aggregate, with any legal assess- 
ments heretofore levied and paid for the pavings, curbing, or 
curbing and guttering of or on said streets, avenues, or roads 344 
cents per square foot of area of said property, or 20 per cent of 
the value of said property, exclusive of improvements thereon, as 
assessed for purposes of taxation at the time of the paving or 
repaving, curbing, or curbing and guttering for which the assess- 
ment is levied. 

Sec. 9. The assessments provided for herein shall be made and 
collected as provided in the act of Congress approved August 7, 
1894, relating to alleys and sidewalks, as amended hereby. The 
rate of interest to be charged upon any assessment, levied under 
said act relating to alleys and sidewalks, or any installment 
thereof, is reduced hereby from 8 per cent per annum to 6 per 
cent per annum: Provided, however, That any installment of any 
such assessment not paid within the time provided in said act 
shall thereafter bear interest at the rate of 12 per cent per annum: 
And further, That the advertisement by publication of 
the intention of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
to perform the work and the formal hearing in respect thereto 
required by law as to alley and sidewalk improvements shall not 
be required as to roadway, curbing, and gutter improvements. 

Sec. 10. Any property owner, aggrieved by any assessment levied 
hereunder may, within 60 days after service of notice of such 
assessment, file with the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia a protest in writing against such assessment, acco ed by 
affidavits if he so desires, and if said commissioners find that the 
property of such owner so protesting is not benefited by the 
improvement for which said assessment is levied, or is benefited 
less than the amount of such assessment, or is unequally or 
inequitably assessed with relation to other property abutting such 
improvement, said commissioners shall abate, reduce, or adjust 
such assessment in accordance with such finding. In computing 
the 60 days provided in the said act of Congress approved August 
7, 1894, within which such assessment may be paid without inter- 
est, there shall be excluded therefrom the time between the date 
of the filing of any such protest and the date of action thereon 
by the commissioners. 

Src. 11. The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby directed to cancel all assessments for improvements com- 
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pleted within three years prior to the date of the approval of this 
act, levied under the authority of the acts of July 21, 1914 (38 
Stat. 524), and September 1, 1916 (39 Stat. 716), relating to assess- 
ments for the paving of streets, avenues, and roads, or under the 
act of August 7, 1894 (28 Stat. 250), relating to assessments for 
laying curbs; and the commissioners are further directed to re- 
assess the cost of such improvements against the abutting property 
in accordance with the provisions of this act, which assessments 
shall become a lien upon the abutting property and be collected 
in the manner provided herein. Where assessments for such im- 
provements have been paid in whole or in part the commissioners 
shall refund, within the limits of appropriations by Congress 
therefor, to the persons paying the same, the excess, if any, of 
such payments over the amounts of the reassessments levied 
hereunder. 

Sec. 12. Should any section or provision of this act be decided 
by the courts to be unconstitutional or invalid, the validity of 
the act as a whole or of any part thereof other than the part 
decided to be unconstitutional shall not be affected. 

Sec. 13. All laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the provi- 
sions of this act are hereby repealed. 


SENATOR FROM ALABAMA 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the unanimous- 
consent agreement as stated by the previous occupant of the 
chair, the Senate will now recur to the first order of busi- 
ness on the calendar. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, before that is done, I send to 
the clerk’s desk a copy of my resolution as revised and modi- 
fied and ask to have it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be 
read for the information of the Senate. 

The legislative clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 426) as 
modified, as follows: 

Resolved, That the special committee of the Senate to investi- 
gate campaign expenditures, created under authority of S. Res. 215, 
adopted April 10, 1930, is hereby further authorized and empow- 
ered, in the furtherance of the duties provided for in said S. Res. 
215, to take possession of ballots and ballot boxes, including poll 
lists, tabulation sheets, or any other records contained within said 
boxes, as were used in the general election of November 4, 1930, in 
the State of Alabama, and to impound and examine the same. 
Said committee shall deliver said ballot boxes with their contents 
to the Senate Committee on Privileges and Elections when notice 
of a contest for a seat in the Senate, from the State of Alabama, 
has been filed. 


Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the Senate will recall that a 
few days ago I called up this resolution, at which time there 
was some objection to it. I have modified the resolution so 
that the so-called Nye committee will seize the ballot boxes 
and, after examining the poll lists, turn them over to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. I had a long-dis- 
tance-telephone conversation with Judge Wilkinson, of Bir- 
mingham, last night, who told me he had received a letter 
from a citizen in his county saying that ballots in that 
county had been burned, that they had been destroyed. If 
the Senate does not get hold of those ballot boxes as soon 


as possible, it will be too late. 


Some Senators will recall that the Montgomery Advertiser 
published a statement to the effect that the Nye committee 
would find nothing but ashes; that the ballots would be 
burned, and suggesting that to those who had them in 
charge. I submit to Senators that it is very important to 
obtain this evidence as soon as possible in order to ascertain 
just what the poll lists show, to get copies of them, and then 
turn them all over to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, to which my contest will go. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 
pause.] Objection is made. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Who objected, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New 
Hampshire objected. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Then, Mr. President, I should like to ad- 
dress the Senate regarding the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That may not be done 
under the unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I will do that as soon as there is a bill 
pending before the Senate, and will take five minutes on 
each bill, if necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is wholly within the 
rights of the Senator. 


[A 
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ORDER FOR RECESS 


Mr, McNARY. I ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate concludes the consideration of the calendar to-night 
it take a recess until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Regular order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will state the 
first bill on the calendar. 

The bill (S. 168) providing for the biennial appointment 
of a board of visitors to inspect and report upon the gov- 
ernment and conditions in the Philippine Islands was an- 
nounced as first in order. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The resolution (S. Res. 76) to amend Rule XX XIII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate relating to the privilege of the 
floor was announced as next in order. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that the resolution go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be 
passed over. 

The bill (S. 551) to regulate the distribution and promo- 
tion of commissioned officers of the Marine Corps, and for 
other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The resolution (S. Res. 49) authorizing Committee on 
Manufactures, or any duly authorized subcommittee thereof, 
to investigate immediately the working conditions of em- 
ployees in the textile industry of the States of North Caro- 
lina, South Carolina, and Tennessee was announced as next 
in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be 
passed over. 

The resolution (S. Res. 119) authorizing and directing 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce to investigate the 
wreck of the airplane City of San Francisco and certain 
matters pertaining to interstate air commerce was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
over. 

The bill (H. R. 9592) to amend section 407 of the merchant 
marine act, 1928, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRATTON. I ask that the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The bill (S. 1278) to authorize the issuance of certificates 
of admission to aliens, and for other purposes, was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The resolution (S. Res. 245) providing for the appointment 
of a committee to inquire into the failure of the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives to take some action on S. J. Res. 
3, relative to the commencement of the terms of President, 
Vice President, and Members of Congress, was announced as 
next in order. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be 
passed over. 

The bill (S. 4066) to authorize the merger of the George- 
town Gas Light Co. with and into the Washington Gas Light 
Co., and for other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The bill (S. 3229) to provide for the appointment of an 
additional district judge for the southern district of New 
York was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRATTON. Over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 


The resolution will go 
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The bill (H. R. 699) to prevent fraud, deception, or im- 
proper practice in connection with business before the 
United States Patent Office, and for other purposes, was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The bill (S. 1916) to amend section 1025 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. BRATTON. I ask that that bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The bill (S. 4357) to limit the jurisdiction of district 
courts of the United States was announced as next in 
order. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The bill (S. 3344) supplementing the national prohibition 
act for the District of Columbia was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The bill (S. 3558) to amend section 8 of the act making 
appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government 
of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1914, and for other purposes, approved March 4, 1913, 
was announced as next in order. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
over. 

The bill (S. 3399) to amend section 2 (e) of the air com- 
merce act of 1926 was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRATTON. Over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
over. 

The bill (S. 4377) to provide for the settlement of claims 
against the United States on account of property damage, 
personal injury, or death, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRATTON. Over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The bill (S. 3822) to provide for the withdrawal of the 
sovereignty of the United States over the Philippine Islands 
and for the recognition of their independence, etc., was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I ask that the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The bill (H. R. 4015) to provide for the revocation and 
suspension of operators’ and chauffeurs’ licenses and regis- 
tration certificates; to require proof of ability to respond 
in damages for injuries caused by the operation of motor 
vehicles; to prescribe the form of and conditions in insur- 
ance policies covering the liability of motor-vehicle opera- 
tors; to subject such policies to the approval of the commis- 
sioner of insurance; to constitute the director of traffic the 
agent of nonresident owners and operators of motor vehi- 
cles operated in the District of Columbia for the purpose of 
service of process; to provide for the report of accidents; 
to authorize the director of traffic to make rules for the ad- 
ministration of this statute; and to prescribe penalties for 
the violation of the provisions of this act, and for other 
purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BLAINE. I ask that that bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The bill (S. 4254) to provide for the compromise and 
settlement of claims held by the United States of America 
arising under the provisions of section 210 of the transpor- 
tation act, 1920, as amended, was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. HOWELL. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 


The bill will be passed 


The bill will be passed 


1931 


The bill (S. 2497) to amend the Judicial Code and to de- 
fine and limit the jurisdiction of courts sitting in equity, 
and for other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr, BRATTON. I ask that that bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The bill (S. 4561) for the relief of Sally S. Twilley was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. HOWELL. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The bill (S. 4555) to amend certain sections in the Code 
of Law for the District of Columbia relating to offenses 
against public policy was announced as next in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 105) to authorize the 
merger of street-railway corporations operating in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes, was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The bill (S. 191) for the relief of George B. Marx was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. HOWELL and Mr. KING asked that the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 


over. 

The bill (H. R. 3238) for the relief of Martin E. Riley 
was announced as next in order. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
over. 

The bill (H. R. 5212) for the relief of George Charles 
Walthers was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING and Mr. HOWELL asked that the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 


The bill will be passed 


_ ERECTION OF MONUMENT AT HARRODSBURG, KY. 
The bill (S. 4384) to provide for the erection of a suitable 
monument to the memory of the first permanent settlement 
of the West at Harrodsburg, Ky., was announced as next in 
order. 
Mr. FESS. I ask that that bill go over. 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, it seems that this going- | posed 


over business ” is getting monotonous. This bill has been 
on the calendar ever since last June. There is a unanimous 
report on it from the Committee on the Library. If we are 
going to get any action in the other body we must get the 
bill through soon, and I hope that whoever objected to the 
bill will withdraw his objection and allow the bill to be 


Mr. FESS. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky 
knows why I objected to the bill. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I know why the Senator objected, but I 
do not think that is a good reason. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FESS. If the Senator will allow it to go over for a 
day or two, I shall not then object. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Very well. 

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 


The bill (S. 4597) to provide educational employees of the 
public schools of the District of Columbia with leave of 
absence with part pay for purposes of educational improve- 
ment, and for other purposes, was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. KING. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 201) consenting that cer - 
tain States may sue the United States, and providing for 
trial on the merits in any suit brought hereunder by a State 
to recover direct taxes alleged to have been illegally col- 
lected by the United States during the fiscal years ending 
June 30, 1866, 1867, 1868, and vesting the right in each State 
to sue in its own name, was announced as next in order. 
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Mr. HOWELL. Over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 


over. 

The bill (H. R. 12056) providing for the waiver of trial by 
jury in the district courts of the United States was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. KING and Mr. BRATTON asked that the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The bill (H. R. 5659) to authorize the Postmaster General 
to charge a fee for inquiries made for patrons concerning 
registered, insured, or collect-on-delivery mail, and for 
postal money orders, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BLAINE. Over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
over. 


ACQUISITION OF LAND IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


The bill (S. 5029) to amend the act providing for the 
acquisition of land in the District of Columbia was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the amendment to the bill has 
been agreed to, as I recall. This is a measure which the 
Department of Justice is very anxious to have passed in 
order to go ahead with a number of buildings. I think one 
item is the acquisition of land for the Supreme Court. The 
bill has the unanimous approval of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, which had been reported from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia with an amendment to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That section 25 of the act approved March 1, 1929, entitled “An 
act to provide for the acquisition of land in the District of Colum- 
bia for the use of the United States (U. S. C., title 40, sec. 370; 
D. C. C., title 25, sec. 109), be, and the same is hereby, amended 
to read as follows: 

“Sec. 25. The repeal, express or implied, of any existing law or 
the alteration or amendment thereof by virtue of anythlag in this 
act contained shall not affect (1) any act dene or any right, in- 
cluding the right to appeal, accruing or accrued under the law so 
repealed, altered, or amen“cd, or (2) any suit or proceeding pend- 
ing in the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, or in the 
Court ci Appeals of the District of Columbia, or the Supreme 
Court of the United States upon writ of error, appeal, certificate, 
writ of certiorari, or upon application for writ of error, appeal, cer- 
tificate, or writ of certiorari, at the time of the taking effect of this 


The bill will be passed 


fore commenced in the District of Columbia under 
possession and title may be taken by the petitioner in the 
and upon the conditions provided in section 10 of this act, and all 
the provisions of section 10 and of section 20 of this act 
ing suits or supersedeas in case of appeal shall be applicabl 
thereto.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


COLVILLE RESERVATION, WASH. 


The bill (H. R. 11675) to authorize the issuance of a pat- 
ent in fee for certain land and buildings within the Colville 
Reservation, Wash., for public-school use was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. What number is that? 

Mr. PHIPPS. What number on the calendar is that? 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I think that bill passed the 
other night. 
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Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, a parliamentary in- 
quiry. What calendar number is it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion to reconsider 
was entered by the Senator from Washington [Mr. DILL] 
to Order of Business 1250, House bill 11675, which has al- 
ready been passed. Therefore it is not on the calendar. 

The Chair understands that the Senator from Washington 
will not press that motion at present. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I did not understand what 
the Chair said with reference to the Colville Reservation 
matter. 

Mr. DILL. I will say to my colleague that that was my 
motion, and I wanted the bill to lie over for the present. 

Mr. JONES. The Senator does not desire to have it 
disposed of at the present time? 

Mr. DILL. Not at the present time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wash- 
ington refers to Order of Business 1250, on which a motion 
to reconsider has been entered. His colleague does not de- 
sire to press it at present. 

Mr. JONES. He desires it to go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not on the calendar, 
the bill having been passed. 

BILL PASSED OVER 


The bill (H. R. 7639) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize payment of six months’ death gratuity to depend- 
ent relative of officers, enlisted men, or nurses whose death 
results from wounds or disease not resulting from their own 
misconduct,” approved May 22, 1928, was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. HALE. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

AMENDMENT OF RADIO ACT 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, a few moments ago we passed 
House bill 11635. In order to expedite it in conference, I 
move that the Senate insist upon its amendments and ask 
the House for a conference, and that the Chair be author- 
ized to appoint tha conferees, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Washington. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FEE FOR INQUIRIES CONCERNING REGISTERED MAIL, ETC. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, may I inquire what became 
of House bill 5659? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
jection. 

Mr. PHIPPS. I was absent from the Chamber at that 
moment. I should like to ask unanimous consent to return 
for a moment to that bill to find if there is any objection. 
It is a simple measure. It went over once before; and the 
Senators who raised the question about it, when they under- 
stood the purport of the bill, were quite satisfied that it was 
a proper piece of legislation. 

The bill was reported by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
McKeELLAR]. It merely provides that the department may 
charge a nominal fee for extra work performed in furnish- 
ing patrons with information regarding the delivery of reg- 
istered and other letters. I ask unanimous consent to return 
to the bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is de- 
manded. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, may I ask if there is further 
objection to the bill, so that I may know who objects? 

Mr. WHEELER. I object. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Thank you. 

FREDERICK RASMUSSEN 


The bill (H. R. 4731) for the relief of Frederick Rasmussen 
was considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con- 
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged 
soldiers Frederick Rasmussen, who was a member of the United 
States Navy, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been 
honorably discharged from the naval service of the United States 


It went over under ob- 
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on May 11, 1927: Provided; That no bounty, back pay, pension, 
. to have accrued prior to the passage 
act. 


BILLS PASSED OVER 


The bill (S. 3929) for the relief of James J. Lindsay was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The bill (S. 5365) to repeal section 7 of the postal act 
approved May 29, 1928, was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Let that go over. 


WHITE B. MILLER 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4105) for the 
relief of the estate of White B. Miller, which was read, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Treasury 
he is hereby, authorized and Gizected tp pay, out of 3 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the estate of White 
B. Miller, former special assistant to the Attorney General, the 
sum of $25,000 in full satisfaction of the claim of said estate 

the United States for compensation for legal services 
rendered by the said White B. Miller on behalf of the United 
States in connection with the tax litigation involved in the 
Cannon against Bailey cases, a final report of which litigation was 
rendered by the deceased on March 14, 1929. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I realize that under the 
rules I could occupy the floor for five minutes every time a 
bill is taken up. 

I have no desire to delay Senators who have measures 
upon the calendar that they wish to have passed. Because 
I may be mistreated, because efforts may be made to pre- 
vent me from getting at the truth regarding an election 
that was stolen from me in Alabama, I am not going to 
punish them; but I give notice that on to-morrow I shall 
undertake to get this measure up and have it disposed of by 
the Senate. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Regular order! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is de- 
manded. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS PASSED OVER 

The bill (S. 5285) to amend the organic act of Porto Rico, 
approved March 2, 1917, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRATTON. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The bill (S. 5416) to provide for the filling of certain 
vacancies in the Senate and House of Representatives of 
Porto Rico was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. ; 

EXTENSION OF ADMIRALTY LAWS TO VIRGIN ISLANDS 

The bill (S. 3463) to extend the admiralty laws of the 
United States of America to the Virgin Islands was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. BRATTON. Let that go over. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. McKELLAR] objected to this bill the other night, 
but said that he would withdraw his objection if an amend- 
ment was made. I understand now from the Navy Depart- 
ment that they have no objection to the amendment. There- 
fore I offer the amendment, in line 6, page 1, to strike out 
the words except where the same is locally inapplicable.” 

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The Chief Clerk stated the amendment, which was, on 
page 1, line 6, to strike out “except where the same is 
locally inapplicable,” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all cases coming within the admiralty 
jurisdiction of the district court of the Virgin Islands shall be 
determined in accordance with the general admiralty law of the 
United States of America. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


JOINT RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 


The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 132) extending the provi- 
sions of sections 1, 2, 6, and 7 of the act of Congress entitled 
“An act to provide for the protection of forest lands, for the 
reforestation of denuded areas, for the extension of national 
forests, and for other purposes, in order to promote the con- 
tinuous production of timber on lands chiefly suitable there- 
for,” to Porto Rico was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRATTON. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will 
be passed over. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 120) authorizing the Pres- 
ident to reorganize the administration of the insular posses- 
sions was announced as next in order. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will 
be passed over. - 


ERECTION OF MONUMENT AT HARRODSBURG, KY. 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, my generous friend the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Fess] has agreed to withdraw his 
objection to Order of Business 1175, Senate bill 4384. I ask 
that we return to that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to 
recurring to the consideration of Senate bill 4384? The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill (S. 4384) to provide for the erection of a suitable 
monument to the memory of the first permanent settlement 
of the West at Harrodsburg, Ky., was considered, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby author- 
ized and directed to erect a suitable monument on the site of 
the Pioneer Cemetery at Harrodsburg, Ky., commemorating the 
first permanent settlement west of the Allegheny Mountains, 
“The Cradle of the Old Northwest,” where Gen. George Rogers 
Clark and his heroic associates at old Fort Harrod planned and 
inaugurated the campaign carried on by General Clark and his 
associates in the conquest of the Northwest Territory during the 
Revolutionary War, as a result of which that vast territory was 
established as a part of the United States of America. 

Sec. 2. There is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of $100,000 to carry out the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 3. That the plan and design of such monument shall be 
subject to the approval of the National Commission of Fine Arts. 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to enter 
into an agreement with the State of Kentucky or any subdivision 
thereof, or any appropriate organization existing therein, for the 
care of the monument hereby authorized. 


BILLS, ETC., PASSED OVER 

The bill (S. 5288) to authorize the construction of certain 
naval vessels, and for other purposes, was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The bill (H. R. 14255) to expedite the construction of 
public buildings and works outside of the District of Co- 
lumbia by enabling possession and title of sites to be taken 
in advance of final judgment in proceedings for the acquisi- 
tion thereof under the power of eminent domain was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The bill (H. R. 12063) to amend section 16 of the Federal 
farm loan act was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRATTON. Let that go over. 

Mr. FESS. At the request of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
BROORKHART J, I will ask that that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the 
bill will be passed over. 

The bill (S. 5515) to amend section 29 of the act of 
August 29, 1916, entitled “An act to declare the purpose of 
the people of the United States as to the future political 
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status of the people of the Philippine Islands, and to provide 
a more autonomous government for those islands, ” was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Let that go over. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator with- 
hold his objection? This bill, which has such an important 
title, is merely to change the salaries of three officials. 
There is a letter from Manuel Quezon, president of the 
Philippine Senate, to the Resident Commissioners at Wash- 
ington, asking that the bill be passed. The Philippine com- 
missioners have asked that it be passed. The War Depart- 
ment is anxious to have it passed. It merely changes the 
Salaries of the vice governor, the auditor, and the deputy 
auditor. As far as I know, there is no objection to it on the 
part of the Filipinos. 

Mr. WHEELER. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The resolution (S. Res. 406) authorising the special com- 
mittee on campaign expenditures to impound ballots and 
ballot boxes was announced as next in order. 

Mr. REED. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be 
passed over. 

The bill (S. 5440) to authorize an emergency appropria- 
tion for special study of and demonstration work in rural 
sanitation was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRATTON. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The bill (S. 5644) to amend the act entitled “An act to 
authorize and direct the survey, construction, and mainte- 
nance of a memorial highway to connect Mount Vernon, in 
the State of Virginia, with the Arlington Memorial Bridge 
across the Potomac River at Washington,” approved May 23, 
1928, as amended, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, there are certain data that 
I desire beyond those that I now have; and I ask that this 
bill go over for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The resolution (S. Res. 305) opposing action by the State 
Department with respect to the flotation of foreign invest- 
ment loans in the United States and its assumption of cer- 
tain authority over the Federal Reserve Board and banks 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. REED. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be 
passed over. 


REFUND OF ESTATE TAX ERRONEOUSLY COLLECTED 


The bill (S. 2977) for the refund of estate tax erroneously 
collected was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
is hereby authorized and directed to receive, consider, and deter- 
mine, in accordance with law, but without regard to any statute 
of limitations, any claim filed not later than six months after 
the passage of this act, by Eugene du Pont, surviving executor of 
the will of Amelia E.-du Pont, late of Christiana Hundred, New 
Castle County, Del, deceased, for the refund of estate tax er- 
roneously collected from the estate of said Amelia E. du Pont in 
1918. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury of the 
United States not otherwise appropriated, to said Eugene du Pont, 
surviving executor of the will of the said Amelia E. du Pont, any 
amount allowed in the determination of any claim filed in accord- 
ance with this act. 


CRATERS OF THE MOON NATIONAL MONUMENT 


The bill (H. R. 15877) to authorize exchanges of land with 
owners of private-land holdings within the Craters of the 
Moon National Monument was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized in his discretion to accept on behalf of the 


United States complete title to any or all of the following- 
described lands held in private ownersuip within the boundaries 
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‘of the Craters of the Moon National Monument, Idaho: 8 
* southwest quarter, section 22; northeast quarter north 
west quarter, southwest quarter northwest ee 0 west half 
northeast quarter, section 27; northwest quarter northwest quarter, 
2 26, township 2 north, range 24 east, Boise meridian, Idaho, 
and in exchange therefor may patent not to exceed an equal value 
of land to be selected from the following-described tracts of re- 
served public land, subject to any valid and existing entries under 
any law: Northwest quarter northwest quarter, section 2; north- 
west quarter northeast quarter, southeast quarter, northwest 


the monument offered in exchange are not available within the 
area herein described, then in addition the Secretary may patent 
public land in the State of Idaho, surveyed and nonmineral in 
character, sufficient to equal such value. Before any 3 
hereunder is effected notice of the contemplated exchange, reciting 
the lands selected, shall be published once each week for four 
successive weeks in some newspaper of general circulation in the 
county or counties where the lands proposed to be selected are 
located. 

Src. 2. That the value of the lands within said monument 
offered for exchange and the value of the lands of the United 
States to be selected therefor shall be ascertained in such manner 
as the Secretary of the Interior may direct; and the owners of such 
privately owned lands within said monument shall before the 
exchange is effective furnish the Secretary of the Interior evi- 
dence satisfactory to him of title to the patented lands offered 
in exchange; and lands conveyed to the United States under 
this act shall be and remain a part of the Craters of the Moon 
National Monument. 


BILLS PASSED OVER 


The bill (S. 5172) for the construction of a reservoir in 
the little Truckee River, Calif., and for such dams and other 
improvements as may be necessary to impound the waters 
of Webber, Independence, and Donner Lakes, and for the 
further development of the water resources of the Truckee 
River, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Let that go over. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I am very sorry but I feel 
that I shall have to ask that that bill go over, and also 
the next bill on the calendar. 

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President 

SEVERAL Senators. Regular order! 

Mr. ODDIE. I ask the Senator if he will withdraw his 
objection to that bill. It is a local bill of great importance 
in the matter of fiood control and unemployment. 

Mr. JONES. I do not feel that I can withdraw my ob- 
jection. 

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, I give notice that when the 
Senate meets to-morrow I shall move to take up this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, 
the bill will be passed over. 

The bill (S. 3467) authorizing the construction of a drain- 
age channel in the closed basin of the San Luis Valley in 
Colorado, authorizing investigations of reservoir sites, and 
for other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. JONES rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

Mr. PHIPPS. May I ask on whose objection that bill 
went over? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wash- 


ington. 
Mr. PHIPPS. I thank the Chair. 
RETIREMENT OF CAPTAINS, ETC., OF THE NAVY 


The bill (S. 5761) to amend the act approved June 22, 
1926, entitled “An act to amend that part of the act 
approved August 29, 1916, relative to the retirement of 
captains, commanders, and lieutenant commanders of the 
line of the Navy,” as amended by the act of March 4, 1929, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. KING. Let that go over. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, will the Senator withhold his 
objection? 
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This is legislation which has already passed the Senate 
in another bill, the line personnel bill, the so-called Britten 
bill, which is now before the House of Representatives; but 
it is uncertain whether that bill will pass during this session 
of Congress. 

Under the act of August 29, 1916, officers who were not 
selected for promotion remained in their existing grade until 
they reached certain ages at which they became ineligible 
for selection, and were automatically retired. These ages 
were: Captains, 56; commanders, 50; lievtcnant com- 
manders, 45. 

This age-in-grade retirement law was temporarily re- 
placed by the act of June 22, 1926, which provided for the 
retircment of lieutenant commanders, commanders, and 
captains upon the completion of 21, 28, and 35 years of com- 
missioned service, respectively, if they have not been se- 
lected for promotion. This change was made because of the 
injustice done the older members of the Naval Academy 
classes. Thus, an officer who, for no other reason than be- 
cause he entered the academy at a relatively late age, is 
forced to retire for age in grade before he has reached the 
top group of his grade and thereby may be considered for 
selection. It is within the province of the selection board 
to go down the list and select these men; but unless they 
have outstanding abilities the board does not do so, and the 
officer is forced to retire without a fair chance at selection. 

The act of June 22, 1926, was made temporary in order 
that its success might be considered, and also because it was 
expected that a general personnel bill, containing the pro- 
vision making permanent this temporary law, would be en- 


.| acted before the limiting date—March 5, 1931—expired. 


Such a provision did pass the Senate on April 1, 1930, in 
S. 550, but has not been acted upon by the House. 

This bill simply extends the 5-year period, and makes the 
law a permanent one. As I have said, we have already 
passed legislation to correct the situation, and it is now 
before the House. 

I hope the Senator will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 


LAWRENCE L. MYATT AND MILLER S. BURGIN 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5059) to 
reinstate Lawrence L. Myatt and Miller S. Burgin as mid- 
shipmen in the United States Naval Academy, which had 
been reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an 
amendment, on page 1, line 8, to strike out “ next after the 
class from which they were dismissed and insert in June, 
1934,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy is authorized 
and directed, to reinstate, without examination, Lawrence L. 
Myatt, of Quincy, Mass., and Miller S. Burgin, of Jacksonville, 
Fla., as midshipment in the United States Naval Academy, with 
the grade and rank held by them on July 25, 1930, and to 
them to the class which will uate in June, 1934, and to permit 
them to graduate with the rights and privileges of members of 
such class if they maintain during the period from the date of 
reinstatement to the date of graduation the standards prescribed 
for all members of such class. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS PASSED OVER 


The bill (S. 5810) to facilitate the use and occupancy of 
national-forest lands for purposes of residence, recreation, 
education, industry, and commerce, was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. McNARY. At the request of the senior Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. Norsecx], I ask that that bill go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The bill (H. R. 14) to make the Star-Spangled Banner 
the national anthem of the United States of America, was 
announced as next in order. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Over. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

The bill (S. 5745) to amend the act entitled “An act de- 
fining butter, also imposing a tax upon and regulating the 
manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of oleo- 
margarine,” approved August 2, 1886, as amended, was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


CONSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS 


The bill (S. 5757) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
provide for the construction of certain public buildings, and 
for other purposes,” approved May 25, 1926 (45 Stat. 630), 
and acts amendatory thereof, was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That bill should be in- 
definitely postponed, because a similar House bill has already 
been passed. Without objection, that order will be entered. 


AMERICAN NATIONAL INSTITUTE (PRIX DE PARIS) 


The bill (S. 915) to incorporate the American National 
Institute (Prix de Paris) at Paris, France, was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. BRATTON. Let that go over. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr, President, will not the Senator from 
New Mexico withhold his objection for a moment? 

Mr. BRATTON. Yes; I will withhold the objection for a 
moment. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I may say to the Senator that 
I objected to the consideration of that bill the other evening 
when the Senator from New York sought to have it brought 
up, and if the Senator from New Mexico should withdraw 
his objection, I should offer one, for this reason: A number 
of bills are pending now before the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and many have been introduced, providing for the 
issuance of national charters for activities for which the 
Federal Government has no right to give charters. The 
Federal Government may charter for Federal purposes, but 
not for private purposes. We have already in the past 
given a number of private charters, and some of them have 
brought discredit upon the United States. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. KING. I deny the right of the Federal Government 
to issue such charters. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. 

COMMERCE IN CRUDE PETROLEUM 


The bill (S. 5818) to regulate commerce between the 
United States and foreign countries in crude petroleum and 
all products of petroleum, including fuel oil, and to limit 
the importation thereof, and for other purposes, was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
over. 


The bill will be passed 


RELIEF OF UTE INDIANS 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 4321) 
for the relief of the Confederated Bands of Ute Indians, 
located in Utah, Colorado, and New Mexico. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments to this 
bill have heretofore been agreed to, and the clerk will read 
the bill as it now comes before the Senate. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $161,400 be, and the same is 
hereby, authorized to be appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for payment to the Con- 
federated Bands of Ute Indians in full compensation for the 
surface rights in 64,560 acres of land in western Colorado, taken 
from the said Indians by the United States and set aside as a 
naval oil reserve by Executive orders dated December 6, 1916, and 
September 27, 1924; said sum to be placed on the books of the 
Treasury Department to the credit of the Confederated Bands of 
Ute Indians as a trust fund to be added to the trust fund of said 
Indians created by the act of Congress approved March 4, 1913 
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(37 Stat. 934), to bear interest at 4 per cent per annum from the 
dates of said Executive orders, respectively, and to be subject to 
disposal in accordance with existing law; and the Secretary of the 
Interior shall have jurisdiction to determine, fix, and pay out of 
the said sum a reasonable amount for attorneys’ fees, not to exceed 
10 per cent of the sum accruing to the credit of the Indians here- 
under for services rendered, and all necessary and proper expenses, 
as provided for in two contracts made by respective bands of said 
Indians with their attorneys, as approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Sec. 2. The payment authorized by section 1 shall not be con- 
strued to include any compensation for any mineral rights in 
such lands or as a legislative determination of the value of such 
mineral rights, which are left to be determined thereafter, or of 
the per acre value of any other lands in which such Indians may 
have any claim or interest. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. Sterwer], who reported this bill tell us how 
much land is involved, and at what price per acre the claim 
is to be settled? 

Mr. STEIWER. Mr. President, from memory, I think the 
amount of land involved is between 63,000 and 64,000 acres. 
This was land taken in a naval oil reserve by the United 
States, but land in which these Indians had a beneficial 
interest. 

This bill was introduced to compensate the Indians at the 
tate of $10 per acre. It was so introduced by the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. Puipps]. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs, at the suggestion of the subcommittee which con- 
ducted hearings on the measure, thought that it was unwise 
to appraise the land at $10 per acre. The truth of the 
matter is that we have but very little satisfactory informa- 
tion as to the value of the land. It is oil-shale land, very 
rich potentially in oil. It may some day be worth millions 
of dollars. 

We are unable properly to appraise the mineral rights, 
and we decided, therefore, and recommended to the com- 
mittee, that we make no effort to determine the mineral 
rights, but that we merely allow payment to the Indians 
for the surface rights. 

Accordingly, the committee amended the bill to provide 
payment at the rate of $2.50 per acre, which was thought 
to be a fairly safe and proper figure with respect to the 
surface rights, and by the amendment in the bill we leave 
the determination of the values of the mineral rights for the 
future, and provide in the bill that they are not covered 
by this payment. 

Mr. BRATTON. May I ask the Senator whether the 
Indians are satisfied with this settlement? 

Mr. STEIWER. The Indians are represented by ex-Sena- 
tor Butler, who expresses his entire satisfaction with the 
bill as reported by the committee. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


REGISTRATION OF TRADE-MARKS 


The bill (H. R. 2828) to protect trade-marks used in com- 
merce, to authorize the registration of such trade-marks, 
and for other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. REED. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
over. 


The bill will be passed 


CREDIT UNIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


The bill (S. 4775) to provide for the incorporation of 
credit unions within the District of Columbia was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. BRATTON. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed 
over. That completes the call of the calendar. 


RECESS 


Mr. McNARY. I move that the Senate carry out the 
unanimous-consent agreement and take a recess until 12 
o’clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 9 o’clock 
and 50 minutes p. m.), under the order previously entered, 
took a recess until to-morrow, Wednesday, February 18, 1931, 
at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 17, 1931 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., 
offered the following prayer: 


Our Heavenly Father, we thank Thee for that Book of 
Life which points out the paths that lead to peace, happi- 
ness, and to a glorious destiny. “ Bear ye one another’s bur- 
dens and so fulfill the law of God”; may we heed the in- 
junction. O God of the nations, take our Republic, with 
its teeming multitudes, and baptize them with humble devo- 
tion to the plain, simple virtues. Arouse them with a pas- 
sion for the old-time faith which at the beginning made 
the glory and perpetuity of our country possible. Blessed 
Lord, take the hearthstones of our land, and may they be 
dedicated to Christian simplicity and unselfishness. O let 
the shadow of Calvary’s cross fall across everyone. Every- 
where sweeten the lives of weary hearts and save them 
from ugliness of mind and deformity of morals. Infinite 
Father, inspire us all to remember who we are, what we are, 
and what we represent, and keep us always under the con- 
trol of the better angels of our natures. Through Jesus 
Christ our Lord. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read 
and approved. 


THE SPEAKER AND MRS. LONGWORTH 


Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for one minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of 
the House, 25 years ago to-day there happened in the Capi- 
tal City of this Nation an historic event. The Chief Execu- 
tive of the Nation, who was then Theodore Roosevelt, gave 
his daughter Alice in marriage to NICHOLAS LoncwortH, of 
Ohio, then, as he is now, a prominent Member of the House 
of Representatives, thereby doing something that never 
before was done in the history of this country—uniting the 
executive.and the legislative branches of the Government 
without doing violence to the Constitution of the United 
States. [Applause and laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, I merely rose to ask this opportunity to ex- 
press to you, sir, and your wonderful wife what I am sure is 
in the heart and mind of every Member of this House, 
regardless of his political status, the wish that you may have 
many, many happy returns of the day. [Applause.] 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
on Friday of this week bills on the Private Calendar un- 
objected to may be considered in the House as in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, the Committee on the Judiciary is to have one day 
under a rule in which to consider certain bills. Can the 
gentleman tell us which day will be assigned to that 
committee? 

Mr. TILSON. It is my purpose to ask Friday next as a 
day to be devoted to the consideration of the Private Calen- 
dar, and that Saturday be an additional consent and suspen- 
sion day, because we are much behind on the Consent 
Calendar. Then Monday would be a free day for the first 
rule that the Committee on Rules may wish to bring for- 
ward, which I understand is the rule for bills from the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MICHENER. Then I give notice that if Monday be 
the day on which the Committee on the Judiciary is to con- 
sider its bills, I shall object to any unanimous consent re- 
quest for speeches on that day, no matter who may make the 
request, 


Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, on Saturday last we considered the Private 
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a complete farce. Practically every bill was objected to by 
one of six or seven Members, usually for no real reason. The 
House would have been better off not to have been in session, 
It was the overwhelming sentiment of the Members present 
then that this method of procedure should be changed—that 
it was outrageous that one man could stop the enactment 
of meritorious legislation after a committee of 21 Members 
had carefully considered the bill, had written sometimes a 
lengthy report, and even after the bill had the approval of 
one of the departments of the Government. To give one man 
the power to stop the enactment of legislation of that kind 
just because, as he says, he “ happened to glance at the bill 
last night at his hotel” is a complete farce. It is a travesty. 
[Applause.] That method of considering the Private Cal- 
endar should be changed, and it is not too late in this session 
to change it to-day. I rose to object unless the gentleman 
couples with his request a proviso that to defeat a bill at least 
six objections will be required. 

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman’s committee is the only 
committee in this House that can bring in a rule that will 
change the rules. I can only ask unanimous consent to con- 
Sider the Private Calendar. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Oh, no; the gentleman is 
not now proceding under any rule of the House. He is 
asking unanimous consent. 

Mr. TILSON. Yes; I am asking unanimous consent, 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Surely the gentleman is 
so asking because there is no rule. The gentleman could 
just as easily and properly couple with his unanimous-con- 
sent request a proviso that there must be at least six 
objectors to a bill in order to prevent its enactment. There 
is no difficulty about making such a request. 

Mr. TILSON. How far would I get with such a request? 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Try it. I think the gen- 
tleman would have the sentiment of the House behind such 
a request. 

Mr. TILSON. Then let me make the request. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Are we to begin the call at the begin- 
ning of the calendar? 

Mr. TILSON. Oh, no; begin where the last call left off. 

Mr. HASTINGS. The gentleman did not embody that in 
his request. 

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TILSON. Yes. 

Mr. KNUTSON. We are trying to get consideration of 


‘the Brigham bill before we adjourn. It is of very great 


importance to the dairy interests of the country. What are 
we going to do in regard to that important legislation? 

Mr. TILSON. When that is brought in under a rule, as 
it probably will be, we shall make a place for it. I am try- 
ing to clear other things out of the way now. 

Mr. KNUTSON. What is the gentleman’s authority for 
saying that it will probably be brought in under a rule. 

Mr. TILSON. If it is brought in at all, it will have to 
be brought in under a rule, and I understand that the Rules 
Committee is considering it. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TILSON. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Partly in reply to the castigation or 
criticism of the gentleman from New York [Mr. O’Connor], 
the gentleman will notice, as I stated on the last call of the 
Private Calendar, that we were then considering for the 
second time bills on the Private Calendar that had previously 
been objected to. Naturally, only a few bills would be 
passed on second consideration, if they were objectionable 
when first considered under unanimous consent, and that 
accounts for only a few bills being passed on second call. 
We have now reached a place where all the private bills that 
were considered at the last session have been reconsidered. 
I think it is only fair to the Members of the House who have 
bills—and there are three or four hundred of them which 
have not been considered at all—be given an opportunity 
for the consideration of those bills. If any such proposal is 
to be made to have six objections, there will be no progress 
made whatsoever on the bills remaining on the Private Cal- 


Calendar. Its consideration was nothing more or less than | endar. All numbers below 785, which is the number which 
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have not had a prior hearing, should be given at least an 
opportunity to have the bill considered under one objection. 

Mr. TILSON. That is what I am trying to-do. I am 
making every effort in this direction. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TILSON. I yield. 

‘Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
Trtson] should hold his ground on the present rule. He 
knows how important it is, and he knows there are just a 
few of us here who work on this calendar. We must take 
the brunt of it all. The gentleman also knows that usually 
on these consent days only those Members are present who 
have some bill they desire passed, and they, of course, would 
hesitate to object to bills of other Members no matter how 
vicious and unmeritorious such bills might be. There are a 
few of us who are not afraid to object to the bad bills. So, 
why not proceed under the regular rules? 

Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TILSON. I yield. 

Mr. McKEOWN. There are certain men on that side and 
certain men on this side who are assigned to the Private 
Calendar. I think if nobody objected except one outside of 
those men, it would speed things up. The gentleman from 
Wisconsin gives a great deal of time to this calendar. If 
we could agree that if these gentlemen make no objection, 
there should be at least three objections from the outside, 
that would give us a chance. 

Mr. HOOPER. Reserving the right to object, first I 
would like to say that I am in sympathy with what the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. O’Connor] has said; but I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. TIL- 
son] if it would be contrary to the rules of the House if, 
on the day when the Private Calendar is called, there could 
be unanimous consent for a calling of the calendar and a 
statement by various Members as to whether or not they 
desired that bill to be passed, at least, for the time being. 
Then when the list is made of the bills which have been 
passed in that way may I ask whether it would then be 
feasible to read the bills which were not objected to, or 
passed over in that way, and have them taken up one after 
the other and acted on rapidly. 

Mr. TILSON. Of course, there is nothing in our rules 
that would authorize the procedure which the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Hooper] indicates. 

Mr. HOOPER. Could it not be done by unanimous con- 
sent? 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. That is what I suggest. 
There is no procedure that authorizes the request which 
the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Trtson] has made 
any more than my request. 

Mr. TILSON. Certainly not. 

Mr. HOOPER. I am going to contend every time I get 
the opportunity that the rules should be changed in some 
way to make more objections necessary upon the Private 
Calendar, but for the time being the rules can not be 
changed. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Oh, yes; they can be 
changed this morning. The House can adopt a rule to-day 
just as well as in the next Congress. 

Mr. TILSON. By unanimous consent. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. The gentleman can move 
if he does not get unanimous consent. 

Mr. TILSON. Oh, no, no. I would be called to order if 
anyone present objected. 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, the regular order. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit an- 
other phase of the matter. 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, the regular order. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Can this not be changed so as to take 
up the Consent Calendar on Friday and the Private Calendar 
on Saturday? 

Mr. TILSON. Well, that would only make one more com- 
plication. Friday is the regular day for Private Calendar. 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, the regular order. 

Mr. TILSON. If anyone else wishes to amend the re- 
quest, he is at liberty to do so. I have made my request, 
which I hope will be granted. If the gentleman from New 
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York [Mr. O’Connor] wishes to submit his request and the 
other Members do not object, I shall not object. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Connecticut 
again state his request? 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
on Friday next it shall be in order to consider unobjected 
bills on the Private Calendar in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole House, beginning where the last call left off. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that on Friday next it shall be in order 
to consider bills unobjected to on the Private Calendar in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole House, beginning 
et Calendar No. 785. Is there objection? 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Mr. Speaker, will the Chair 
recognize me to amend the request? 

The SPEAKER. It depends on the amendment. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Instead of the words “ un- 
objected to 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I think the request can not 
be amended. If this request is granted, another request 
may be made by the gentleman from New York but the 
gentleman from New York can not amend the request of the 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. TILSON]. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Connecticut? 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that on to-morrow, after the conclusion of the business on 
the Speaker’s table, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
STEAGALL] be permitted to address the House for 15 minutes 
on the subject of relief of land banks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent that to-morrow, immediately after the reading 
of the Journal and the disposition of matters on the Speak- 
er’s table, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. STEAGALL] may 
address the House for 15 minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I call the attention of the gentleman from Texas to the fact 
that it is expected to begin the consideration of the deficiency 
appropriation bill to-morrow and I should think the gentle- 
man from Alabama might get the first time under general 
debate. 

Mr. STEAGALL. Mr. Speaker, that will be satisfactory 
to me. 

PRIVATE CALENDAR 

Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that on Friday it shall be in order to consider 
the Private Calendar, beginning at the point where we left 
off on Saturday last, and taking up all bills which shall not 
be objected to by three or more Members. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think he should 
entertain a request which would involve the amendment of a 
rule of long standing in the House. It would be a very 
simple thing between now and then for the committee of 
which the gentleman is a member to bring in a rule along 
that line. In the meantime the Chair does not feel he 
should recognize such a request. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I renew my request, and I 
hope the gentleman from New York will not object, because 
we wish to get along with the Private Calendar. 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Mr. Speaker, again reserv- 
ing the right to object, the gentleman from Connecticut 
does not know and no one in this House, so far as I am 
aware, knows by what authority these objecting heroes are 
appointed. Most of them, I understand, are self-appointed. 
They may relish their jobs, but I would not be in their 
places for $10,000 a day. I would sooner engage in some 
more reputable vocation—such as poisoning wells or strew- 
ing broken glass on the highways. On both sides of the 
aisle there seems to be a sort of union among them; they 
at times pass distress signals to each other. I am not 
agitated over the fate of any bills I have introduced. On 
Saturday when I pointed out this intolerable situation I did 
not have in mind any bills in which I was intetested. None 
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were then being considered. I was condemning the most 
outrageous and ridiculous performances in this House on 
consideration of the Private Calendar. The amusing thing 
is that this union of seven or eight delegates are inspired 
by brotherly love. This secret fraternity is so strongly 
united that these heroes on this side of the aisle say, “ You 
tickle me,” and the other side says, O. K. Then I'll tickle 
you,” with the result that if a Member over here has a bill, 
nobody over there ever objects, and vice versa. Is that the 
way to pass on important legislation? And, let me say, 
ladies and gentlemen, that many of these private bills are 
most important to the persons involved and unimportant to 
the prestige of Members of this House. It is fundamentally 
wrong. These self-constituted objectors are not on any com- 
mittee of this House; they call themselves a “ committee,” 
but they are not one of our duly constituted committees. 
It has developed into a ridiculous, farcical performance 
every time. Similar objections can be made to the pro- 
cedure in the consideration of the Consent Calendar. The 
necessity for three objections on the Consent Calendar does 
not protect the Members of the House. There is often a 
“three musketeers ” combination in these days, and some- 
thing ought to be done about it, and right now. 

It has been suggested that the Rules Committee can bring 
in a rule; but with all due respect to the distinguished 
Speaker, and with all due respect to the majority leader, 
they both know that I would get very little assistance from 
the Republican powers that be in endeavoring to get such 
a rule enacted. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TILSON. Yes. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Is it not a fact—and the 
gentleman knows it as well as any Member on this floor 
that there is not a House bill on the Private Calendar which 
may be passed Friday that will ever see the light of day in 
the Senate, so we are only wasting time in having a day on 
the Private Calendar? 

Mr. TILSON. I think the gentleman is very much mis- 
taken in this regard. The Senate can pass these bills even 
more rapidly than we can when they get going. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. But in the last Congress the 
Committee on Claims in the Senate and other committees 
considering private bills agreed two weeks in advance of the 
closing of the session that they would not take up any 
more bills. 

Mr. TILSON. This should not prevent us from going 
ahead and doing our duty, getting as many of these bills 
over there as can be properly considered. This is what I 
am asking for to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut re- 
news his request that on next Friday it shall be in order 
to consider bills on the Private Calendar unobjected to, be- 
ginning at the place where the call left off on Saturday last. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. O’CONNOR of New York. Mr. Speaker, with the as- 
surance that those bills will probably never become law I 
withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
Saturday of this week may be an additional consent and sus- 
pension day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that Saturday of this week be an addi- 
tional consent day, beginning on the Consent Calendar at 
the point where the last call left off, and also that it may 
be in order to suspend the rules. Is there objection? 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I take it that probably the 
larger part of the day will be devoted to the Consent Calen- 
dar and that as usual, if suspensions are to be taken up, they 
will be taken up around 3 o’clock or 3.30 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. That is right. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, and I shall not, I presume the Speaker will pursue the 
course he has heretofore pursued and that he will give 
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notice of those bills that are to be taken up under suspension 

of the rules? 

2 The Chair will do so. Is there objec- 
on? 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, I would like to ask the Speaker if we could 
have any prior notice as to what bills are going to be taken 
up under suspension of the rules? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has never made it a practice 
to make an official announcement until the morning of the 
3 which suspensions are in order. Is there objec- 

on 

There was no objection. 


INDIANS OF THE FORT BERTHOLD INDIAN RESERVATION, N. DAK. 


Mr. SINCLAIR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of Senate Joint Resolution 
226, authorizing the distribution of the judgment rendered 
by the Court of Claims to the Indians of the Fort Berthold 
Indian Reservation, N. Dak. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Dakota asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of Senate 
Joint Resolution 226, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolution. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, is this a bill that has been referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. SINCLAIR. A similar bill has been referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs of the House and reported 
favorably, and an identical bill is now on the calendar. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I think if we have a con- 
sent day Saturday that ought to take care of the gentleman 
in the case of a Senate bill. 

Mr. SINCLAIR. I feel that this is an emergency matter. 

Mr. CRAMTON. As I understand it is a Senate bill. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman has the 
right to call the bill up, a similar House bill being on the 
calendar. 

Mr. SINCLAIR. The bill has passed the Senate, and a 
similar bill has been reported by the House committee; and 
it seems to me that this is the proper and the easiest way to 
dispose of it. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SINCLAIR. I yield to the gentleman from Montana. 

Mr. LEAVITT. I will say to the gentleman that the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs was unanimously in favor of this 
bill. It merely puts into effect the recommendation made 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of 
the Interior as to the handling of funds that have been 
recovered as a result of an action in the Court of Claims in 
behalf of these Indians. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEAVITT. I yield. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Does not the gentleman think that on 
Saturday we will be in position to consider the bill in the 
regular way, rather than taking it up out of order to-day? 

-Mr. LEAVITT. Of course, it is always in order to bring 
up such a bill. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, is this bill on the Union 
Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. The House bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. STAFFORD. For the time being I shall object, be- 
cause it is going to be taken up in due course on Saturday. 

Mr. SINCLAIR. Then, Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the re- 
quest. 

CONFERENCE REPORT—DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE APPROPRIA- 
TION BILL 

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I present, for printing 
under the rule, a conference report on the bill (H. R. 15256) 
making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other pur- 
poses. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER AT MOUND CITY, ILL. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I call up from the Speaker’s 
table the bill (S. 5887) to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at Mount City, Ill, a similar House bill having been 
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reported and being now on the calendar, and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 
There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the times for commencing and complet- 
ing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at or near 
Mound City, II., authorized to be built by B. L. Hendrix, G. C. 
Trammel, and C. S. Miller by the act of Congress approved March 
16, 1928, and extended for one year by the act of Congress approved 
March 2, 1929, and again extended one year by the act of Congress 
approved May 26, 1930, are hereby further extended one and three 
years, respectively, from March 2, 1931. 

Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or appeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

A similar House bill was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER BETWEEN OWENSBORO, KY., AND 
ROCKPORT, IND. 


Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 5952) 
to extend the times for commencing and completing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Ohio River approximately 
midway between the cities of Owensboro, Ky., and Rockport, 
Ind., now on the Speaker’s table, a similar House bill being 
on the calendar, and I ask unanimous consent for its present 
consideration. 

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the times for commencing and complet- 
ing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River approxi- 
mately midway between the cities of Owensboro, Ky., and Rockport, 
Ind., authorized to be built by E. T. Franks, his heirs, legal repre- 
sentatives, and assigns, by an act of Congress approved February 
26, 1929, heretofore extended by act of Congress approved March 3, 
1930, are hereby further extended one and three years, respectively, 
from February 26, 1931. 

Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

A similar House bill was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE COLUMBIA RIVER AT THE DALLES, OREG. 


Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 5921) 
authorizing Dalles City, a municipal corporation, its suc- 
cessors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the Columbia River at or near The Dalles, 
Oreg., and ask unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. 

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, thee That in order to facilitate interstate com- 
merce, improve the postal service, and provide for military and 
other purposes, Dalles City, a municipal corporation, its successors 

and assigns, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, 
Pie operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Columbia 
River at a point suitable to the interests of navigation at or near 
The Dalles, Oreg., in accordance with the provisions of the act 
entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906, and subject to the 
conditions and limitations contained in this act. 

Sec. 2, There is hereby conferred upon Dalles City, a municipal 
corporation, its successors and assigns, all such rights and powers 
to enter upon lands and to acquire, condemn, occupy, „ and 
use real estate and other property needed for the location, con- 
struction, operation, and maintenance of such bridge and its 
approaches as are by railroad corporations for railroad 
purposes or by bridge corporations for bridge purposes in the State 
in which such real estate or property is situated, upon making just 
compensation therefor, to be ascertained and paid according to the 
laws of such State, and the proceedings therefor shall be the same 
as in the condemnation or expropriation of property for public 
purposes in such State. 

Sec. 3. The said Dalles City, a municipal corporation, its suc- 
cessors and assigns, is hereby authorized to fix and charge tolls 
for transit over such bridge, and the rates of toll so fixed shall be 
the legal rates until changed by the Secretary of War under the 
authority contained in the act of March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 4. After the completion of such bridge, as determined by 
the Secretary of War, either the State of Oregon, the State of 
Washington, and public agency or political subdivision of either 
of such States, within or adjoining which any part of such bridge 
is located, or any two or more of them jointly, may at any time 
acquire and take over all right, title, and interest in such bridge 
and its approaches and any interest in real property necessary there- 
for, by purchase or by condemnation or expropriation, in accordance 
with the laws of such States governing the acquisition of private 
property for public purposes by condemnation or expropriation, If 
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at any time after the expiration of 15 years after the completion of 
such bridge the same is acquired by condemnation or expropria- 
tion, the amount of damages or compensation to be allowed shall 
not include good will, going value, or prospective revenues or 
profits, but shall be limited to the sum of (1) the actual cost of 
constructing such bridge and its approaches, less a reasonable 
deduction for actual depreciation in value; (2) the actual cost of 
acquiring such interest in real property; (3) actual financing and 
promotion costs, not to exceed 10 per cent of the sum of the cost 
of constructing the bridge and its approaches and acquiring such 
interest in real property; and (4) actual expenditures tor necessary 
improvements. 

Ec. 5. If such bridge shall be taken over or acquired by the 
States or public agencies or political subdivisions thereof, or by 
either of them, as provided in section 4 of this act, and if tolls 
are thereafter charged for the use thereof, the rates of toll shall 
be so adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to pay for the rea- 
sonable cost of maintaining, repairing, and operating the bridge 
and its approaches under economical management and to provide 
a sinking fund sufficient to amortize the amount paid therefor, 
including reasonable interest and financing cost, as soon as pos- 
sible under reasonable charges but within a period of not to 
exceed 15 years from the date of acquiring the same. After a 
sinking fund sufficient for such amortization shall have been pro- 
vided, such bridge shall thereafter be maintained and operated 
free of tolls, or the rates of toll shall thereafter be so adjusted as 
to provide a fund of not to exceed the amount n for the 
proper maintenance, repair, and operation of the bridge and its 
approaches under economical management. An accurate record 
of the amount paid for acquiring the bridge and its approaches, 
the actual expenditures for maintaining, repairing, and operating 
the same, and of the daily tolls collected shall be kept and shall 
be available for the information of all persons interested. 

Sec. 6. Dalles City, a municipal corporation, its successors and 
assigns, shall within 90 days after the completion of such bridge 
file with the Secretary of War and with the highway departments 
of the States of Oregon and Washington a sworn, itemized state- 
ment showing the actual original cost of constructing the bridge 
and its approaches, the actual cost of acquiring any interest in 
real property necessary therefor, and the actual financing and 
promotion costs. The Secretary of War may, and upon request 
of the highway department of either of such States shall, at any 
time within three years after the completion of such bridge in- 
vestigate such costs and determine the accuracy and the reason- 
ableness of the costs alleged in the statement of such costs so 
filed and shall make a finding of the actual and reasonable costs 
of constructing, financing, and promoting such bridge; for the 
purpose of such investigation the said Dalles City, a municipal 
corporation, its successors and assigns, shall make available all 
of its records in connection with the construction, financing, and 
promotion thereof. The findings of the Secretary of War as to 
the reasonable costs of the construction, financing, and promotion 
of the bridge shall be conclusive for the purposes mentioned in 
section 4 of this act, subject only to review in a court of equity 
for fraud or gross mistake. 

Sec. 7. The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all the 
rights, powers, and privileges conferred by this act is hereby 
granted to Dalles City, a municipa! corporation, its successors and 
assigns; and any corporation to which, or any person to whom 
such rights, powers, and privileges may be sold, assigned, or trans- 
ferred, or who shall acquire the same by mortgage foreclosure or 
otherwise, is hereby authorized and empowered to exercise the 
same as fully as though conferred herein directly upon such cor- 
poration or person. 

Sec. 8. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

A similar House bill was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE CONNECTICUT RIVER AT ERVING, MASS. 


Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, there are two very short 
bridge bills that are in the nature of emergency matters, and 
the Members interested want them passed. It will only take 
a few moments, and I therefore ask unanimous consent, 
first, for the immediate consideration of the bill (H. R. 
16561) to authorize the Department of Public Works of the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts to construct a bridge across 
the Connecticut River in the towns of Erving and Gill, Mass., 
a bill introduced by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
TreaDway] to build a State bridge in that State. It is repre- 
sented that there is an emergency existing. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc, That the consent of Congress is hereby 
granted to the Department of Public Works, Commonwealth of 
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Massachusetts, to construct, maintain, and operate a free highway 
bridge and approaches thereto across Connecticut River, at a 
polok suitable to the interests of navigation, at or near the towns 
and Gill, in accordance with the provisions of an act 

cninioa “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

With the following committee amendment: 


Page 1, line 8, strike out the words “ towns of and Gill,” 
and insert in lieu thereof town of Erving, Mass.,“ and amend the 
title 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time 
and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

The title was amended to read as follows: “A bill grant- 
ing the consent of Congress to the Department of Public 
Works of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts to construct, 
maintain, and operate a free highway bridge across the 
Connecticut River at or near Erving, Mass.” 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER AT OMAHA, NEBR. 


Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, the other bill is Senate 4799, 
to extend the times for commencing and completing the con- 
struction of bridges across the Missouri River at or near 
Farnam Street, Omaha, Nebr., and at or near South Omaha, 
Nebr., in which the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Howarp] 
is interested, and is another emergency case. I therefore 
ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the times for commencing and complet- 
ing the construction (a) of the bridge across the Missouri River 
at or near Farnam Street, Omaha, Nebr., authorized to be built by 
the Omaha-Council Bluffs Missouri River Bridge Board of Trustees 
by section 3 of the act of Congress approved June 10, 1930, and 
(b) of the bridge across the Missouri River at or near South 
Omaha, Nebr., authorized to be built by Charles B. Morearty, his 
heirs, legal representatives, and assigns, by section 4 of such act 
of June 10, 1930, are hereby extended in each case one and three 

. years, respectively, from June 10, 1931, 

Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read 
the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


LEAVE TO FILE MINORITY VIEWS 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the chair- 
man of the Judiciary Committee and at the request of other 
members of the committee, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Members of the Judiciary Committee may have until 
next Saturday at midnight to file minority views on Resolu- 
tion 356 providing for the consideration of House Joint 
Resolution 292, proposing an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

RESERVING CERTAIN LANDS FOR THE PAPAGO INDIANS 

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table the bill S. 2231 and agree to 
the Senate amendment to the House amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill and the 
Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill (S. 2231) to reserve 
certain lands on the public domain in Arizona for the use 
and benefit of the Papago Indians, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk also read the Senate amendment to the House 
amendment, as follows: 


The Senate to the amendment No. 3 of said bill with an 
amendment, as follows: At the end of said amendment add the 
following: Together with the $9,500 authorized to be appro- 
priated to purchase land for an addition to the Papago Indian 
Reservation, Ariz., by the act of June 28, 1926 (44 Stat. 775).” 


The Senate amendment to the House amendment was 
agreed to. 
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LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that at the close of the address of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Reece] the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. McSwain] may have 50 minutes to address the House. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I hope the consent asked will 
be given as that was the understanding the other day when 
the time was granted to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
REECE]. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, I want 
to know if this question of the special committee report is 
to be ventilated and aired to-day on the floor of the House, 
and if some of us opposed to these views are to have an op- 
portunity to present our side of the case. I want to serve 
notice now that when any Member asks for time to present 
his views, for the remainder of the session I shall ask for 
an equal amount of time to follow him. 

Mr, TILSON. Is the gentleman ready to-day? If so, 
I have no doubt he will get time. 

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I would like to follow my 
colleague from New York [Mr. FIsH]. 

Mr, SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I shall not 
object to-day, but if any other requests come after to-day 
for 15 minutes or an hour I am going to object until we get 
some of these important measures that Members have re- 
quested the Rules Committee to present to the House out of 
the way. 

Mr. GARNER. May I state to the gentleman from Con- 
necticut, as well as to the gentleman from New York, that 
I have been advised that Judge Hatt, of Mississippi, will not 
be able to occupy the hour that was granted to him the 
28 day. So that hour will be at the disposition of the 

ouse. 

Mr, SNELL. Iam not going to object to the use of to-day 
for speeches, but from now on I am going to object until we 
get the business of the House out of the way. 

Mr. BACHMANN. As I understand the situation, Mr. 
Speaker, as soon as the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. McSwar] finishes his address I will be permitted to 
address the House? 


The SPEAKER. Yes; the Chair will recognize the gen- 
tleman 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that following the gentleman from West Virginia I may 
have an hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CHAL- 
MERS] has 15 minutes following the gentleman from West 
Virginia. The gentleman from New York asks unanimous 
consent that at the close of the address of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. CHALMERS] he may have one hour. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 


PILLAGER BANDS OF CHIPPEWA INDIANS 


Mr. LEAVITT. Mr, Speaker, I call up the conference re- 
port upon the bill (S. 4051), authorizing the Pillager Bands 
of Chippewa Indians, residing in the State of Minnesota, to 
submit claims to the Court of Claims, and ask unanimous 
consent that the statement be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana calls up a 
conference report and asks unanimous consent that the 
statement be read in lieu of the report. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement of the conferees. 

The report and statement are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill 
(S. 4051) authorizing the Pillager Bands of Chippewa In- 
dians, residing in the State of Minnesota, to submit claims 
to the Court of Claims, having met, after full and free con- 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 2. 
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That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the House numbered 1 and 3, and agree to 
the same. 

Scott LEAVITT, 

W. H. SPROUL, 

JoHN M. Evans, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

LYNN J. FRAZIER, 

THOS. D. SCHALL, 

HENRY F. ASHURST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the House to the bill (S. 4051) authorizing the 
Pillager Bands of Chippewa Indians, residing in the State 
of Minnesota, to submit clairs to the Court of Claims, sub- 
mit the following written statement explaining the effect of 
the action agreed on by the conference committee and sub- 
mitted in the accompanying conference report: 

The House made three amendments to this bill, the first 
inserting the language which has become standard in juris- 
dictional bills allowing the United States to plead and be 
given credit for all sums including gratuities, paid to or 
expended for the benefit of the Indians; the second, to re- 
duce the maximum of attorneys’ fees from 10 per cent to 5 
per cent; and the third having to do with the disposition of 
the funds which might be recovered. 

The Senate agrees to the first and third amendments of 
the House. The House recedes from its second amendment, 
restoring the 10 per cent maximum limitation on attorneys’ 
fees. The 10 per cent maximum is that which has usually 
been inserted in bills of this kind and the grounds upon 
which the change was proposed in the House committee 
were withdrawn upon further study by the Member making 
the suggestion. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the con- 
ference report. 
The conference report was agreed to. 
MUSCLE SHOALS 


The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House, the Chair 
recognizes the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. REECE] for 
50 minutes. 

Mr. REECE. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the conference 
committee on Muscle Shoals legislation, endeavoring to rep- 
resent the views of the House, and as a member of your Mili- 
tary Committee, who has been actively interested in every 
practical movement looking to any possible legislation upon 
this subject, I take this opportunity to explain the earnest 
efforts the House conferees have made to find common 
ground with conferees on the part of the Senate upon which 
we could stand without completely surrendering the posi- 
tion of the House. 

The session is drawing to a close, and this matter of such 
vital concern to the economic welfare of the South and of 
such moment as expressing a fundamental policy of our 
Federal Government in its onward look to a happy and pros- 
perous people living under the guiding principles of the 
American Constitution, still languishes in conference, ap- 
parently for no good reason. It is being suffocated in clouds 
of confusion and mists of deceptive propaganda rising from 
the forum of the Senate as a smoke screen under which 
poisoned arrows are hurled at House conferees, who have 
taken every initiative for a solution. Those who at the 
most opportune time in its history for passage are smother- 
ing this legislation, so important to many House Members, 
are doing so at the sacrifice of the tremendous benefits 
which a successful operation of this project at this particu- 
lar time would mean to the people of the South, who, in 
their distress, are appealing to the Nation for help. Is it 
consistent for those who profess to be the emancipators of 
the people to undertake in disguise to block all legislation 
on the subject and to wear out the patience of Congress and 
the distressed people of the fair Southland until an obnox- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


5219 


ious political experiment in sovietism may be foisted upon 
them in their anxiety for relief? 

Is it not a sad commentary upon both the intelligence 
and the patriotism of the conferees, now having the entire 
Situation in their hands at the point of enactment after 
years of investigation and study, if this God-given natural 


*| resource and great potential asset to the South and the 


Government must continue to go to waste, while the toilers 
of the soil, the army of unemployed, and the shattered busi- 
ness enterprises of hosts of citizens in the adjacent States 
continue to be deprived of its benefits in the hour of need? 
I do not blame the responsible parties for seeking cover in a 
“Sermon on the Mount,” in a deluge of “Power Trust” 
propaganda, in a “ Trojan horse,” in imaginary “ chemical 
industries” which they fear may develop around Muscle 
Shoals for the good of the South, in the mirage of “ Federal 
operation,” or for staging any sort of magical performance 
to escape responsibility. 

So, with the session drawing to a close and the situation 
of real interest to many Members of Congress being what it 
is, I deem it fitting and eminently proper that the matter 
should be discussed with candor and the situation clarified, 
so far as possible, to the end of hastening constructive legis- 
lation upon the subject. 

I shall discuss the issues between the Senate and the 
House conferees as they existed, first, prior to compromise 
proposals on part of House conferees; second, in the com- 
promise proposals themselves; and, third, after the com- 
promise proposals were advanced. The situation has devel- 
oped to where the issues, as well as the extent of agreement 
and differences, are clear to the conferees. I hope to make 
them clear to the House. 


REAL ISSUE BETWEEN SENATE AND HOUSE 


Getting to the fundamental question embodied in the 
original Senate and House bills, the real issue between the 
Senate on the one side and the House on the other is 
whether the Congress will abandon the nitrate plants for 
the useful purposes of national defense and as a needed aid 
to agriculture—the primary objectives of their construction 
at a cost of $85,000,000 of the taxpayers’ money—and leave 
them to stand idle and to deteriorate while a group of 
political appointees on the pay roll of a Federal-owned cor- 
poration operates the water-power facilities built at a cost 
of $50,000,000 of the taxpayers’ money, and adds thereto a 
system of transmission lines, all as an experiment of the 
Federal Government in the power-distribution business. 

That is the real issue between the House and the Senate 
as it was sent into the conference for decision before any 
compromises were proposed. 

On one hand, the Senate bill would limit the use of two 
large nitrate plants, each equipped with every facility for 
an industrial center, capable of housing a thousand em- 
ployees, solely to experimental production of fertilizer and 
the manufacture of fixed nitrogen in indefinite amounts by 
a Federal corporation. Not only so, but it would build 
expensive transmission lines and sell off the power so that 
the nitrate plants could never be operated for fertilizer pro- 
duction. If the Senate bill should ever become a law, it 
would scrap these two large industrial nitrate plants, the 
only plants of the kind owned by the United States Govern- 
ment, and divert the power into a distribution system. 

On the other hand, the House, following the report of its 
Committee on Military Affairs, substituted a measure that 
would permit the President to lease both the power and the 
nitrate plants on stipulated conditions assuring continuous 
operation as a privately conducted enterprise in the manu- 
facture of those chemical products for which they are espe- 
cially adapted, valuable and essential both as plant food in 
fertilizer and for powder and other munitions of war. The 
kind of operation authorized and directed by the House 
would not betray the promise to agriculture nor fail in the 
purpose to safeguard and strengthen our ability to prose- 
cute war. It is the conviction of those of us who have fol- 
lowed this question closely for 10 years, that a peace-time 
use of the plants for producing essential munitions of war, 
the production of nitrates for use in fertilizer and similar 
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products would preserve and maintain their capacity as 
‘war machines in up-to-date operating condition. Your 
military committee, which has considered this question from 
every angle for 15 years, has adhered to the view that the 
original plan and purpose shall not be abandoned, and the 
House has heretofore approved their conclusions and recom- 
mendations. 
THE QUESTION AS PLACED INTO CONFERENCE 

Therefore, the question placed before the conference was, 
Will the House depart from the original purpose, reverse 
itself and accept instead the proposal of the Senate that the 
Government shall engage in limited experimentation in 
fertilizer production as the only aid to agriculture and, with 
the power plants developed for supplying the necessary mo- 
tive force for large scale operation of the nitrate plants, 
embark upon an excursion into a new field, that of setting 
up the Federal Government as a power merchant on the 
plan of sovietism? 

The question is not only one of principle, but also is one 
of tremendous and immediate concern to the economic wel- 
fare and progress of the South in particular, as well as of 
the Nation. Private investments amounting to hundreds 
of millions, and the onward progress of potentially the 
greatest industrial valley in the world are waiting upon the 
settlement of this question. 

In principle, it involves no less a fundamental question of 
Government than this: Are the investments of private citi- 
zens, made according to law and working under the law 
to supply public needs, and the sacred rights of sovereign 
States to be protected in behalf of the public welfare, or 
are these time-honored constitutional rights of American 
citizens to be destroyed by quack legislation here in Wash- 
ington and to be trodden under foot by the Federal Gov- 
ernment itself entering private business in competition with 
its own citizens without being governed by the same prin- 
ciples of investment and business financing which it requires 
of its citizens? Such a departure is unfair, fundamentally 
unsound, and would lead to disaster. 

Let us see now the degree of candor with which the House 
conferees approached a solution of the questions through 
their far-reaching compromise proposals. 

FAR-REACHING PROPOSALS BY HOUSE CONFEREES 

Members of the House should know and understand the 

extent to which the House conferees have been willing to go 
with representatives of the Senate in an effort to adjust 
differences between the two legislative bodies and thereby 
dispose of a vexatious problem that has been on the lap of 
Congress for more than 10 years. Certain compromise sug- 
gestions proposed by House conferees were reduced to writ- 
ing and submitted in the form of a bill in response to the 
request of Senate conferees, copy of which appears at page 
889 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of December 16, 1930, in 
connection with a statement I then made in order to advise 
the House of the progress of negotiations in conference 
looking to an agreement with the Senate. 

These compromise suggestions on part of the House con- 
ferees, repeatedly proposed in various forms since that 
time, embodied three principles: 

First. That the Government lease the nitrate plants for 
quantity production of fertilizer, fertilizer ingredients, and 
other chemical and electrochemical products needed for 
munitions of war, as contemplated in the national defense 
act, under the provisions and limitations of House bill, with 
priority rights for all electric energy needed for such opera- 
tions at price and terms deemed fair and just by the Presi- 
dent and board. 

Second. That the Government itself keep possession of 
and operate the power-generating facilities and sell the sur- 
plus power at the switchboard under the provisions and 
limitations of Senate bill, giving preference to municipali- 
ties and States, but not be authorized to construct transmis- 
sion lines until the amount of surplus power, if any, and the 
economic necessity for such expenditure on part of the Gov- 
ernment might be determined, for it is not contemplated 
that they will ever be needed. 
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Third. That the Government construct Cove Creek stor- 
age dam. 

To anyone who will read this compromise proposal on the 
part of House conferees it is clear that it adopts the House 
plan for leasing the nitrate plants with guaranties of quan- 
tity production of fertilizer up to the full capacity of the 
plants and the market demands at a limited profit, together 
with all the provisions of the Senate bill for experimentation 
in the manufacture and use of new forms of fertilizer, and 
with operations sufficiently broad to insure a continuous and 
increasingly successful operation of the nitrate plants pri- 
marily for fertilizer production. It contemplates the need of 
all the power in the fertilizer and kindred chemical opera- 
tions at the plants and, therefore, impresses it with priority 
use for that purpose, as originally planned in the construc- 
tion of the whole project as a self-contained unit. The lease 
provision contains every necessary limitation consistent with 
an economic operation of the plants like that carried on in 
any other successful fertilizer operation and every safeguard 
of the public interest. 

It adopts the Senate plan for Government operation of the 
power-generating facilities with the Senate limitations and 
preferences governing the sale of all surplus power, thus 
giving every safeguard to the public interest in the sale and 
use of any possible surplus power beyond that needed by 
nitrate plants. 

It offers Government construction of the Cove Creek Stor- 
age Dam on the Clinch River in Tennessee because of the 
public benefit it would render by increasing the value of the 
water-power plant at Muscle Shoals and at other points 
along the Tennessee River, by providing flood control, and 
by increasing the capacity of the Tennessee River as a 
navigable highway of commerce across four States, linking 
it to the Ohio and the Mississippi Rivers as a part of a great 
national asset. 

Taking the author of the Senate bill at his word as ex- 
pressed on the floor of the Senate last spring and in the 
public press, to the effect that he realized that all legislation 
is the result of compromise and that he would be agreeable 
to a compromise including the House plan governing lease 
of the nitrate plants and the Senate plan governing opera- 
tion of the power plants and the sale and use of surplus 
power, the House conferees, after consultation with asso- 
ciates on the Military Committee and several other Members 
of the House, proposed this compromise to the Senate con- 
ferees. 

We believe that it was an eminently fair and just proposal 
to anyone in a legislative frame of mind and that it would 
have passed both the House and Senate if given a chance, 
and probably would have met with Executive approval un- 
der the circumstances which may never again be duplicated. 
I felt that the President was inclined to go a long way with 
the House conferees in meeting the Senate conferees upon 
any fair basis in the interest of the public and the Nation 
in an hour of distress when cooperation in constructive ac- 
tion is paramount in the heart and mind of a great patriot 
and statesman like the one whom the country is now for- 
tunate to have occupy the White House in a crisis. 

However, the author of the Senate bill raised two objec- 
tions: One was that the proposed lease permitted too much 
latitude in the manufacture of incidental products in con- 
nection with the fertilizer operations at the nitrate plants. 
The other was that the immediate construction of transmis- 
sion lines by the Government was not made mandatory in 
the compromise. So the proposal was brushed aside and 
apparently received no consideration. A counter leasing 
gesture as an amendment to his own bill was made which 
obviously could not interest a lessee nor result in any type 
of operation of the nitrate plants. 


PROPOSAL OF MAJORITY HOUSE CONFEREES FEBRUARY 13 


Upon the floor of the Senate, January 27 and 28, the au- 
thor of the Senate bill and his colleague on the conference 
from South Carolina indicated very clearly that they were 
anxious to accept any leasing provision on the part of House 
conferees which would provide that the nitrate plants be 
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used exclusively for manufacture of fertilizer and fertilizer 
ingredients with any amount of power needed for that 
purpose. 

Some of us did not have the faith to make another trial, 
but a majority of our conferees, through my colleague on 
the conference from Texas, offered a leasing amendment to 
the Norris bill which was further than some of us could go. 
This proposal, presented last Friday, offers to exclude all the 
incidental products which usually accompany any large- 
scale fertilizer operation and for which the Muscle Shoals 
properties are so well adapted, and to limit the operations at 
the nitrate plants exclusively to fertilizer and fertilizer in- 
gredients. The proposal was very strictly drawn by some of 
the House conferees who wished to meet fully the expressed 
views of the Senate conferees. These House conferees were 
extremely anxious to get a conference report and dispose of 
the matter. It required 85 per cent of all the power used to 
go into fertilizer and fertilizer ingredients exclusively and 
permitted only 15 per cent to go into processing surplus in- 
gredients for market. But the Senate conferees refused to 
accept it and reverted to their own leasing proviso which had 
been acknowledged long ago to be a mere gesture. 

The author of the Senate bill objected on the ground that 
the proposal would permit the lessee, when the market de- 
mands for fertilizer and fertilizer ingredients are satisfied 
and, otherwise, he would have to shut down through the off- 
seasons or the dull years, to go on manufacturing fertilizer 
ingredients with his own power which he had already bought 
and paid for. He objected even though the lessee was per- 
mitted to use only 15 per cent of that power for processing 
these surplus ingredients for any available market until the 
fertilizer market again opens. He insisted that the leasing 
provision must contain a limitation whereby the lessee is 
prohibited by law from processing or selling a fertilizer in- 
gredient except as fertilizer or to be used in fertilizer and, 
therefore, is required to shut down the huge plants during 
the offseasons or when the fertilizer market is glutted, and 
let the plants and his millions invested in equipment stand 
idle and his power go to waste. 

Such an attitude is taken on the part of the author of 
the Senate bill under the pretext that he is protecting the 
public interest by insisting upon operations for fertilizer 
production only and by not letting any of the power be used 
in any of the kindred chemical operations. The fact is that 
he is preventing any possible operation of the plants for 
fertilizer production under any arrangement, for purposes 
of his own. He obscures his object by branding anyone who 
really wishes to make provision for a successful fertilizer 
and kindred chemical operation, even with the least possible 
latitude, as a tool of the Power Trust seeking by some 
“ joker ” to steal the power and give it to the power com- 
panies or by some “loophole” to let the lessee escape his 
fertilizer obligations, however strict the fertilizer obligation 
may be. 

The object of such a ridiculous attitude is to render an 
agreement in conference impossible. If an agreement should 
be reached on his basis, it would defeat the prospect of any 
lease or the operation of nitrate plants for production of 
fertilizer in quantity by anyone, and thus his object to hold 
back the power for distribution over the contemplated Fed- 
eral-built transmission lines would be accomplished. So 
the contention in conference about breadth of the leasing 
provision is only an indirect way of backing out of the 
agreement to lease the nitrate plants for fertilizer produc- 
tion and of insisting upon the unmodified Norris bill with 
all its absurdities. 

Even though it is the Norris bill or nothing, the author 
will not consent to a formal disagreement and let his bill 
come out to be voted on again without first clothing it with 
an ineffectual leasing proviso to hide its ugly nakedness. 
For some reason, he tries to keep the issue obscured. 

It reminds me of the well-trained pet fox which Gov. 
Alf A. Taylor and his boys of east Tennessee mountain fame 
used to keep securely protected for another race. Having 
let it run many skillful races and furnish much fun, he is 
now saving it for another race. 
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THE ISSUE AFTER THE CONFERENCE 


While the issue in the conferences has seemed to be the 
breadth of the leasing provision, it has finally proved to be 
“no leasing” on part of Senate conferees versus any pos- 
sible leasing” on part of a majority of House conferees. 
The conferences have served no purpose except to define the 
attitude and object of Senate conferees and the extreme 
distance which the House conferees have been willing to go 
to meet the representatives from the Senate. But the Senate 
conferees would not come out and meet us at any point. 
Some of the House conferees were in favor of surrendering 
the position of the House completely in their anxiety for 
action. But I did not share that extreme view. I feel that 
the Senate conferees have some obligation in the matter 
as well as the House conferees and that the responsibility 
now is with them. 

We have done our duty and perhaps have gone too far in 
our fruitless efforts to compromise. I am inclined to feel 
that we should revert to the original House position as the 
proper solution which was so tersely expressed by ex- 
President Calvin Coolidge, a close student of the situation, 
when he said: 

* + For the United States to go into the electrical busi- 
ness would be a gross misuse of its powers and involve it in all 
kinds of political abuses. The thing to do with Muscle Shoals 
is to dispose of it to private interests, with suitable restrictions. 

The view expressed by Mr. Coolidge is likewise held by the 
United States Chamber of Commerce, after an investigation 
and study of the situation. 

So the issue after the conferences is substantially the same 
as it was before; that is, “ Private leasing of the nitrate 
plants primarily for fertilizer production with priority rights 
to power for that purpose” versus “A Federal power-distri- 
bution system with Federal-built transmission lines.” Let 
me discuss a little further some of the aspects of this funda- 
mental issue which has been more clearly defined as a result 
of our conferences. 


TRANSMISSION LINES 


Any board set up at Muscle Shoals should not use public 
funds with which to build power-transmission lines to trans- 
mit power away from the plants and thereby defeat their 
successful operation, in the absence of specific approval of 
Congress, unless and until the public need for transmission 
lines has been established and Congress has approved and 
authorized the necessary appropriation for same. For the 
Congress to grant authority and to appropriate unlimited 
millions from the Public Treasury for such adventure with- 
out investigation or determination of economic necessity 
of same is entirely unprecedented in the history of our 
Government. It would be a dangerous precedent to set, 
regardless of the danger in the adventure itself, as well as 
a defeat of the fertilizer project. 

We believe, and it must be admitted by those who have 
given any thought to the question, that if the Congress suc- 
ceeds in establishing a successful plan for fertilizer produc- 
tion at Muscle Shoals, such as is contemplated in the House 
bill and such as the American farmer has been assured 
repeatedly would be done, that the amount of surplus power 
available for sale to the public will be small and, therefore, 
that transmission lines would not be needed. If, however, 
it should develop after two or three years’ operation that 
transmission lines are necessary in order to protect the in- 
terests of the Government and of the public in the disposi- 
tion of surplus power either because of inability to market 
it to local municipalities over lines they themselves might 
build to the plants or failure to secure a reasonable price 
from private companies and to prevent waste of a valuable 
by-product, Congress may authorize the construction of 
transmission lines at any time in the future after having 
ascertained the economic public need therefor. 


POWER PLANTS AND NITRATE PLANTS ESSENTIAL TO EACH OTHER 


Members of the House should remember that the Wilson 
Dam power plant was built as a necessary and essential ad- 
junct for supplying electric energy with which to operate the 
nitrate plants to the end that the United States would have 
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a self-contained manufacturing plant and that no one ever 
contemplated the generation of power to be distributed and 
sold or transmitted to other sections for public consumption. 

Moreover, if the sort of operations are permitted in the 
nitrate plants that naturally belong with any complete and 
successful fertilizer operation, the most advantageous mar- 
ket from the standpoint of the Government is created at 
the plants, without expense of transmission, for practically 
all, if not all the electric energy, both primary and 
secondary. 

ONE OF TWO ALTERNATIVES—SENATE PERMITS NO MIDDLE GROUND 

The Congress is faced with the necessity of deciding upon 
one of two alternatives in enacting legislation that will dis- 
pose of the Muscle Shoals question—one, the plan proposed 
by the Senator from Nebraska, and the other proposed by 
the House conferees. Without betraying a sacred trust and 
sacrificing all business principles, the power at Muscle Shoals 
can not be diverted from that of supplying the necessary 
energy for operation of the nitrate plants to that of supply- 
ing a Federal power-distribution system with transmission 
lines taking it to different sections of the country surround- 
ing Muscle Shoals. 

Congress must follow the leadership of the author of the 
Senate bill on this question whose admitted purpose is to 
set up a Federal-owned power system in a local section of 
the United States at any cost without regard to need, or, 
on the other hand, it must reaffirm its original purpose to 
dedicate an investment of $150,000,000 of public funds to 
promoting our national safety in time of war and serving 
the American farmer in time of peace. 
` FEDERAL POWER SYSTEM CONFLICTS WITH INTEREST OF SOUTH 

What is the situation in those sections of Alabama, Missis- 
sippi, and Tennessee where the Senator from Nebraska 
would inaugurate an experimental policy which he proposes 
to extend to other sections of the country—that of the Fed- 
eral Government generating and selling power to the public 
in competition with private citizens and sovereign States? 
It is predominantly an agricultural section of small farm 
owners in which there are no industrial centers nearer than 
Birmingham, Chattanooga, Nashville, and Memphis, from 
100 to 150 miles distant. 

The people in this area have not been before Congress 
either in person or by petition claiming they are destitute of 
needed supplies of electricity mor have the people of the 
towns and villages in this area appealed for relief because 
of any inability upon the part of their local governments to 
prevent excessive prices for electric service being rendered 
by existing private agencies. 

On the contrary, Congress finds it necessary to appropri- 
ate millions of dollars to provide feed and fertilizer and 
other bare necessities of life in order to relieve destitute 
farmers and to tide them over until after the harvest of 
another crop. Whatever may be the desire of the Senator 
from Nebraska to put the Government into the power- 
distribution business and whatever may be the reasons 
which actuate him as author of this Federal-operation 
scheme, Congress should not yet abandon the original pur- 
pose and fail to make a bona fide effort to accomplish some- 
thing at Muscle Shoals in behalf of agriculture along sound 
and constructive business lines. 

BOTH PARTIES PLEDGED TO AGRICULTURE AND NATIONAL DEFENSE 

This is not a partisan or a political question. Both the 
Democratic and Republican platforms have committed these 
two great parties to the dedication of Muscle Shoals to 
agriculture and national defense as contemplated in the 
national defense act. 

HOUSE PLAN NOT A SUBSIDY 

The legislation is not subject to the criticism that it pro- 
poses to subsidize a chemical industry. The President makes 
the contract and is permitted to exercise business discretion 
having regard to the obligation of the lessee to maintain the 
plants in condition for immediate taking over by the United 
States when the national safety may demand and to aid and 
cooperate in introducing and developing improved types of 
fertilizer. He is not directed nor is it intended to confer 
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upon any lessee special concessions such as would amount to 
a subsidy either in the amount of rental paid or the price 
charged for power. 

In fact, it is only good business to permit an operation 
sufficiently broad to furnish a satisfactory market at the 
plants for the electric current and, at the same time, to 
result in fulfillment of the pledge to agriculture and to 
national defense. 

Competition in the execution of a lease is expected to de- 
velop and in no way does the bill expressly or impliedly 
authorize the President on behalf of the United States to 
donate anything of value or to waive a reasonable return 
from the use of the facilities leased in view of the general 
public good to be accomplished. 


PLEDGE TO NATIONAL DEFENSE PARAMOUNT 


The primary object of this whole project was national 
defense. 

At the close of the war the original expenditure of $20,- 
000,000 had increased to nearly $85,000,000 on two nitrate 
plants and a partially completed water-power plant. While 
efforts were immediately made to direct the manner of 
their peace-time use and has continued without success 
for 12 years, Congress felt justified in making further ex- 
penditures of $50,000,000 to complete the power plant on 
the assumption that Muscle Shoals would be maintained as 
an agency for successfully prosecuting war and in the mean- 
time operated in aid of agriculture. Under the House plan, 
the President is authorized to negotiate the best contract he 
is able to secure for operation of the plants for the purposes 
that brought about their construction. 


TRANSMISSION LINES DEFEAT PURPOSE OF PROJECT 


According to a recent report by the Secretary of War to 
the Senate (S. Doc. No. 222, Tist Cong., 3d sess.) the total 
available firm or primary power at Wilson Dam is only 
66,000 kilowatts or about 88,000 horsepower. He reports 
that while the installed generating capacity is 184,000 kilo- 
watts, about 245,000 horsepower, that the average flow of 
the river is such that for about one-third of the time the 
power supply is only 88,000 horsepower. 

Any character of operation at the nitrate plants com- 
mensurate with their capacity for production of chemical 
fertilizer ingredients or munitions of war will require practi- 
cally all of the available energy and thus would leave noth- 
ing for a power distribution and transmission system 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Whatever may be the motive of those who would settle the 
Muscle Shoals problem in the manner proposed by the Sen- 
ate bill, the House and the country should understand that 
the inevitable result would be to sacrifice the hope and ex- 
pectation that the plants would ever function in a manner 
to be of real service to the farmer or to national defense. 

It is the confident expectation of those who advocate Gov- 
ernment operation of a power-distribution system at Muscle 
Shoals that once the power is contracted to a community of 
citizens such as a municipality or to industry anywhere 
within that locality that any future effort by Congress to 
withdraw it for operating the nitrate plants would not suc- 
ceed, and in that expectation they are right. If the Con- 
gress by a legislative decree does not impress the power with 
a priority use for nitrate-plant operation, but permits it to 
flow out to the public for general distribution, only in an 
extreme emergency such as war will it be able to recover it 
for use as the motive force for nitrate-plant operation. 

A dependable supply of electric energy, whether for fer- 
tilizer manufacture or for national defense, must be contin- 
uously available, the same as it must be continuously avail- 
able if used to supply industry or a municipally owned dis- 
tribution system. Muscle Shoals power, therefore, can not 
be made a dependable source for general use, and at the 
same time continue available even for intermittent opera- 
tions of any character that the Congress might authorize at 


the nitrate plants. 

Therefore, in the very nature of the situation, the Con- 
gress must elect to follow one of two courses before it—carry 
out the original plan for national defense and fertilizer, that 
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brought about the creation of Muscle Shoals, or put the | in size and in power output with the Wilson Dam plant at 


Federal Government into the power-distribution business. 
NO MARKET FOR FEDERAL POWER AFTER TRANSMISSION 

The territory surrounding the plants in Alabama, Tennes- 
see, and Mississippi is already supplied with power transmis- 
sion and distribution lines. If all the commercially usable 
power that can economically be generated and distributed 
from these plants should be transmitted to Birmingham, 
Chattanooga, Memphis, or Nashville, it would be insufficient 
to supply present power demands of either one of these 
cities, to say nothing of the demands of the others or inter- 
mediate towns and communities and of increased power de- 
mands in these towns and cities due to future growth, even 
though the Cove Creek Dam Reservoir should have the effect 
of doubling the power output at Muscle Shoals. A 

None of these communities would give up their dependable 
and adequate supply of power for an inadequate supply 
subject to political vicissitudes, political waste, and to 
recall for national-defense purposes in an emergency. 


FEDERAL OPERATION RESTS ON UNSOUND BUSINESS BASIS 


If Members of Congress were directors of a private cor- 
poration which owned Muscle Shoals, they would not hesi- 
tate to reject a suggestion that the plants be operated as it 
is proposed that they be operated by a Federal corporation 
under the terms of the Senate bill. It is under no obliga- 
tion to earn a return on its paid-in capital stock of $10,- 
000,000 or on the investment in properties devoted to 
business enterprises. It is not required to set aside out of 
earnings any sum for depreciation, replacements, or obso- 
lescence. It is not even directed to conserve its working 
capital or to earn any profit whatever on properties or 
funds employed in business. Should an officer of a private 
corporation be any more careful and prudent in handling 
the funds of its stockholders than Members of Congress in 
handling the funds of American citizens and taxpayers? 
If the Federal Government is to enter the arena of private 
business in competition with its own private citizens, it 
should be honest enough to enter upon the same business 
basis required of the private citizens in their operations. 


ARRESTED DEVELOPMENT—TENNESSEE VALLEY 


Congress at least should be consistent. During the same 
session that the Senate adopted a bill to create a Federal 
corporation to operate Muscle Shoals with authority to its 
officers to use funds obtained from the sale of power or 
from appropriations made by Congress to build transmission 
lines in any direction, it extended an inyitation to private 
companies as licensees of the Federal Power Commission to 
cooperate in developing other power sites along the Ten- 
nessee River, both above and below the Muscle Shoals 
plants, and build high dams, both for power and navigation, 
instead of low dams for navigation improvement alone, with 
a view to the completion of a comprehensive scheme which 
Congress has approved for a 9-foot navigation project 
extending from Knoxville to the Ohio River. 

It is the history of political business enterprises in any 
field of commercial endeavor that it arrests private develop- 
ment and retards progress. Muscle Shoals is no exception. 

The Federal water power act is more than 10 years old, 
and while the State of Temnessee possesses perhaps more 
extensive and more attractive undeveloped water-power re- 
sources than any other Southern State, yet not one hydro- 
electric plant has been built within the State since the pas- 
sage of the Federal water power act. At the instance of 
Members of Congress and its committees, applications for 
permits to develop power along the Tennessee River and 
its tributaries have been held in abeyance while we have 
wrangled over Muscle Shoals on the speculative assumption 
that its disposition might possibly involve the development 
by the United States of other sites along the Tennessee and 
its tributaries, though some of them are more than 300 
miles distant from Muscle Shoals and in a different State. 
During this period of waiting, power development in ad- 
joining States has kept pace with large industrial expan- 
sion in the South within the last 10 years, which has jus- 
tified the construction of a number of plants comparable 


Muscle Shoals. 
VOICE OF SOUTHERN LEADERSHIP LACKING 

For some unaccountable reason there has been lacking the 
voice of southern leadership in this matter, which if ap- 
proached and determined in the light of sound business 
principles would contribute more than any other one thing 
in which the Government is concerned, to the welfare and 
prosperity of the people of the South. The few who have 
dared to lift their voices in the interest of a settlement of 
the matter upon sound business principles have been intimi- 
dated and harassed by a flood of false propaganda from 
Federal operationists from outside their districts so as to 
make it appear that sentiment is in favor of the soviet 
theory of Federal operation. With such dangerous and in- 
genious propagandists trailing the footsteps of southern 
Representatives, monopolizing the front pages of foreign- 
owned local newspapers with blood-curdling propaganda 
about selling out to power trusts, it is no wonder that so few 
voices from the South have been lifted in defense of south- 
ern principles and southern convictions in the determina- 
tion of a business project that so vitally affects the welfare 
of the South and Nation. Regardless of the cost, I am glad 
to have lifted my voice and to have contributed my efforts 
in behalf of a fundamental principle of American Govern- 
ment and of an honest business-like settlement of an eco- 
nomic question. 

EXAMPLE OF PROPAGANDA FIRST TENNESSEE DISTRICT 


Last spring while I was resisting the Federal-operation 
lobbyists here in Washington and trying to help work out 
a sound compromise solution of this problem with the au- 
thor of the Senate bill, an advocate of the Norris idea of 
Federal operation left his seat in the Senate and went into 
the first Tennessee district, ostensibly on a Chatauqua lec- 
ture tour. While there he made a public address advising 
the people to remove me from Congress on the ground that 
I would not approve the Norris bill in conference and re- 
port it out over the House substitute. As a direct result 
of this attack by a United States Senator upon me as a 
House conferee while in line of duty without opportunity 
for defense, an opponent who 10 days previously had an- 
nounced his decision not to make the race was persuaded 
to change his mind and announce his candidacy upon the 
Norris bill. 

The district was flooded before Congress adjourned with 
all sorts of false propaganda to the effect that I had “ sold 
out to the Power Trust,” was a “traitor to the South,” a 
Benedict Arnold,” a “ Judas Iscariot,” and that I had pre- 
vented a great outpouring of gold from the United States 
Treasury into the laps of the people of the South and, espe- 
cially, that I had insulted the Senator from Nebraska by 
placing myself in the way of this great gift from the United 
States Treasury to the downtrodden and oppressed sufferers 
of my district. Time was consumed on the floor of the United 
States Senate manufacturing this false propaganda to mis- 
represent my position in the service of the country in this 
matter. 

One of the lines of the false propaganda was that the 
President had given his assent to the Norris bill and that, 
therefore, I was standing alone against the Senator from 
the Northwest in his magic efforts to turn the Tennessee 
River into a stream of gold with its fountain in the Treas- 
ury at Washington and, overnight, to make the industries 
of its valley blossom into prosperity. The Federal-operation 
propagandists printed editorials in the press and circulated 
yellow and red “ dodgers ” terming me a traitor to the Na- 
tion and a deserter of the Republican Party for the alleged 
reason that I had refused to follow the leadership of the 
President in accepting the Norris plan for Muscle Shoals. 
The representations became so grossly false and malicious 
that the President finally wrote a letter correcting one of 
the misrepresentations and expressing his attitude on the 
principle and plan involved without indorsing or condemn- 
ing any candidate. His letter was purely in the interest of 
truth, not a candidate, and was made necessary by the 
slanderously false propaganda. 
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Contrary to misleading insinuations on the floor of the 
Senate, the letter had a wholesome effect and helped to win 
the victory which was won in the August primary upon the 
Muscle Shoals issue. My position in the matter was vindi- 
cated at the polls, and anyone now advocating the Norris 
bill, or any other Federal-operation theory in a Republican 
primary in the first Tennessee district would be defeated at 
least by three to one. And as for the President, he holds the 
confidence of the Republicans of east Tennessee in the 
highest degree and stands next to Abraham Lincoln in the 
hearts of these patriotic mountain people who have an in- 
stinctive appreciation for loyalty to country and devotion 
to duty. 

The issue did not figure in the November election and, on 
account of the age-old custom and the presumption among 
the rank and file that nomination was equivalent to election, 
no campaign was aroused among the Republican voters in 
the congressional race. Then it happened on election morn- 
ing that the voters in the big mountain counties that are 
solidly Republican and friendly to me were snowbound by a 
12-inch snow and did not cast a single vote in many places. 

The following figures, showing the results of both the 
primary and the general elections, speak for themselves. 
The November election was in no sense a mandate upon the 
Muscle Shoals or any other question within the Republican 
Party of the first Tennessee district: 


Republican primary election August 7, 1930, for Representative in 
Congress 


Sam riss 29188 
Carroll Reece (carrying 9 of the 12 counties) 25, 594 
Total Republican vote in primary 47, 782 
Polled in State Democratic primary, August 72 20, 300 
Total ote in isi 70, 082 
General election November 4, 1930, for governor 
Arthur Bruce. (Republican). c 16, 584 
Henry H. Horton (Democrat) ~-.-.----------------------- 19, 315 


Combined Republican and Democratic vote for gov- 
ernor 


General election November 4, 1930, for Congress 


O. B. Lovette (run by Democrats) 
Carroll Reece (Republican nominee) 


The August primary was such that it aroused the oppo- 
sition of the Democrats, who took their revenge in Novem- 
ber. The Democrats of the first district live principally in 
the towns, where the snow did not interfere, and they had 
on a warm State campaign in November. Fewer than 4,000 
deserters from the 47,000 Republicans of the district com- 
bined with an almost solid Democratic vote to elect my 
opponent in November in the absence of the mountain 
Republican vote.. The Republicans of the first district are 
so loyal to the nominee and have so little respect for a 
bolter that they could not think of the Democrats com- 
bining with the few Republican deserters to elect a bolter. 

In the face of all the Power Trust propaganda in the first 
‘Tennessee district, it is an interesting fact that all the 
attorneys, with only one exception, who are retained by any 
of the power companies were actively opposed to me in the 
August primary, wherein Muscle Shoals was the issue. 

Whatever the pressure from many quarters through all 
the ingenious propaganda, I could not stultify myself and 
the Republican majority of the House, whose commission 
I hold, by agreeing to such an unsound and dangerous prop- 
osition as the Norris bill, even under the pretext of com- 
promise, as a means of retaining a seat in Congress. And 
I have confidence that the Congress now nor in the future 
will not permit a fundamental principle of American gov- 
ernment to be overthrown nor a far-reaching experiment in 
sovietism to be foisted upon the South and the Nation. 
[Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cooper of Ohio). 
Under the order of the House, the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. McSwatn] is recognized for 50 minutes. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, 
for the reason that I did not know until just 50 minutes ago 
that I was to be permitted to speak at this time I have no 
set remarks. I have nothing written, and I shall, therefore, 
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be compelled to speak extemporaneously. For that reason I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McSWAIN. In connection with that statement I shall 
also announce that it will not disconcert me at all for anyone 
to ask me any questions at any stage of the discussion. 
In fact, as we have 50 minutes ahead of us, it might be a 
real mutual accommodation [laughter]; it might furnish 
new phases of the subject for our animadversion. 

If I understood the remarks of the distinguished gentle- 
man from Tennessee, who as a member of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and in that respect a colleague of mine, 
with whom I have been intimately and pleasantly associated 
now for eight years, he indorses the conclusions of the United 
States Chamber of Commerce and its committee on water 
power with reference to what should be done at Muscle 
Shoals. As I remember the report which was submitted by 
the United States Chamber of Commerce as a sort of refer- 
endum of the members of that organization, it stated as a 
fact that the property at Muscle Shoals is of little value, has 
ceased to have any potential value as an asset of national de- 
fense, and should, therefore, be sold as one of the scraps of 
war. Of course, as they have announced it to have little 
value, they can hope to get but little proceeds from the sale 
of this piece of property: I do not know whether I under- 
stood the gentleman to indorse these sentiments or not.: If 
I misunderstood the gentleman, of course I am subject to 
correction at this point. 

Mr. REECE. The gentleman would not infer from my 
speech that I take the position that the nitrate plants are 
now useless, because he will recall that the burden of my 
effort was to.indicate that they could be used to produce fer- 
tilizer in quantity, and thereby probably consume most, if 
not all, of the power, if such an operation should be per- 
mitted, but it was my view that the lease authorization sub- 
mitted by the Senate conferees did not give sufficient latitude 
to enable the President to secure a lessee. 

Mr. McSWAIN. If I understood the gentleman, he in- 
veighed with splendid diction and a fine enthusiasm against 
the infringement of those essential and fundamental prin- 
ciples upon which American civilization rests, to wit, indi- 
vidual enterprise, private property, and private initiative, 
all of which he suggests are about to be overthrown and 
destroyed by the sapping and mining of the Senator from 
Nebraska. 

I submit that it is just as much a violation of that prin- 
ciple to make fertilizer in opposition to private enterprises 
now making fertilizer as it is to sell electric power wholesale 
in opposition to electric-power concerns generating elec- 
tricity, whether by steam or water power. The principle is 
just the same. Whoever is in favor of manufacturing fer- 
tilizer for sale, whether by direct governmental agency or 
through a Government property virtually subsidizing such 
fertilizer manufacture, can not stand here and in the same 
speech say that because the surplus power is supposed to be 
distributed wholesale by a corporation which is virtually a 
Government-owned corporation to do so is violative of 
a fundamental American principle. It seems to me to be 
consistent that we have to reject both propositions and 
follow the United States Chamber of Commerce and sell the 
entire plant outright as a scrap of war, or we have to admit 
that the original design of using it as a fertilizer proposition in 
time of peace and as a by-product and incidental of the great 
main objective of national defense may be properly pursued. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. McSWAIN. Yes. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. Is it not true that if the Presi- 
dent has authority to lease, that there would be no surplus 
power to be sold? It takes 280,000 horsepower to make the 
requisite amount of fertilizer of a certain grade—2,000,000 
tons of 2-8-2 fertilizer. The Cove Creek proposition will only 
double the power; and if it is run for the purpose which 
Congress intended, there will be no surplus power. 

Mr. McSWAIN. If the President exercised the power 
which is contained in the draft here in my hand, which 
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represents—as I am informed—a tentative agreement on 
which the conferees of the House and the Senate, condition- 
ally at least, agreed, whereby it is provided in that tentative 
draft that within the period of 12 years the lessee to whom 
the President is given carte blanche authority to lease 
without a single restriction as to price, without a single 
specification in the law as to the annual rental, without 
specification as to what the price of power shall be, so that 
he can fix it as $1 a year as rental for nitrate plants and 
can fix the price of power at the actual cost of generating 
power, whether it be $17 per kilowatt per year or not, and if 
within the 12 years the lessee or lessees comply with the 
terms of this provision, then I submit that there will not be 
a single horsepower of surplus power to be sold, because, as 
the gentleman from Michigan suggests, it will take every 
particle of hydraulically generated power to produce the 
maximum capacity of these two nitrogen plants, which 
capacity must be reached within 12 years. 

Mr. EVANS of California. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McSWAIN. I yield. 

Mr. EVANS of California. Would that then be in accord 
with the original act, the authorization of this plant? 

Mr. McSWAIN. Absolutely. 

Mr. EVANS of California. Then what is the objection 
to it? 

Mr. McSWAIN. I do not object. I am for it 100 per 
cent. Why did the gentleman from California not ask my 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. Reece] why he objects, and why 
he does not consent to bring in this bill which I hold in my 
hand? 

Mr. EVANS of California. My conception of the speech of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Reece] was that he was 
in accord with the plan of leasing the plants, which was 
authorized by the original act. 

Mr. McSWAIN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Reece] can speak for himself again, but as I understand it, 
this bill which has been furnished me as an authentic copy 
of the agreement provides that for one year after the pas- 
sage of this act the President of the United States is to have 
absolute authority to lease these nitrate plants, either or 
both, with no strings on him whatever, except that the lease 
shall not be for more than 50 years, and that within 12 years 
the maximum capacity of these two plants for the fixation 
of atmospheric nitrogen shall be reached. 

Mr. WURZBACH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McSWAIN. I yield. 

Mr. WURZBACH. The gentleman from South Carolina 
has referred to a draft of a bill. The chief controversy be- 
tween the Senate conferees and the House conferees being 
on subdivision (c) of section 25, I would be glad if the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina would let us know what the 
draft he has in his hand provides with reference to that 
subdivision, so that at least I will understand what the 
proposition is. 

Mr. McSWAIN. I did not know there was any dispute at 
any time about this, but subdivision (c) of the draft I have 
reads: 

The lessee shall covenant to operate said plants and to use 
said property exclusively in the production and manufacture of 
Tertilizer— 

According to the original bill of 1916— 


and fertilizer ingredients, to be used in the manufacture of fertil- 
izers or fertilizer ingredients, and, if in the manufacture of fertil- 
izer or fertilizer ingredients a by-product is produced which is not 
an ingredient of fertilizer, the lessee shall have authority to sell 
and dispose of such by-product as the lessee shall see fit, and shall 
likewise have authority to process such by-products so as to pre- 
pare them for the market. 


Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McSWAIN. Certainly. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Does that agreement provide that 
the lessee shall have the first call upon the power up to the 
amount of power required to produce the maximum capacity 
of the plant? 

Mr. McSWAIN. Certainly. It is the duty of the Presi- 
dent, under this authority, to write it into the lease. 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Is that understood in that draft of 
bill? 
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Mr. McSWAIN. Certainly. It is the duty of the Presi- 
dent to write into this lease that this lessee shall have suffi- 
cient power to comply with the terms of his lease, and that 
the board set up by this provision and the President shall 
together specify at what price that power shall be supplied, 
so that it can be just as cheap and just as high as the Presi- 
dent of the United States and the board of directors shall 
fix; no lower and no higher. 

I yield to the gentleman from Michigan, whom I regard 
as the best posted man in the United States on Muscle 
Shoals. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. In other words, if the House 
were to agree on the basis of what the gentleman has read, 
there would not be any water power to be sold for 50 years. 
It would be a national-defense proposition. 

Mr. McSWAIN. There would be virtually none. Of 
course, to be strictly technically correct, we must say that 
within that first 12-year period, in reaching that maximum, 
there might be a certain surplus of power for temporary 
disposal. In the next place, under the provisions of this 
lease, if the product of the plants, to wit, nitrogen in fixed 
form does not sell and is put in storage, to the extent of a 
minimum of 2,500 tons of pure nitrogen, then after such 
storage exists there will be power available. 

I yield to the gentleman from Texas, who is one of the 
conferees on the part of the House. 

Mr. WURZBACH. I suppose the gentleman from South 
Carolina understands that at least some of the Senate con- 
ferees contend that under the language just read, subdivision 
(c), the lessee would not only not be permitted to process, 
but not even to sell, the ingredients usable in fertilizer manu- 
facture. The gentleman states that if a lease of this prop- 
erty is made, then the Norris provisions for sale and dis- 
tribution of power would never come into effect because the 
lessee would use all of the power. But, of course, that con- 
clusion depends upon a lease first being made. The conten- 
tion of the House conferees is that without language liberal 
enough to permit the economical manufacture of fertilizer 
we would not get a lessee, and therefore, automatically, all 
of the power would be subject to sale and distribution under 
the Norris plan. 

Mr. McSWAIN. My reply to that is this, if you please: 
Make an effort to get a lease under this provision. It 
would be my attitude if I were one of the conferees, to make 


an effort to find a lessee. Pass this law and give the Presi- 


dent of the United States cart blanche authority to execute 
a lease under this law. If at the end of 12 months he has 
failed, the property is still ours, and if we then want to 
liberalize and broaden the terms of the lease, it is then 
within our power to do it. But if we make it too broad, if 
we let the power and the plamts go under terms whereby they 
may be diverted from fertilizer over to chemicals, then it is 
gone beyond recall under this, and when it is gone, it is gone 
for 50 years. So we had better make our mistake on the 
side of restricting and preserving the power and the property 
as ours, rather than make it on the side of being too anxious 
to gratify in advance, prospective bids and prospective 
lessees. y 

Mr. WURZBACH. The House conferees had exactly the 
same opinion and in accordance with that opinion we sug- 
gested to the Senate conferees that we would try out the 
language of the leasing provisions but would eliminate the 
Senate resolution altogether, giving the President an oppor- 
tunity to try to lease under the limited and restricted lan- 
guage of the leasing provisions as insisted upon by the 
Senate conferees, but the Senate conferees would not agree 
to that, and they would not eyen agree that if it turned out 
that no lease could be made that the Senate conferees would 
be willing to ask for a repeal of that portion of the law, 
namely, the Senate joint resolution which permitted the 
Government to have the right to sell and distribute power. 

Mr. McSWAIN. I was not in the conference and I do not 
know, but I would like to ask the gentleman this: If the 
conferees on the part of the House, or at least those who 
were in sympathy with the view of the gentleman from 
Texas, ever submitted to the Senate conferees a proposal 


Uke this, which was contained in the bill proposed by the 


5226 


effect that if at the expiration of the 12 months no lessee 
had contracted with the Government for this property and 
if after that time had expired Government operation 
through Government corporation commenced, then if any 
lessee came in after that and offered to take the property 
under the terms and conditions contained in this bill, then 
if the board of directors, the President, or whoever might 
be authorized to make a lease, should make a lease, then that 
the operation by the Government should cease and private 
operation should be begun? Did the gentleman ever make 
such a proposal as that? 

Mr. WURZBACH. I can say this to the gentleman: That, 
although that particular proposition has not been made, I 
will guarantee that if such a proposition is made to the Sen- 
ate conferees they would reject it in an instant, because the 
propositions which we have made are much more liberal and 
more in accordance with the Senate views for the disposition 
of Muscle Shoals. I am sure the Senate conferees would 
not accept such a proposition. Personally, I would not 
object to it. 

Mr. McSWAIN. I became convinced about four or five 
years ago that it would never be possible for these two 
Houses of Congress to themselves negotiate a lease for this 
property. The proposition to make a lease to the American 
Cyanamid Co., headed by Mr. W. B. Bell, was pending for 
several years, and during all of those negotiations I was 
satisfied that it would never be possible for a majority of 
these two Houses to agree upon the terms of such a bill. 
However, I did dare entertain the hope that just 5 Members 
of the House and just 3 Members of the Senate, 8 in all, 
might get together on a lease, and that if nearly all of 
these 8 men agreed upon the terms of a bill, that will give 
the President of the United States a free hand to lease it to 
whom he pleases, on what terms he pleases, for any period 
of time, not exceeding 50 years, at any price he sees fit; 
surely, if nearly all of the conferees will agree to that pro- 
vision, then the rest of them ought to fall in line and say, 
“In order to make an end of this thing, let-us turn it over 
to the President of the United States, one man, and see if 
he can not negotiate a lease.” 

That would be my attitude. I recognize the duty of every 
man to follow his own conscience and to be scrupulously 
careful, and while it was my personal duty as a member of 
the committee to see that the interests of the Government 
were protected, I offered over a hundred amendments to the 
cyanamid bill which were accepted, but three fundamental 
amendments were never accepted. Of course, I was per- 
haps a little obstinate about it, and said that if they would 
not accept them I would never agree. I am glad I am not 
a conferee because I might be too obstinate if I were. But 
looking at the proposition from the outside, it does seem to 
me that they ought to agree to turn the matter over to the 
President for at least 12 months. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McSWAIN. Yes. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I have talked with some of 
the House conferees and I think it is conceded that there 
was a tentative agreement and understanding between a ma- 
jority of the House conferees and the Senate conferees to 
the language read by the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Assuming that there was such a tentative understanding 
and agreement, surely no one will say that mere apprehen- 
sion on the part of some of the conferees, parties to the 
agreement, ought now to wipe out the tentative agreement, 
because, as the gentleman from South Carolina has well 
said, if it is submitted to the House and the Senate and 
written into law, and if the apprehension felt by the gentle- 
man from Texas, expressed a few moments ago, should prove 
true; namely, that a lessee could not be found unless you 
liberalized the lease terms, neither this House nor the 
Senate would be found standing in the way of bringing 
about a lease by some modification of the lease provision. 
That tentative agreement at least will do this: It will com- 
mit the House and the Senate to the operation of Muscle 
Shoals—as all of the House conferees say they want it to be 
operated—in the interest of agriculture. 
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Mr. WURZBACH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McSWAIN. Yes. 

Mr. WURZBACH. It is true, is it not, that if the legisla- 
tion was approved by Congress and signed by the President 
on the terms indicated by the gentleman from Alabama, and 
if no lease made within 12 months, that then the Senate 
joint resolution, providing for the sale and distribution of 
power, would automatically go into effect without any 
further action being required on the part of Congress. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Why, certainly. And suppose it does? 
It is still our property and we can stop its operation any 
day we want to; we can pass a law providing that it shall 
be leased while being further operated any day we want to, 
and even if it is operated for the rest of our lives under the 
terms of the so-called Senate resolution, I want to ask whose 
resolution it is? 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McSWAIN. Yes. 

Mr, OLIVER of Alabama. Assuming that the conditions 
mentioned by the gentleman from Texas are presented at 
the expiration of 12 months, we certainly would be in no 
worse position than we now are. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Certainly not, and we would at least be 
in the position of having tried it out. Prospective lessees 
will tell you and tell me that they will never agree to cer- 
tain terms, because they want the most liberal terms they 
can get, but when it comes to competition between the 
Union Carbide Co., the American Cyanamid Co., and the 
Alabama Power Co., they are going to be more liberal and 
generous in complying with our terms than they now ad- 
mit they will be. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McSWAIN.. Yes. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. The gentleman from Michigan 
is not one of the House conferees but he has talked with 
practically all of the House conferees, but with no attempt to 
interfere with their views. The House conferees meet again 
to-morrow and I wonder what the gentleman from South 
Carolina would think of this proposition: To have the House 
conferees suggest to the Senate conferees that the President 
be given 18 months instead of 12 months within which to 
negotiate a lease? That would give the President 9 months 
in which to negotiate a lease before we come back in De- 
cember, and if the President were not able to negotiate a 
lease he could submit to the Congress whatever terms he 
thought were necessary in order to negotiate a lease. What 
does the gentleman think about that? 

Mr. McSWAIN. Well, at first blush, that strikes me as 
very reasonable. It is a disappointment, of course, to post- 
pone commencement of operations at Muscle Shoals, but 
six months added to 13 years is a rather small percentage 
of the entire time that has been taken up in an effort to 
make a final disposal of this project. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. And it at least has this virtue. 
The danger which the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Wurz- 
BACH] feels, that we may revert to the original Norris plan, 
would be postponed for six months, until Congress has had 
full opportunity, under the advice of the President, to meet 
such conditions as the President points out prevents the 
making of a lease. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Yes. In other words, Congress would 
have one more full session in which to consider whether or 
not it would mean the destruction of civilization, the over- 
throw of individualism, and the invitation to communism 
to come in, if Muscle Shoals should be put in operation. 
[Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. WURZBACH. I merely want to state that with the 
consent of one or two House conferees, I will submit that 
proposition to-morrow, and I will guarantee now that it 
3 not meet the approval of even one of the Senate con- 

erees. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Well, perhaps the tone of voice in which 
it is submitted will have something to do with whether or 
not they will agree. 

Mr. WURZBACH. Oh, no. 

Mr. McSWAIN. The gentleman should not publish out- 
right his guarantee that they will not agree, because it 
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would be provocative of effort on their part to produce dis- 
agreement. Go in with a smile and withdraw your guar- 
antee: [Applause.] 

Mr. WURZBACH. I may say to the gentleman that when 
that kind of proposition is made, it will be made in writing, 
so that there can not be any misunderstanding about it, 
and so that no one may read into the words submitted any 
feeling on the part of anyone of the House conferees. 

Mr. McSWAIN. I will revise my remarks, anyway, if the 
gentleman will permit, and eliminate that statement, so 
that in scanning my remarks no eagle eye from the other 
end of the Capitol may discover the remarks. 

Mr. WURZBACH. I do not object to the remark at all. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. If the gentleman will permit, 
I would also like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee if 
he will not study the proposition submitted by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. McSwary] about the alter- 
native, after we have an opportunity to secure a lease; that 
is, the language suggested by the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. McSwarn] and the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GARRETT]. 

Mr. WURZBACH. The gentleman means the second alter- 
native proposition? 

Mr. McSWAIN. That is virtually it. 

Mr. WURZBACH. In fact, I will be pleased if the gentle- 
man from South Carolina and the distinguished chairman 
of our committee will frame some language on both of these 
propositions that we can submit. 

Mr. McSWAIN. I will say with respect to the latter that 
the language is already framed and in print in the Garrett- 
McSwain bill. 

Mr. WURZBACH. I would be pleased to have the lan- 
guage submitted in respect of both of them, because I do 
not want to put the House conferees in the position of not 
having properly presented the views of at least some of the 
Members of the House. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McSWAIN. Yes. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. May I ask, for the information of 
the House, whether under the Garrett-McSwain bill, re- 
ferred to by the gentleman, if the President does not nego- 
tiate a lease, at the expiration of the time, be it the time 
in the bill or the time that has been proposed here by the 
gentleman from Michigan, the President comes back to Con- 
gress for further authorization or further instruction, we 
might say, or the power provisions automatically take effect 
in default of execution of a lease. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Of course, the set-up under the Garrett- 
McSwain bill is slightly different. Instead of empowering 
the President 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. In other words, what happens if the 
President does not negotiate a lease? 

Mr. McSWAIN. Under the Garrett-McSwain bill, if the 
President does not negotiate a lease for the period of the 
first year then operation commences, but at any time during 
operations by this Government corporation the President or 
the board of directors or whoever is empowered to make the 
lease may continue negotiations, and if terms are arrived 
at, the power to conclude a lease continues, and when the 
lease is executed then that very day possession passes from 
the Government corporation to the lessee, without stopping 
the wheels for one single instant, and without diminishing 
the production capacity of the plant by one single ounce. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Because, of course, the Government 
corporation is the Government itself. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Why, certainly. It has no vested rights. 
It can not complain that it is being divested of anything. 

Mr. ALMON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McSWAIN. I yield to the distinguished gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. ALMON. Reference has been made to the inability 
on the part of Congress during the past 10 years to write a 
lease that could be agreed upon. The fact is, and I believe 
it is almost unanimously agreed to, it is an executive func- 
tion and not a legislative function, and is not this the first 
time it has ever been proposed that a lease be made by the 
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President fixing the terms of the lease, fixing the price of 
the power and the rental value of the nitrate plants? 

Mr. McSWAIN. Well, I think so, substantially. Of 
course, it has been proposed, and proposed by some indi- 
vidual bills, but I may say it never got into conference before. 
It never was this near home and the subject was never so 
warm before as it is now, despite the fact it seems now ex- 
ceedingly cold. 

Mr. ALMON. Let me say in this connection that I sin- 
cerely hope the discussion by the gentleman from South 
Carolina to-day will be helpful in bringing about an agree- 
ment on the part of the conferees on to-morrow. 

The conferees were appointed last June. The public dur- 
ing all of this time has expected a report, and that it would 
be accepted and Muscle Shoals legislation ended. But no re- 
port as yet. I have talked with each of the conferees, some 
of them many times, and urged the importance of a report, 
and have expected a report from time to time. There now 
seems to be but little difference. I hope that this discus- 
sion to-day will be helpful and at the meeting of the con- 
ferees to-morrow they will make a complete agreement. 

The power is running to waste. This fertilizer plant, one 
of the best in the world, is standing idle at heavy expense to 
the Government. Its operation would give employment to 
thousands of men, many of whom are unemployed. It would 
reduce the farmer’s fertilizer bills at least one-half. So, I 
again urge when the conferees meet again to-morrow that 
they may make such further compromise and concession as 
may be necessary to bring them together on a report. The 
operation of these plants is of such vital interest to the public 
generally and has been delayed so long, and if not settled at 
this session I trust that it will become necessary that an 
extra session be called when, I believe, it will be settled 
promptly. 

Mr. McSWAIN. I want it distinctly understood that my 
discussion is in the best of humor. -I did not take the floor 
for the purpose of trying to discredit my good friend from 
Tennessee, not at all. I took it merely for the purpose of 
trying in a fair and broad way to see whether or not these 
gentlemen had not gotten somewhat befogged by reason of 
their nearness to the subject, and by reason of the criticisms 
which fall from other tongues with reference to the so-called 
Norris bill. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McSWAIN. I yield. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. We have been trying to work out a 
solution of this question for a great many years. It is very 
difficult for those of us who live in the immediate section 
of the country and who are vitally interested in the question 
to explain to our people the technical rules of the House 
with reference to agreements between conferees. 

It is admitted that this is a question not alone of sec- 
tional interest but of national interest. We have now 
reached the small differences of opinion that exist between 
the groups of conferees. Does not the gentleman think 
that under the circumstances, after this long delay, in view 
of the great interest that our people have in this question, 
that we have reached the time when the conferees, all of 
them, especially those appointed on the part of the House, 
ought to be willing to make some reasonable concession on 
these minor differences in order to give the House and the 
Senate an opportunity to register their views? 

Mr. McSWAIN. I think so. 

Now, let me take up the proposition to which I have 
almost gotten once or twice; that that bill so denounced 
here, so energetically denounced as the Norris bill, called 
“the American experiment in communism,” is, as a matter of 
fact, a House bill, born in this House, passed by this House 
in the Seventieth Congress, and agreed to by the distin- 
guished gentleman from Tennessee, who was one of the 
conferees, and who came back and reported to the House 
with a degree of laudable pride that the Senate had re- 
ceded from its position and that the House conferees were 
705 to report that the House bill was to become the law of 
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Now, what happened? The bill went to the President, 
Calvin Coolidge, and he kept it in his pocket more than 10 
days, and in the meantime Congress adjourned. 

What happened? When the Seventy-first Congress as- 
sembled the Recorp shows that the Senator from Nebraska 
did not introduce his original Senate Joint Resolution 46 
or anything similar thereto. He introduced the very same 
bill which this House had passed, word for word, except 
he added that Tennessee and Alabama should be given a 
certain percentage of the gross power developed within their 
respective State limits. Every other provision was, word for 
word, the House bill. 

Why, gentlemen, when the Norris Senate joint resolution 
came before this House in the Seventieth Congress and was 
referred to the House Military Affairs Committee, the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska appeared and the Recorp shows that 
he received somewhat of a grilling as to the inadequency, 
the incompleteness, of the proposal contained in that reso- 
lution. His original resolution would pass over Muscle 
Shoals in toto to the Secretary of Agriculture, to be oper- 
ated by him as he might see fit in experimenting in fer- 
tilizer and fertilizer content and ingredients. 

What did we know that meant? We had had represent- 
atives of the Department of Agriculture before us and they 
exhibited more than indifference, almost actual absolute 
hostility to the proposition. They had shown no sympathy 
with our effort to help agriculture at Muscle Shoals. We 
knew to put it in the hands of the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture was just like dumping it in the Potomac River. We 
said that we are going to propose legislation in a systematic 
and orderly way, that will in a broad and comprehensive 
plan show sympathy with agriculture. We had some 
amendments proposed by my distinguished colleague from 
South Carolina [Mr. MeMrLaxl, and they swept through 
the House like a cyclone, due to the presence of a mighty 
lobby of fertilizer manufacturers and mixers. But the 
House passed the bill with the provisions that that plant 
should be used for the fixation of atmospheric nitrogen for 
agricultural purposes, and when it came out of the confer- 
ence and my distinguished friend from Tennessee [Mr. 
Reece], who has already addressed this House this morn- 
ing, was one of the House conferees, it provided in lan- 
guage, word for word, line for line, and dot for dot, what 
is now denounced by him, as I understand it, as the Norris 
bill, and what he denounced here this morning, as I under- 
stand it, if I am not mistaken; and the latter part of his 
address consists of an excoriation of the philosophy con- 
tained in the Norris bill, although it is the very thing that 
he and his conferees brought back to us in the Seventieth 
Congress as a victory for this House. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. I would like to state and to 
have the Recorp show that the gentleman from the second 
district of Tennessee made two trips to the White House and 
urged the President to sign that bill. 

Mr. McSWAIN. That very bill which this House passed 
in the Seventieth Congress? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. That is correct. 

Mr. McSWAIN. If the President is to have a free hand 
for 12 months, or maybe for 18 months—and I hope that 
they will extend it for 18 months so as to eliminate imagi- 
nary fears—and if the first session of the Seventy-second 
Congress does not modify the law, and if the wheels begin 
to turn down there in pursuance of the power contained in 
that, to wit, to set up a Government corporation for the 
purpose of operating the plant, then nobody will be respon- 
sible for it except the Members of this House who voted for 
it, except the members of the Military Affairs Committee 
that brought it in, and I assume my part of the responsibility 
there. Nobody will be responsible except the Members of 
this House who voted for the bill originally, except the Mem- 
bers of this House who brought in the conference report 
urging this House to accept it and except the Members of 
this House who voted for the conference report itseif. No- 
body else will be responsible. I am responsible for only part 
of that, and some of these gentlemen here are responsible 
all along the line. Therefore I do not see why we should 
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shy off so far for fear that we will slip into the very track 
which we made in the Seventieth Congress. I do not see 
any danger in it. As the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
JAMES] has said, give the President 18 months. Let this 
gentleman who is a great engineer and who is a great busi- 
ness man and who is so friendly to the Muscle Shoals proj- 
ect, as he told them down at Chattanooga in 1928, try for 
18 months to bring this thing about, and if then it can not 
be done, Congress shall have the power to loosen the strings 
and liberalize the terms and give him 18 months more. 
aan WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 

e 

Mr. McSWAIN. Yes. 


Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Before the gentleman takes his seat, 
I believe those of us here present from this committee would 
be glad to have the gentleman’s definition of precisely what 
is the difference between these conferees on Muscle Shoals. 
We have had a lot of general talk. Come to the precise 
point. 

Mr. JAMES of Michigan. And I would like to say before 
the gentleman begins that, that it is not my intention that 
the President shall have 18 months without any strings on it. 

My idea is that the President shall have 18 months; but 
he has 9 months before the Ist of December, and if by 
that time he is unable to negotiate a lease, he reports what 
his difficulties are, so that Congress can pass legislation 
based on what these gentlemen now suggest. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Now, I ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina to answer my query. Nobody can answer it 
better than the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. McSWAIN. That is very kind of the gentleman from 
New York. As I understand it, the Senate conferees insist 
that the lease shall contain power on the part of the lessee 
to manufacture only fertilizer or fertilizer ingredients and 
those things which are necessary by-products in the manu- 
facture of fertilizer. On the other hand, some of the con- 
ferees on the part of the House insist that in order to induce 
a lessee to come in and contract for the operation of these 
plants for the next 50 years they must have certain privi- 
leges of processing the by-products, which are chemical 
products, and divert certain parts of the power—it has been 
suggested 15 per cent; and until that limitation, of course, 
there was no restriction—for the manufacture of these by- 
products of fertilizer, provided, of course, the minimum 
requirement of 2,500 tons of pure nitrogen in storage should 
be maintained. I believe, my friends, the conferees on the 
part of the House are rather scrupulously and unneces- 
sarily solicitous of the impossibility of finding a lessee under 
the terms proposed by the Senate. If a lessee knows that 
he can change over from fertilizer to by-products—to chem- 
icals, in other words, if chemicals prove more profitable; if 
chemicals are more productive from a dividend-producing 
aspect than fertilizer—then what will he do? He will put 
out a fertilizer which the farmers will not use, which the 
farmers will not buy, and by maintaining 2,500 tons in 
storage his hands are free to divert power for the next 49 
years to the manufacture of ordinary commercial chemicals. 
I say we should tie him down to the fertilizer and make him 
live or die by fertilizer, so that if the fertilizer which he 
first produces is not attractive to the farmers he will change 
and modify his product until he does produce a form and 
brand which they will buy. 

Mr. WURZBACH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McSWAIN. I yield. 

Mr. WURZBACH. I do not think the gentleman from 
South Carolina quite understands the last proposition sub- 
mitted to the Senate conferees. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Perhaps I do not. I would be glad if the 
gentleman would explain it. 

Mr. WURZBACH. The 15 per cent limitation of power 
for the processing of crude ingredients of fertilizer can only 
be used when fertilizer that can be applied directly to the 
soil is actually being manufactured; so that they would 
destroy their entire investment if they would do what the 
gentleman from South Carolina seems to fear the lessee 
would do. Not to exceed 15 per cent of the power is per- 
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mitted to be used for the processing of by-products and 
ingredients usable in fertilizer, and then only while the 
lessee is actually engaged in the manufacture of fertilizer. 
It follows that there could not be any danger of diverting 
all or any quantity in excess of 15 per cent of the power 
under any conditions to anything else than the manufacture 
of fertilizer. 

Mr. McSWAIN. But does not the gentleman’s suggestion 
have coupled with it the proviso that if the farmers fail to 
buy fertilizer and if the lessee maintains 2,500 tons of pure 
nitrogen in storage, then the lessee is at liberty to manufac- 
ture chemicals which are the by-products of fertilizer, 
enone every fertilizer ingredient is chemistry? 

. WURZBACH. No. The very language of the pro- 
mies amendment which limits the amount of power that 
is actually employed in fertilizer manufacture to not to 
exceed 15 per cent safeguards it. In order to clarify that 
amendment and not add anything new to it but simply to 
clarify it and to meet the criticism which the gentleman 
from South Carolina has been making, and which are the 
same objections that have been made by some of the Senate 
conferees, we are providing further, and we intended to 
submit to-morrow to the Senate conferees, the provision 
that whenever there is a temporary cessation in the manu- 
facture of fertilizer—that is to say, such fertilizers as are 
applicable directly to the soil for growing of crops—during 
that time not 15 per cent or any part of it may be diverted 
for the purpose of processing any of those ingredients usable 
in fertilizer manufacture. 

Mr. McSWAIN. Well, I congratulate the gentleman. 
That proposition which will be submitted to-morrow is 
certainly going in the right direction. 

These conferees were appointed, if I mistake not, about 
the Ist of June, or the middle of June, 1930. It is now the 
17th day of February, 1931. I do believe that these gentle- 
men, realizing the great responsibility that rests upon them, 
can to-morrow, if they lay aside slight differences, if they 
will agree to subordinate self and forget some of the harsh 
things, then they can get together and come in here with a 
report that will give the President the power to do that 
which everybody says he ought to do. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. -The time of the gentleman 
from South Carolina has expired. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the time of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina be extended for two additional minutes in order that I 
may propound a question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from South 
Carolina may proceed for two additional minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McSWAIN. Yes. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Is not one of the objections to 
the Senate bill that the leases to be made are so restricted 
that it is believed to be doubtful whether a lessee can be 
found, to the end that it looks toward Government opera- 
tion? Is not that one of the objections? 

Mr. McSWAIN. I think so. That is an objection, but we 
never will know what a lessee will do until he is put face to 
face with another opposing lessee who might get the property 
away from him. We never know till we try. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. If we really intend to lease this 
property, we ought not to make the lease so restrictive that 
nobody will accept it. 

Mr. McSWAIN. But I do not want to make it so liberal 
that they can stop the manufacture of fertilizer for agricul- 
tural purposes. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. I do not want to do that myself. 
REPORT AND MINORITY VIEWS ON HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION 500 


Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the majority members of the House Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization, and the minority 
members as well, may have until midnigh’ to-night to file a 
report and minority views on House Joint Resolution 500. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cooper of Ohio). Is 
there objection to the request of the gentleman from Wash- 
ington? 

There was no objection. 

COMMUNISM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. Bachmann] is recognized for 60 minutes. ; 

Mr. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker and Members of the 
House, I expect to discuss this afternoon the subject of com- 
munism, to trace its history from the beginning and then its 
spread through Russia and in the United States. 

I am glad the Members of the House are beginning to pay 
some attention to the communist movement in this country. 
Your committee, of which I was a member, has given con- 
siderable time and attention to investigating the activities 
of the communists for the last eight months. Hearings were 
held in New York, Detroit, Chicago, Atlanta, New Orleans, 
Los Angeles, and in other sections of the country. The tes- 
timony of several hundred witnesses was taken. As a mem- 
ber of that committee and as a result of our investigations, 
I am firmly convinced that this communist movement is far 
more extensively organized than is generally believed by the 
American people. I have no desire in the discussion of this 
subject other than to state the facts as we found them, and 
that is what I expect to do. 

I do not question the right of any American citizen to 
advocate a change in our form of government so long as 
he follows the orderly and lawful methods contemplated by 
the Constitution, but I do object to alien revolutionists, 
whom we permit to come to this country, advocating the 
overthrow of our Government by force and violence and the 
substitution of a soviet form of government in its place. 

Thousands of our citizens are now becoming aware of 
the new kind of warfare the communists are waging against 
the Government of the United States. While many remain 
ignorant of and indifferent to what is actually taking place 
in this connection, nevertheless -to those who know, com- 
munism unless exterminated may eventually become a 
serious menace to our present form of government. 

Mr, ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, BACHMANN. Yes. 

Mr. ALLGOOD. In your investigations in regard to com- 
munism, did you ascertain the percentage of communists 
who are American citizens? z 

Mr. BACHMANN. Does the gentleman mean native 
Americans or naturalized Americans? 

Mr. ALLGOOD. Well, what is the percentage of native 
Americans? 

Mr. BACHMANN. It is my opinion, as nearly as we could 
determine, that not over 5 per cent of the communists in 
this country are native Americans. 

Mr. ALLGOOD. What about those who have become 
naturalized? 

Mr. BACHMANN. It is hard to tell whether a communist 
is an alien or a naturalized citizen, in a great many instances, 
and it is almost impossible to find out just what percentage 
of them are naturalized citizens. However, I will say this 
for the gentleman’s information, that the members of the 
committee agree that from 75 to 95 per cent of the com- 
munists connected with the movement in this country are 
aliens and naturalized citizens. 

Mr. ALLGOOD. Is there any movement on the part of 
the committee to deport them? 

Mr. BACHMANN. I will speak about that a little later. 

I am not an alarmist and do not anticipate that there is 
any danger of an immediate revolutionary uprising from 
the communists, but I do believe that the Federal Govern- 
ment should take precautionary measures to guard against 
this alien revolutionary conspiracy, aimed at the heart of 
our Government, and at the life, liberty, and happiness of 
our people. 

Communism is an organized effort to overthrow organized 
governments which operate contrary to the communist plan 
now in effect in Russia. It aims at the socialization of 
government, private property, industry, the home, educa- 
tion, and the abolition of all religion. 
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The plans and aims of the communists are the same the 
world over. The Russian communists in Moscow and the 
communists in Berlin, London, New York, or Paris all stand 
on the same platform and advocate the same revolutionary 
principles, and all of their activities are directed by the 
Executive Committee of the Communist International from 
Moscow. 

Modern communism began with the communist manifesto, 
which was written by two young German apostate Jews, 
iKarl Marx and Freidrich Engles, and published in 1848 as 
the platform of the Communist League, a workingman’s 
organization, at first exclusively German, but later interna- 
tional in its scope. According to the communist manifesto, 
modern society was divided into two general classes, the 
capitalistic class and the workers’ class. The two classes 
having nothing in common, were to be separated by class 
warfare until such time as the workers shall have overcome 
and forever destroyed the capitalist. This could only be 
accomplished through the abolition of all governments, 
family relations, ownership of private property, inheritance, 
and religion. 

It was this manifesto that gave to the world the slogan, 
“Workingmen of the world unite. You have nothing to 
lose but your chains, and the world to gain.” 

The first association of workers, based partially on this 
manifesto, was established in 1864 at St. James Hall, London, 
largely through the efforts of Karl Marx, and was known as 
the First International. 

It was a world body made up of radical groups from vari- 
ous nations. It made very little progress and held its last 
convention in Philadelphia in 1876. 

In 1889, six years after the death of Karl Marx, the 
Second International was formed in Paris. It was also based 
on the class struggle and the uniting of all revolutionary 
tendencies. It finally became the fountain head of inter- 
national socialism. At a convention of the Second Inter- 
national in 1915 there came into prominence a man, later 
to become the idol of all communists, Nicolai Lenin, whose 
body now lies buried in the Red Square of Moscow. 

Lenin as a lad of 17 years had an older brother to whom 
he was passionately devoted. This brother became involved 
in revolutionary activities in Petrograd, was detected in a 
plot to kill the Czar, and apprehended with bombs and an 
arsenal of weapons in his possession. He was later hung 
in the prison yard. This event colored the whole philosophy 
and life of the younger Lenin. He vowed vengeance against 
the existing régime, against all society, and against civiliza- 
tion itself. He was expelled from college because of revolu- 
tionary activities, later exiled to Siberia, and lived much of 


his life as a refugee from his home land. He moved about 


the world obsessed with his longing for revolution. These 
years he spent in perfecting plans and tactics for commu- 
nism and its spread throughout the world. 

Communism did not make real headway until the Russian 
revolutions. The first revolution came with the abdication 
of Nicholas II on March 16, 1917, which marked the end of 
the Russian Empire. A provisional government, under 
Kerensky, was organized, and immediately recognized by the 
United States. From March to November, 1917, a period of 
eight months, Russia lived under a democratic form of 
government. 

With the formation of the provisional government, polit- 
ical amnesty was declared and former revolutionaries began 
to return to Russia. Lenin was then in exile in Switzerland, 
Stalin was in exile in Siberia, and Trotsky was living in 
the Bronx, 

At once this Bolshevik group, which had nothing directly 
to do with the abdication of the Czar, became active. Trotsky, 
who had been delivering soap-box orations in Union 
Square, New York, and in Philadelphia, prepared to return 
to Russia. In his farewell speech, delivered in a German 
hall in the Bronx, he is reported to have said: 

I want you people to organize and keep on organizing in 
America in order that you may be able to overthrow this dirty, 


‘rotten Government of the United States. I am going back to 
Russia to overthrow the government there and stop this war with 
Germany. 
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Within a short time, through the offices of the German 
general staff, with the probable objective of fomenting revo- 
lution in Russia and destroying the morale of its army, 
Lenin, with some 30 other revolutionists, was introduced into 
Russia from Switzerland through hostile German territory 
in a sealed car. 

On November 7, 1917, a year before the armistice that 
ended the World War, and at a critical period in that great 
struggle, came the second revolution. Thirty to forty thou- 
sand communists, falsely promising to satisfy the land hun- 
ger of the peasants, took over the Russian nation of 150,000,- 
000 people and prepared to translate into action the plans 
that Lenin had been maturing for 30 years. 

The Government of Russia, which is known as the Union 
of Socialist Soviet Republics, was then established with 
Lenin at its head. It is an autocratic, self-constituted dic- 
tatorship by a small group of self-perpetuated revolution- 
ists. Joseph Stalin, the secretary general of the Communist 
Party, is now the actual dictator. The Communist Party 
to-day consists of approximately 1,500,000 members out of 
150,000,000 people in Russia, but it controls the Soviet Gov- 
ernment and the Communist International. 

The Russian Communist Party is the only legal party in 
Russia. All other parties are outlawed. 

In March, 1919, Lenin organized what is now known as 
the Third or Communist International at Moscow. The 
purpose of the Third or Communist International is to carry 
out the revolutionary purposes of the Communist Party and 
the Soviet Union. 

It is the governing body of all communist activities 
throughout the world, and is made up of groups from many 
countries including the United States. It meets at Moscow 
to discuss policies, activities, and propaganda in various 
countries. 

Theoretically, the Russian Communist Party is only a 
section of the Communist International, and as such subject 
to its orders; but, in reality, the Communist International 
is dominated and controlled by the Russian Communist 
Party. 

The main objective of the Communist International is to 
promote world revolution in order to bring about a world- 
wide union of soviets, or dictatorship of the proletariat, with 
the capital at Moscow. f 

Both the Soviet Government and the Communist Inter- 
national are creatures of the Russian Communist Party, 
which orders and directs their actions. 

Mr. ARENTZ. Would it interfere with the gentleman to 
have him bring out the difference between the First, Second, 
and Third International—the difference in the platform, 
first by Marx, and then the others in 1919? 

Mr. BACHMANN. The purpose of both the First, Sec- 
ond International and the purpose of the Third Interna- 
tional are all based on revolutionary propaganda—the pur- 
pose being to divide the working class from what is known 
as the capitalistic class, in order to make a breach between 
the two classes, which will in time bring about revolution 
and dictatorship by the working class over the capitalistic 
class. If I had time I would like to go into that, but I want 
to get down to the situation in the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the gentleman state by what method 
they maintain the dictatorship? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Through a government of fear. 

Mr. MORGAN. They have the military? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes; they have the military forces 
which are solely under their control. As I have said, they 
control 150,000,000 people in Russia. 

Mr. MORGAN. Do they have any limit as to the number 
of communists? 

Mr. BACHMANN. They do not. 

Mr. ESLICK. Is it not true that they maintain their 
control through the management of the O. G. P. U.? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes; through the secret police, the 
O. G. P. U. 

Mr. McKEOWN. What is the distinction between the 
Bolshevists and the communists? 
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Mr. BACHMANN. I have not the time to go into that 
now. The central executive committee of the Russian Com- 
munist Party dominates the Soviet Government through its 
subcommittee of 10 members known as the politbureau, 
whose members as a rule also hold important offices in the 
Soviet Government and in the International. 

Thus it will be seen that we find in Russia three great dis- 
tinct yet interrelated organizations. First, the Russian Com- 
munist Party; second, the Soviet Government; and, third, 
the Communist International. 

The Communist Party of the United States was first organ- 
ized in Chicago in September, 1919. 

Its principal function then was that of a propaganda or- 
ganization for the Communist International, in support of a 
communist society to be achieved by means of a proletarian 
revolution and dictatorship, 

Shortly after the American Communist Party was organ- 
ized the Government, through provisions of war-time legisla- 
tion, drove it underground. In 1921 the Workers’ Party of 
America was formed as a camouflage for the real Communist 
Party of America, which continued in an illegal status until 
1924, when the repeal of war measures and consequent halt- 
ing of Government activities permitted it to reappear. The 
communists came more and more into the open until to-day 
they flaunt their revolutionary activities throughout the 
country. 

Since 1925 the Department of Justice has had no power, no 
authority, or funds from the Congress to investigate com- 
munist propaganda or activities. During the period that the 
Department of Justice had actual authority the Communist 
Party could not function successfully and the movements 
were then comparatively stationary. 

However, at a convention held in March, 1928, the com- 
munists finally threw off all camouflage and boldly came 
out into the open as the Communist Party of the United 
States of America, section of the Communist International, 
which is its present name. It is thoroughly and highly or- 
ganized nationally and locally and is extremely active. 

I believe that appropriate legislation should be immedi- 
ately enacted by the Congress, enlarging the powers of the 
Department of Justice, so that there will be at least one 
branch of the Federal Government in constant touch with 
what is taking place. And I further believe that additional 
appropriations should be provided for the purpose of employ- 
ing sufficiently skilled agents in the Bureau of Investigation 
in the Department of Justice who could devote their entire 
time to investigating and preparing reports on activities, 
propaganda, membership, and personnel of all entities, 
groups, or individuals who teach or advocate the overthrow 
of the Government of the United States by force or violence, 
or who attempt to undermine our form of government by 
inciting riots, sabotage, or revolutionary disorder. 

The results of such investigations should be furnished to 
the Congress, to the press, and to the public in general, to the 
end that publicity be turned upon the machinations of such 
treasonable and seditious groups and the American people 
fully advised. 

It is well to bear in mind that the Communist Party of the 
United States is directly controlled by the Communist Inter- 
national in Russia. From Moscow as a center the Com- 
munist Inetrnational, which might be called the inter- 
national revolutionary party, seeks to spread the doctrine 
that the whole world is divided into two camps—that of 
capitalism and that of socialism. It is the purpose of the 
Communist International to destroy capitalism. The pur- 
pose of the Communist Party is the creation of a communist 
society. The final and ultimate end is a dictatorship of the 
proletariat. The method by which the communist seek to 
accomplish this in the United States is by the forcible, 
violent, armed overthrow of the Government; civil war, and 
revolution, and finally the erection of the socialist soviet 
republic of the United States, which would then become a 
unit or part of the Union of Socialist Soviet Republics. The 
whole program is skillfully planned. 

What the communists do in Russia in this connection is 
their business, but when they plan to overthrow the Govern- 
ment of the United States and substitute therefor a soviet 
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form of government, that is our business. Any movement 
which strikes at the foundation of the home, the Govern- 
ment, the family, and religion should never be permitted 
to flourish within the boundaries of the United States. 

Mr. FISH. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes. 

Mr. FISH. Is not it well to point out here that this is 
the first time in all history that a revolution has been started 
from without? All other revolutions in past history have 
come from within against some form of oppression, but in 
this instance it all emanates from Moscow. 

Mr. BACHMANN. That is my understanding, and I so 
said in the beginning of my remarks. This movement had 
its beginning and it takes its orders and is controlled by the 
Communist Party in Moscow. 

Mr. ALLGOOD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes. 

Mr. ALLGOOD. I understood the gentleman to say that 
under our war-time legislation it was not possible for com- 
munism to exist in this country, but that when we did away 
with that, that saw the beginning of this movement. 

Mr. BACHMANN. That is true. 

Mr. ALLGOOD. Is it possible to reenact some of that 
legislation? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Our committee has made certain 
recommendations to the Congress in that connection, and I 
think they should be adopted. I think this Government is 
big enough to have at least one agency to keep in touch 
with what is going on with respect to this movement. As I 
said before in answer to the gentleman’s question, the mem- 
bership of the Communist Party in the United States is 
largely alien and overwhelmingly foreign born. It is esti- 
mated that 75 to 95 per cent of all communists in this 
country are aliens and naturalized citizens. Very few native 
Americans are connected with the movement. The efforts 
to communize the foreign-born element in our population 
have met with greater success than any other effort of the 
communists. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes. 

Mr. BRIGGS. What effort is being made to weed out 
undesirable aliens and have them deported promptly from 
this country and their naturalization certificates canceled? 

Mr. BACHMANN. I can not answer that except in a gen- 
eral way. I am speaking here of alien communists, who I 
believe should be deported. The gentleman’s question infers 
aliens generally. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Generally I am referring distinctly to un- 
desirables among the groups that agitate and that have no 
standing in this country except a permissive one, tolerated 
perhaps, who are subject to deportation and who ought to be 
deported, but who for one reason or other have not been. 
I want to know the reason why that has not been done. 

Mr. BACHMANN. I come to that a little later. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Another thing I would like to ask is to 
what extent students from Russia are being admitted into 
this country? 

Mr. BACHMANN. I understand from the Bureau of Im- 
migration that there are several hundred students here 
from Russia. There are many temporary visitors who come 
here for business purposes and for pleasure and who are 
here temporarily. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Why are these students permitted to come 
into the country to disseminate their doctrines all through 
the universities of this land, when we have no political 
relations with Russia? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Our immigration laws permit stu- 
dents to come to this country for the purpose of obtaining 
their education. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Are not those students from countries 
with whom we have diplomatic relations? 

Mr. BACHMANN. That is true, but some are here from 
Russia. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I know that, and that is what I am talking 
about. 

Mr. BACHMANN. I would say to my good friend the 
gentleman from Texas that the immigration law recognizes 
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a quota of 2,700 from Russia. There are soviet citizens in 
Russia, and there are a good many Russians who are not 
soviet citizens, who do not live in Russia, who come in 
under that quota; and the only people coming to this coun- 
try now, as far as we could learn from the Immigration 
Department, are those old Russians who are not soviet 
citizens. We did not find that there were any soviet citi- 
zens coming here, nor do I recall that any soviet citizens are 
coming here for the purpose of education. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I noticed in the newspaper reports last 
summer that a party of, I think, 50 students from Soviet 
Russia landed in New York and were at Ellis Island, being 
detained for investigation. I never saw whether they ac- 
tually entered the country or not. It is charged that some 
of them were leaders in Russian propaganda. 

Mr. BACHMANN. I do not know what happened to that 
delegation. I will discuss that question a little later. 

I was saying before I yielded to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Briccs] that a majority of the members of the 
Communist Party in the United States are aliens and natu- 
ralized citizens. The majority of these foreigners can not 
read the English language, and they are reached through the 
foreign-language: press of the country.. The foreign-lan- 
guage press is largely controlled by communists. 

It is interesting to note that 18 language departments are 
maintained and are now functioning with a bureau for each 
language. It is claimed that less than 5,000 foreign-born 
members of the Communist Party, through these foreign- 
language bureaus, control organizations with a membership 
of over 79,000. It is also reported that there are some 
200,000 individuals connected with these foreign-language 
groups who are more or less in sympathy with the commu- 
nist movement. 

Officials of the Department of Labor, when they came 
before our committee, testified that there is nothing in our 
immigration laws excluding a communist, as such. In other 
words, if an alien, coming to this country, admits he is a 
communist, they say there is nothing in our immigration 
laws to stop him from coming in, and that the only way the 
Government of the United States may prevent him from 
entering is for our consular officers to exercise greater care 
at the point of origin. 

This, however, in itself, is not sufficient, because it is 
almost impossible for our consular officers to know of the 
beliefs and affiliations of the many immigrants applying for 
admission to this country. I am firmly of the opinion that 
our immigration laws should be strengthened, so that no 
communist or any other alien who believes in the principles 
of communism, would be permitted to enter the United 
States. 

By adding one word to our present immigration law, that 
is the word “communist” after the word “anarchist,” it 
would prevent the entry of any alien communist to this 
country. I have introduced a bill for this purpose. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield right there? 

Mr. BACHMANN. I yield for a question. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. How would the gentleman define those 
principles? ; 

Mr. BACHMANN. I understand it has been contended 
that if we put the word “ communist ” into the immigration 
law they would change their name and possibly call them- 
selves by another name, but we have the word “ anarchist ” 
in the immigration law. You are all familiar with the 
definition of anarchy. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. An anarchist believes in no form of 
government. 

Mr. BACHMANN. The difference between a communist 
and an anarchist is that the anarchist does not believe in 
any form of government, while a communist does not be- 
lieve in any form of government except a soviet form of 
government., 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. How would the gentleman define their 
form of government? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Put in first the word “ communist” as 
we understand the term, and as we understand the defini- 
tion. The courts would readily say, in my opinion, from 
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what we know now about communism, that a communist is 
one who advocates the overthrow of our Government by 
force and violence, and seeks “ the substitution therefor of 
a soviet form of government.” 

Mr. FISH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BACHMANN. I yield. 

Mr. FISH. Is it not a fact that when this law was first 
considered a number of years ago when the word “an- 
archist ” was used, the same objection was raised by lawyers 
as to the interpretation of the word “anarchist”? But it 
came and it had an accepted meaning. To-day everybody 
knows just what an anarchist is. If you had tried to get 
the word “communist” in at the same time, 10 years ago, 
the people of the country would not have known what the 
word “communist” was. To-day it has an accepted 
meaning. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman from New York 
give his definition of it? 

Mr. FISH. Yes. It means a man who takes his orders 
from the Communist International at Moscow, urging the 
overthrow by revolutionary methods of all other govern- 
ments that are not communist governments. 

Mr. BACHMANN. I can not yield any more time, but I 
am willing to take the chance, and if the Congress will put 
the word “communist” into our immigration law, I think 
you will find that the courts will have no trouble in con- 
struing what a communist is. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. BACHMANN. I yield. — 

Mr. BRIGGS. Does the gentleman not think the courts 
would take judicial knowledge of the meaning of the word? 

Mr. BACHMANN. I am inclined to believe they would. 
I also believe our deportation laws should be amended so 
that all aliens who are communists could be immediately 
deported. No alien or naturalized citizen can be a com- 
munist and at the same time be loyal to the Government of 
the United States and its flag. If these alien communists 
who we permit to come here do not like our form of govern- 
ment, let them go back to the land of their birth. [Ap- 
plause.] Let them refrain from seeking the overthrow of 
this Government or be deported. We have already per- 
mitted them to carry on their activities far too long. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Will the gentleman yield for another 
question. 

Mr. BACHMANN. I yield. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Is it not a fact that if the Department of 
Labor were furnished more funds and a larger staff with 
which to handle this situation, they could do a great deal 
more than is possible now toward correcting some of these 
things? 

Mr. BACHMANN. I do not think there is any question 
about that. The President recommended the other day 
that an appropriation be provided to deport some of these 
aliens. I believe we should not permit the Communist 
Party or any other party organized by aliens, and con- 
trolled by an alien government, to adopt and plan to bring 
into existence in this country a soviet form of government. 

For the purpose of organizing and the spreading of its 
doctrine and propaganda the Communist Party of America 
has divided the country into 19 separate districts. Each 
district is headed by a district organizer. The district or- 
ganization is primarily designed to further the subversive 
work among industrial workers. 

Some of you may not think this movement serious. As 
I said before, I do not want to be unduly alarmed about it, 
but the officials of the American Federation of Labor can 
testify as to the seriousness of this movement. 

Industry in the United States has been the principal point 
of penetration by the communists; they have announced 
that if world revolution is to take place it must originate 
among the masses of the workers, and that in order to assure 
revolution and the ultimate success of their aims they must 
create discontent and dissatisfaction among the working 
people. 

Originally the principal strategy and aim was the pene- 
tration and capture of the American Federation of Labor. 
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W. Z. Foster, the recognized communist leader in this coun- 
try, with many years experience in the I. W. W. and Ameri- 
can Federation of Labor, from which latter organization he 
was expelled, was obsessed with the idea of “boring from 
within” the ranks of the American Federation of Labor. 
The theory being that all communists join the American 
Federation of Labor, form secret groups within the various 
craft unions, and by united, secret, and disciplined work, 
capture the offices and key positions in the various unions 
and finally capture the entire machinery of the federation, 
and thus be able to turn it into a revolutionary instrument 
for the overthrow of the Government and the building up of 
a soviet régime. During this period the American labor 
movement has constituted the front-line trenches between 
Americanism and communism, and the loyal American labor 
leaders and the rank and file of the American Federation of 
Labor have borne the brunt of the attack. 

My very good friend and colleague, Congressman JOHN 
Cooper, who is now presiding, seriously criticized this same 
Foster back in 1919, shortly after he led the great steel strike 
in this country. He told the House at that time who Foster 
was. Ever since he has been the leader in this communist 
movement. 

Mr. SLOAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes. 

Mr. SLOAN. What is this man Foster’s business and how 
much work has he actually done during the last 10 years? 

Mr. BACHMANN. If he does any work of any kind the 
committee did not learn of it. He spends his time leading 
the communist movement. He spent a part of his time in 
jail in New York for inciting riots. He boldly told our com- 
mittee about the principles of communism and that he was 
fighting under the red flag, seeking to displace the Ameri- 
can flag with the red flag. I will read to you a little later 
what Foster said in his acceptance speech when he was 
nominated for President. 

Mr. ESLICK. He also stated that he made various trips 
to Moscow, Russia. 

Mr. BACHMANN. Oh, yes. He goes there every year 
or so, I will say to the gentleman. 

Mr. GLOVER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes. 

Mr. GLOVER. It was stated the other day that one of 
the parties leading this communist crowd who put on the 
demonstration in the gallery was a foreign-born man who 
had been naturalized. He was leading that kind of a party 
in opposition to our Government, and I would like to ask 
the gentleman whether there is anything in our laws now 
which would authorize the deportation of that man from 
this country? 

Mr. BACHMANN. No; because first you would have to 
cancel his naturalization certificate, and under the present 
law you can not cancel his naturalization certificate unless 
you can prove it was obtained by fraud. 


Mr. GLOVER. Does not the gentleman believe that here- | 


after in our naturalization papers there ought to be a pro- 
vision whereby we can deport such a man if he becomes a 
communist? 

Mr. BACHMANN. That has been advocated. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Before the splendid speech we heard 
made by our friend from Ohio [Mr. Cooper] in 1919, I made 
a speech in 1918 and called attention to the activities of 
William Z. Foster and what he was preaching in his red book 
on syndicalism. I then warned the American Federation of 
Labor that if Mr. Samuel Gompers permitted such anarch- 
ists as Foster to use his organization to bore from within, 
-he would destroy the American Federation of Labor. At 
that time I was denounced as an enemy of organized labor, 
and yet you see now that I was right. 

Mr. BACHMANN. I will say to the gentleman from 
Texas that I am sorry I did not know that before. Had I 
known it, I would gladly have complimented the gentleman 
for the very fine work he did in that connection. 
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While the communists so far have been unsuccessful in 
their plans for “ boring from within” and “ capturing” the 
American Federation of Labor, they have succeeded in 
weakening and virtually breaking up and destroying a num- 
ber of the important unions of the federation, notably in 
the garment, needle, textile, and mining trades. 

Matthew Woll, vice president of the American Federation 
of Labor, recently stated that American labor has always 
understood what form of government communism advo- 
cates. It has always known under what rules it operated 
and the ends it sought. From the very beginning American 
organized labor regarded the soviet régime in Russia as 
the most unscrupulous, most antisocial, most menacing in- 
stitution in the world to-day. It has ever held to the point 
of view that between it and our form of political and social 
organization there can be no compromise. It has always 
maintained that there is a definite irrevocable division be- 
tween the social organization of democracy and the social 
organization of communism, Indeed, organized labor from 


‘the very beginning assumed leadership in opposition to the 


spread of communism and against the teachings and 
preachings of apologists for communism in our land. 

But that is not the only place that the communists work. 
They believe that if they can enlist the negroes of this 
country that then they will be well on their way to the 
revolution. 

Mr. YON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes. 

Mr. YON. There is not much of a movement for com- 
munism in the South amongst any class, is there? 

Mr. BACHMANN. These communists are all over the 
country. The committee did not go into any city in the 
country but that it found them, and they are all doing the 
same thing. They are working on the negroes in every State 
in this Union. If the truth were known, you would find that 
there are negroes in the organization in every State in the 
Union. 

For years the communists have also looked hopefully to- 
ward the negro as an element where they might gain re- 
cruits for the Communist Party. Work among the negroes 
is considered one of the major activities of the party. Up 
until this time the effort to interest and line up the negroes 
in this country has not met with great success, although 
a considerable number employed in the northern industrial 
centers haye joined the movement. In the South some 
headway has been made in certain sections. 

The communists aim to bring about class consciousness 
among the negro workers and to take every possible ad- 
vantage of occurrences and conditions which will tend to 
develop race feeling with the view of utilizing racial an- 
tagonism. At every opportunity the attempt is made to 
stir up trouble between the white and Negro races. 

The negroes are led to believe that the communists prac- 
tice complete racial and social equality, and that only when 
a communist government is set up in the United States will 
the negroes obtain equality and freedom from exploitation 
by the “ white bosses,” and in order to attract and impress 
the negro, the communists make a point of encouraging 
mixed social functions, where white women communists 
dance with negro men and white men communists dance 
with negro women. It is openly advocated that there must 
be complete social and racial equality between the whites 
and negroes, even to the extent of intermarriage. 

Each year a number of American negroes are sent to 
schools in Russia, where they are educated in the principles 
of communism. 

The American Negro Labor Congress, organized by the 
communists, was an example of the effort to obtain negro 
recruits. The purpose of that organization was to conduct 
campaigns for the organization of negro workers. At its 
last convention, held in the city of St. Louis, November 15 
and 16, 1930, which was attended by approximately 400 dele- 
gates and visitors, a resolution was passed changing the 
name of the American Negro Labor Congress to the League 
of Struggle for Negro Rights. As declared by the conven- 
tion, it is the pepo o£ this new organization to fight for 
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full equality of negroes with all other nationalities, and to 
cement and maintain a real fraternal solidarity between 
white and black workers in the struggle for their common 
interest. 

In fact, there can be no doubt but that the aim of the 
communists is to strengthen their revolutionary movement 
by bringing into it the millions of negro workers in the 
United States, and to connect them with the struggle of the 
national minorities and colonial peoples of all the world, and 
thereby further the cause of the world revolution and the 
dictatorship of the proletariat. 

Now, this is not all. We have them in industry, we have 
them working with the negroes, but the worst of all is that 
they are teaching the youth of this country the principles 
and tenets of communism. 

The communists do not restrict their propaganda efforts 
to adults alone, but are conducting an intensive campaign 
among the youth of America for the purpose of spreading 
revolutionary doctrines and preparing the young generation 
for militant participation and leadership in the much- 
proclaimed revolution. The activities among the youth of 
America are considered one of the most important objectives 
of the communists, due to the desire to train American-born 
and American-speaking boys and girls in the principles and 
aims of communism. 

As was said by my good friend and colleague JoHN NELSON, 
a member of our committee: America can have no more 
vicious or dangerous enemy than he who seeks to implant in 
the minds of impressionable youth the seeds of class hatred, 
anti-Americanism, and revolution. In the world of practical 
affairs, to American-born men and women, with minds 
toughened by contact with an imperfect world, the philoso- 
phies of the communist make but little appeal, but youth, 
with its energy and idealism lacking the experience and 
judgment to weigh and discriminate, is often distressingly 
warped and deluded in its formative years by the trickery of 
this propaganda. 

Subversive activities among the youth are carried on 
through two organizations—the Young Pioneers of America 
and the Young Communist League. Membership of the 
Young Pioneers of America is made up of children from 8 to 
15 years of age. At the latter age they graduate into the 
Young Communist League, with which organization they are 
affiliated until reaching the age of 23 when they become 
members of the Communist Party proper. 

The Young Pioneers, modeled after the Boy Scouts, but 
passionately antagonistic to it, children are taught class 
consciousness, hatred of the “bosses,” and contempt for 
capitalistic law, government, and religion. Textbooks con- 
taining detailed instructions are issued to the leaders having 
this work in charge. Social and athletic activities are em- 
ployed to enlist the interest of the children, and so adapted 
and used as to teach some lesson in class consciousness. As 
their extreme youth protects them from arrest and prosecu- 
tion, the Young Pioneers are often used for the distribution 
of radical literature and to form the advance guard of public 
parades and demonstrations. 

All Young Pioneers make the following pledge: 

I pledge allegiance to the workers’ red flag and the cause for 
which it stands. One aim throughout our lives—freedom for the 
working classes. 

The Young Pioneers are taught that the workers and their 
children all over the world have but one fatherland, the 
soviet fatherland; but one flag, and that the red flag, sym- 
bolizing the red blood of the workers of the world. 

The Young Communist League is a direct branch of the 
Communist International of Youth, a section of the Com- 
munist International at Moscow. Thus it recognizes the 
program and tactics and submits to the instructions of that 
foreign body. It also works under the direction and in 
close harmony with the American Communist Party. The 
following is the declaration and pledge on the application for 
membership in this organimtion: 

I want to become a member of the Young Communist League. 


I pledge to do everything in my power to make myself a better 
fighter in the interests of the wor youth and the working 
class. I will carry on an endless le as a member of the 
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communist movement for the overthrow of the rotten capitalist 
system and for the establishment of the revolutionary workers’ 
government in the United States of America. 


To this organization has been assigned the communist 
duty of subversive activity among the armed forces of the 
Nation. Through the agency of these two communist youth 
organizations similar activities have been carried on within 
the high schools of the country, with often most serious 
results. 

That much progress had been made among the youth 
there can be no doubt. The communists also attempt to 
defeat the Americanization of the children of foreign born 
by the establishment of communist schools. The primary 
purpose of such schools is to teach the principles of com- 
munism. Summer camps are maintained for the children. 
In 1925 there were 2 such camps and in 1930 they had 
increased to more than 20. 

During attendance at these camps the children are edu- 
cated in the principles and tenets of communism. Anti- 
patriotic and antireligious instructions are stressed, and 
they are taught hatred and contempt for the American Gov- 
ernment, American institutions, and all religion. They are 
taught to render no respect or allegiance to the American 
fiag—the Stars and Stripes—and it is never displayed. On 
the contrary, they are taught to reverence the red flag of 
communism and world revolution and to formally pledge 
allegiance to it. Communist schools and communist camps 
serve no other purpose than to teach the children to hate 
the Government of the United States. 

If we stand by and permit the youth of our country to 
grow up under communist teachings and antireligious in- 
structions, we are sowing seeds for chaos and ruin and un- 
consciously aiding the enemy of civilization, which may mean 
within a few generations a revolution led by the proletariat 
and dominated and controlled by an alien government. The 
time to stop this movement is now. [Applause.] The chil- 
dren of America must grow to manhood and womanhood 
with an affectionate love for our American Government, its 
flag, institutions, and traditions. [Applause.] 

If anybody thinks that the communists have not made 
much progress with the children of the foreign born in this 
country they are sadly misinformed. 

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BACHMANN. I yield. 

Mr. CRISP. In what way are these camps maintained— 
by the communist government paying the expenses? 

Mr. BACHMANN. I have no information about that; but 
they are maintained by the American Communist Party. 
Where the funds come from, I do not know. 

Communists do not believe in God. In Russia the penalty 
for teaching the existence of God to anyone under 18 years 
of age is imprisonment or death. Teachers in the schools 
must teach the children atheism or lose their positions. 

That the communist attack on religion is spreading in 
this country is apparent. It is an ingrained part of the 
communist political plan. The Soviet Commissar of Educa- 
tion, in speaking of religion, recently said: 

Christians teach love and compassion, which is contrary to our 
convictions; down with love of our neighbors; what we preach is 
a gospel of hate. 

All communists are atheists whether they live in Moscow, 
Berlin, Paris, London, or New York. They may not be bap- 
tized, married, or buried with religious ceremonies. The 
communist must not only be without religion; he must be 
antireligious. 

The most tragic and appalling situation in Soviet Russia 
is the fact that many millions of young children attending 
the public schools are taught each day hatred of the con- 
ception of God and of all religious faith and beliefs. 

The Communist Party and the Soviet Government have 
done everything in their power since 1917 to mock, destroy, 
and outlaw religion. Churches have been pulled down or 
turned into clubs, religious shrines despoiled, burial grounds 
desecrated, and the priests and clergy persecuted and slain. 
The denial of religious liberty and the wiping out of all 
religious beliefs is an important part of the communist pro- 
gram. Communists boast of being atheists and take pride 
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in urging war on God. The fact is that there is an irre- 
pressible conflict between Russian communism and a belief 
in God. 

The latest report from Moscow indicates that if the plans 
of the Union of Militant Godless are carried out the last 
church in Russia will be closed by 1934. 

In this connection it is interesting to note that a number 
of communists when summoned before our committee in 
New York, Seattle, San Francisco, and other cities, declined 
to take an oath, stating they did not believe in a Supreme 
Being, and would only testify on affirmation. 

I wish you Members of the House would read some of 
the hearings of that committee and see what they said about 
religion. 

I am going to take a minute or two to tell you something 
about Amtorg. I do not want to take up the economic situa- 
tion at this time because of lack of time. 

Russian trade in this country is conducted through an 
agency called “the Amtorg Trading Corporation.” It is in- 
corporated under the laws of the State of New York. All of 
the stock of the corporation stands of record in the name of 
Peter A. Bogdanov, chairman of the board of directors, as 
trustee for the Bank of Foreign Trade of the Soviet Union. 
This bank is owned by the State Bank of Russia, and the 
State Bank of Russia is owned by the Soviet Government. 
Not a share of stock of this corporation is owned by an 
American. Every official of Amtorg, with but one exception, 
is a citizen of Soviet Russia. 

The business of Amtorg Trading Corporation is conducted 
largely on a credit basis, with only $2,000,000 invested capital, 
and the commerce to America from Russia is equal to about 
one-third of the amount of its purchases in the United 
States. From 60 to 65 per cent of its business must of 
necessity be on a credit basis. The Soviet Government 
claims that in 1929 Russia sold us over $30,000,000 in com- 
merce and we exported to Russia over $107,000,000 in 
commerce. 

When called before our committee, a mumber of the 
officials of Amtorg denied they were communists, but nearly 
all of them were communists in Russia. Before coming here 
some of them held very high positions with the Communist 
Party or the Soviet Government. They severed their com- 
munist relationships to come to the United States. 

The biography of Peter A. Bogdanov, chairman of the 
board of directors of Amtorg, shows he began his career as a 
revolutionist when only 18 years of age and while yet a 
student. He was arrested in 1902 and served a prison sen- 
tence. In 1905 he was elected a member of the Bolshevik 
executive committee of the Russian Socialist-Democratic 
Labor Party and a member of the underground organization 
in the army. Later he went to Moscow and became active 
in the underground subversive organization as a member of 
the Communist Party. 

In the beginning of the communist revolution he was 
president of the revolutionary committee of Gomel City. 
In 1919 he was appointed president of the council for the 
military industry and in 1921 president of the supreme eco- 
nomic council. During the year 1923 he was appointed chief 
of the supreme administration of the military industry and 
president of the committee for war minister orders.” 

He is now the highest official of Amtorg. Admitted to 
this country as a temporary visitor for the purpose of over- 
seeing the affairs of this trading corporation, it will be in- 
teresting to note how long the Government of the United 
States will permit him to remain here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from West Virginia has expired. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman’s time be extended for 15 minutes. 

Mr. TILSON. I hope that that will be granted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes. 

Mr. CRISP. I have heard it stated and I would like to 
know whether it is true that his time for remaining here 
has been extended on one or two occasions, Is that correct? 
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Mr. BACHMANN. The chairman of the committee wrote 
the Department of Labor and asked that he be notified when 
the time for his temporary visit had expired, and I am in- 
formed by the chairman of our committee that he was in- 
formed by some one in the Department of Labor that his 
permit has been again extended for another period of six 
months or one year. 

Mr. MICHENER. What are his activities in this country? 

Mr. BACHMANN. He is the chairman of the board of 
directors of Amtorg. He meets all of the big business men 
in this country and negotiates all purchases for Soviet Rus- 
sia. 
Mr. MICHENER. Amtorg is a trading corporation which 
buys American material to send to Russia? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes. 

Mr. MICHENER. And he is the representative of the 
Russian Government and is buying that material. 

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes. 

Mr. MICHENER. And while in America buying these 
materials, what are his activities so far as propaganda in 
connection with his Government is concerned? 

Mr. BACHMANN. That is a fair question. I will say, 
for the benefit of Amtorg, that at no place through this 
investigation did we find that any of the officials of Amtorg 
were connected with the spreading of any communist prop- 
aganda in this country. 

Mr. MICHENER. I ask that question in the light of this 
statement. We permit Russians to come to this country. 
We permit this man to come here. We know his religion, 
we know who he is, and his nationality. If he is in this 
country and behaves himself lawfully while here and in no 
way interferes with our Government or advances the prop- 
aganda of his Government, just what action would the gen- 
tleman take? 

Mr. BACHMANN. I think, if we permit aliens to come 
to this country for commerce or any other purpose, we 
ought to know something about them. Here is a man who 
has been at the head of the military industry in Russia, 
who is a known revolutionist, a known communist, who has 
held high official positions in the Russian Communist 
Party and the Soviet Government. He is here now for an 
unlimited stay, perhaps 2, 3, 4, or 5 years; and what he does 
here outside of carrying on the business of this organiza- 
tion I am not able to say, but a number of people believe, 
whether it is true or not, that he is the head of this under- 
ground movement of the Communist Party in this country. 
I am not ready to say that that is the fact. I do not know. 

Mr. ESLICK. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BACHMANN. I yield. 

Mr. ESLICK. Is it not a fact that a Mr. Delgassa, vice 
president of Amtorg, resigned and assigned as his reason 
that he would not sign a statement of perjury as Bogdanov 
had? He said that Amtorg was filled with communists and 
communists’ organizations, and after his resignation he was 
afraid to go out on the streets, and that under the Russian 
courts or O. G. P. U. this man had been sentenced to be 
shot and to forfeit all of his property? 

Mr. BACHMANN. That is true. He testified to all of 
that, but in view of all that, I am not ready to condemn a 
man and say he is connected with this illegal movement or 
the underground work of the communists unless there is 
some substantial evidence to base it on, other than the mere 
statement of a former employee. 

Mr. ESLICK. But he did deny there were any com- 
munists in his organization, did he not? 

Mr. BACHMANN. He did that. 

Mr. ESLICK. And he denied that he himself was a com- 
munist, did he not; and that the general manager was not a 
communist? 

Mr. BACHMANN. That is correct. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BACHMANN. I yield. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman will remember that our 
two best-known anarchists, Emma Goldman and Alexander 
Berkman, after their experience in Russia, declared that 
they would rather spend the rest of their lives in a peniten- 
tiary in the United States than to be free in Russia. For 
the same reason probably Amtorg prefers to remain here, 
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Mr. BACHMANN. - Now, there is another thing that I 
want to tell you, and which I think the Members of the 
‘House should know, and that is about the communist press 
in this country. 

The communists publish 11 daily newspapers in the United 
States, 9 of them in a foreign language. In addition to this 
they issue from 12 to 18 weekly publications, practically all 
in a foreign language. A circulation of about 225,000 is 
claimed for these various publications. The Daily Worker, 
issued in New York City, is the principal communist daily 
printed in English, and has a rather rapidly increasing circu- 
lation of some 30,000. The various shop-nuclei papers are 
claimed to have a circulation of from 60,000 to 70,000. 

Many articles appearing in the Daily Worker are of a 
revolutionary nature, consisting of attacks on our Govern- 
ment and on every American institution or ideal associated 
with our form of Government. It has considerable influence 
among the communists, particularly in New York City, and 
is the mouthpiece that prepares the mass demonstrations 
and meetings in New York and throughout the country. 

The testimony of Louis Bebrits, editor in chief of Uj Elore, 
a revolutionary communist daily printed in Hungarian in 
the city of New York, is interesting and illuminating. Mr. 
Bebrits is an alien who came to the United States in 1923 
from Rumania. He testified before our committee on affir- 
mation that he was a communist. The following is a part 
of his testimony taken from the hearings: 

Mr. Besrits. I am always fighting against capitalism and seek- 
ing to overthrow capitalism and to get a Soviet Government. 

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes; and you would go to the extent of using 
force and violence the same as they did in Russia when the 
Russian Provisional Government was overthrown and the com- 
munists took control? 


Mr. Besrirs., I can not imagine a revolution without the same 
methods as the Russian workers and farmers used. 


The Hungarian Uj Elore is an extremely revolutionary and 
dangerous paper, with a circulation of over 30,000 according 
to the sworn statement submitted to the Post Office Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. IRWIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr>BACHMANN. I yield, briefly. 

Mr. IRWIN. I would like to ask if these communist 
papers of which the gentleman is now speaking are carried 
throughout United States mails? 

Mr. BACHMANN. I am coming to that. 

Ihe largest daily communist paper is the Morning Frei- 
heit, published in Yiddish in New York City. It has a 
circulation through the United States mails of over 5,000, 
and a sworn circulation of over 64,000, largely in New York 
City and vicinity. 

The editor, Moissaye J. Olgin, testified before our com- 
mittee that he was a communist and a naturalized citizen, 
coming to the United States from Russia in 1914. He stated 
that his paper is owned and controlled by communists. 

The following remarks of Olgin before the committee may 
be interesting: 

Mr. OLGIN. I agree perfectly with what Marx said about religion; 
that religion is the opium for the people. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you believe in abolition of all religion? 

Mr. OLGIN. I believe in enlightening all the people so they may 


stop believing what don’t exist. * * 
Mr. BACHMANN. Since 1922 you owe no allegiance to the Amer- 


ican flag? 
i Mr. OLGIN. Since 1922 I am a communist, and that is a revolu- 
ionist. 

Mr. BACHMANN. You are fighting to displace the American flag; 
is that not true? 

Mr. Ol orx. I am fighting under the red flag to displace Amer- 
ican capitalism by a government of workers and farmers. 


Now, all of these publications containing articles and 
editorials of a revolutionary nature, written by these men I 
have just mentioned and others, are daily carried through 
the United States mails. Every morning copies are deliv- 
ered by United States mail carriers to subscribers through- 
out the country. How can we teach the large number of 
aliens that come to this country what the American Govern- 
ment and American institutions stand for when each morn- 
ing we permit the United States mail carrier to deliver news- 
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ere containing revolutionary articles and revolutionary 
eas 
„ Why does not the Postmaster General 
stop i 

Mr. BACHMANN. Because he can not. The law is not 
broad enough because the present law only covers each 
individual publication or issue of the publication and not 
all issues generally. 

I believe legislation should be enacted by this Congress as 
soon as possible, which will prevent all newspapers and pub- 
lications of every kind and character, which advocate the 
overthrow of this Government by force and violence, or the 
erection of a soviet form of government in the United 
States, from going through the United States mails. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Everybody must admit they can serve no good purpose, 
and these many foreigners who come here and read this 
Yiddish paper or the Hungarian paper or other papers in a 
foreign language, advocating the overthrow of our Govern- 
ment, who might eventually make good citizens, are misled, 
and instead of going on and becoming good American citi- 
zens their intentions are diverted by permitting revolution- 
ary papers in foreign language to be delivered by agents of 
the United States Government. 

What are they to think other than that it is all right? 

Mr. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes. 

Mr. ALLGOOD. Has the gentleman any evidence that 
papers are coming in from Russia? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Oh, yes; there are a lot of papers 
from Russia, pamphlets and periodicals, that come over 
here and are distributed in the United States. 

There is no question that communism is increasing in 
this country. I do not believe that anybody who is in- 
formed on the question will deny that statement. The com- 
munist ticket was on the ballot in 14 States in 1924, and in 
1928 the communist ticket was on the ballot in 34 States in 
this Union, a gain of 20 States in four years. In 1924 W. Z. 
Foster, the communist candidate for President, received 
36,000 votes and in 1928 he received 48,770 votes. In 1930 
the communist candidates for governors and United States 
Senators, in less than half the States in the Union where 
they were on the ballot, polled approximately 100,000 votes. 
Now, bear in mind that when we are talking about votes we 
are talking about American citizens entitled to vote. We 
are not talking about the great number of young people who 
are connected with his movement who can not vote. We 
are not talking about aliens who are connected with this 
movement, 75 or 95 per cent of them, who can not vote. 
We are not talking about migratory American citizens who 
could vote if they had a residence established. I know 
this number is insignificant as compared with the number 
of people we have in the United States, but we must remem- 
ber that the communists neither expect nor plan to get 
control of this Government by legal or political methods. 
Their political activities are carried on for publicity and 
propaganda purposes only. 

Listen to what Foster said when he made his acceptance 
speech on May 23, 1928; that is, when he accepted the 
nomination for President of the United States as the com- 
munist candidate. He said: 

Our party, different from the Socialist Party, creates not illu- 
sions amongst the workers that they can vote their way to eman- 
cipation, that they can capture the ready-made machinery of the 


State and utilize it for the emancipation of the working class. 
The working class must shatter the capitalist state. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from West Virginia has again expired. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


that the gentleman may proceed for 10 additional minutes.. 


This is a very valuable, speech. 7 : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia may proceed for 10 additional minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? ; 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. BACHMANN. Continuing what Foster said: 


It must build a new state, a new government, a workers’ and 
farmers’ government, the soviet government of the United States. 
When a communist heads a government in the United States, 
and that day will come just as surely as the sun rises, that gov- 
ernment will not be a capitalistic government but a soviet govern- 
ment; and behind this government will stand the red army to 
enforce the dictatorship of the proletariat. 

That is a part of the acceptance speech of the communist 
candidate for President of this country. Over 47,000 Amer- 
ican citizens, naturalized or native, voted for him in the 
election of 1928. 

The usual communist defense, when brought into court 
and the legality of their organization questioned, is that the 
Communist Party is a political party; that it nominates 
and votes for candidates for office; that it has been on the 
ballot in many States. This, of course, is camouflage and 
evasion. Personally I feel there is abundance of evidence 
and ample justification for the States to declare the Com- 
munist Party, or any other like organization which seeks to 
overthrow the Government of the United States or the gov- 
ernment of the States by force and violence, to be illegal. 
[Applause.] In other words, any party seeking through 
revolutionary means to supplant the American flag with the 
red flag and the substitution of a government by soviets for 
the American Government should be outlawed. [Applause.] 

Mr. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes, 

Mr. ALLGOOD. Does the gentleman know what action 
is being taken by other governments to stop sovietism? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes. Different procedure is taken in 
different countries. I understand that when communists 
go to Mexico and try to spread their propaganda they are 
never heard of any more. [Laughter.] I understand that 
in Germany there are 4,500,000 of them out of a population 
of 78,000,000. The Government in China has been unable 
to handle them and the government in India is having con- 
siderable difficulty with them. With three or four hundred 
million people in China and three or four hundred million 
people in India, as well as 150,000,000 in Russia, if the com- 
munists succeed in India and succeed in China in the same 
way they have succeeded in Russia, then you will begin to see 
they are a serious menace, not only to the people of the 
United States but to the people of all the world. 

There are many precedents for holding that the com- 
munists’ organization is an illegal one. The present Chief 
Justice of the United States in 1924, when he was Secretary 
of State, sent a memorandum to the United States Senate, 
in which he said: 

It is believed that the evidence presented by the Department 
of State at this hearing has conclusively established three facts: 

First. The essential unity of the Bolshevik organization known 
as the Communist Party, so-called Soviet Government, and the 
Communist International, all of which are controlled by a smali 
group of individuals, technically known as the political bureau 
of the Russian Communist Party. 

Second. The spiritual and organic connection between this 
Moscow group and its agent in this country, the American Com- 
munist Party and its legal counterpart, the Workers Party. Not 
only are these organizations the creation of Moscow, but the latter 
has also elaborated their p and controlled and supervised 
their activities. While there may have existed in the United 
States individuals and eyen groups imbued with Marxist doctrines 
prior to the advent of the Communist International, the existence 
of a disciplined party equipped with a program aiming at the 
overthrow of the institutions of this country by force and violence 
is due to the intervention of the Bolshevik organization into the 
domestic political life of the United States. The essential fact is 
the existence of an organization in the United States created by 
and completely subservient to a foreign organization striving to 
overthrow the existing social and political order of this country. 

Third. The subversive and pernicious activities of the American 
Communist Party and its subordinate and allied organs in the 
United States are activities resulting from and flowing out of the 
program elaborated for them by the Moscow group. 


I do not ask you to believe what I say, but here is the 
present Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the United 
States telling you what they were in 1924. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I wonder if the gentleman intends to 
discuss during the course of his remarks or to later insert 
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in the Recorp several concrete suggestions with respect to 
dealing with this question; not stopping at restriction of 
immigration, but making some other suggestions with re- 
spect to taking hold of this entire question and keeping 
down opportunities for them to spread their propaganda 
and to grow in numbers. 

Mr. BACHMANN. I will go into that somewhat, and if 
the gentleman will look at the report of the committee he 
will see that there are some suggestions along that line 
made by the committee. 

1 think it is established beyond any question that the 
Communist Party of America, by whatever name it may 
choose to call itself, or under which it may elect to operate, 
is a dangerous and a lawless organization intent upon the 
overthrow of the Government of the United States by force 
and violence. Why there should be any hesitation in driv- 
ing this horde of enemies out of this country or shutting 
their treasonable mouths and stopping their revolutionary 
noise is beyond my understanding. [Applause.] 

Let us arrange to have them deported or let them re- 
turn to Soviet Russia where they can communize to their 
heart’s content. [Laughter and applause.] 

You may be interested in knowing about the number of 
communists in this country. It has been estimated before 
our committee by various witnesses that there are from 
50,000 to 2,000,000 of them here. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will my good colleague from West 
Virginia, while he is on this subject, in addition to suggest- 
ing deportation, make some other suggestions before he 
gets away from this particular point, some suggestions which 
will prevent the creation of a certain type of soil for them 
to grow in? 

Mr. BACHMANN. I may say to the gentleman that I 
have had to skip over a part of my remarks which deals 
with the matter suggested by the gentleman. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BACHMANN. Yes. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I am in thorough agreement with the 
gentleman about deporting these people who are in this 
country unlawfully, and I raised that question before the 
Rules Committee the other day on the matter of a rule for 
a new immigration bill. I made the observation that it 
seemed to me that to relieve this labor situation instead of 
further restricting immigration to a minimum it would be 
much more effective to deport from 500,000 to 1,000,000 
aliens here unlawfully, and the answer was that while that 
was something that ought to be done, we were unable to 
get the funds out of the Appropriations Committee with 
which to do it; is that true? 

Mr. BACHMANN. That is just the trouble. The Appro- 
priations Committee in the past, and I do not say this as 
any reflection on the Appropriations Committee, has failed 
to provide enough money for the Immigration Bureau to 
deport the aliens who are unlawfully in this country and 
who ought to be sent back. I understand they can not even 
take care of those who have been convicted of offenses and 
sentenced to our penal institutions. 

The total number of dues-paying communists in this 
country does not exceed 12,000, but that does not indicate 
their real strength, any more than dues-paying socialists, 
which total about the same, indicated the socialist strength 
in the country, or the number of contributors to the Republi- 
can or Democrat Parties indicate the membership of the 
Republican or Democrat Parties. It is conservatively be- 
lieved that there are at the present time between 500,000 
and 600,000 communists and active sympathizers in this 
country. 

From this it can be seen that the movement is gaining 
strength, and it is my conviction that so long as the Gov- 
ernment permits these alien communists to practice their 
activities in the United States, just so long will they con- 
tinue to increase. 

The true communist is a fanatic. He believes thoroughly 
and completely in the principles of communism. He is not 
a patriot. America means nothing to him, even though he 
may be an American citizen. If the communists are ever 
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able to overthrow the Government of the United States, 
there will be no liberty according to the American conception 
of liberty. To the contrary, there will be an intolerable 
dictatorship of communist fanatics whose policies in turn 
will be dictated by the communist leaders in Russia. The 
United States will become a unit of the Union of Socialist 
Soviet Republics. 

The communist says in effect: “I believe in free speech, 
but just long enough to establish a government under which 
it will disappear forever. I believe in liberty, but just long 
enough to create a social order in which liberty will sink into 
stagnating slavery. I believe in religious freedom, but just 
long enough to erect a soviet structure in which all forms of 
faith and worship, all symbols of religion, and all semblance 
of trust in God shall be banished from the earth. I believe 
in the right of assembly and debate to the end that I may 
create a system of government in which the right of as- 
sembly and debate will be seen and heard no more. I be- 
lieve in the support of free labor and I call on the working- 
man to support me in this to the end that I may establish a 
soviet government which will with whip and lash, drive the 
laborer to his daily task. I believe in the abolition of 
capatalistic civilization in order that I may appropriate and 
live upon the heritage which will come to me when capitalism 
has been swept away.” 

Yet in view of all this, there are those who believe we 
should recognize Russia. If we were to say to Soviet Russia, 
We recognize you and will let you alone,” Soviet Russia 
is not willing to say to us, We in turn recognize you and 
will let you alone.” They demand that we recognize the 
Soviet Republic and let them alone, in order that they may 
recognize us and then use all means at their command in 
endeavoring to establish a soviet form of government in 
the United States. 

We should not forget that we have in this country certain 
individuals and organizations, who, under the guise of “ free 
speech,” are giving considerable aid and comfort to this 
crowd of alien revolutionists. What they seek to accom- 
plish by assisting them, I do not apprehend. What good 
they are doing American institutions, I can not see. What 
satisfaction is their reward, is beyond by understanding. To 
my mind, the principles of free speech, free press, and free 
assembly are worthy of organizations that stand for the 
American form of government, guaranteed by the Constitu- 
tion, and for the ideals of Washington, Jefferson, and 
Lincoln, instead of individuals and organizations whose pur- 
pose is to uphold the communists in spreading revolutionary 
propaganda and inciting revolutionary activities in order 
to undermine our American institutions and overthrow our 
Federal Government. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from West Virginia has expired. 


CLERKS IN THE FOREIGN SERVICE—-CONFERENCE REPORT 


Mr. TEMPLE presented the conference report, for printing 
under the rule, on the bill (H. R. 9110) for the grading and 
classification of clerks in the Foreign Service of the United 
States of America and providing compensation therefor, and 
for other purposes. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its principal 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House to bills of the following titles: 

S. 5677. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to prepare and manufacture a medal in commemoration of 
the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the surrender 
of Lord Cornwallis at Yorktown, Va., and of the establish- 
ment of the independence of the United States; and 

S. 5825. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of California to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the Bay of San Francisco from the Rincon Hill 
district in San Francisco by way of Goat Island to Oakland. 

The message also announced that the Senate had con- 
curred in House Concurrent Resolution No. 47, requesting 
the President to return to the House of Representatives the 
bill (H. R. 15876) entitled “An act to provide for the addi- 
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tion of certain lands to the Mesa Verde National Park, Colo., 
and for other purposes,” for the purpose of permitting the 
correction of an error in the enrolled bill. 


FILING OF SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT 


Mr. IRWIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to file 
a supplemental report on the bill H. R. 1702. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair now recognizes 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CHALMERS] for 15 minutes. 

UNEMPLOYMENT 

Mr. CHALMERS. Mr. Speaker, the fear of poverty, un- 
employment, and the poorhouse have been the great dread 
of the human race through all the years. Revolutions are 
the children of mass resentment and despair and the grand- 
children of hunger and unemployment. The one problem is 
unemployment. Solve that and you solve all the rest. This 
is particularly true of this period of civilization. Through 
the ages man has been slowly trained to labor. He is now an 
industrial animal. A creature of habit, he has adjusted him- 
self definitely and permanently to the habit of daily labor 
hours. He is the fine product of toiling ancestors. 

I quote some paragraphs from a paper written by my 
brother, Dr. Thomas Chalmers, professor of history of 
Boston University: 


There grew up two classes of men—one numerous, the other 
limited—those who toiled under orders and those who toiled as 
effectively by pondering, deciding, studying conditions, weighing 
alternatives, judging crises, and giving orders. Here were the 
rudiments of our governing class and the rank and file of the 
plain folk. 

Those racial types which took most naturally to the drudgery of 
daily toil and which, therefore, trained themselves to the arts 
of labor through generations of steady industry, eliminating the 
shiftless unfit by a natural selective process, were the types that 
endured. The lazy died out. Whether due to disease brought on 
by the hookworm or the tsetse fly, or malaria, or other patho- 
logical causes, those individuals and types lacking in the power 
of sustained and intelligent toil have been left by the roadside. 
Only in recent times has the new element of human sympathy 
set itself to the task of combating this particular selective process 
by saving and prolonging the lives of the weak and the physically 
incompetent. But this task itself displays a new superabundance 
of vigor and industry on the part of that advancing section of 
humanity whose industry is sufficient to provide for its own sur- 
vival and for the survival of the unfit. In other days there was 
no such surplus of human industrial survival. It is the glory of 
the present industrial age that it is showing the will and almost 
the ability to provide for the survival of the weak as well as the 
strong or the unfit and the fit. Even in times of economic depres- 
sion it still tackles that twofold task with a will. The quick, 
desperate determination which the powers of State and Nation, 
organized industry, and private charity are to-day marshaling and 
focusing on the problem of furnishing work for the workless and 
food and care for all leaves a deep impression on the mind of the 
student of economic history. The mood has changed in our own 
day. Only as recent as the Presidency of Grover Cleveland, 
General Jacob S. Coxey, a man still in active life, led an army of 
unemployed to the Capitol at Washington to beg the Government 
to do something for the starving masses to work. They 
came in peaceable detachments, but the protest was treated as a 
joke. The Capitol police arrested them for walking on the grass. 
Such was the mood of 1894. That is not the mood of to-day. 


The craying for occupation is one of the most enduring of 
human traits. It is a wholesome craving. It is proof that 
though laziness is found here and there, it is essentially indi- 
vidual and occasional. It is not a permanent trait of any 
tribe or nation that has endured. Certain backward peoples 
of the rich warm climates have not been forced to steady 
habits of labor. They have developed the habits of indolence. 
They have lived from hand to mouth. In competition with 
the industrious type, they tend to pass out of the picture. 
This is true even in the warm climates which are supposed 
to be hospitable to indolence. Egypt was in a warm climate, 
and Chaldea. The Mediterranean climate is very gentle. 
But the stupendous monuments, relics of the Mediterranean 
civilization, are proof that even in the burning heat of 
Luxor, Egypt could be mistress of the world by the power 
of her industry. There are many pictures extant, portray- 
ing the contentment of Egyptian labor. Peasants are irri- 
gating their gardens, herdsmen are fattening their stock for 
the market, fruit growers are harvesting their grapes and 
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pomegranates, and the artist, whether true to life or in the 
quaintness of his humor, has placed baboon laborers in 
pomegranate trees. 

No catastrophic social revolution such as we have found in an- 
cient Egypt and in modern France ever struck Rome. The Tarquins 
were expelled and a republic was set up, but the common people 
were never driven by their misery to the massacre, overthrow, and 
exile of their aristocracy. The ruling classes were strong. In gen- 
eral, they treated the subject classes with consideration. When 
the plebes withdrew the patricians had sense enough to woo them 
back. They compromised like Englishmen. They made concessions 
and therefore they stayed in power. But they never solved the 
problem of unemployment. After the Roman conquest of Carthage 
and Greece their accumulated wealth flowed into Rome—food sup- 
plies, slaves, gold. The Roman proletariat was thrown out of work. 
The Italian truck farmer and fruit grower could not compete with 
slave labor. He moved into Rome and joined the masses of the 
unemployed. Here was the Roman populace, a constant source of 
danger to the Republic. They had the vote. The ruling classes 
pampered them. Wealthy, ambitious politicians employed clever 
agitators to play upon and control them. They were kept from 
starvation by doles of bread, and were amused by the games, 
giadiatorial shows, triumphal processions, and spectacles. 

The Colosseum was built to hold them. In their politics and 
their pleasures they forgot their general uselessness and unem- 
ployment. They thought of themselves as the people—the Roman 
people—and as coupled in importance with the Senate. But they 
became the chief of the state because they accepted their 
condition of habitual unemployment as normal. As political lead- 
ers supplied them with bread and games they became but the 
tools and weapons of demagogues. It was a fateful day for Rome 
when her laboring classes settled down contentedly to accept doles 
and charities in place of employment. 

That was the great danger recently avoided in this country 
by the enactments of the Seventy-first Congress in ordering 
the construction of public works and the great compromise 
on the $25,000,000 dole. 

The country owes a great debt to President Hoover, as 
history will show, for his persistent and effective opposition 
to the inauguration of the dole and unemployment insurance 
in place of the American way of caring for the poor and 
those who are temporarily out of work. 

It is of little account whether for personal or political 
reasons you withhold from him to-day credit justly due him 
for this great patriotic service to his country. The historian 
will see to it that he shall receive his full measure of credit 
on the pages of history. 

Did you hear Mr. Wile last night over the radio in his talk 
on Our Nation’s Business? He showed its evil effects, par- 
ticularly in England and Germany. He said that the English 
dole rate would give a man who was out of work and who 
had a wife and three minor children $7.65 a week. This 
man preferred to take this and stay idle rather than take a 
job on a farm at $7 per week, although the farmer was 
crying for help. He showed that the dole and insurance 
fostered poverty and idleness rather than helped to eliminate 
suffering and unemployment. 

The frequent wars were followed by unemployment, star- 
vation, and wretchedness among our European forefathers. 
Organized means to prevent poverty and disease were almost 
unknown before the sixteenth century. The unemployed 
joined the ranks of the beggars and the robbers and fought 
for alms or loot. The beggars survived in rags so long as 
the pennies came. The robbers were hanged. The sick and 
the hungry shivered, starved, and died in their hovels. War- 
fare, robbery, pillage are always disheartening to thrift and 
industry. In all ages there have been times of hardship 
and times of peace and prosperity. 

The careful balancing of human needs and supplies pro- 
vided for by the production of goods and purchase of goods 
is a delicate economic operation. Normally the needs of 
humanity are fairly uniform and steady. The number of 
human beings remains nearly stationary or increase at an 
even rate. The United States census shows that the popu- 
lation of this country averaged an increase of just about one- 
third every decade from 1790 to 1860. Since that time it 
has shown a slowing-up tendency. The general physical 
needs of humanity remain, therefore, year after year about 
the same, Industry and production have generally known 
what to count on. Changes in styles of dress or diet may 
make occasional readjustments necessary, but such readjust- 
ments have been easily made without upsetting the delicate 
balance. 
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History, however, has shown that great social readjust- 
ments like vast migrations of peoples, invasions, wars, na- 
tional or international plagues result in the temporary arrest 
of normal production on the one hand or normal demand 
on the other, or such as create vast temporary changes in 
demand, are sure to have a disturbing, if not a devastating, 


effect on the delicate balance of economic civilization. The 


Hundred Years War brought on the peasants’ revolt in 
England and the similar revolt of the jacquerie in France. 
In each case it was the uprising of hungry men. They were 
hungry because they lacked adequate employment at suffi- 
cient pay to feed their families steadily. In each case, as in 
every such revolution from ancient Egypt to Russian Bol- 
shevism, it is the unemployed laborer who has listened to the 
orator of discontent till his head was turned. And then he 
has gone forth to pull down and destroy the men in power 
and to tear up society by the roots. 

The recent uprising of the hungry farmers in England, 
Ark., illustrates this frenzied condition. Five hundred farm- 
ers shouted, “ Give us food for our starving families.” They 
stormed the business section of England, Ark., and a short 
time later 265 of them were given $2.75 each in provisions 
by the Red Cross. 

The farmers came from what was a rich agricultural 
region around England until ravaged by last summer’s 
drought. Most of them have hitherto been prosperous. 
George Morris, an attorney, addressed the farmers as they 
congregated in the business section with threats to take food 
by force from the merchants. His speech, however, was 
interrupted by the refrain, “ Give us food for our starving 
families.” Our children are crying for food and we are 
going to get it,” one man shouted. “We are not going to 
let our children starve,” said another. We want food and 
we want it now.” “We are not beggars,” another pushed 
forward to explain. “ We are willing to work for 50 cents a 
day, but we're not going to starve and we are not going to 
let our families starve. Give us work and we'll not come 
back.” 

This is only an example of what has been disturbing the 
authorities in the drought-stricken sections of the South and 
Southwest. We can theorize all we like about what the 
Government should and should not do about meeting this 
abnormal condition. From experience I have tried to show 
you historically what has happened to governments that 
have tried to oppose and stand up against peoples frenzied 
by unemployment and hunger. 

Naturally the human animal is restless. He wants work. 
If he can not be employed in worth-while constructive effort 
he becomes the victim of the preacher of destruction. In 
the work of revolutionary devastation he and his class have 
usually been the greatest sufferers in the end, though the 
men who have led him often escape. Fouche, the leader of 
the bloodthirsty, the regicide, the director of the massacres 
of Lyon, lived through all the changes—Reign of Terror, 
Directory, Consulate, Empire, and was Minister of Police 
under Louis XVIII. And there was Talleyrand, too. 

Revolution is violence. Violence is the last thing which 
the delicate adjusting of the balance of economic civilization 
needs. Violent oratory is the mother of violent deeds. 

There are two classes in the industrial organization above 
referred to. We are giving most of our thought to the la- 
borer who is unemployed. He has not failed in his job. His 
work has been faithful. He is ready and willing to continue. 
His job is a laborious one, but it is not as difficult as the 
job which the industrial leader fills. Together with the 
power of toil must go the power of inventive initiative if 
a race is to endure industrially. The inventive initiative 
is the function of the industrial leader. This function was 
of only moderate demand in the old days. It is a strenuous 
task to-day. It has reached a high stage of efficiency in the 
United States. The people of this country, from New Eng- 
and westward, have shown a marked genius for invention. 
The race has shown an alert, progressive spirit. The in- 
ventive Yankee is the typical American of to-day. But the 
organizer of industries, finance, and big business has over- 
done himself. He has multiplied the products of the laborer 
in his own laboratory and in his office. His efficiency has 
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been so great that the consuming population have failed to 
keep pace with his products. As a director and leader of the 
industrial machine his business has been to keep the laborer 
supplied with work. To that end he must market the prod- 
uct of labor as it is produced. His technological efficiency 
has contributed to the breakdown of industrial leadership. 
He therefore faces the unemployed laborer with a hangdog 
expression on his face. 

The laborer has not failed. The industrial leader has. 
What can he do about it? Nothing—until the consumer 
comes to his rescue. And here again let us not be led 
astray. Overproduction is not so great as we have been 
picturing it. If wheat has fallen in price, it is not because 
there are no hungry people in the world who would buy it. 
There are mouths enough in the world for all the food that 
exists. There are feet enough in the world for all the shoes 
that are made. There is not a blanket nor an overcoat nor 
a picture nor a doll nor a book for sale which some man, 
woman, or child would not like to possess. The difficulty 
goes into the deep intricacies of exchange and finance. 
There is wealth enough in the world, there is money, but 
there is also fear. Men have been frightened by their losses. 
There has been a series of losses in a descending scale of 
prices; but there is a bottom somewhere, and when that 
bottom is reached a slow and steady rebound will have 
begun. Once more the man who labors and the man who 
plans will be in cooperation, and happy days will come 
again. 

My colleagues, you are Members of the greatest legislative 
body in the greatest Nation of the world. I call your atten- 
tion to a bill that will probably be up for consideration 
before the close of this session of Congress, introduced in 
the House by our colleague, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. GIFFORD], to change the date of the inauguration 
of the President of the United States and to eliminate the 
short session of Congress. 

Many people wonder why the 4th of March was set as the 
date to begin the new administration when the election 
comes in November. You and I know that in this wonderful 
history of the United States of less than a century and a 
half that when our forefathers wrote the Constitution of the 
United States they arranged it so that the representatives 
from the furthermost regions of the country would have 
time to reach Washington before the inauguration of the 
President. I come quite a number of miles myself to reach 
the Capital City, and it takes me two days to drive from my 
district, Toledo, Ohio, to Washington. When one of our 
legislative committees was investigating an air tragedy a 
few years ago the chairman in charge said to an officer of 
the Army, “ We would like to have Captain Blank testify 
before us; when can we have him, and where is he?” The 
reply was, He is in Selfridge Field, Mich.” “When can 
we have him?” “ This afternoon.” The Army officer sent 
a wireless to Mount Clemens, Mich. The pilot telephoned 
out to his home for an overnight bag, mounted his plane, 
20 miles north of Detroit, made a record flight to Bolling 
Field, and in 2 hours and 55 minutes he landed in Wash- 
ington. That afternoon at 3 o’clock he took the stand and 
testified before the committee. This was a record three 
years ago. The record was again smashed this week. 

Sunday night after 6 o’clock a squadron of airplanes, 19 
in number, came from Selfridge Field, Mich., to Washing- 
ton and made a demonstration of a quick defense of our 
city, coming from Detroit in 2 hours and 30 minutes. What 
wonderful progress we have made since our forefathers 
wrote the Constitution a few years ago. 

I spent two months last fall in Webster Groves, Mo. My 
next-door neighbor was a woman, active, mentally and 
physically, 95 years of age. She was a member of the family 
of the dean of Washington University. Her father was alive 
when the Constitution of the United States was written. 

I had an opportunity within the last three and a half 
years to make a trip around the world. Among other coun- 
tries, I visited India. Near Calcutta I saw farmers plowing 
with a cow hitched to a crooked stick, tickling the soil and 
irrigating in little ditches from buckets drawn from a well. 
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They were tilling the soil as they did in the times of 
Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob. 

Then I visited Egypt, that great country with a history 
extending back more than 4,000 years. Compare that coun- 
try to-day with the United States of America. 

Why, my friends, this is a miracle Nation. The history 
of this country is miraculous. 

Within my lifetime the United States of America under 
the fostering, encouragement, and care and protection of 
the Constitution of the United States, has accumulated more 
wealth, more luxury, more comforts of life than all of the 
nations of the world in all of the more than 6,000 years of 
human history. It is a miraculous record. 

I want to say that, while we have been passing through a 
business slump, we have passed the turn—I think business 
is now on the up-grade—my friends, I believe that under 
the matchless leadership of President Hoover, in my judg- 
ment, the greatest Executive in the world to-day, we will go 
on to a prosperity that has been unknown even in this 
country. [Applause.] 

CONDITIONS OF THE WORKING PEOPLE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cooper of Ohio). The 
Chair recognizes’ the gentleman from New York [Mr. La- 
Guarpia] for one hour. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that my time may be reduced to 30 minutes, and that the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Witt1amMson] may be 
recognized for 30 minutes, following me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, my colleague from New 
York [Mr. Fıs] promised the House that he would address 
the House on the subject that his special committee has in- 
vestigated, and I shall reserve the opportunity to reply to 
some of the recommendations made by the committee after 
Mr. Fıs has addressed the House. 

In the meantime I want to call the attention of the House 
to the necessity of Roing something constructive, something 
real, something tangible, to better the conditions of the work- 
ing people in this country. [Applause.] That is my answer 
to communism—to remove the cause of complaint, to take 
away the argument of the agitator and do something that 
will make life easier and better for the great masses of the 
working people of this country. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, one measure has been before this House for 
nearly eight months, Senate bill 3060, a bill to provide for 
the establishment of a national employment agency, known 
as the Wagner bill, introduced by the junior Senator from 
my State. The bill came over from the Senate, and the 
Committee on the Judiciary held extensive hearings on June 
11 and June 12, 1930. Both sides were heard. The Federa- 
tion of Labor came before the committee and indorsed the 
bill and begged for its enactment. The Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation came before the committee and raised 57 varieties of 
constitutional objections. I have yet to hear of any con- 
structive, progressive, social welfare legislation that the ex- 
ploiters of labor in this country have not raised a constitu- 
tional objection to. 

But we have some good lawyers on that committee. There 
are some good lawyers in the Senate. They saw through 
the flimsy objections and reported the bill favorably. It 
has passed the Senate—it awaits the action of the House. 
There is no question as to the constitutionality of Senate 
3060. The committee reported out that bill, Judge GRAHAM, 
of Pennsylvania, and Judge Tucker, of Virginia, dissenting 
and filing a minority report. The bill has been on the 
Calendar of this House since June 26, 1930. On two occa- 
sions the Committee on the Judiciary voted to authorize the 
chairman of the committee to take such steps as may be 
necessary, either by rule or suspension, to bring the bill be- 
fore the House. That was done. The Committee on Rules 
two days ago authorized the Committee on the Judiciary to 
call up this bill. It now has a preferential status, and on 
any day designated the Committee on the Judiaiary will 
have a day, and can call up this bill and the House will 
have the opportunity to consider it. It is not à radical bill. 
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It is simply to establish a system of employment agencies 
throughout the United States, the Federal Government co- 
operating and coordinating with each State, the State tak- 
ing over its local agency, receiving aid from the Federal 
Government, thereby working in unison—a comprehensive 
system of employment agencies for the exchange of infor- 
mation and for the location of employment. 

I shall give you more details of the bill in a few minutes, 
but my purpose to-day is to call attention to some legisla- 
tive trickery which would deprive this House of an oppor- 
tunity of voting on this measure. I pause just a moment 
to warn the membership that, when our committee comes 
before the House under the rule, to be present, stay on the 
floor, and to vote down any and all motions to adjourn 
until the bill is passed. In all likelihood several small 
popgun bills will be called ahead of this important measure 
in order to kill the day. I warn the House against a fili- 
buster on this bill. I know the House will not stand 
for that. But, Mr. Speaker, much to my surprise the other 
day in committee we received a communication from a mem- 
ber of the committee that the Secretary of Labor desired to 
be heard on the bill. The bill has been out of the commit- 
tee since June 26, last, and now the Secretary of Labor, Mr. 
Doak, wants to be heard! I am writing this letter to Mr. 
Doak to-day, and I ask the Clerk to read it in my time. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will read. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk read as follows: 

FEBRUARY 17, 1931. 
Hon. WILLIAM N. DOAK, 
Secretary of Labor, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mn. SECRETARY: Greatly to my surprise, Representative 
Dyer informed the Committee on the Judiciary of the House yes- 
terday that you desired to appear before the committee on Senate 
bill 3060, a bill to provide for the establishment of a national em- 
ployment system. I gathered the impression that your message 
indicated that you were opposed to this bill. The purpose of obtain- 
ing additional hearings or suggesting any change at this time 
can have but one result, and that is to defeat this very necessary 
and important legislation, I am sure you do not want to place 
yourself in that position. 

Extensive hearings were held on this bill, not only by the 
Senate committee but by our committee on June 11 and June 12, 
1930. The bill was thoroughly debated, studied, and considered, 
and was reported favorably (Representatives GRAHAM and TUCKER 
filing a minority report) on June 26, 1930. It has been on the 
calendar of the House nearly eight months. A few days ago the 
Committee on Rules, acting on the recommendation made by the 
Committee on the Judiciary and in response to a general demand 
by the majority of the Members of the House who are eager to 
vote for that bill, and in keeping with widespread interest 
throughout the country for just this kind of legislation, it was 
given preferential status by a rule authorizing the Committee on 
the Judiciary to call it up for consideration by the House. You 
will, therefore, see that the committee no longer has the bill 
under its control. 

You can readily understand that the Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion, the employers of scab labor, employers who are taking ad- 
vantage of the present depression to pull down wages, and all 
other opponents of the bill might well misconstrue your purpose 
and use it as an argument to prevent consideration of the bill 
based entirely on your opposition. 

Surely, with the experience of the past and with the hard- 
ships and suffering of unemployment to-day, no one can deny the 
necessity of some form of coordinated Federal and State agency 
to gather and correlate information and to assist labor in 
employment. The necessity of Federal and State cooperation in 
this matter is so apparent and the discussion and the opposition 
before the committee failed, according to my opinion, utterly. 

labor throughout the United States without excep- 
tion is united for this bill and clamoring for its passage. I am 
informed that at a conference of labor leaders which you at- 
tended here in Washington this position was plainly stated. 

I thought it proper to call the parliamentary situation of the 
bill to your attention and to point out the danger of any inter- 
ference at this time with only a few legislative days remaining 
before the close of Congress. The critical conditions of the coun- 
try demand this legislation without further delay. Labor not 
only looks to Congress but looks to its representative in the 
executive branch of the Government for support of this bill. 

Will you, therefore, in view of the urgency of this legislation, 
kindly declare your support and approval of Senate 3060. 

With kindest personal regards, I am 

Sincerely yours, 
F. LAGUARDIA, 


Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, the Secretary of Labor, 
as stated in my letter, is labor’s representative in the execu- 


tive branch of the Government. It is too late now to seek 
to insert a comma or to dot an “i” oa a bill which has 
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passed the Senate and has been on the calendar of this 
House for eight months, and for the consideration of which a 
rule has just been obtained. It is stated—I don’t know how 
true it is—that there is objection to S. 3060, reported favor- 
ably by the Committee on the Judiciary, because it creates 
too much power in the Federal Government, Mr. Speaker, 
I hold in my hand and I shall read into the Recor the so- 
called Doak bill, which takes away every feature of State 
coordination provided for in Senate 3060. I can not under- 
stand an attempt which seeks to delay, to hamper, to retard, 
to prevent consideration of a bill which has been so care- 
fully studied, changed, and amended by bringing in, in the 
last moments of the Congress, a new proposition which in 
its effect is more objectionable to the very grounds of the 
opposition than the bill now before us, and at this point I 
shall read the Doak bill for the information of the House: 


A bill to provide for the establishment of a national employment 
system 

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby created in the Depart- 
ment of Labor a bureau to be known as the United States Employ- 
ment Service, at the head of which shall be an Assistant Secretary 
of Labor, whose title shall be Third Assistant Secretary of Labor. 
He shall be appointed by the President and receive a salary of 
$9,000 per annum. He shall perform such other duties as shall 
be prescribed by the Secretary of Labor. 

Sec. 2. The Secretary of Labor is authorized to transfer to the 
said bureau such officers, clerks, and employees of the existing 
employment service, Department of Labor, as he shall deem neces- 
sary in carrying out the purposes of this act, and he is authorized 
to appoint and to fix the compensation of such other officers, 
clerks, and employees as may be necessary to carry out the pro- 
visions of this act. The compensation of positions within the 
District of Columbia shall be fixed in accordance with the classi- 
fication act of 1923, as amended. 

Sec. 3. The function of the said bureau shall be to advance 
opportunities of employment for men, women, and minors who 
are legally qualified to engage in gainful occupations, and to co- 
ordinate the public employment offices maintained by the United 
States, any State, municipality, or any other political subdivision 
by collecting, compiling, f , and publishing information 
as to opportunities for employment, and by establishing and main- 
taining a system for clearing labor between the several States 
and between such States and the District of Columbia. The said 
bureau shall also have authority to establish and maintain free 
public employment offices in the several States and in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for the purpose of receiving applications of per- 
sons seeking employment and applications of persons seeking to 
employ other persons. 

The Secretary of Labor is authorized to conclude with any 
Federal, State, municipal, or other official bureau or agency ar- 
rangements under which public employment offices authorized by 
this act may be maintained in cooperation with any such Federal, 
State, municipal, or other official bureau or agency: Provided, 
That in any State where there is a system of public employment 
offices operated in whole or in part by the State any such arrange- 
ment for cooperation between the State or such offices and the 
public employment offices authorized by this act shall be subject 
to approval by the governor of such State as well as the Secretary 
of Labor. 

Sec. 4. In carrying out the provisions of this act the Secretary 
of Labor is authorized and directed to provide for the giving of 
notice of strikes and lockouts to applicants for employment. 

Sec. 5. This act shall take effect and thereupon the un- 
expended part of any existing appropriation for the employment 
service, Department of Labor, shall be available for expenditure 
in carrying out the provisions of this act. 


Mr. Speaker, I shall at this time, with the permission 
of the House, give an analysis of each section of Senate 
bill 3060, so that it will follow this proposed new bill and the 
Members may make their own comparison. 

EMPLOYMENT OFFICES—ANALYSIS BY SECTIONS OF 8. 3060 


Section 1. United States Employment Service: The United 
States Employment Service is created as a bureau in the 
Labor Department, under a director general receiving a 
salary of $8,500 per annum. The existing United States 
Employment Service is abolished. 

Section 2. Civil Service. 

Section 3 (a). Functions of the Employment Service: 

First. To establish and maintain a national system of 
employment offices. a 

Second. To cooperate in establishing and maintaining 
State employment offices. 

Third. To coordinate employment services throughout the 
country by: (a) Publishing information; (b) maintaining 
a clearing system; and (c) establishing uniform standards 
of procedure, 
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Section 3 (b). The act shall be administered by the United 
States Employment Service. The cost of the administration 
shall not exceed 5 per cent of the amounts appropriated 
under this act. 

Section 4. State acceptance: In order to receive the bene- 
fits of state-aid appropriations a State must accept the 
provisions of the act and designate an agency to cooperate. 

Section 5 (a). Appropriations authorized: $4,000,000. 

Appropriations distributed: 75 per cent for State aid in 
proportion to population; 25 per cent for administration 
[limited to 5 per cent under section 3 (b) J; and Federal 
employment offices and other functions of the Federal 
service. 

State contributions: In order to receive a state-aid grant 
the State must appropriate an amount equal to the state- 
aid grant, which must be not less than 25 per cent of the 
amount apportioned to the State, and not less than $5,000. 

Section 5 (b). Details in the expenditures of the moneys 
appropriated. 

Section 6. Methods of apportionment: The apportionment 
must be made within 60 days after an appropriation, and 
the amount necessary for administration and the amount 
apportioned to each State must be certified to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and to the treasurers of the several 
States. 

Section 7. Certification: Within 60 days after appropriation 
the director general must ascertain whether the State has 
accepted the provisions of the act, the amount appropriated 
by the State, and whether the State has complied with the 
requirements of this act. The director general shall then 
certify to the Secretary of the Treasury the amount to be 
paid to each State. 

Section 8. Approval of State plans: In order to secure the 
benefits of this act the State must submit and secure the 
approval of its plans from the director general. 

Section 9. State reports; revocation of certificates: State 
agencies shall make reports to the director general, and the 
director general may revoke or withhold certificates if the 
State agency has not properly expended the money appro- 
priated or paid to it. Appeal may be taken to the Secretary 
of Labor. . 

Section 10. Temporary provisions for a period of three 
years: (a) Where no State system of offices is in existence the 
director general may maintain a Federal system with funds 
apportioned to the State; (b) where there is. a State system 
but no compliance with section 4, the director general may 
maintain a cooperate system by agreement with the goy- 
ernor of the State. 

Section 11 (a). Advisory councils: The director general 
shall establish advisory councils of employers and employees. 

Section 11 (b). Strikes and lockouts: Applicants for em- 
ployment shall be given notices of strikes and lockouts. 

Section 11 (c). Specialization offices: Under this act the di- 
rector general may provide for the establishment of offices 
for individual occupations. 

Section 12. Rule-making power: The director general, with 
the approval of the Secretary of Labor, may make rules 
and regulations. 

Section 13. Franking privilege: Postmaster General di- 
rected to extend the franking privilege to Federal offices and 
to cooperating State offices. 

The American Federation of Labor, representing organized 
labor in this country, is in favor of the Wagner bill. It has 
no other bill to offer on the subject of national employment 
agencies. It wants no substitute, and the American Fed- 
eration of Labor is in a position to speak for labor in this 
country. Under date of February 16, 1931, Mr. William 
Green, president of the American Federation of Labor, in a 
letter addressed to me, said: 

AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR, 
Washington, D. C., February 16, 1931. 
Hon. F. H. LAGUARDIA, ‘ 
House oj Representatives, United States Congress, 
Washington, D. C. 

My DEAR CONGRESSMAN LAGUARDIA: Permit me to appeal to you 

and, through you, to your associate Members of the United States 


House of Representatives to vote for the passage of Senate bill No. 
3060. Laboring people are deeply interested in this proposed legis- 
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lation. The widespread unemployment conditions prevailing 
throughout the country emphasize the necessity of the enactment 
of legislation of this kind. 

Through the establishment of a nation-wide system of employ- 
ment offices, as provided for in Senate bill No. 3060, men and 
women rendered idle through mechanical displacement, seasonal 
and periodical unemployment, can be materially assisted in seek- 
ing and securing new employment. This is particularly true of 
the thousands of working people who are constantly being thrown 
idle because they have been displaced through the introduction 
of new and improved machinery. The tragedy of our industrial 
situation is reflected in the fact that hundreds of thousands of 
working men and women are thrown out of work unprepared and 
without warning simply because new machines or improved ma- 
chinery performs the work which human hands had formerly 
done. This class of people not only suffers from unemployment 
but also suffers from the destruction of skill acquired through 
years of They lose their jobs and their skill as workers, 
simultaneously. All this seriously affects standards of living built 
up as the worker became more proficient as a skilled and trained 
mechanic. 

In every city and town within the United States there are many 
skilled mechanics who have been displaced through the introduc- 
tion of machinery and have been forced to seek work as common 
laborers at a greatly reduced income, Unfortunately society, 
through organized government, has failed to meet the require- 
ments of this tragic situation. The least they could do would 
be to render assistance to workers thus displaced and to extend 
sem the help which an employment agency only could give under 
8 circumstances. 

Senate bill No. 3060 combines strength with the highest degree 
of cooperation. It unites local and national employment offices 
under local initiative, with local management and local respon- 
sibility. It destroys duplication and centralizes in employment 
agencies the best obtainable expert and trained service. In my 
opinion, it represents the best plan yet devised for the estab- 
lishment of practical, constructive, employment-agency service. 

Employment agencies, such as proposed in the Wagner bill, 
would assemble information regarding opportunities for employ- 
ment, localities where it might be possible for a skilled worker to 
find a new position, and would give expert advise, through trained 
employment agencies, which would be very valuable and helpful. 
Under the present situation the displaced worker, facing a tragic 
situation such as I have just described, suffering very greatly, 
not only from a loss of employment but also a loss of skill, is 
subjected to further exploitation through private employment 
agencies. 

Labor wishes that the Government shall meet this situation, 
discharge its obligations, assist displaced idle workers, render all 
service possible, and protect those who are suffering physical and 
mental distress because of unemployment at a time when the need 
is greatest. 

There are other reasons why this measure should be passed 
promptly. I am sure that many of these convincing reasons have 
been brought to the attention of your colleagues in the House of 
Representatives. 

In behalf of the working people of the United States, I not 
only request but I earnestly and sincerely appeal for the enact- 
ment of Senate bill No. 3060 promptly and expeditiously. 

Sincerely yours, 
Wma. GREEN, 
President American Federation of Labor. 


I am sure that it is the function and the duty of the 
Department of Labor to confer with the representatives of 
labor who represent labor’s viewpoint in the councils of the 
Cabinet and before the committees of Congress. Business, 
commerce, and industry have the Department of Commerce 
to look after their interest. It is not for the Secretary of 
Labor to pass upon questions of the constitutionality of any 
proposed bills. We have an Attorney General for that. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Yes. 

Mr. MICHENER. Has the Secretary of Labor passed on 
the constitutionality, or attempted to do it, in this case? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. I stated before my colleague on the 
committee came on the floor that we had received a request 
from Secretary Doak to be heard at this late hour. 

Mr. MICHENER. But is that on the question of con- 
stitutionality? 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. No, no. That was on the Federal 
power, as I understood it. I have just read to the House a 
letter which I had written to Mr. Doak. 

Mr. MICHENER. I did not want to interfere, but I did 
not understand the Secretary had said anything about con- 
stitutional power. 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. No. I am only anticipating that. 

I think the Secretary of Labor is labor’s representative 
in the Executive branch of the Government, and the De- 
partment of Commerce can look after the Manufacturers’ 
Association and the industries in their end of legislation. 


1931 


Mr. Speaker, I stated a moment ago that the American 
Federation of Labor represented organized labor in this 
country. We have another great organization of labor 
representing the railroad men, the trainmen, and I have 
here a letter from the president of the Brotherhood of Rail- 
road Trainmen, dated February 7, 1931, addressed to Hon. 
ROBERT Crosser, Hon. C. C. Botton, and Hon. C. A. Mooney, 
of the House of Representatives, which indicates the ap- 
proval of this great labor organization to the bill. I will 
read: 

BROTHERHOOD OF RAILROAD TRAINMEN, 
Cleveland, Ohio, February 7, 1931. 
Hon. ROBERT 


CROSSER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Hon. C. C. BOLTON, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Hon. C. A. Mooney, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dran CONGRESSMEN: Just a line to call your attention to the 
importance of this session of Congress passing the Wagner bill 
(known as S. 3060). The of this proposed legislation for 
a more effective State-Federal system of public employment offices 
is greatly needed to supply information impartially to employers 
and workers; to furnish the facilities for the clearance of informa- 
tion across State lines, which will greatly reduce the time between 
jobs. 

This bill was passed by the Senate about nine months ago and 
favorably reported by the House Judiciary Committee last June. 
It is still on the House Calendar awaiting a vote. It is very 
important that the bill be enacted before the present Congress 
adjourns March 4, and I urge you to give it your hearty co- 
operation. 

V truly yours, i 
S, yz A. F. Wurrney, President. 


So we have two great organizations representing labor in- 
dorsing this bill, asking for no change, and pleading for its 
enactment before March 4, with only a few remaining legis- 
lative days. 

When this question of the new bill was interjected in the 
closing days of the session, the American Association for 
Labor Legislation addressed this telegram to various State 
officials: 

FEBRUARY 6, 1931. 


Difference of opinion has arisen at Washington as to whether 
individual States would prefer Federal cooperative supervision 
and financial aid in development of State employment offices or 
would rather have National Government set up its own employ- 
ment offices in the States, with cooperative relations with existing 
State offices but no Federal financial aid. Please wire your 
preference. 

AMERICAN ASSOCIATION FOR LABOR LEGISLATION. 


Mr. Speaker, with the permission of the House, I will read 
the replies from different States, stating unequivocally their 
preference for the system provided for in Senate bill 3060, 
as follows: 


Federal cooperative supervision and financial aid much superior, 
Centralized operation even if it did not break down of its own 
weight would mean duplication or at least friction with State 
offices and less assurance that needs of communities would be 
served. (F. M. Wilcox, chairman Industrial Commission of Wis- 
consin.) 

Prefer Federal supervision and financial aid of State employ- 
ment offices rather than Federal offices. (B. M. Squires, chairman 
general advisory board of Illinois State Free Employment 
Service.) 

Control of public employment offices by State department of 
labor essential for success due to their experience, reputation, and 
collateral services to employers. War experience with Federal 
employment service still unfortunately affects employers opinion. 
Federal cooperative supervision and financial aid most preferable 
and acceptable to New Jersey. (Russell J. Eldridge director, 
bureau of employment, New Jersey State Department of Labor.) 

Ohio prefers Federal cooperative supervision and financial aid 
on development of State employment offices. The Federal Gov- 
ernment itself should operate no local office. (T. A. Edmondson, 
director department of industrial relations.) 

Strongly favor the first and opposed to the second. The second 
is undesirable, because it would cause unending friction between 
the Federal offices within a State and the State offices. It would 
not result in building a strong permanent State system which is 
chiefly desired. (Frances Perkins, industrial commissioner, New 
York State Department of Labor.) 

The prevailing opinion in Michigan is in favor of Federal co- 
operation and financing aid in conjunction with State and mu- 
nicipal development of employment offices. (Samuel G. Beattie, 
commissioner of labor, Michigan Department of Labor and 
Industry.) 

We think it would be a mistake to have Federal and State Gov- 
ernments operating separate employment offices and thus compete 
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for placements. Federal cooperative supervision and financial aid 
in development of State employment offices is best, provided we 
define i word “supervision,” which is all important under any 
coopera’ arrangement. (Will J. French, director California 
8 of Industrial Relations.) 

Prefer development of State employment offices with Federal 
cooperative supervision and financial aid. Otherwise duplication 
of effort will destroy State autonomy. (John Hopkins Hall, jr., 
commissioner, Department of Labor and Industry of Virginia.) 

Replying to your telegram, prefer and urge Federal cooperative 
supervision and financial aid in development of State employment 
offices. (Edward F. Seiller, chief Kentucky Department of Labor.) 

Prefer Federal cooperative supervision and financial aid in de- 
velopment of State employment offices. (Frank D. Grist, com- 
missioner, North Carolina Department of Labor and Printing.) 

Present arrangements with United States Employment Service 
in New Hampshire satisfactory. Should United States set up its 
own employment offices, it would be a duplication of work already 
being done by State service. Such plan would tend to federalize 
what should be in so far as possible a State function. United 
States Employment Service in my opinion should act as a clearing 
house for all surplus labor as at present. (John S. B. Davie, com- 
missioner, New Hampshire Bureau of Labor.) 

If the Federal Government wishes to expend any money on the 
free employment service it can be done with the best results 
through the respective States. We wish to emphasize that in our 
Judgment to have a situation where the Federal and State Gov- 
ernments were competing in an attempt to furnish employers 
and employees free employment service would be the biggest mis- 
take that could possibly be made. (J. D. Williams, Minnesota 
Industrial Commission.) 


Gentlemen, this bill is not something new or novel, or 
something in the experimental stage. It has had the benefit 
of the best thought in the country. And in a letter sent to 
the President of the United States by the American Associa- 
tion for Labor Legislation, signed by the leaders of thought 
in this country on legislation affecting the welfare of work- 
ers and affecting the welfare of the country, they make this 
appeal under date of February 14, 1930: 


AMERICAN ASSOCIATION FoR LABOR LEGISLATION, 
New York City, February 14, 1931. 
The Hon. HERBERT 


Hoo 
The White House, 8 D. C. 

Dran Mn. PRESIDENT: For 15 months the industrial districts of 
the United States have been suffering from unemployment. Nine 
months ago Senate bill 3060, known as the Wagner public employ- 
ment office bill, passed the Senate. It was reported favorably by 
the House Judiciary Committee last June and still stands on the 
House calendar awaiting a vote. 

We believe that it would be a tragedy if this Congress adjourns 
without enacting this measure into law, which would rehabilitate 
the Federal Employment Service, and would lay the groundwork 
for an effective cooperative system of employment exchanges oper- 
ated by the-States with national supervision and financial en- 
couragement. 

The enactment of constructive legislation along these lines 
would give encouragement to people everywhere in the midst of 
the present emergency. We urge you from now on to throw the 
whole weight of the administration behind the enactment of this 
measure before March 4. 

Respectfully, 

John B. Andrews, , American ‘Association for Labor 
Legislation, New York City; Jacob Billikopf, Impartial 
Chairman, Men’s Clothing Industry, Philadelphia; Henry 
Bruere, Bowery Savings, Bank; Robert E. Chaddock, 
Columbia University; Joseph P. Chamberlain, Columbia 
University Law School; Howard Cullman, Commissioner, 
Port of New York Authority; Edward T. Devine, Housing 
Association; Paul H, Douglas, University of Chicago; 
Ernest G. Draper, Vice President, Hills Bros. Co.; John 
A. Fitch, New York School of Social Work; Mary Gilson, 
Industrial Relations Counselors, Inc.; Helen Hall, Federa- 
tion of Settlements; William Hodson, Welfare Council of 
New York City; Fritz Kaufmann, Division of Employ- 
ment, New York Department of Labor; Paul U. Kellogg, 
The Survey; Mary LaDame, Executive Secretary, New 
York State Advisory Council on Employment Problems; 
Sam A. Lewisohn, New York City; Frances Perkins, In- 
dustrial! Commissioner, New York State Department of 
Labor; Harlow S. Person, Taylor Society; Louis Resnick, 
Welfare Council of New York City; Mary van Kleeck, 
Russell Sage Foundation; Lillian D. Wald, Henry Street 
Settlement; F. W. Taussig, Harvard University; Julian W. 
Mack, New York; William Church Osborn, attorney; H. 
A. Millis, University of Chicago; Broadus Mitchell, Johns 
Hopkins University; John A. Ryan, Catholic Welfare 
Council; Irving Fisher, Yale University; Bernard J. 
Rothwell, Bay State Milling Co.; H. V. Kaltenborn, 
Brooklyn Daily Eagle; Mary E. Woolley, Mount Holyoke 
College; M. B. Hammond, Ohio State University; George 
W. Alger, attorney, New York; Beulah Amiden, The Sur- 
vey, New York; Irene Osgood Andrews, American Asso- 
ciation for Labor Legislation; Frank L. Anderson, Inter- 
national Baptist Seminary, New Jersey; Walter J. Black, 
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New York; Bruce Bliven, New Republic; Ernest S. Brad- 
ford, Economist, New York; Alfred A. Briggs, New York; 
F. N. Brewer, merchant, Philadelphia; John M. Brewer, 
Harvard University; Robert J. Caldwell, New York; 
Charlotte Carr, Charity Organization Society; Mollie 
Ray Carroll, University Settlement, Chicago; F. Stuart 
Chapin, University of Minnesota; Mrs. Kate H. Claghorn, 
New York School of Social Work; Raymond Clapp, Wel- 
fare Federation of Cleveland; Victor S. Clark, Library of 
Congress, Washington, D. C.; Mrs. Ethel Clyde, New York 
City; Cornelius Cochrane, New York; Dorothy P. Coffin, 
New York; Joanna C. Colcord, Russel Sage Foundation. 
Mrs. George W. Coleman, Wellesley, Mass.; Abraham 
Cronbach, Cincinnati; Albert L. Deane, General Motors 
Holding Corporation; Dorothea de Schweinitz, Phila- 
delphia; Mary Dewson, Consumers’ League of New York; 
Martha Draper, New York; Stephen P. Duggan, Institute 
of International Education; Edwin L. Earp, Drew Theo- 
logical Seminary, n, N. J.; Russell J. Eldridge, 
State Director of Employment, New Jersey; John Loye- 
joy Elliott, Hudson Guild, New York; John H. Fahey, 
Worcester Evening Post; Gregory Feige, Manhattan Col- 
lege; Herman Feldman, Dartmouth College; Edwin Fitch, 
New York; Meredith B. Givens, Social Science Research 
Council; Josephine Goldmark, New York; Willystine 
Goodsell, Columbia University; Bennett F. Gordon, 
Worcester; G. G. Groat, University of Vermont; Robert 
L. Hale, Columbia University; Olga Halsey, author, New 
York; Mrs. C. J. Hamlin, of Women Voters, 
Buffalo; Hornell Hart, Bryn Mawr College; Emery R. 
Hayhurst, Ohio State University; B. W. Heubsch, pub- 
lisher, New York; Amy Hewes, Mount Holyoke College; 
Sidney Hillman, Amalgamated Clothing Workers; Fred 
K. Hoehler, Department of Public Welfare, Cincinnati; 
A. N. Holcomb, Harvard University; Jane Howard, Young 
Women's Christian Association, Niagara Falls; Mrs. 
Edmund N. Huyck, Albany; Raymond V. Ingersoll, Cloak, 
Suit, and Skirt Industries, New York; F. Ernest John- 
son, Federal Council of Churches; Samuel Joseph, Col- 
lege of the City of New York; Elizabeth B. Kirkbride, 
Albany; Mary B. Kirkbride, Albany; Hazel Kyrk, Uni- 
versity of Chicago; Corliss Lamont, teacher, New York; 
Benson Y. Landis, Federal Council of Churches; Loula 
Lasker, New York; Henry W. Lawrence, Connecticut 
College; Henry S. Leiper, Federal Council of Churches; 
William M. Leiserson, Antioch College; J. E. nol, 
University of Nebraska; Edward D. Lynde, Cleveland 
Associated Charities; David A. McCabe, Princeton Uni- 
versity; Marion K. McKay, University of Pittsburgh; 
Terrence J. McManus, New York; Elizabeth S. 
Ohio Consumers’ League; Amy G. Maher, Toledo; 
Bleecker Marquette, Cincinnati Public Health Federa- 
tion; Margaret C. Maule, Bryn Mawr College; Lucia 
Ames Mead, Boston; Royal Meeker, New Haven; Frieda 
Miller, New York Department of Labor; Edwin Knox 
Mitchell, Hartford Council of Churches; James Mullen- 
bach, Chicago Church Federation; James Federal 
Council of Churches; Cecil C. North, Ohio State Uni- 
versity; Henry T. Noyes, manufacturer, Rochester; George 
L. Paine, Greater Boston Federation of Churches; Mrs. 
Alton B. Parker, New York; Mrs. Edgerton Parsons, New 
York; Allon Peebles, Washington, D. C.; Helen M. Priest, 
Canandaigua, N. T.; Mary A. Priest, Canandaigua, N. L.; 
Fanny B. Orr, Canandaigua, N. V.; Florence M. Read, Spel- 
man College; Stuart A. Rice, University of Pennsylvania; 
Frederick B. Robinson, College of the City of New York; 
Winifred J. Robinson, University of Delaware; William 
Walker Rockwell, Union Theological Seminary; Rabbi 
Leonard J. Rothstein, New York; Rose Schneiderman, 
Women’s Trade Union League; B. C. Seiple, PaO OEI 
Employment Service, Cleveland; Mrs, Simkho- 
vitch, Greenwich House; Truman J. Spencer, Connect- 
icut Chautauqua; Louise Stitt, Ohio State University; 
Arthur E. Suffern, Federal Council of Churches; Linton 
B. Swift, Family Welfare Assoclation; Ordway Tead, 
Harper Brothers; Worth M. Tippy, Federal Council of 
Churches; Jean Burnet Tompkins, League of Women 
Voters; George Trafton, New York; R. L. Tweedy, 
Manufacturers’ Research Association; Francis Tyson, 
University of Pittsburgh; Tertius Van Dyke, Washing- 
ton, Conn.; Richard H. Waldo, McClure Newspaper 
Syndicate; Mabel Walker, New York; James P. War- 
basse, Cooperative League of the United States; Schuyler 
N. Warren, jr., New York; Lucy Carlile Watson, Utica, 
N. Y; S. Wirt Wiley, Y. M. C. A., Rochester; Rabbi 
Stephen S. Wise, New York; Caroline B. Wittpenn, 
Hoboken, N. J.; Chase G. Woodhouse, Greensboro, N. C. 


Mr. Speaker, it will be seen that the signers and indorser 
of the bill cover every section of the country, almost every 
institution of higher education, and represent the best 
thought in the country. 

Mr. MICHENER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, LAGUARDIA. I yield. 

Mr. MICHENER. The gentleman is familiar with the 
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have any effect whatever on the present unemployment sit- 
uation? Is not this one of those bills which seeks to prepare 
for the future, and if it becomes law, the most that could 
happen now would be the appointment of several new offi- 
cials in the Government to set up this machinery which we 
might hope would be effective within 15 or 16 years? The 
gentleman is familiar with the bill. I understand he is 
familiar with it, at least. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If my colleague will permit, several 
times on the floor of this House I stated that our big task at 
the present time is to profit by the experience of the distress 
and hardship with which this country is now confronted, 
and to provide ways and means and legislation to prevent a 
repetition of such conditions. It is our duty to provide now, 
to at least lessen the misery and hardship when such periods 
of depression come upon us. 

May I say to the gentleman, conceding that this will not 
immediately create jobs, ipso facto, it will at least start 
a branch of the Government, systematically engaged in a 
study of conditions, in an exchange of information, coordi- 
nating and cooperating and supplementing State activities, 
and thereby be able to guide labor as to available work in 
normal times as well as future periods of unemployment. 
The fact that nothing immediately will come from it is no 
justification to continue to delay this bill. We must pass it 
by March 4 in order that it may become law, because if we 
fail to take action before March 4 we will not reconvene 
until December, and we will not get any action on it until 
1932. 

That has been the great trouble in this Congress—delay- 
ing, delaying, delaying. all the time—while the administra- 
tion has been able to say only no, no, no, to every suggestion 
made. We must look ahead. No statesman is worthy of his 
salt, and there is no Member of this House who would be 
worth even his mileage, if he did not have sufficient vision to 
look ahead 25, 50, or 75 years and provide for his country 
accordingly. I do not believe that the effect of this bill will 
be as remote as suggested by the gentleman from Michigan. 
I believe it will have an immediate beneficial effect. I be- 
lieve that once we create this machinery we will do one big 
thing. I am sure every Member of Congress agrees with me 
that it will prevent the deflation of wages in times of depres- 
sion. That, gentlemen, is the biggest danger with which we 
are confronted at this time, the deflation of wages. We are 
confronted with the danger that selfish, short-sighted, and 
greedly employers of labor will use the present depression 
and the present unemployment situation to bring down 
wages and thereby lower the standard of living. That is 
the hope in the breast of a great many greedy employers. 
It is short-sighted, it is selfish, and it is destructive. We 
must see to it, as far as we are able as national legislators, 
that no such plan is carried out. I ask you: How can we 
honestly sit idly by and not do everything within our power 
to prevent greedy employers of labor from pulling down 
wages and putting the American worker on the low level of 
the Chinese coolie, in the face of all that was said only a 
few months ago when we were discussing the tariff bill and 
talking about the high standard of living in this country and 
the high standard of American wages? We must maintain 
the high standard of the American worker. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from New York has expired. 


CONFERENCE REPORT—TREASURY AND POST OFFICE DEPARTMENTS 
APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. WOOD submitted a conference report, for printing 
under the rule, on the bill (H. R. 14246) making ap- 
propriations for the Treasury and Post Office Departments 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other 
purposes. 

CONFERENCE REPORT—LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. MURPHY submitted a conference report, for print- 
ing under the rule, on the bill (H. R. 16654) making ap- 
propriations for the legislative branch of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other 


terms of the bill. Is there any suggestion that this bill will | purposes. 
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MUSSELSHELL BASIN IRRIGATION PROJECT 


Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for one minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection it is so 
ordered. 

There was no obiection. ` 

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker, several days ago reference 
was made in debate to the proposed Musselshell River irri- 
gation development in Montana. I have, since that debate, 
received a statement by the president and secretary of the 
Musselshell Basin Flood Control Association. I have been 
very much interested in the advancement of this project, 
and I ask unanimous consent that I may extend my remarks 
by including the statement of the president and secretary 
of that organization. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objectior it is so 
ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The statement referred to follows: 


STATEMENT OF FACTS CONCERNING THE MUSSELSHELL VALLEY WATER 
SITUATION—BY THE MUSSELSHELL BASIN FLOOD CONTROL ASSO- 
CIATION 
1. The Musselshell Basin consists of approximately 7,000 square 

miles, having a population of about 50,000, most of which land is 

dry land and adaptable to production of feed, grazing, and live- 
stock raising industry. 

2. Of these 7,000 square miles between fifty and sixty thousand 
acres are under ditch at the present time. 

3. The water supply is very inadequate for the amount of land 
under ditch due to the irregular flow of the river. 

4. The supply varies from 50 per cent of enough water for all 
land under irrigation to no water at all, depending upon the sea- 
son and location. 

5. The stream-fiow records covering a period of 25 years show 
conclusively that there is sufficient water and sufficient storage 
facilities to adequately supply the entire acreage now under ditch 
with an adequate water supply. 

6. Stream-fiow records also prove that increased acreage in the 
form of hay land could be placed under irrigation with the present 
irrigation equipment. 

7. The serious lack of irrigation water is due to the fact that the 
Musselshell River and its tributaries run off early in the year and 
the remainder of the year most of the area of the basin remains 
dry or nearly dry during irrigation season. 

8. The limited water supply limits the feed supply, limits the 
amount of area that can profitably be used for grazing, and limits 
materially the agricultural income of the Musselshell Basin. This 
applies to individual farms along the valley and grazing land ad- 
joining and tributary to the streams. 

9, Practically all the land under ditch, which does not have a 
dependable or adequate water supply is hay land and stock-feed 
land. 

10. This condition of limited water supply is becoming more 
acute and serious each year in the lower portion of the valley. 
This is due in part to a more extensive utilization of water in 
the upper portion of the valley. 

11. The irregular water situation caused from lack of storage 
and the utilization of more water in the upper portion of the 
valley, has caused a large abandonment of irrigation and a con- 
sequent neglect of ditches in the lower end of the basin. 

12. The irregular and uncertain water supply has caused a 
very unstable situation, so far as land values and crop production 
are concerned. 

13. It is estimated that the average annual loss to the stock 
industry of the Musselshell Basin, due to this situation, is ap- 
proximately $1,000,000 annually. 

14. In many years the water supply in a large portion of the 
basin is not even adequate for the watering of stock. This was 
notably true in the years 1919, 1926, 1929, and 1930. 

15. The flood loss to property, including land, irrigation ditches, 
dams, roads, railroads, mines, stock, buildings, and other prop- 
erty, has been known to reach as high as a million and a half cr 
two million dollars in a single year. 

16. The water supply of some of the cities and towns along the 
Musselshell has been seriously impaired due to the lack of water 
supply of the Musselshell River. 

17. The sewage problem has been serious, due to the 
lack of water in the river, causing danger of epidemics to both 
human and animal life. 

18. The furnishing of an ample water supply would not in- 
crease the wheat or cereal acreage for the cash market, but would 
have a tendency to decrease it in that dependable feed crops could 
be raised from year to year for the benefit of stock and dairy 
interests in that region, thus making a more p: r utilization 
of the land in the Musselshell Valley and adjacent itories. 

19. Under existing water right laws, there are no means of 
readily determining the existing water rights on the Musselshell 
and its tributaries except by full adjudication of those rights in 
court. Such adjudication entails very great expense which might 
not be justified under the conditions now existing and the fluc- 
tuating water supply which is now prevalent. 


20. Records of original filing of water rights have little value in 
determining the actual status of bona fide rights. 

21. An adjudication of water in the Musselshell River would 
entail an expense of not less than $50,000, and would require a 
long period of time and would not increase the water supply. It 
would, however, require a number of water commissioners, which 
would involve a definite annual expense, and would undoubtedly 
cause friction among the farmers and stock men of the valley. 

22. In contrast with this situation run-off records show that 
with the known available storage facilities, there is sufficient 
water for all of the land now under irrigation in the entire valley 
under ditch. 

23. In addition thereto, the storage capacity is sufficiently large 
to equalize the water flow between seasons. In addition thereto, 
from all available information, considering the acreage involved, 
the naturalness of the storage sites, the expense of storing water 
is considered practical. 

24. According to those who have made an investigation of the 
situation, a storage program is considered sound on the following 
basis: (a) Relief from flood damage to property; (b) drought 
relief; (c) stabilization of agriculture; (d) stabilization of land 
values; (e) proper and sound land utilization; (f) a health and 
sanitary condition favorable to both human life and livestock, 
affecting an area of 7,000 square miles of grazing land and 50,000 
or 60,000 acres of irrigated land. 

25. A water-storage program for the Musselshell Basin would 
have a definite part and be a definite factor in: 

First. A national water-utilization program. 

Second. A national flood-control program, and 

Third. A national river-navigation program. 

26. Plan of action: 

1. The Musselshell Basin Flood Control Association commends 
the work of the United States Government through the Corps of 
Engineers in the study being made of proper utilization of our 
water resources. It urges the cooperation of the States in any 
proper way with this work. It respectfully urges that the reports 
of this study to the Congress be made public as soon as possible. 

2. Requests that a detailed economic and engineering survey be 
made either by the War Department or the Reclamation Service, 
believing that the previous reclamation report made in 1902 and 
1903 is out of date and based on information that has changed 
since that date and would be of but little value to the situation 
as it stands to-day. 

Norte.—No plan of action or construction has as yet been made 
or recommended. It is believed, however, that such a project 
would be of vital interest and value, not only to the basin, but 
to the State and National Government as well, and every effort 
should be made to try to get a storage construction program pro- 
vided by the National Government, depending entirely upon the 
report of the Army engineers and the engineering and economic 
survey that will necessarily have to be made prior to any activi- 
ties along this line. 

The Musselshell Valley Flood Control Association consists of 
the livestock, farming, and business interests of the valley, who 
are supporting a water-storage program. 

E. H. DOLE, President, 
Winnecook, Mont. 
J. A. LIGGETT, Secretary, 
Roundup, Mont. 


INDIANS AND NATIONAL REPRESENTATION 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. WILLIAMSON] for 30 
minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Speaker and ladies and gentle- 
men of the House, for some time I have had in mind bring- 
ing to the attention of the House a ruling of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce by which it would exclude 19,844 In- 
dians, or approximately four-fifths of all the Indians in 
South Dakota, from the count in the enumeration of our 
population for the purpose of making the apportionment of 
the State’s representation in this Chamber. Continued 
pressure of other public work has made it impossible for 
me to find the time necessary to make an adequate study 
of the various constitutional provisions, departmental rul- 
ings, numerous court decisions, and other matters necessary 
to a proper presentation of the subject, but some one should 
call this matter to the attention of the Congress and the 
country before adjournment. 

A short time ago we listened to a most interesting address 
on communist activities in this country. The speaker stated 
that most of these communists were aliens, many of them 
illegally here. Yet all of these are counted for purposes 
of representation in this body. At the same time we ex- 
clude tens of thousands of citizens of this country—men 
who fought on our side in the late war, men who are citizens 


| and voters, and who from every standpoint should be 


* 
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counted; and during the course of the address I shall en- 
deavor to show they are illegally excluded. 
INDIAN TRIBES AS DOMESTIC DEPENDENT NATIONS 


Before the Constitutional Convention met and long there- 
after, Indian tribes were considered as alien and dependent 
peoples, whose children were no more born in the United 
States and subject to the jurisdiction thereof” within the 
meaning of Article I, section 2, of the Federal Consti- 
tution than were the children of subjects of foreign govern- 
ments, born abroad, or the children born in the United 
States of ambassadors or other public ministers and con- 
suls of foreign nations. Chief Justice Marshall referred to 
them in Cherokee Native v, Georgia (5 Pet. 1, 17) as “ do- 
mestic dependent nations.” 

For many years the executive branch of the Government 
continued to deal with them by agreement and treaty as 
though the various tribes and nations were separate and 
independent States. This early conception of the native 
inhabitants of the country, however, was gradually being 
changed by Congress, which persisted in legislating with re- 
spect to them as though the Indians had no rights that 
Congress was bound to respect. At first there appears to 
have been some resistance by the courts, but eventually the 
Supreme Court of the United States settled the matter by 
holding that Congress had plenary power to legislate with 
respect to the Indian tribes. (Lone Wolf v. Hitchcock, 187 
U. S. 553; Tiger v. Western Investment Co., 221 U. S. 286.) 
The executive branch continued, nevertheless, to make trea- 
ties for cessions, removals, and settlement of controversies 
until Congress ended the practice by the act of March 3, 
1871 (U. S. C., title 25, sec. 71), which, among other things, 
declared: 

No Indian nation or tribe within the territory of the United 
States shall be acknowledged or as an independent 
nation, tribe, or power with whom the United States may contract 
by treaty. 

In discussing the same subject matter the Supreme Court, 
in the matter of Heff (197 U. S. 488, 499), decided April 10, 
1905, stated that— 

Of late years a new policy has found expression in the legisla- 
tion of Congress, a policy which looks to the breaking up of tribal 
relations, the estab! of the separate Indians in individual 
homes, free from national guardianship, and charged with all the 
rights and obligations of citizens of the United States. Of the 
power of the Government to carry out this policy there can be no 
doubt. It is under no constitutional obligation to perpetually 
continue the relationship of guardian and ward. It may at any 
time abandon its guardianship and leave the ward to assume and 
be subject to all the privileges and burdens of one sui juris. And 
it is for Congress to determine when and how that relationship of 
guardianship shall be abandoned, It is not within the power of 
the courts to overrule the judgment of Congress. It is true there 

may be a presumption that no radical cerervare is 1 9 
courts may wisely insist that the p of Congress be mad 
clear by its legislation, but when that purpose is made clear the 
question is at an end. 

STATUS OF INDIANS IN SOUTH DAKOTA 

In South Dakota the Indians have all been allotted. They 
have their own individual funds; so have their minor chil- 
dren. All have assumed the habits of civilized life, and our 
Supreme Court has held that they have abandoned their 
tribal relationship by taking allotments in severalty. (State 
v. Nimrod, 138 N. W. 377.) They are scattered on their indi- 
vidual allotments; come and go as they please, and transact 
business among themselves and the whites, except as to their 
restricted property, if any, the same as anybody else. There 
is no such thing as a reservation owned jointly by the people 
of the various tribes. Whites have bought land upon and 
are living all over the old reservations with Indians for their 
neighbors. Indians are entitled to sue and be sued in the 
State courts, are qualified to sit as jurors, and have the un- 
limited right of suffrage. Their children have as much 
right to attend the public schools as the children of- white 
parentage, and, if denied by local boards, may enforce that 
right by the process of mandamus in our State courts. 

Many Indian girls are married to prominent white citizens 
of the State. Their offspring is generally allotted, yet such 
women and children are excluded from the count, though 
they frequently have other property upon which they are 
assessed. Some Indians have been granted a patent in fee 
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on a part of their lands, the balance remaining restricted. 

Are these to be included or excluded from the count? Iam 

advised that some of them have been excluded; others are 

included. Shall the Census Bureau and the Commerce De- 

— z ent be permitted to blow hot and cold at the same 
e? 

My understanding is that the Census Bureau, on the ad- 
vice of the solicitor of the Department of Commerce, ex- 
cluded all those who were listed by the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs as wards of the Government and that all were listed 
as wards who had any restricted property to their credit. 
No attempt was made to ascertain whether they were subject 
to the payment of a poll or road tax, or whether: they were 
subject to assessment upon any property which any of them 
might have had aside from their trust holdings. 

To deny the right of a State to assess individual property 
of an Indian that he has secured through his own efforts 
merely because he may also own restricted property is to 
deny him a right to control the fruits of his own labor. Any 
law that would have that effect would be unconstitutional. 

It seems to me that the Department of Commerce in mak- 
ing the ruling in question has failed to give adequate consid- 
eration to the great changes that have taken place in the 
actual physical, educational, and business status of the In- 
dians throughout the country in the last quarter of a cen- 
tury, and it appears to have all but completely ignored the 
situation with respect to the Sioux Indians in my State. It 
evidently has proceeded upon the theory that every Indian 
who may occupy, temporarily or otherwise, the condition of a 
ward of the Government with respect to his trust-property 
rights is thereby conclusively to be classified and held as em- 
braced within the term “ Indians not taxed” as used in the 
exclusion clause of section 2 of the fourteenth amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States. In other words, if an 
Indian at the time of the enumeration had anything to his 
credit, either as allottee, heir, personal account, or in the 
tribal fund over which the United States exercised jurisdic- 
tion as guardian, then he has been classed as an Indian not 
taxed, no matter whether. he owned other personal property 
not derived from trust funds or not. Manifestly such a 
classification is absurd. It is based neither on fact nor on 
law. The fact that the United States may be the guardian 
of an Indian’s trust property does not necessarily make it 
the guardian of his person, nor does the fact that it may 
be the guardian of his person, ipso facto, make it the custo- 
dian of his individual property not derived from Government 
sources. 


INDIANS ORIGINALLY HELD NONTAXABLE BECAUSE NOT CITIZENS 


To determine as authoritatively as possible whether an 
Indian, who may or may not have trust property to his 
credit, is to be classified as an “ Indian not taxed” or other- 
wise, let us turn to the decisions of the courts to see what 
light they throw upon an admittedly difficult subject. Sec- 
tion 2 of the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution pro- 
vides that— 

Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States 

to their respective numbers, counting the whole number 
of persons in each State, excluding Indians not taxed. 

There is a dearth of judicial construction of the phrase, 
“Indians not taxed.” The matter of representation in Con- 
gress is essentially political in character and hence there 
has been little occasion for judicial interpretation. Congress 
can without doubt exclude aliens from the count and in- 
clude Indians if it so desires without resort to a constitu- 
tional amendment. Such action would be political in char- 
acter and would not be a subject for review in the courts. 

Congress, however, has not seen fit by express terms to 
declare that Indians shall be subject to taxation, thereby 
removing the constitutional ban. Such a declaration is not 
necessary. At the time the constitution was adopted there 
were Indians who paid taxes and that instrument recognizes 
the fact and, by clear and unmistakable inference, includes 
such Indians as among the persons who are to be enumer- 
ated as a basis for representation in the House. Presump- 
tively, all Indians are subject to taxation and none can be 
excluded unless it is clear that they are in fact not subject 
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to taxation and therefore within the constitutional in- 
hibition. 

Indians were originally held, or supposed, not to be sub- 
ject to taxation on the theory that they were “domestic 
dependent nations,” as declared by Chief Justice Marshall. 
This separate identity of Indian tribes and nations was 
again affirmed in Elk v. Wilkins (112 U. S. 94) decided on 
November 3, 1884, in which the court said: 

Indians born within the territorial limits of the United States. 
members of, and owing immediate allegiance to, one of the Indian 
tribes (an alien, though dependent, power), although in a geo- 
graphical sense born in the United States, are no more “torn in 
the United States and subject to the jurisdiction thereof,” within 
the meaning of the first section of the fourteenth amendment than 
the children of subjects of any foreign government born within 
the domain of that government, or the children born within the 
United States of ambassadors or other public. ministers of foreign 
nations. 

This view is confirmed by the second section of the fourteenth 
amendment, which provides that “ Representatives shall be appor- 
tioned among the several States according to their respective num- 
bers, counting the whole number of persons in each State, exclud- 
ing Indians not taxed.” Slavery having been abolished, and the 
persons formerly held as slaves made citizens, this clause fixing 
the apportionment of representatives has abrogated so much of the 
corresponding clause cf the original Constitution as counted only 
three-fifths of such persons. But Indians not taxed are still ex- 
cluded from the count for the reason that they are not citizens. 
Their absolute exclusion from the basis of representation, in 
which all other persons are now included, is wholly inconsistent 
with their being considered citizens. 


It will be observed that the court was of the opinion that 
they were excluded from the count for the purposes of repre- 
sentation because they were not citizens of the United States 
but, on the contrary, subjects of domestic dependent na- 
tions to which the taxing laws of the United States and of 
the several States could not extend, any more than they 
could be made to extend into a foreign nation. Other de- 
cisions of equal dignity might be cited in support of the 
above view, but an extended elaboration of the authorities 
can serve no useful purpose as Congress has effectively and 
conclusively disposed of the matter by the act of June 2, 
1924 (43 Stat. 253), which makes all Indians citizens of the 
United States. 


DEPARTMENTAL RULING CRITICIZED 


The above decisions and act of Congress appear to have 
neither purpose, significance, or meaning as an aid to a 
proper interpretation of “ Indians not taxed” so far as the 
Department of Commerce is concerned. Instead, it rests its 
case upon the proposition that property held in trust by the 
United States for Indians as individuals or tribes is not sub- 
ject to taxation and that therefore Indians having such 
property are not subject to taxation. Manifestly, such prop- 
erty isnot. As all the decisions, from McCullough v. Mary- 
land (4 Wheat. 316) down, hold that such property is an 
instrumentality of government to be administered by the 
United States for the use and benefit of the Indians; but 
what has that to do with the taxability of the Indians for 
school or road poll, or for his individual real and personal 
property as distinguished from property derived from Gov- 
ernment sources? 

INDIANS SUBJECT TO TAXATION MUST BE COUNTED 

In his dissenting opinion in Elk v. Wilkins, supra, Mr. Jus- 
tice Harlan calls attention to the fact that the Constitution 
implies that at the time of its adoption there were Indians 
who were subject to taxation. 

At the adoption of the Constitution there were, in many of the 
States, Indians, not members of any tribe, who constituted a part 
of the people for whose benefit the State governments were estab- 
lished. This is apparent from that clause of article 1, section 3, 
which requires, in the apportionment of representatives and direct 
taxes among the several States according to their respective 
members “Indians not taxed.” This implies that there were, at 
that time, in the United States, Indians who were taxed; that 1s, 
were subject to taxation by the laws of the State of which they 
were residents. Indians not taxed are those who held tribal rela- 
tions, and therefore were not subject to the authority of any 
State, and were subject only to the authority of the United 
States under the power conferred upon Congress in reference to 


Indian tribes in this country. The same provision is preserved in | 


the fourteenth amendment; for now, as at the adoption of the 
Constitution, Indians in the several States, who are taxed by their 
laws, are counted in establishing the basis of representation in 
Congress. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


5247 


If Indians “subject to taxation” are proper subjects for 
inclusion in the count of persons used as.a basis for deter- 
mining the number of Representatives a State is entitled to, 
it seems too clear to need extended argument that they must 
be counted, whether they are actually assessed or not in any 
given year. There are more whites who are not taxed in 
any State than Indians. It is not a question of actual 
assessment and taxation that is the vital criterion. It is: 
Is the Indian subject to taxation? If so, he must be included 
in the count. 

Now, what is the character of property that an Indian 
may be in possession of, but which can not be reached by tax 
laws? The question is authoritatively answered in the case 
of United States v. Pearson (231 Fed. 270), which is a lead- 
ing case on the subject. This case defines the classes of 
property as follows: 

First. Issue property. 

Second. Increase of such issue property. 

Third. Property purchased with the proceeds of the sale 
of trust or issue property. 

Fourth. Property purchased with the proceeds of the sale 
of the increase of issue property. 

Fifth. Issue property exchanged for similar property for 
similar use, and this consists of the increase of property re- 
ceived in such exchange. 

Sixth. The increase of issue property exchanged for simi- 
lar property for similar use. 

Seventh. Property purchased with money given to the In- 
dians by the United States. 

The opinion continues: 

I am of the opinion that any and all of such classes of property 
rnr 5 are impressed with this trust and not subject 

I may say, however, that I am of the opinion that any property 
in the possession of these Indians that can not be so traced and 
identified as belonging in the above classification is not impressed 
with the trust, and therefore Is subject to taxation. 

In United States v. Rickert (188 U. S. 432), a distinguished 
case, Mr. Justice Harlan has the following to say: 

The personal property in question was purchased with the 
money of the Government and was furnished to the Indians in 
order to maintain them on the land allotted during the period 
of the trust estate, and to induce them to adopt the habits of 
civilized life. It was, in fact, the property of the United States, 
and was put into the hands of the Indians to be used in the 
execution of the purpose of the Government in reference to them. 

A strong inference can be taken from this language that 
any personal property, or otherwise, that might come into 
the hands of the Indians from sources other than the Gov- 
ernment, and in which the title is in no way traceable to 
the Government, is taxable by the States. If funds come 
into the hands of Indians as a result of labor done for pri- 
vate citizens or agencies not controlled by the Federal Gov- 
ernment, they can not be said to have been given to the 
Indians to maintain them on the land allotted ” or to “ in- 
duce them to adopt the habits of civilized life.” 

The exemption granted the personalty of Indians in United 
States v. Rickert, supra, and United States v. Pearson, supra, 
rested upon express grounds that title to the property was held 
by the United States in trust for the Indians. (Keokuk v. Ulam, 
4 Oxla. 5.) 

That the individual property even of restricted and non- 
competent Indians is subject to taxation would appear to 
be settled by the case of McCurdy v. United States (246 
U. S. 263), decided March 4, 1918. In this case the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, by authority of an act of April 18, 
1912 (37 Stat. 85, 87), had paid to the trustee of a non- 
competent Osage allottee a part of the trust fund to which 
he was entitled. This money was invested in land, which 
the trustee later conveyed to the Indian with a proviso that 
he could not alienate it for 18 years without the approval 
of the Secretary of the Interior. The United States con- 
tended that the land was not taxable because it was the 
property of a restricted Indian. The court, however, held 
that the Secretary of the Interior was not authorized by 
Congress to exercise any control over the property in which 
the trust fund was invested, and that consequently the land 
was subject to taxation on the same basis as before it was 
purchased for the Osage allottee. 
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If property purchased by a noncompetent Indian with 
unrestricted funds derived from Government sources may 
be taxed, does it not follow a priori that property procured 
by his own efforts and from sources other than the Govern- 
ment is subject to taxation? I have been able to find no 
decision holding that an Indian’s individual property, 
whether real or personal, the consideration for which can 
not be traced to trust funds, is not subject to taxation. 
That it is subject to taxation by the political unit in which 
it lies I think is undoubted. If it is, an Indian must be held 
subject to taxation. 

The power of the State to tax is sovereign. It is inherent 
in its constitution. It is essential to its life. Without such 
power there is no State. 

All subjects over which the sovereignty of a State exists 
are subject to taxation. (McCulloch v. Maryland, 4 Wheat. 
316; U. S. v. Pearson, 231 Fed. 270.) The sovereignty of a 
State exists over the agencies controlled by the State and 
over the industries of its citizens. Wages paid out by these 
agencies and industries in the pursuance of work contem- 
plated by them would come under the sovereignty of the 
State. Any personalty or realty purchased with funds de- 
rived from these services would be taxable, even though re- 
moved, in the case of personalty, to the reservations. The 
fact that personal property is on an Indian reservation does 
not exempt it from taxation by a State or Territory within 
which the reservation is located. (Thomas v. Gay, 169 U. S. 
264.) 

By express provision of the constitution of the State of 
South Dakota all property within the State is subject to 
taxation except such as is or may be exempted under article 
11, sections 5 and 6, which read as follows: 

5. The property of the United States and of the State, county, 
and municipal corporations, both real and personal, shall 
exempt from taxation, 

6. The legislature shall, by general law, exempt from taxation 
property used exclusively for agricultural and horticultural so- 
cieties, for school, religious, cemetery, and charitable purposes, and 
personal property to any amount not exceeding in value $200 for 
each individual liable to taxation. 

Section 7 of the same article provides: 

All laws exempting property from taxation other r that 
enumerated in sections 5 and 6 of this article shall be 

POLL TAX APPLIES TO ALL 

In South Dakota each resident of the several counties, with 
certain exceptions, none of which include Indians, is made 
subject to a poll tax by section 7500 of the 1919 Revised 
Code, as amended, which provides: 

The county commissioners of each county shall levy a tax of 
$1 for the support of the common schools on each resident in the 
county of the age of 21 years and upwards, excepting persons under 
guardianship, non compos mentis, or insane. Said Faye when col- 
lected, shall be distributed to the several school corporations in the 
county in proportion to the number of children, resident in the 
territory of each, over 6 and under 21 years of age. 


The phrase “ persons under guardianship” as used in this 
section has reference only to those persons who are under 
guardianship by the order of county or State courts. 

Subdivision 9 of section 6749 of the same code provides for 
the levying of a road poll. It reads as follows: 

In all counties not wholly organized into civil townships the 
county commissioners shall levy on each male person living in an 
unorganized township and outside the boundaries of any city or 
incorporated town, and being above 21 years of age and under the 
age of 50, except paupers, idiots, lunatics, and such other persons 
as may be exempt by law, a road poll tax of $2, which must be paid 
in money or by one day’s labor in each year on the public 5 
ways within his road district, at the time and place directed by the 
proper authority, and H not worked out or paid on demand, then 
no property shall be exempt in making collection of such tax by 
distress or otherwise. 

Under these provisions the following counties in South 
Dakota, in all of which there are large numbers of Indians, 
levy a poll tax against the Indlans resident therein: Ben- 
nett, Dewey, Washabaugh, and Ziebach. 

I should state in this connection that all of the above 
counties lie in the Indian country and are either largely or 
wholly within Indian reservations all of which are organ- 
ized into counties. The Indians are mostly so-called wards 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


FEBRUARY 17 


of the Government; that is, Indians who have allotments or 
individual trust funds to their credit. 
CONCLUSION 

I do not believe that there is a single Indian in South 
Dakota who can properly be classified as included within 
the language Indians not taxed” as used in the fourteenth 
amendment. All of them are subject to taxation and we 
are entitled to have them counted as among the persons 
enumerated in the State during the last decennial census 
as a basis for determining the number of representatives to 
which our State is entitled in the House of Representatives. 

As it is, we have the extraordinary spectacle of native- 
born Indian citizens often more white than Indian, who are 
voters and taxpayers, and who have the same privileges and 
immunities as our native-born white, excluded from the 
count; and aliens, born in foreign countries, who are not 
voters, many of whom can under no circumstances become 
citizens, and who for the most part pay no taxes, included 
in the count. 

I repeat, gentlemen, that the ruling of the Department of 
Commerce overlooks the changed status of the Indian and is 
out of line with our court decisions and congressional enact- 
ments. [Applause.] 


PROPOSED TRANSFER OF BLACKBEARD ISLAND, GA., TO M'INTOSH 
COUNTY 


Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp and to include therein 
two short resolutions with reference to the proposed trans- 
fer of Blackbeard Island, Ga., to McIntosh County, in which 
it is located, as contemplated by a bill which I shall intro- 
duce in the next session of Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, in order that the Senators 
and Representatives may have information concerning the 
matter I am quoting herein resolutions passed by the county 
commissioners of McIntosh County, Ga., and by the House 
and Senate of the Georgia Legislature. The resolution by 
the county commissioners was passed on December 16, 1930, 
and is as follows: 


Whereas the Chamber of Commerce of McIntosh County, a civic 
organization recently organized by the citizens of this county, is 
sponsoring a movement to have Blackbeard Island, now owned by 
the United States, transferred to the county of McIntosh, for the 
purpose of the establishment thereon of a great public-owned 
beach resort; and 

Whereas the Chamber of Commerce of McIntosh County did, on 
December 11, 1930, address a communication to our Senators and 
Congressman, the Hons, WILLIAM J. Harris, WALTER F. GEORGE, and 
CHARLES G. Epwarps, outlining in detall the plan for the aforesaid 
public-owned development, copy of which letter is hereto attached 
and made a part of this resolution: Be it therefore 

Resolved, That the county commissioners of McIntosh County, 
Ga., ever anxious to exploit the great natural resources of our 
State and county, and solicitous for the health, happiness, and 
general welfare of our people, do hereby most heartily indorse and 
approve the movement and plan for the establishment of the 
aforesaid public-owned beach resort on Blackbeard Island; and be 
it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the 
Chamber of Commerce of McIntosh County and to the Hons. 
WILLIAM J. Harris, WALTER F. GEORGE, and G. EDWARDS. 


The resolution hereinafter recited was adopted by the 
Georgia House of Representatives on January 29, 1931; and 
adopted by the State senate on February 4, 1931, and is as 
follows: 


A resolutiqn memorializing the Congress of the United States to 
transfer Blackbeard Island, to be used as a resort 


Whereas Blackbeard Island, comprising about 1,600 acres, lo- 
cated in McIntosh County, Ga., was acquired by the United States 
in 1799, for the purpose of using the timber thereon for building 
wooden ships; and 

Whereas it has not been used by the United States for many 
years for any practical purpose, and is of no value, good, or sery- 
ice to the United States or any citizen thereof in its present con- 
dition; and 

Whereas it has a beach about seven miles long on the Atlantic 
Ocean, and the same is capable of being developed into one of 
the finest summer resorts in the Nation; and 

Whereas there will be introduced in the Congress at the next 
session a bill to authorize the United States to transfer to McIn- 
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tosh County, Ga., the said island, to be used as a summer resort: 
Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Georgia 
(the Senate concurring), That the President of the United States 
and the Congress thereof are respectfully urged to transfer said 
island. 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be mailed to the Presi- 
dent and Vice President of the United States, the Speaker of the 
National House of Representatives, the two Senators and the 
Members of Congress from Georgia. 

The Chamber of Commerce of McIntosh County started 
this movement. The purpose of the movement is to make 
a resort on the island for the people of that section and of 
the whole country. The idea is to make a recreational 
center of this island and its splendid beach for people of 
small and moderate means who can not afford the pleas- 
ures and luxuries of the more elaborate resorts in our sec- 
tion. Practically all the islands along our coast have been 
bought up by wealthy people and owned and used as pri- 
vate properties. Thought should be given to the welfare 
of human beings as well as to birds and wild game. The 
only thing that might stand in the way of this proposed 
transfer is the fact Blackbeard Island is supposed to be 
used as a bird and game refuge, in which it is a failure. 
The magnificent beach this island has makes it adaptable 
for people rather than for birds and wild game. 

Blackbeard Island of right belongs to McIntosh County, 
in which it is located. It formerly belonged to the State 
of Georgia and contains only about 1,600 acres. Pursuant 
to an act of Congress approved February 25, 1799, this 
island was acquired by the United States for the timber 
that was then on the island for the future use of the Navy. 
Jurisdiction was ceded to the United States by act of the 
Georgia Legislature, approved December 22, 1808. Many 
years later the use of the island was given to the Treasury 
Department for quarantine purposes and the South Atlantic 
Quarantine Station was established there, but was later 
abandoned. By Executive Order No. 1993, dated July 17, 
1914, the island was ordered reserved for the Agricultural 
Department as a preserve and breeding ground for native 
birds. Later by Presidential Order No. 2203, dated May 25, 
1915, the above-mentioned Executive order was vacated and 
the island was returned to its former status, having failed 
as a bird refuge, and thus it was again under the Treasury 
Department. In 1916 the custody of the island was given 
to the State of Georgia, as to the wild life on the island. In 
all these years it was a “ frolicking ground” for those who 
were fortunate enough to get on the “inside” with those 
who were supposed to have control of it. 

In 1922 the custody of the island was given to Mr. Howard 
E. Coffin, who owns and lives on Sapelo Island, near by. 
By an Executive order, No. 3957, dated February 15, 1924, 
the order of May 25, 1915, was vacated and the bird reserve, 
created by the Executive order of July 17, 1914, was restored 
and the Department of Agriculture, Bureau of Biological 
Survey, assumed jurisdiction. 

In the bill I will offer, in response to the act of the county 
commissioners of McIntosh County and of the resolutions of 
the State legislature, the National Government will be re- 
quested to transfer and restore the island to its former owner 
under the jurisdiction of McIntosh County, where it right- 
fully belongs, to be used not alone for a game and bird refuge, 
but as a pleasure resort the year around for the public, for 
the benefit and health of the people who can not afford to 
patronize and enjoy the expensive resorts along our coasts. 

The beach is an ideal one and of no use for game or birds, 
but can be used for the pleasure and health of the people. 
It is not contemplated that the county shall ever have the 
authority to sell or transfer any part of the island, but 
merely to build and permit the building of cottages along 
the beach to remain under the control of the county. 

This, in brief, gives the purpose for which the island will 
be used, which is commendable. At a later date, after I 
have prepared and offered a bill on the subject, it will be my 
pleasure to discuss it further. I felt I should at this time 
give the Congress the benefit of this information and to be- 
speak support for the movement to transfer this island to 
McIntosh County. This county has no revenue from the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


5249 


island in the way of taxes. It is located about 12 miles from 
Darien, the county seat of McIntosh County, and the county 
should have the custody and jurisdiction of the island. 


PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 15 minutes on Friday, immediately 
after the reading of the Journal and the disposition of 
matters on the Speaker's table. 

Mr, IRWIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
as I understand, Friday is to be Private Calendar day, and 
we have been having considerable trouble in having the 
bills on the Private Calendar discussed and acted upon. 

Mr. PARKER. I may state, Mr. Speaker, that what I 
wish to do is this: Last January the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce was authorized to investigate 
holding companies and the ownership of railroads. We are 
ready to report, and I would like to have 15 minutes to 
present the report to the House. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Has that report of Doctor Splawn, to 
which the gentleman refers, been published? 

Mr. PARKER. That is the report I am referring to. It 
has been published and will be released as soon as I get 
permission to discuss the matter for 15 minutes on the floor 
here. 

Mr. IRWIN. Mr. Speaker, I dislike very much to object, 
but as the session is drawing to a close I certainly would 
like to have more of the bills on the Private Calendar passed 
upon, and while this is an important matter, and I do not 
intend to object, I want to serve notice that on Friday I 
shall object to any other speeches on that particular day. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, may I suggest to the gentleman from New York that 
to-morrow they have up the deficiency bill and the gen- 
tleman can get 15 minutes to-morrow under general debate, 
and I would prefer very much that the gentleman would 
do that, for two reasons, Mr. Speaker. This morning I 
asked unanimous consent for the gentleman from Alabama 
(Mr. STEAGALL] to speak on to-morrow for 15 minutes after 
disposition of matters on the Speaker’s table, and the ma- 
jority leader suggested that that could be accomplished 
under general debate. It now occurs to me that the gentle- 
man from New York could probably take advantage of the 
same opportunity on to-morrow. 

Moreover, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from New York 
is going to discuss a very important report of his com- 
mittee there ought to be an opportunity for those who 
might differ with his views to also present their views. So 
it seems to me, in all fairness to those who may not agree 
with the gentleman entirely, that if he is to have 15 min- 
utes on Friday as a special order to present his views and 
the report referred to, our side of the House ought to have 
15 minutes also to express whatever views they may have, 
whether in agreement with his or not. So I suggest to the 
gentleman from New York that he seek recognition to- 
morrow under general debate, when he can submit his 
report the same as he can on Friday. 

Mr. PARKER. .I may say to the gentleman from Texas 
that we had planned to take this up on Thursday, not 
realizing that Thursday had been set aside for memorial 
services. We will not be ready by to-morrow, and I may 
say to the gentleman that the ranking minority member 
of the committee is in entire accord with what I am asking. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I may add that I have ob- 
served with respect to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce that the chairman of the committee and 
the ranking minority member are quite often in accord, but 
there are other members, both on the Republican side and 
on the Democratic side, who are sometimes in disagreement, 
and I would like to ask the gentleman if there is anyone on 
the committee who disagrees with his views. 

Mr. PARKER. In answer to the gentleman’s question, I 
may say that this is not a committee report. This is a 
report of the counsel to the committee. 
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Mr. GARNER. Why should the gentleman take 15 min- 
utes on Friday to explain the report? Why could not the 
gentleman just submit the report and let it speak for itself? 

Mr. PARKER. I would like to explain the report. Of 
course, if the gentleman objects 

Mr. GARNER. I am not going to object, Mr. Speaker, 
but I merely call attention to the fact that this morning 
I asked unanimous consent for 15 minutes for to-morrow 
for the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Steacatt] and the 
majority leader objected. We have now by unanimous con- 
sent set aside Friday for consideration of the Private Calen- 
dar and now some Member on that side of the House asks 
unanimous consent for 15 minutes on that day. I am not 
going to object, but I point out the little inconsistency that 
it seems to me exists in the management of the matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 


HAWAIL 


Mr. KVALE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for two minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Minnesota? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KVALE. Mr. Speaker, I have been requested to call 
the attention of Members of the House to an announcement 
that has been mailed individually to each Member, but 
which may have escaped their notice. On Sunday evening 
next under the auspices of the Bureau of Commercial Eco- 
nomics the Hon. Victor S. K. Houston, Delegate from 
Hawaii, will speak at the ballroom of the Shoreham Hotel. 
His talk will be illustrated by beautiful colored motion pic- 
tures of modern Hawaii and by other views. An interest- 
ing feature of the program is the fact that the picture has 
been resurrected from the vaults for this occasion. It is my 
information that this old motion picture will show scenes in 
Hawaii of 20 years ago, in which will appear Speakers 
of the House of Representatives, including the beloved 
Champ Clark and Joe Cannon. I have no information at 
the present, Mr. Speaker, but I am told that the minority 
leader is in the picture. These pictures were taken by the 
late Clarence Miller, of Minnesota. All you have to do is 
to write your acceptance of the invitation to the Bureau of 
Commercial Economics in order that seats may be provided. 
[Applause.] 


LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 


Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that on 
next Tuesday, after the disposition of matters on the 
Speaker’s table, I may be permitted to address the House 
for one hour on the subject of communism. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, this is an opportunity that I long have sought. 
[Laughter.] If the gentleman from New York, who is 
pregnant with information on this subject, is going to re- 
lease all of his knowledge on the subject of communism and 
his recommendations, I couple with his request the request 
that I may follow him for an hour. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Does the gentleman think he will need 
an hour? 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state that this 
morning when a similar request was before the House the 
chairman of the Committee on Rules stated that until cer- 
tain very important measures now pending before his com- 
mittee are considered he would not agree to such a request 
as is now made by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And I served notice at that time. 

Mr. TILSON. Yes; the gentleman from New York served 
notice that if this time was granted he wanted the same 
amount of time. It is intended next week to take up under 


special rules certain important matters, and it seems to me 
that we ought not thus far in advance to foreclose ourselves 
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from the use of an entire day if it be necessary for a 
particular purpose. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I recognize the force of what 
the gentleman from Connecticut says. But I call attention 
to the fact that the Republican organization have up to this 
time reserved important matters for the end of the session, 
To-day has been consumed in general debate that could have 
been devoted to some of these important matters. In other 
words, it seems to me that the Republican organization in 
the House has delayed important matters until the last days 
of the session so that they can pass the measures with 
amendments with the assurance that they have little or no 
consideration by Congress and become law. 

Mr. TILSON. Oh, the gentleman can make his own in- 
terpretation, of course, 

Mr. GARNER. I understand the defense, it is good in 
the eyes of those not informed, but it is not good in the eyes 
of the House Members. You have held these matters back 
for 6 and 18 months, and now bring them up under the 
pretext that the House of Representatives would like legis- 
lation on those subjects. 

Mr. TILSON. The people of the country are not blind. 
They can see the facts, and they will probably not see them 
as the gentleman from Texas would interpret them. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA.. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from 
New York would ask permission to address the House on 
Tuesday next at 5 o’clock, I will follow until 7 o’clock, and 
we can talk it over. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, I suggest—and I think it would 
meet the desires of both gentlemen—that we have a night 
session and have the galleries filled. From 5 to 7 o'clock 
there would not be anybody in the galleries, and it would 
not be fair to either gentleman. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Oh, I am so timid that I do not like 
to talk to the galleries. I do not know how about my 
colleague. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, until the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SNELL], chairman of the Committee on Rules, 
is present, I request that the gentlemen withdraw their 
unanimous-consent requests. 

Mr. FISH. I withdraw my request, Mr. Speaker. 


BOARD OF VISITORS OF UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following com- 
munication, which was read: 


WaAsHINGTON, D. C., February 17, 1931. 
The SPEAKER HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C. 
My Dear Ma. Speaker: Pursuant to the act of May 17, 1928 
(45 Stat. 597), 1 have appointed the following Members of the 
Committee on Military Affairs of the House as Members of the 
Board of Visitors to the United States Military Academy: Harry 
C. RANSLEY, Pennsylvania; Percy E. Quin, Mississippi; JoHN J. 
McSwatn, South Carolina; Lister HILL, Alabama; WILLIAM H. 
Srarrorp, Wisconsin; THOMAS C. CocHRAN, Pennsylvania; EDWARD 
W. Goss, Connecticut. 
Respectfully yours, 
W. FRANK JAMES. 


Also the following communication, which was read: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 17, 1931. 
The SPEAKER HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Drar Mr. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the act of May 17, 1928 (45 
Stat. 597), I have appointed the following Members of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the House as Members of the Board 
of Visitors to the United States Military Academy: HENRY E. 
BARBOUR, FRANK CLAGUE, JOHN TABER, Ross A. COLLINS, WILLIAM 
C. WRIGHT. 

Respectfully yours, 
WII. R. Woop, Chairman. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to 
Mr, CLARKE of New York, indefinitely, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED 

A bill of the Senate of the following title was taken from 

the Speaker’s table and under the rule referred as follows: 
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S. 5139. An act to extend the provisions of certain laws 
relating to vocational education and civilian rehabilitation 
to Porto Rico; to the Committee on Education. 


SENATE ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills 
and a joint resolution of the Senate of the following titles: 

S. 8. An act for the relief of Lieut. David O. Bowman, 
Medical Corps, United States Navy; 

S. 557. An act to authorize the disposition of certain public 
lands in the State of Nevada; 

S. 2854. An act for the relief of Mrs. A. K. Root; 

S. 5069. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
deliver to the State of Utah the silver service which was in 
use on the battleship Utah; 

S. 5138. An act to amend the organic act of Porto Rico, ap- 
proved March 2, 1917; 

S. 5246. An act to amend the act entitled “An act for the 
erection of a tablet or marker to be placed at some suitable 
point between Hartwell, Ga., and Alfords Bridge, in the 
county of Hart, State of Georgia, and on the national high- 
way between the States of Georgia and South Carolina, to 
commemorate the memory of Nancy Hart”; 

S. 5314. An act to amend the Federal highway act; 

S. 5456. An act to extend the time for construction of a 
free highway bridge across the Sabine River where Louisiana 
Highway No. 21 meets Texas Highway No. 45; 

S. 5457. An act authorizing the State of Louisiana and the 
State of Texas to construct, maintain, and operate a free 
highway bridge across the Sabine River where Louisiana 
Highway No. 6 meets Texas Highway No. 21; 

§.5519. An act granting the consent of Congress to Louis- 
ville & Nashville Railroad Co. to construct, maintain, and. 
operate a railroad bridge across the Tennessee River at or 
near Danville, Tenn.; 

S. 5557. An act to amend the get of May 23, 1930 (46 Stat. 
378) ; 

S. 5613. An act for the relief of Commercial Loan & Trust 
Co., Monticello, Ark.; 

S. 5688. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of New Hampshire to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge or dike across Little Bay at or near Fox Point; 

S. 5817. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to lend 
War Department equipment for use at the Thirteenth Na- 
tional Convention of the American Legion at Detroit, Mich., 
during the month of September, 1931; and 

S. J. Res. 183. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary 
of Agriculture to cooperate with the Territories of the 
United States under the provisions of sections 1 and 2 of the 
act of Congress entitled “An act to provide for the protection 
of forest lands, for the reforestation of denuded areas, for 
the extension of national forests, and for other purposes, in 
order to promote the continuous production of timber on 
lands chiefly suitable therefor.” 

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee did on this 
day present to the President, for his approval, bills of the 
House of the following titles: 

H. R. 3394. An act to provide for the deportation of aliens 
convicted and sentenced for violation of any law regulating 
traffic in narcotics; 

H. R. 11968. An act to reserve for public use rocks, pin- 
nacles, reefs, and small islands along the seacoast of Orange 
County, Calif.; and 

H. J. Res. 506. Joint resolution to amend the paragraphs 
relating to drought and/or storm or hail stricken areas as 
contained in the Interior Department appropriation act for 
the fiscal year 1932. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
18 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, February 18, 1931, at 12 o’clock noon. 
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COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com- 
mittee hearings scheduled for Wednesday, February 18, 1931, 
as reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several 
committees: 
COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE 
(10 a. m.) 
To amend paragraph (8) of section 1 of the interstate 
commerce act as amended (H. R. 16695). 
MILITARY AFFAIRS COMMITTEE—SUBCOMMITTEE NO. 1 
(9.30 a. m.) 
To consider various bills relating to construction and real 
estate. 
COMMITTEE ON FLOOD CONTROL—SUBCOMMITTEE ON PRELIMINARY 
EXAMINATIONS AND SURVEYS 
(11 a. m.) 
To provide a preliminary examination of the Edisto River 


and its branches, South and North Edisto, S. C., with a view 
to the control of its floods. (H. R. 15995.) 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

855. A letter from the Director of Public Buildings and 
Public Grounds, transmitting report of an accumulation of 
papers which are not needed in the transaction of public 
business and have no permanent value or historical interest; 
to the Committee on Disposition of Useless Executive Papers. 

856. A letter from the Secretary of Navy, transmitting a 
draft of a proposed bill to amend section 24 of the act 
approved February 28, 1925, entitled “An act to provide for 
the creation, organization, administration, and maintenance 
of a Naval Reserve and a Marine Corps Reserve, as amended 
by the act of March 2, 1929”; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

857. A letter from the Secretary of Navy, transmitting 
report of an accumulation of papers which are not needed 
in the transaction of public business and have no perma- 
nent value or historical interest; to the Committee on Dis- 
position of Useless Executive Papers. 

858. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriation 
for the fiscal year 1931, to remain available until June 30, 
1932, for the Department of the Interior, Bureau of Recla- 


mation, amounting to $75,000 (H. Doc. No. 775); to the 


Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

859. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a 
draft of a bill to authorize the Secretary of War to sell the 
Washington-Alaska Military Cable and Telegraph System; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

860. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a draft of a proposed provision pertain- 
ing to an existing appropriation for the Treasury Depart- 
ment, for sites and construction, public buildings, act of 
May 25, 1926, as amended (H. Doc. No. 776); to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. 

Mr. EVANS of Montana: Committee on the Public Lands. 
S. 5439. An act to excuse certain persons from residence 
upon homestead lands during 1929 and 1930 in the drought- 
stricken areas; with amendment (Rept. No. 2696). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. N 

Mr. McSWAIN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 
9303. A bill to authorize funds for the construction of a 
building at Corozal, Canal Zone; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2697). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. A 
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Mr. HOOPER: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 
15984. A bill to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the creation of the Colonial National Monument in the 
State of Virginia, and for other purposes,” approved July 3 
1930; with amendment (Rept. No. 2698). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MAAS: Committee on Foreign Affairs. H. J. Res. 
434. A joint resolution for participation of the Govern- 
ment of the United States in the Second World Conference 
of Workers for the Crippled to be held at The Hague, the 
Netherlands, the week of June 28, 1931; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2699). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. TEMPLE: Committee on Foreign Affairs. H. J. Res. 
502. A joint resolution authorizing an appropriation to de- 
fray the expenses of participation by the United States 
Government in the Second Polar Year Program, August 1 
1932, to August 31, 1933; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2700). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. EATON of Colorado: Committee on the Public Lands. 
H. R. 16701. A bill to grant certain lands to the State of 
Colorado for the benefit of the Colorado School of Mines; 
without amendment (Rept: No. 2704). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Pennsylvania: Committee on Military 
Affairs. H. R. 87. A bill to amend section 12 of the act 
approved June 10, 1922, as amended, so as to authorize pay- 
ment of mileage allowance to members of the Army and 
Navy Nurse Corps; with amendment (Rept. No. 2708). Re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. GOSS: Committee on Military Affairs. S. 4248. An 
act authorizing the Secretary of War to convey the Fort 
Griswold tract to the State of Connecticut; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2709). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Committee on 
tion and Naturalization. H. J. Res. 500. A joint Tesohiition 
further restricting for a period of two years immigration 
into the United States; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2710). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. GRAHAM: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 11935. 
A bill exempting building and loan associations from being 
adjudged involuntary bankrupts; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2711). Referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of Rule XII, 

Mr. EVANS of Montana: Committee on the Public Lands. 
S. 4696. An act granting to the Butte Anglers’ Club, of 
Butte, Mont., a patent to lot 1, section 5, township 2 south, 
range 9 west, and a patent to the Northern Pacific Railway 
Co. of lot 2 in said section 5; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2695). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. H. R. 16617. A bill 
for the relief of Mary E. Dawley; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2701). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Nebraska: Committee on Claims. H. R. 
5660. A bill for the relief of certain claimants who suffered 
loss by fire in the State of Minnesota during October, 1918; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 2703). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WURZBACH: Committee on Military Affairs. S. 594. 
An act for the relief of Lemuel Simpson; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2707). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BACHMANN: A bill (H. R. 17134) authorizing the 
State of West Virginia by and through the State Bridge 
Commission of West Virginia or the successors of said com- 
mission to acquire, purchase, construct, improve, maintain, 
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and operate bridges across the streams and rivers within said 
State and/or across boundary-line streams or rivers of said 
State; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 17135) to amend section 
24 of the act approved February 28, 1925, entitled “An act 
to provide for the creation, organization, administration, and 
maintenance of a Naval Reserve and a Marine Corps Re- 
serve, as amended by the act of March 2, 1929; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 17136) granting the con- 
sent of Congress to the State Highway Commission of Mis- 
souri to construct, maintain, and operate a highway bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near Weldon Springs, Mo.; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. EATON of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 17137) to pro- 
vide for the commemoration of the Battle of Apache Canyon, 
N. Mex.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17138) to provide for the commemora- 
tion of the Battle of Glorieta, N. Mex.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 17139) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Interior to construct a bridge across 
Lost River on the Tule Lake division of the Klamath proj- 
ect, Oregon-California; to the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation. 

By Mr. GOSS. A bill (H. R. 17140) to regulate the use 
and sale of wood alcohol; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOUSTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 17141) 
authorizing the Delaware & New Jersey Bridge Corporation, 
a corporation of the State of Delaware, domiciled at Wil- 
mington, Del., its successors, and assigns; George A. Casey, 
of Wilmington, Del., Clifford R. Powell, of Mount Holly, 
N. J., their heirs, executors, administrators or assigns, to 
construct, maintain, and operate a vehicular tunnel or tun- 
nels under the Delaware River between New Castle County, 
Del., and Salem County, N. J.; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. JAMES of Michigan. A bill (H. R. 17142) to 
authorize the erection of a moving-picture theater at Fort 
Snelling, Minn.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKEOWN: A bill (H. R. 17143) authorizing the 
District Court of the United States for the Eastern District 
of Oklahoma to hear and determine certain claims of the 
Seminole Nation or Tribe of Indians; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SHORT of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 17144) to legalize 
a bridge across the Eleven Points River at or near Thomas- 
ville, Oregon County, Mo.; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17145) to legalize a bridge across the 
White River, approximately 11 miles south of Reed Springs, 
Stone County, Mo.; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17146) to legalize a bridge across the 
James River at Galena, Stone County, Mo.; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17147) to legalize a bridge across the St. 
Francis River, 4 miles west of Kennett, Mo., joining Dunklin 
County, Mo., and Clay County, Ark.; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17148) to legalize a bridge across the 
White River at Forsyth, Taney County, Mo.; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17149) granting the consent of Congress 
to the Missouri State Highway Commission to construct, 
maintain, and operate a highway bridge across the White 
River at Branson, Taney County, Mo.; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: A bill (H. R. 17150) 
authorizing appropriations for purchase of additional water 
supply for Yakima Indian Reservation, Wash.; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 17151) to authorize 
per capita payments to the Indians of the Cheyenne River 
Reservation, S. Dak.; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 17152) 
to expedite the deportation of certain aliens, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- 
tion. 

By Mr. McSWAIN: A bill (H. R. 17153) concerning change 
of location of United States Military Academy; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CABLE: Resolution (H. Res. 361) for the consid- 
eration of H. R. 16975, a bill to amend the act of Septem- 
ber 22, 1922, as amended, granting independent citizenship 
to women, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. EVANS of Montana: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
508) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, providing for a referendum on the eighteenth 
amendment thereof; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


MEMORIALS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented 
and referred as follows: 


Memorial of the Legislature of the State of Idaho, memo- ` 


rializing the Congress of the United States to make an emer- 
gency appropriation of $5,000,000 as a loan to the reclama- 
tion fund; to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation. 

Memorial of the Legislature of the State of California, 
memorializing Congress to enact laws imposing a tariff upon 
all oil brought into the United States from foreign countries; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Memorial of the State Legislature of the State of Montana, 
memorializing the Congress of the United States to enact a 
tariff on oil and its refined products, and to provide fur- 
ther relief for the oil industry; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Memorial of the State Legislature of the State of Mon- 
tana, memorializing the Congress of the United States to 
enact stringent and immediate legislation prohibiting im- 
migration to the United States for a period of five years; 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SANDERS of Texas: Memorial in the nature of a 
resolution of the Legislature of California, memorializing 
Congress to enact legislation which will place a tariff upon 
oil; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EVANS of Montana: Senate Joint Memorial No. 
1 of the Montana State Legislature, urging Congress to en- 
act stringent and immediate legislation prohibiting immigra- 
tion to the United States for a period of five years, and pre- 
venting discrimination in favor of aliens, thereby protecting 
the welfare and interests of the people of this country; to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of Senate Joint Memorial No. 3, urging 
Congress to enact a tariff on oil and its refined products, and 
to provide further relief for the oil industry; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEAVITT: Senate Joint Memorial No. 1, adopted 
by the Twenty-second Legislative Assembly of the State 
of Montana, memorializing Congress to enact a tariff on 
crude oil and its refined products and other legislation for 
the benefit of the oil industry; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, Senate Joint Memorial No. 1, adopted by the Twenty- 
second Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana, me- 
morializing Congress to enact legislation prohibiting im- 
migration for a period of five years; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXI, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 17154) granting an increase 
of pension to Harriett L. Hilton; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BECK: A bill (H. R. 17155) to correct the status 
of George Chalmers Hunter; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 
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By Mr. CABLE: A bill (H. R. 17156) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary J. Mullenix; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CELLER: A bill (H. R. 17157) for the relief of 
Ida Becker; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ERK: A bill (H. R. 17158) for the relief of O. Evans 
Mikesell; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HALSEY: A bill (H. R. 17159) granting a pension 
to Mary Jane Delozier; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HOGG of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 17160) 
granting an increase of pension to Duracy E. Ash; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 17161) granting an 
increase of pension to Nancy J. Gregory; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHOTT of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 17162) 
granting a pension to John D. Pearson; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXIII, petitions and papers were 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

9885. By Mr. BACON: Petition of sundry citizens of Long 
Island, urging the enactment of House Joint Resolution 356, 
providing for constitutional amendment to eliminate count 
of aliens for apportionment purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

9886. Also, petition of the Catholic Club of the city of 
New York, and of the International Federation of Catholic 
Alumnz, opposing the enactment of Senate bill 4582; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9887. By Mr. BROWNE: Petition of Green Valley Dairy 
Co., Boyd, Wis., opposing the ruling permitting oleomargarine 
manufacturers to color oleomargarine with unbleached palm 
oil without the payment of the 10-cent tax; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

9888. By Mr. CAMPBELL of Iowa: Petition of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Merrill, Iowa, urg- 
ing Congress to enact a law for the Federal supervision of 
motion pictures establishing higher moral standards before 
production for films that are to be licensed for interstate 
and international commerce; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

9889. By Mr. CHRISTGAU: Resolution adopted by the 
Fremont Creamery Association, at Utica, Minn., protesting 
against the ruling of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
with respect to the use of palm oil in the manufacture of 
oleomargarine, and in support of the Brigham bill, H. R. 
15934, providing for a tax of 10 cents per pound on all yel- 
low-colored oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

9890. Also, resolution adopted by the Wilmington Cooper- 
ative Creamery, at Caledonia, Minn., protesting against the 
ruling of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue with re- 
spect to the use of palm oil in the manufacture of oleomar- 
garine, and in support of the Brigham bill (H. R. 15934), 
providing for a tax of 10 cents per pound on all yellow- 
colored oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

9891. Also, resolutions adopted by the Meighen-Thomp- 
son Post, No. 161, the American Legion, at Le Roy, Minn., 
in favor of the payment of the adjusted-compensation cer- 
tificates, and for an extended program of hospital construc- 
tion; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9892. Also, resolution adopted by the Randall Coopera- 
tive Creamery Association, protesting against the ruling of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue with respect to the 
use of palm oil in the manufacture of oleomargarine and in 
support of the Brigham bill (H. R. 15934), providing for a 
tax of 10 cents per pound on all yellow-colored oleomar- 
garine; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

9893. By Mr. CLARKE of New York: Petition of 12 citi- 
zens of Copperstown, N. Y., urging Congress to support the 
Sparks-Capper amendment providing for an amendment 
to the United States Constitution excluding the approxi- 
mately 7,500,000 unnaturalized aliens from the count of the 
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population of the Nation for apportionment of congres- 
sional districts among the States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9894. Also, petition of 22 citizens of Cooperstown, N. Y., 
urging Congress to support the Sparks-Capper amendment 
providing for an amendment to the United States Constitu- 
tion excluding the approximately 17,500,000 unnaturalized 9910. Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
aliens from the count of the population of the Nation for Union, of Millville, Pa., urging support of House Joint Reso- 


urging enactment of the maternity 
apportionment of congressional districts among the States; | lution No, 356, known as the Sparks-Capper amendment; 


Lokensgard, chairman, 

bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
9909. By Mr. MAGRADY: Petition of citizens of Sullivan 

County, Pa., urging support of House Joint Resolution No. 

356, known as the Sparks-Capper amendment; to the Com- 

mittee on the Judiciary. 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9895. By Mr. CONDON: Petition of Olivier Benoit and 9911. Also, petition of citizens of Catawissa, Pa., urging 
several other World War veterans from Rhode Island and support of House Joint Resolution No. 356, known as the 
Massachusetts, urging legislation looking toward the im- | Sparks-Capper amendment; to the Committee on the 
mediate cash payment of the adjusted-service certificates at | Judiciary. 
their full face value; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 9912. By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of Woman's Christian 

9896. By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of J. C. Thomas and | Temperance Union, Rutherford, N. J., requesting favorable 
others, of Utica, N. Y., for immediate cash payment of ad- action on House Joint Resolution No. 20; to the Committee 
justed- compensation certificates to World War veterans; to on the Judiciary. 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 9913. By Mr. ROBINSON: Petition of Rev. George C. 

9897. Also, petition of the Herkimer Woman's Home Mis- | Nothdurft and 41 other citizens of Colesburg, Iowa, ving 
sionary Society, Herkimer, N. Y., favoring the Grant Hudson | the support of the proposed Sparks-Capper stop alien rep- 


motion picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Committee on Inter- | resentation amendment, H. J. Res. 356; to the Committee 
state and Foreign Commerce. on the Judiciary. ; 


9898. Also, petition of Herkimer New York Woman’s Chris- 14. Also, petiti 
tian Temperance Union, favoring the Hudson motion picture ly p Watarion. 1 . 8 
. = 9986; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign port of the proposed Sparks-Capper stop alien representa- 
9899. By Mr. EATON of Colorado: Resolutions of Wom- 1 RD een den eee ittee on the 
en’s-League-of Central Presbyterian Church, ‘Denver, Colo.; 9915. Aten, petition adopted by the Woman's -Foreign 
Community Woman's Christian Temperance Union, Denver, | Missionary Society, of Iowa Falls, Iowa, and signed by Mr 
Colo.; Church of God Council, Lamar, Colo.; Women's For- Charles Reynolds résident, and Mrs. O. Ò. Baile enan 
eign Missionary’ Society of the Grant Avenue Methodist tary, urging the passage of the Grant 8 in Han leite 
Episcopal Church,’ Denver, Colo. (representing 102 mem- bin H. R. 9986, for Federal supervision of motion pictures: to 
bers); educational committee meeting of the South Broad- | | the C ittee on Interstate and Foreign Comm 
way Christian Bible School, Denver, Colo.; Hawley Woman's 9916. Also, petition of A. W. Claussen, 1274 re Street 
Christian Temperance Union, Denver, Colo.; Women's Home seen 


„and 38 other citizens of Dubuque, Dubuque County, Iowa, 
5 8 . a Soh 8 r oe urging the immediate payment at full face value of the ad- 


y% Christian justed- compensation certificates as created by section 702 of 
JFF” ee tuo ae Sap 2 the World War compensation act of 1924; to the Committee 
eral supervision of motion pictures, as provided in the Grant on Ways and Means. 

Hudson motion picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Committee 9917. Also, petition of George Cushing, rural free delivery 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. No. 1, and 36 other citizens of Dubuque, Iowa, urging the 

9900. By Mr. EN GLE BRIGHT: Petition of Industrial As- immediate cash payment at full face value of the adjusted- 
sociation of San Francisco, Calif., proposing a modification | Compensation certificates as created by section 702 of the 
of the antitrust laws of the United States; to the Committee World War adjusted compensation act of 1924; to the Com- 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. mittee on Ways and Means. 

9901. Also, petition of Colorado Mining Association, 9918. Also, petition of Earl Wickham and 37 other citizens 
through its secretary, C. Lorimer Colburn, favoring a tariff of Iowa Falls, Hardin County, Iowa, urging the cash pay- 
of 30 cents per ounce on silver, etc.; to the Committee on ment at full face value of adjusted-compensation certif- 


Ways and Means. icates as ‘created by section 702 of the World War adjusted 
9902, By Mr. GLOVER: Petition of Missionary Society of | Compensation act of 1924; to the Committee on Ways and 
Malvern, Ark.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. Means. 


9903. By Mr. GREEN: Petition of veterans of Madison 9919. Also, petition of Roy E. Hobbs and 36 other citizens 
County, Fla., urging payment of bonus certificates; to the of Plainfield, Iowa, urging the immediate cash payment at 
Committee on Ways and Means. full face value of the adjusted-compensation certificates as 

9904. By Mr. JOHNSON of Texas: Petition of Mrs. Harris created by section 702 of the World War adjusted com- 
Masterson, president Texas League of Women Voters, of | pensation act of 1924; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Houston, Tex., indorsing Senate bill 255; to the Committee | 9920. By Mr. ROMJUE: Memorial of L. T. Montgomery, 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. E. F. Bertram, J. M. Davidson, and other residents of Mem- 

9905. By Mr. KVALE: Petition of Katie McArthur and 21 | phis, Mo., urging support of House joint resolution No. 356; 
other citizens of Hancock, Minn., urging passage of the to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Sparks-Capper amendment; to the Committee on the 9921. By Mr. SINCLAIR: Petition of Rev. Benjamin Bous- 
Judiciary. field and 11 others of Donnybrook, N. Dak., and vicinity, 

9906. Also, petition of Mrs. J. W. Pike, Marshall, Minn., | urging the passage of House joint resolution 356 to exclude 
representing 56 members of the Marshall Union of the | aliens from the count of population for apportionment of 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, earnestly urging | congressional districts; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
enactment. of the Sparks-Capper amendment to the United 9922. By Mr. SELVIG: Petition of Olga Cooperative 
States Constitution; to the Committee on the Judiciary. Creamery Association, route 1, Gully, Minn., urging enact- 

9907. By Mr. MAGRADY: Petition numerously signed by | ment of Brigham bill, H. R. 15934, to afford needed protec- 
members of the Susannah Wesley Bible Class, Methodist | tion to the dairy industry; to the Committee on Agriculture. 
Episcopal Sunday School, Bloomsburg, Pa., favoring the 9923. Also, petition of Cooperative Creamery Association, 
Sparks-Capper amendment, H. J. Res. 356; to the Com- | Randall, Minn., urging enactment of Brigham bill, H. R. 
mittee on the Judiciary. 15934, and also urging use of butter for institutions of the 

9908. By Mr. KVALE: Petition of Willmar League of | Army and United States Veterans’ Bureau; to the Committee 
Women Voters, Willmar, Minn., submitted by Mrs. E. O. on Agriculture. 
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9924. Also, petition of St. Hilaire (Minn.) Cooperative 
Creamery Association, protesting against ruling of Commis- 
sioner Burnet on palm oil for use in oleomargarine and 
strongly supporting the Brigham bill, H. R. 15934; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

9925. Also, petition of Clearbrook (Minn.) Cooperative 
Creamery, opposing Burnet ruling on palm oil used in manu- 
facture of oleomargarine, and favoring the passage of the 
Brigham bill, H. R. 15934, to tax yellow oleomargarine 10 
cents a pound; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

9926. Also, petition of Wilmington Cooperative Creamery, 
Caledonia, Minn., urging enactment of Brigham palm oil 
bill, H. R. 15934; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

9927. By Mr. SPARKS: Petition of Woman’s Home Mis- 
sionary Society, of Stockton, Kans., favoring the Federal 
supervision of motion pictures as provided in the Grant 
Hudson motion picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9928. Also, petition of the Congregational Women’s Mis- 
sionary Society of Osborne, Kans., favoring the Federal su- 
pervision of motion pictures as provided in the Grant Hud- 
son motion picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9929. Also, petition of Spring Creek Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Phillipsburg, Kans., favoring the 
Federal supervision of the motion pictures as provided in 
the Grant Hudson motion picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9930. By Mr. SINCLAIR: Petition of 38 citizens of Crosby, 
38 citizens of Noonan, and 38 citizens of Williston, N. Dak., 
favoring immediate cash payment of adjusted-compensation 
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9931. By Mr. STONE: Petition of Junior Order United 
American Mechanics, Lincoln Lee Council, No. 2, urging 
Representatives in the Congress to support any and all 
measures looking to the closing of the doors to immigra- 
tion for at least two years; to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 


SENATE 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 18, 1931 
(Legislative day of Tuesday, February 17, 1931) 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expiration 
of the recess. 

Mr. BINGHAM obtained the floor. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to enable 
me to suggest the absence of a quorum? 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connect- 
| icut yield for that purpose? 

Mr. BINGHAM, I yield. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen- 
ators answered to their names: 


Ashurst George La Follette Shipstead 
Barkley Gillett McGill Shortridge 
Bingham Glass McKellar Smith 
Black Glenn McNary Smoot 
Blaine Goff etcalf Steiwer 
Borah Goldsborough Morrison Stephens 
Bratton Gould Morrow Swanson 
Brock Hale Moses Thomas, Idaho 
Brookhart Harris Norbeck Thomas, Okla 
Broussard Harrison Norris Townsend 
Bulkley Hast Nye Trammell 
Capper Hatfield Oddie Tyd 
Caraway Hawes Partridge Vandenberg 
Carey Hayden Patterson Wagner 

, Couzens Hebert Phipps Walcott 

| Cutting Heflin Pine Walsh, Mass 

Dale Howell Pittman Walsh, Mont 
Davis Johnson 1 Waterman 

Dill Jones Reed Watson 

! Fess Kean Robinson, Ark. Wheeler 

Fletcher Kendrick Robinson, Ind. Williamson 

| King Sheppard 


Mr. GLENN. I desire to announce that my colleague the 
| senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Deneen] was absent from 
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Mr. SHEPPARD. My colleague the junior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. Connatty] is detained on account of illness. 
This announcement may stand for the day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-seven Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

SPECIAL ROADWAY AND CURB ASSESSMENTS 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I am in the unfortunate 
position of having to explain that I got a bill passed last 
night by a statement which I made which was not correct. 
I had been misinformed at the time. I desire to give anyone 
who wishes to object to the bill an opportuntiy to ask unani- 
mous consent for a reconsideration of the vote by which the 
bill was passed and that it may go back to the calendar. 

The bill is known as the Borland bill in the District of 
Columbia, I stated when the matter first came up that I 
had been informed by the commissioners, at whose request 
I was acting, that the measure had passed the House and 
had been reported unanimously by the District of Columbia 
Committee of the Senate. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, there is so 
much confusion in the Chamber we could not hear the Sen- 
ator’s statement. To what bill is the Senator referring? 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the Senator will turn to page 5206 
of the Recorp he will find the bill there set forth. It is 
the bill (H. R. 14049) to provide for special assessments for 
the paving of roadways and the laying of curbs and gutters. 

I was requested by the corporation counsel and the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia yesterday to endeavor 
to get it passed in order to clear up a situation which has 
made it impossible to use the money which has been appro- 
priated for the purpose of paving and for the laying of 
curbs and gutters. I was told by them, and I stated to the 
Senate when the debate first began, that the bill had passed 
the House and had been reported out of the Senate Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia by a unanimous vote and 
was on the calendar. 

I endeavored to get the provision attached to the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill, but stated that a point of 
order might lie against it. The point of order was made, 
and I then desisted. I then looked on the calendar to find 
the bill as reported by the Senate Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia with regard to the matter in order to find 
out whether there was a chance to get it passed on the call 
of the calendar and I could not find it on the calendar. 

I went to the desk, where the clerks were very busy en- 
deavoring to get through the calendar, as we did last night, 
and asked where that particular Senate bill was. They 
informed me that the bill had been passed a few days ago, 
and that was why it was not on the calendar. The mistake 
on their part was a natural one in the confusion. They did 
not recollect what had happened. I then took their word 
for it that it had been passed and so stated to the Senate. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. BLAINE] very kindly 
called my attention to the fact that the House bill was on 
the calendar. Thereupon I got the floor and asked that the 
House bill be passed, and I stated to several Senators that 
in view of the fact that a similar bill had already passed 
the Senate there was no reason to object to it, and they did 
not object, and it did pass the Senate. After the Senate had 
taken a recess last evening I was informed by one of the 
Official Reporters that I was mistaken in my statement that 
the bill had passed the Senate and that it had been dis- 
placed by the House bill. Therefore I was guilty of mislead- 
ing the Senate in informing it that the bill had passed the 
Senate. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connect- 
icut yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Had either bill, the Senate 
bill or the House bill, been reported out by the Senate Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Senate Committee on the District 


| the Senate yesterday on account of illness and that he is of Columbia had unanimously recommended the passage of 


| detained at home on that account to-day. 


| the bill, and the Senate bill which had been unanimously 
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recommended by the committee had been on the calendar 
but had been taken off the calendar when the House bill 
came over, and the House bill was substituted for it. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connect- 
icut yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield. 

Mr. BLAINE. The only statement the Senator made last 
night which was incorrect was that the Senate bill had 
passed. That is the only statement the Senator made which 
was incorrect. The District Committee recommended the 
passage of the Senate bill. The unanimous opinion of those 
who had charge of that bill was to have the House bill sub- 
stituted for the Senate bill. The House bill was on the 
calendar when the Senator from Connecticut got unanimous 
consent for its consideration and it was passed. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Was the Senate bill unani- 
mously reported by the Senate committee? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I was so informed by the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Kine]. The senior Senator from New York [Mr. 
CopPELAND] who had been in charge of the bill was not on 
the floor at the time; otherwise this mistake would not have 
occurred. I merely wanted to give anyone an opportunity 
to object to the bill because of the misstatement I made to 
which the Senator from Wisconsin has referred. 

Mr. BLAINE. May I suggest that I have no objection to 
the reconsideration of the vote by which the bill was passed. 
I think that is perfectly proper, but I hope that the House | 
bill will pass. I think it is very necessary legislation. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. It has already passed. 

Mr. BLAINE. I mean if it is reconsidered. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. What is the use of recon- | 
sidering the action of the Senate in passing the bill? It is | 
true that by inadvertence the formality of substituting the 
House bill in the Senate for the Senate bill was not gone 
through with, but if there is no objection to the action taken 
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to the attention of the Senate, since the entire bill, as I 
understand it, will be in conference, may I ask him in con- 
ference to change the words “ eastern Samoa ” to “American 
Samoa,” which is the proper official designation? 

Mr. COUZENS. I shall be very glad to bring that matter 
before the conference. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I thank the Senator. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES 
Messages in writing from the President of the United 


States were communicated to the Senate by Mr. Latta, one 
of his secretaries. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Haltigan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16415) making appropriations 
for the Executive Office and sundry independent executive 
bureaus, boards, commissions, and offices for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes; that the 
House had receded from its disagreement to the amendments 
of the Senate Nos. 53 and 70 to the said bill and con- 
curred therein; that the House had receded from its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate Nos. 38 
and 69 to the bill and concurred therein, each with an 
amendment, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14246) making appropriations 
for the Treasury and Post Office Departments for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 


by the Senate I do not see that anything is to be accom- | 16738) making appropriations for the government of the 
plished by reconsidering the vote by which the bill was | District of Columbia and other activities chargeable in 
passed whole or in part against the revenues of such District for 


Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, if there is no demand for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, 
a reconsideration of the vote by which the bill was passed, agreed to the request of the Senate for a conference on 


the Senator from Connecticut having fully informed the | 
Senate and the Senate being in complete possession of all | 
the facts, I hope the Senator from Connecticut will with- | 
draw his request for a reconsideration. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I am the Senator who 
originally objected to the bill until I had an opportunity to 
look into it. I make no objection now. The record may 
stand as the House bill having passed so far as I am con- 
cerned. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. DALE] 
also told me of his objection to the bill and I told him the 
bill had passed the Senate, and I desire to correct that 
statement. ` 

Mr. DALE. I make no point about it. 

Mr. KING. I hope no objection will be made. 

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, may I make a suggestion 
with reference to the situation? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It seems to the Chair there is 
nothing before the Senate to consider. There has been no 
formal request for a reconsideration of the vote by which 
the bill was passed. 

AMENDMENT OF RADIO ACT OF 1927 


Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, last night the Senate 
passed House bill 11635, an amendment to the radio act. 
The Senator from Washington [Mr. Dr] had a motion 
agreed to that to expedite the conference the Senate insist 
upon its amendments and ask for a conference, and that the 
Chair appoint the conferees. I ask the Chair to appoint 
the conferees now, in accordance with the motion of the 
Senator from Washington. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair appoints Mr. Couz- 
ENS, Mr. Watson, Mr. Fess, Mr. SMITH, and Mr. DILL con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, in connection with the 
matter which the Senator from Michigan has just called 


the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and that 
Mr. Sons, Mr. HoLADAY, Mr. THATCHER, Mr. CANNON, and 
Mr. CoLLINS were appointed managers on the part of the 
House at the conference. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 9110) for the grading and classi- 
fication of clerks in the Foreign Service of the United States 
of America, and providing compensation therefor. 

The message further announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the joint reso- 
lution (H. J. Res. 404) to change the name of B Street NW., 
in the District of Columbia, requested a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and that Mr. Cooper of Wisconsin, Mr. MeLrop, and Mrs. 
Norton were appointed managers on the part of the House 
at the conference. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 16561) to authorize the Department of Public 
Works of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts to construct, 
maintain, and operate a free highway bridge across the 
Connecticut River at or near Erving, Mass., in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


Mr. CAPPER presented a resolution adopted by the Re- 
publican Editorial Association of Missouri, at Kansas City, 
Mo., favoring the passage of legislation placing a limit on 
the importation of crude petroleum and also imposing a 
tariff thereon, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. JONES presented a resolution adopted by the Blaine 
(Wash.) Chamber of Commerce, favoring the immediate 
passage of legislation providing for the cash payment of 
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adjusted-compensation certificates, which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Chima- 
cum, Hadlock, Port Ludlow, and Vancouver, all in the State 
of Washington, praying for the immediate payment in cash 
of the full face value of adjusted-compensation certificates, 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a letter in the nature of a memorial 
from Court St. Rita, No. 957, Catholic Daughters of America, 
of Everett, Wash., remonstrating against the passage of leg- 
islation to permit the importation, distribution, and sale of 
contraceptive literature, etc., which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wood- 
land, Wash., praying for the passage of the so-called Glenn- 
Smith bill, providing loans to diking and drainage districts 
at a low interest rate, which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a telegram in the nature of a petition 
from the Washington State Federation of Women’s Clubs, at 
Bellingham, Wash. (unsigned), praying for the prompt rati- 
fication of the World Court protocols, which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions numerously signed by sundry 
citizens of the State of Washington, praying for the prompt 
ratification of the World Court protocols, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BROOKHART presented the following concurrent 
resolution of the Legislature of the State of Iowa, which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry: 


House Concurrent Resolution No. 9, memorializing Congress to 
enact that certain bill now pending known as H. R. 15934, relat- 
ing to the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine and restri 
the use of palm oil in the manufacture thereof. (By Van Wert, 
of Franklin) 

Whereas there is now pending before the Congress of the United 
States a certain bill known as H. R, 15934, the purpose and intent 
of which is to prohibit the use of palm oil in the manufacture of 
oleomargarine and its products; and 

Whereas the enactment of such bill by Congress will be of great 
1 w the dairying interests of the State of Iowa: Now, there- 

ore, t 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Iowa 
(the Senate concurring herein), That we do hereby respectfully 
petition and urge Congress to pass and enact said H. R. 15934; and 
be it further 

Resolved, That the chief clerk be instructed to forward a copy 
hereof to each of the Senators and Representatives of the State 
of Iowa in said Congress of the United States. 

I hereby certify that this resolution is a true and correct copy 
of the original, known as House Concurrent Resolution No. 9, 
adopted by the house on January 31 and concurred in by the 
senate on February 11, 1931. 

Sam RAGAN, 


Chief Clerk of the House, Forty-jourth General Assembly. 
Dated February 14, 1931. 


Mr. BROOKHART also presented the following concur- 
rent resolution of the Legislature of the State of Iowa, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance: 


House Concurrent Resolution No. 11, memorializing the Congress 
of the United States to refrain from enacting a law placing a 
tariff or embargo on crude petroleum and the refined products 
thereof. (By Greene and Mayne) 

Whereas the legislatures in certain petroleum-producing States 
have passed resolutions memorializing the Congress of the United 
States to enact a law placing a tariff or an embargo on petroleum 
and its refined products, claiming that such a measure is neces- 
sary as a relief measure to the industry in these States; and 

Whereas Iowa's per capita consumption of gasoline is relatively 
high in the sisterhood of States, and the effect of a tariff, being 
to increase the cost of gasoline to the consumer, would only place 
an increased burden on our agricultural pursuits; and 

Whereas such a law would place an additional burden on an 
already overtaxed industry, there being now collected as an excise 
tax on gasoline over $450,000,000 annually, this being in addition 
to the general property and production tax on petroleum; and 

Whereas such a tariff would place an additional burden of over 
$350,000,000 to this burden, and would be borne by the owners 
of over 27,000,000 automobiles and trucks and would be a benefit 
to comparatively few; and 

Whereas only four or five States produce oil to any considerable 
extent and their citizens comprise only a small portion of the 
population of the United States; and 

Whereas petroleum and its refined products are necessary to 
carry on trade and commerce; and 

Whereas the condition such as now exists in the petroleum 
industry is only temporary and is no more serious than conditions 
existing in other businesses; and 
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Whereas it has been the well-settled policy for the past decade, 
both by the petroleum producers and the Government, to conserve 
our petroleum deposits; and 

Whereas an embargo or tariff would have the effect of hasten- 
ing the depletion of our petroleum and greatly endanger our 
future supply, jeopardizing our national defense in time of war 
and placing a heavy burden on our future commerce in time of 

: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the house (the senate concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the United States and the Congress of the United States 
be memorialized to refrain from the enacting of any laws impos- 
ing a tarif or an embargo on petroleum products or the refined 
products thereof; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution, duly effected, be 
delivered to the President of the United States, to the United 
States Senate, and to the House of Representatives of the United 
States; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be delivered to the press 
and to each Representative from Iowa in Congress. 

I hereby certify that this resolution is a true and correct copy 
of the original; known as House Concurrent Resolution No. 11, 
adopted by the house on February 9 and concurred in by the 
senate on February 11, 1931. 

Sam RAGAN, 


Chief Clerk of the House, Forty-fourth Assembly. 
Dated February 14, 1931. 


ADJUSTED-SERVICE CERTIFICATES 


Mr. SMOOT. I am directed by the Committee on Finance 
to report back favorably to the Senate, without amendment, 
the bill (H. R. 17054) to increase the loan basis of adjusted- 
service certificates, and I submit a report (No. 1651) thereon. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


Mr. BORAH, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
to which were referred the following joint resolutions, re- 
ported them each without amendment and submitted reports 
thereon: 

S. J. Res. 252. Joint resolution authorizing an appropria- 
tion for the expenses of the arbitration of the claim of 
George J. Salem against the Government of Egypt (Rept. 
No. 1652); and 

S. J. Res. 253. Joint resolution to authorize an appropria- 
tion for the expenses of the Sixteenth Session of the Inter- 
national Geological Congress to be held in the United States 
in 1932 (Rept. No. 1653). 

Mr. REED, from the Committee on Finance, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 6191) allowing the Administrator 
of Veterans’ Affairs, on the relinquishment of his present 
office in good standing, to receive 50 per cent of the salary 
for the office as now authorized by law, reported it without 
amendment and submitted a report (No. 1654) thereon. 

Mr. McNARY, from the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 10174) au- 
thorizing the sale of a certain tract of land in the State 
of Oregon to the Klamath Irrigation District, reported it 
with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 1657) 
thereon. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to which was referred the bill (S. 5740) to amend 
subsection (a) of section 1 of the act relating to the George 
Washington Memorial Parkway, approved May 29, 1930, re- 
ported it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 
1658) thereon. 

REAL ESTATE, MORTGAGE, AND SECURITY TRANSACTIONS IN THE 
DISTRICT 

Mr. BLAINE, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia (Subcommittee on Insurance and Banks), submitted 
a report (No, 1655) in response to Senate Resolution 58 
(submitted by Mr. Brooxuart and agreed to June 4, 1929), 
to investigate activities of real estate and finance corpora- 
tions in the District of Columbia concerning the sale of 
mortgage bonds upon property. 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which were referred the following bills, reported them 
each with amendments: 

S. 3489. An act to regulate the foreclosure of mortgages 
and deeds of trust in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes (see report No. 1655) ; and 

S. 3491. An act to prevent fraud in the promotion or sale 
of stocks, bonds, or other securities sold or offered for sale 
within the District of Columbia; to control the sale of the 
same; to register persons selling stocks, bonds, or other 
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securities; and to provide punishment for the fraudulent or 
unauthorized sale of the same; to make uniform the law in 
relation thereto, and for other purposes (see report No. 
1655). 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED 


Mr. PARTRIDGE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that on to-day, February 18, 1931, that committee 
presented to the President of the United States the follow- 
ing enrolled bills and joint resolution: 

S. 2854. An act for the relief of Mrs. A. K. Root; 

S. 5069. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
deliver to the State of Utah the silver service which was in 
use on the battleship Utah; 

S. 5138. An act to amend the organic act of Porto Rico, 
approved March 2, 1917; 

S. 5246. An act to amend the act entitled “An act for 
the erection of a tablet or marker to be placed at some 
suitable point between Hartwell, Ga., and Alfords Bridge, in 
the county of Hart, State of Georgia, on the national high- 
way between the States of Georgia and South Carolina, to 
commemorate the memory of Nancy Hart; 

S. 5314. An act to amend the Federal highway act; 

S. 5456. An act to extend the time for construction of a 
free highway bridge across the Sabine River where Louisiana 
Highway No. 21 meets Texas Highway No. 45; 

S. 5457. An act authorizing the State of Louisiana and the 
State of Texas to construct, maintain, and operate a free 
highway bridge across the Sabine River where Louisiana 
Highway No. 6 meets Texas Highway No. 21; 

S. 5519. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
Louisville & Nashville Railroad Co. to construct, maintain, 
and operate a railroad bridge across the Tennessee River 
at or near Danville, Tenn.; 

S. 5557. An act to amend the act of May 23, 1930 (46 
Stat. 378); 

S. 5688. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of New Hampshire to construct, maintain, and oper- 
ate a bridge or dike across Little Bay at or near Fox Point; 

S. 5817. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to lend 
War Department equipment for use at the Thirteenth Na- 
tional Convention of the American Legion at Detroit, Mich., 
during the month of September, 1931; and 

S. J. Res. 183. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary 
of Agriculture to cooperate with the Territories of the 
United States under the provisions of sections 1 and 2 of the 
act of Congress entitled “An act to provide for the protec- 
tion of forest lands, for the reforestation of denuded areas, 
for the extension of national forests, and for other pur- 
poses, in order to promote the continuous production of 
timber on lands chiefly suitable therefor.” 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


As in executive session, 

Mr. PHIPPS, from the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, reported favorably the nominations of sundry 
postmasters in the State of Minnesota, which were placed on 
the Executive Calendar. 

Mr. BORAH, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
reported without amendment Executive J, being a supple- 
mentary agreement signed at Vienna on January 20, 1931, 
to the treaty of friendship, commerce and consular rights 
signed between the United States of America and Austria 
at Vienna on June 19, 1928, together with a report from the 
Secretary of State regarding it, which was placed on the 
Executive Calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. BROOKHART: 

A bill (S. 6192) placing certain employees of the Bureau 
of the Census under the civil service; to the Committee on 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. REED: 

A bill (S. 6193) to authorize the Secretary of War to sell 
the Washington-Alaska Military Cable and Telegraph Sys- 
tem; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. RANSDELL: 

A bill (S. 6194) to amend the act entitled “An act for the 
control of fioods on the Mississippi River and its tributaries, 
and for other purposes,” approved May 15, 1928; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 6195) authorizing the advancement of Lieut. Col. 
William R. Abercrombie on the retired list; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 6196) to establish a uniform retirement system 
for interstate railroad employees, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 6197) for the relief of certain claimants for in- 
terest arising from delay in the payment of drafts and cable 
transfers of the American Embassy at Constantinople be- 
tween December 23, 1915, and April 21, 1917; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. BLAINE: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 254) providing for the erec- 
tion of a statue in the District of Columbia to the memory 
of the late Maj. Gen. George Barnett, commandant United 
States Marine Corps; to the Committee on the Library. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED 


The bill (H. R. 16561) to authorize the Department of 
Public Works of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a free highway bridge across 
the Connecticut River at or near Erving, Mass., was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


ADJUSTED-SERVICE CERTIFICATES—PROPOSED AMENDMENTS 


Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I send to the desk an 
amendment to House bill 17054, which I ask to have read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the amendments will be read. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. HEFLIN (by request) 
to the bill (H. R. 17054) to increase the loan basis of adjusted- 
service certificates. 

Strike out all after line 4, page 1, all of page 2, and lines 1, 2, 
and 3 on page 3 and insert, as follows: 

“ SECTION 1. The Secretary of the Treasury of the United States 


amount of notes, in the denominations of $1, $2, $5, $10, 
$20, $25, $50, $100, $500, and $1,000 each; such Treasury notes 
shall be full legal tender, noninterest bearing, exempt from all 


taxes, including Federal, State, and subdivision thereof, to pay 
in full immediately, including the cost of printing and disbursing, 
2 of the ad justed-service compensation certificates outstanding 

under the World War adjusted compensation act, as 
pice 

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. Herrin (by request) 
to the bill (H. R. 17054) to increase the loan basis of adjusted- 
service certificates. 

Strike out all after line 4, page 1, all of page 2, and lines 1, 2, 
and 3 on page 3 and insert, as follows: 

“ SECTION 1. The Secretary of the Treasury of the United States 
is hereby authorized to pare engraved and printed a sufficient 
bonds notes, in the denominations 
, $20, 226. $50, $100, $500, and $1,000 each; such 
Treasury notes shall be full legal tender, non- 
terest bearing, exempt from all taxes, including Federal, State, 
and subdivision thereof, to pay in full immediately, including the 
cost of printing and disbursing, all of the adjusted-service com- 
pensation certificates outstanding authorized under the World War 
adjusted compensation act, as amended, 

“Src. 2. Such Liberty bonds or Treasury notes issued under the 
provisions of this act shall be callable, redeemed, retired, and 
canceled on and after 1945 at the rate of 6 per cent of the total 
amount annually thereafter of such Liberty bonds or Treasury 
notes issued under the provisions of this act until all of such 
Liberty bonds or Treasury notes shall have been redeemed, retired, 
and canceled.” 


Mr. HEFLIN. I ask that the amendments be printed and 


lie on the table. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That order will be made. 
DEALINGS OF FEDERAL FARM BOARD WITH COTTON SITUATION 
Mr. McKELLAR submitted a resolution (S. Res. 455), 
which was ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 
Whereas in hi recently held before the Appropriations 
Committee of the Senate evidence was offered showing that the 


prices of farm products have constantly declined since the institu- 
tion of the Farm Board; and 


Whereas it developed in those hearings that the Farm Board was 
backing cooperative associations in cotton, which associations were 
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not entirely responsible financially; that only four of them were 
responsible financially; and 

Whereas it develo that the Farm Board had taken over 
through cotton stabilization corporations 1,300,000 bales of cotton, 
which, in the opinion of all witnesses, constitutes a menace to the 
price of cotton in the particular way in which it is now being held; 
and 

Whereas it was shown that the cost of handling cotton by the 
cooperative associations was as great or greater than it was under 
the former system of d with this product; and 

Whereas it developed in said hearings that the cotton cooperative 
associations were using funds secured from the Government with 
which to buy cotton futures and to engage in speculation on the 
cotton market; and 

Whereas it happens that an actual corner was created nearly a 
year ago in the cotton market, requiring several thousand bales 
of cotton which had already been shipped abroad to be returned to 
America to meet such speculative situation; and 

Whereas it is admitted on all sides that the Federal Government 
already has a loss in the dealings of the Farm Board on the cotton 
market of something like $45,000,000: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Vice President shall, and he is hereby author- 
ized to, name a committee of five Senators, which committee shall 
investigate the subject of the Farm Board's dealings with the 
entire cotton situation, such committee being hereby authorized 
and empowered to sit in recess at such times and places as it may 
fix and report its findings to the next session of Congress in 
December. 

For the purposes of this resolution the committee is authorized 
to hold such hearings, to sit and act at such times and places, to 
employ such experts and clerical, stenographic, and other as- 
sistants, to require by subpœna or otherwise the attendance of 
such witnesses and the production of such books, papers, and 
documents, to administer such oaths, to take such testimony, and 
to make such expenditures as it deems advisable. The cost of 
stenographic services in reporting such hearings shall not be in 
excess of 25 cents per hundred words. The expenses of the com- 
mittee, which shall not exceed $20,000, shall be paid from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved by the 
chairman. 


ORDER FOR RECESS 


Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
that when the Senate shall have concluded its work to-day 
it take a recess until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


THE NATIONAL GRANGE HIGHWAY SAFETY ESSAY CONTEST 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President, I ask unani- 
mous consent to have incorporated in the Record a state- 
ment furnished me by the National Grange with reference 
to the annual safety essay contest conducted by them. 

The first prize in 1930 was won by an Indiana girl, Miss 
Miriam Evelyn Jobe, of Connersville, Ind. With the state- 
ment furnished me by the National Grange, I am also send- 
ing to the desk copy of Miss Jobe’s prize-winning essay, 
which I ask may also be incorporated in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the statement and essay were 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


THE NATIONAL GRANGE HIGHWAY SAFETY CONTEST 


For the past several years the National Grange has been con- 
ducting an annual highway safety essay contest, open to all mem- 
bers in good standing of a subordinate Grange who are not more 
than 18 years old at the time the contest closes. 

The contests form only a small part of the national program of 
the Grange, but they form withal a vital phase in the develop- 
ment of our growing generation. They are conducted in all States 
in which the Grange is active and without a doubt have been 
productive of the saving of many lives and injuries, in addition 
to the elimination of economic waste which results from street 
and highway accidents. 

During the past few years the death toll from automobile acci- 
dents has been mounting at a rate which has caused many 
public-spirited organizations to seek the remedy for this evil. Pig- 
ures so far available for 1930 indicate that during that year 
32,500 persons were killed in automobile accidents, while thou- 
sands of others suffered untold heartaches at the loss of their 
dear ones. 

It is very gratifying to note, however, that the increase in fatali- 
ties was just above 4 per cent over the 1929 , while in 1929 
there was an increase of 11.6 per cent over 1928. If this 4 per 
cent figure stands after all reports are received, it will be the 
smallest increase that has occurred in any year since records of 
automobile fatalities have been kept. The numerical increase, 
sensing to about 1,350, is the smallest that has occurred since 
1 

The National Grange has adopted a system of highway safety 
education well calculated to bring this subject to the attention 
of every member of this far-flung organization. Many Grange 
meetings have been given to a general discussion of highway 
safety and what the Grange can do to advance this important 
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question. Much fruit has been born of these discussions and 
the papers that were submitted by those taking part in the annual 
highway safety contest have reflected careful judgment and con- 
sideration. 

There are two sets of prizes offered to the winners in this con- 
test—national prizes and State prizes. The writer of the best 
paper in each State receives a silver medal and check for $5, while 
the writers of the next three best papers receive bronze medals. 
The national winners are chosen by a committee of judges who 
carefully review the best paper from each State, selecting the six 
best. The first national prize winner receives a trip to the 
National Grange sessions held in November of each year, while 
the other national winners are presented with checks. These 
prizes are donated by the National Automobile Chamber of 
Commerce. 

I am very happy to say that the individual winning first prize 
in last year’s contest was Miss Miriam Evelyn Jobe, of Conners- 
ville, Ind. Miss Jobe is an outstanding younger member of her 
grange; and, needless to say, other granges in Indiana are as proud 
of her as is her own organization. 

As first prize winner Miss Jobe attended the National Grange 
sessions at Rochester, November 11 to 21, and while there was 
presented to the assemblage of delegates and had an opportunity 
of reading her essay to the gathering. This essay, entitled, How 
Grange Members Can Aid in Highway Safety, is replete with many 
valuable suggestions. 


HOW GRANGE MEMBERS CAN AID IN HIGHWAY SAFETY 


(By Miriam Evelyn Jobe, winner of first prize in the National 
Grange highway safety essay contest for 1930) 

Patrons of husbandry, better known as Grangers, are a great 
“ways and means committee” whose paramount interest is the 
welfare of our country’s citizens, and no better means of gaining 
this iy be found than knowing how they may aid in high- 
way 

By the word “ highway” we think of all ways set apart for pub- 
lic travel except footpaths, and every community has its traffic 
laws and courtesy rules which are practically universal. 

, of whom there are thousands, may begin their pro- 
gram of safety by teaching each member of their family obedience 
to all these laws and also rules of common sense as well. When 
walking they should— 

(a) Look to left and right before crossing a street or road. 

(b) Cross only on crossings. 

(c) Watch for traffic policeman’s signal. 

(d) Look before going around a street car. 

(e) Keep to left of country road so they may watch for cars 
coming toward them. 

When driving they should watch out for— 

(a) Children running out into street or road. 

(b) Children on skates, sleds, or bicycles. 

(c) Children “ hooking rides.” 

(d) Children when passing school buildings. 

Children should be taught to play in safety in a yard, in a 
street set aside for play, or in a playground. 

As 90 per cent of all highway accidents are due to carelessness, 
public safety would be greatly aided by observing courtesy, care, 
and less haste when driving. 

Having the will to prevent accidents, safety is aided by a pro- 
gram which embraces— 

(a) Uniform traffic rules. 

(b) Laws practicable of obedience. 

(c) Construction of real highways—not glorified cowpaths. 

As walks are much less expensive than accidents or the probable 
heartache of some one’s death, it seems that Grangers would be 
justified in demanding them in road construction. 

A legal ban on all billboards would surely aid highway safety. 
There is very little evidence that rural advertising interests the 
motoring public, so the right of way should be free of the 
distracting, disfiguring signs within the limits of the public 
roadways. 

Effective maintenance of traffic equipment, such as signals, 
warning signs, headlight-reflector devices is no small 
aid in highway accident prevention, and the building of road 
guards provides safety at dangerous curves and embankments, so 
should be approved by Grangers and adopted by highway com- 
missions, 

Grade crossings take a heartbreaking toll in life. They should 
be protected by signals, and it is the privilege and duty of every 
Granger to demand his lawful rights for the benefit of the 
community. 

Suggestions by Grangers, made to eliminate grade-crossing ac- 
cidents may include— 

(a) Doing away with the crossings having heaviest traffic. 

(b) Placing warning signs not less than 500 feet back from 
railroad tracks. 

(c) Using traffic-light signals (operated by trains) instead of 
signs, if only a few trains per day, 

(d) Considering doing away with all railroad signs in favor of 

for use only when train is approaching. 

There should be an elimination of unfit and reckless motor 
vehicle drivers, as far as possible, and again, Grangers may be 
instrumental in bringing this about by aiding in— 

(a) The adoption of drivers’ license law in every State. 

(b) Reporting careless drivers to proper authorities. 

(c) The organization of a community safety-council committee 
or other group in each locality, which should be created to 
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mobilize the forces of public opinion and support officials in the 
performance of their duties. 

Grangers have the privilege of helping establish a traffic viola- 
tions bureau before which traffic and all its questions may be 
settled, and this bureau may also keep records and reports for the 
court executive. 

It is positive wisdom for no motorist to furnish transportation 
to the hitch hikers. Let them walk, for going past is the safest 
way and saves many a life. 

In all these ways Grangers may aid in highway safety, and if all 
are for safety, there will be safety for all, and we'll have “ world 
peace on the highways. 


THE INDIAN SITUATION IN NEW MEXICO 
Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in the Record a letter addressed to me by 
Mr. John Collier, as secretary of the American Indian 
Defense Association. 


There being no objection, the letter was ordered to he 
printed in the Record, as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 15, 1931. 
Hon. LYNN J. FRAZIER, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Dear SENATOR FRAZIER: I ask that you place in the RECORD a 
statement by the magazine Time, published February 16 last, and 
a correction of its extreme and necessarily deliberate misstate- 
ments. The article in question deals with the Herbert J. Hager- 
man case. The statement by Time is as follows: 

“ Hearings at Washington disclosed that one John Collier, ear- 
nest, agitating executive of the American Indian Defense Associa- 
tion, had erred in informing the Senator, Members of the rival 
associations on Indian affairs showed that no official shared Mr. 
Hagerman’s many duties; that his tribal councils were beginning 
to produce results; that the ‘deal’ was a $1,000 sale at public 
auction of a lease which geologists had declared practically worth- 
less, and which the buyer, one E. S. Munz, thought so little of 
that he divided it among his creditors in a poker game before— 
very much later—he sold it for $1,000,000.” 

I ask that the above statement, with the reply to it, be placed 
in the Recorp because it is representative of the propaganda on 
behalf of the accused official, Mr. Hagerman, waged in many pub- 
lications and even by the Senate of the State of New Mexico. 


SOURCE OF SENATOR FRAZIER’S FACTS 


First. Senator Frazier derived his information from the Indian 
Bureau's official records which had been in the Senate committee's 
files for a number of years; from the letter written by President 
Roosevelt in demanding Mr. Hagerman’s resignation as Governor 
of the Territory of New Mexico; and from recent written state- 
ments by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. Rhoads. No 


part of his information or of his charges rested on my personal 


testimony. 
Second. My own charges against Mr. Hagerman, which went 
beyond Senator Frazter’s charges, were made under oath on the 


' first day of the Senate hearings. They were in every case sup- 


ported by documents of record whose authenticity was not dis- 
puted; and they were in part admitted by Mr. to be 
true, in part denied through general denials without supporting 
documents, and in part virtually admitted to be true through 
absence of any denial whatsoever by Mr. Hagerman, Mr. Rhoads, 
or any of Mr. Hagerman’s friends. , 


THE $1,000 RATTLESNAKE SALE 


Third. With respect to the Rattlesnake structure, Mr. Hager- 
man testified that the geological reports had been unfavorable. 
Representatives of the Eastern Association on Indian Affairs sim- 
ilarly testified. Mr. Hagerman and his defenders produced no 
geological report in evidence of their assertion. I established, 
and was not contradicted, that the geological identity of the Rat- 
tlesnake structure, on which wells had not been drilled, and the 
Hogback structure, on which wells had been successfully drilled 
prior to 1923, had been fully established in 1917 by a published 
report of the Geological Survey. Senator Frazier on the Senate 
floor read a report recovered out of the Indian Bureau's files, made 
by the United States Bureau of Mines, antedating the sale of the 
Rattlesnake structure, which report again treated the Rattlesnake 
and Hogback structures as geologically identical, and which stated 
that the Rattlesnake structure was just as good as the Hogback 
structure. This Bureau of Mines report revealed that oil in large 
quantity, of the highest known grade, had been developed on 
the Hogback lease September 25, 1923; and the Rattlesnake struc- 
ture was sold October 15, 1923. Mr. Hagerman represented the 
Interior Department and Indian Bureau and held power of at- 
torney from the Navajo Tribal Council. He knew the facts of 
geological record and acted culpably, or he did not know them 
and acted with reckless incompetence. There was no compulsion, 
legal or implied, resting on Mr. Hagerman to sell the Rattlesnake 
structure for $1,000. I established that Mr. Hagerman placed the 
structure on the market at a time of extreme overproduction and 
depression of oil values and under lease terms which, under 
those circumstances, excluded from competition all save the big 
oil companies or speculators prepared to resell to the big oil 
companies; and that even so, his action in disposing of the lease 
for $1,000 was gratuitous, not requisite under law, contract, ar 
comity. I established that the Rattlesnake Dome contained 4,080 
acres, that this semiproven field was sold for less than 25 cents an 
acre by Mr. Hagerman to be resold at more than 1,000 per cent 
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profit. Mr. Hagerman and all his witnesses admitted that the 
Rattlesnake structure had been sold for more than a million 
dollars by its purchaser, who gave the Indian tribe $1,000 for 
what he bought. 

FALL AND HAGERMAN COERCED THE NAVAJOS 


Fourth. I established, through reading Albert B. Fall and Hubert 
Work regulations governing the Navajo Tribal Council, that the 
Navajo Tribe had been forced to organize this council in 1923; 
and that the tribe was by regulation prohibited from meeting 
except in the presence of Mr. Hagerman and on his call. Mr. 
Hagerman, under oath, admitted that the Navajo Tribal Council 
was called by him and, in fact, did meet only once a year. 

THE 37 1/2 PER CENT ROYALTY BETRAYAL 

Fifth. I charged that Mr. Hagerman, holding power of attorney 
from the Navajo Tribal Council, indorsed the Indian oil bill of 
1924 and 1926, ch bill would have donated to the States 37144 
per cent of the oil royalties derived by the Navajo Tribe and all 
other tribes from Executive order reservations, and which in addi- 
tion would have exempted the oil companies from paying taxes, 
the tribes’ surrender of 37½ per cent of their royalties being 
extorted “in lieu of taxes including the taxes normally paid by 
the oil exploiters. I charged that Mr. Hagerman quoted the 
Navajo Tribe as willing to surrender 3714 per cent or even 
50 per cent of their royalties from oil to the States. I 
that he had tbus testified without authority from the tribe or 
even from the Hagerman controlled tribal council. 

Mr. Hagerman admitted under oath that he had done what I 
charged him with doing, and further that he had never submitted 
to the Navajo Tribal Council a copy of the Indian oil bill, whose 
effect upon their well-being would have been controlling and 
disastrous. 

ABUSES FLOURISHED UNDER HAGERMAN 

Sixth. I charged that under Mr. Hagerman's superintendency 
over the Navajo Reservation, abuses of grave and sensational 
nature had flourished. My charges were ic. Mr. 
and his friends attempted no disproof but ignored the charges. 


THE ASSAULT AGAINST PUEBLO SELF-GOVERNMENT 

Seventh. I asserted, and proved by numerous documents of 
record, that the Pueblo tribes had for centuries possessed tra- 
ditional governments and had been self-organized since 1922 into 
an intertribal council of all the New Mexico Pueblos. I then 
charged that in 1926 Mr. Hagerman had attempted to organize by 
Interior Department flat a so-called United States Pueblo Council, 
to meet only on Indian Bureau call and under Indian Bureau 
auspices, which council, I asserted, ‘had never been successfully 
organized and had finally been abandoned after 1928, I charged 
that, nevertheless, the Indian Bureau was carrying in its budget 
$300 a year, segregated against the Northern Pueblo fund, for 
the expenses of this nonexistent and fictitious bureau council. I 
further charged that Mr. Hagerman had made this attempt 
against the Pueblo self-government while sitting as a judge on 
the Pueblo Lands Board, before which the Pueblos were compelled 
to appear in the contests affecting their titles and their com- 
pensation from the Government for lands lost. I further charged 
that in 1930 Mr. Hagerman had sponsored a bill known as the 
Simms bill, which would have subjected the Pueblos to a complete 
domination by the Indian Bureau, by establishing that all Pueblo 
self-government should be conducted according to Indian Bureau 
rules and regulations, regardless of tribal wishes or past actions 
of Congress and of the Supreme Court. These were sub- 
stantiated in full, as will appear from the printed record of the 
hearings. 

THE PUEBLO COMPENSATION AWARDS SLASHED 


Eighth. I charged that Mr. Hagerman, sitting as a member of 
the Pueblo Lands Board, had been chiefly responsible for actions 
by the lands board which had reduced by more than one-half the 
compensation legally due the Pueblos for lands that had been lost 
to them through governmental actions. I charged and proved by 
court records that in thus slashing Pueblo compensation Mr. 
Hagerman, and the lands board concurring with him, had ignored 
the reports of the board’s own appraisers, who had appraised the 
value of the lands less improvements. I charged, as did Judge 
Richard H. Hanna, attorney for the Indians, and Mr. Dudley 
Cornell, that the Pueblo Lands Board, though sitting as a court, 
had not conducted its trials on the compensation matters in open 
court but by star chamber methods, and no responsive denial was 
attempted by Mr. Hagerman or his witnesses. I charged that in 
the case of thousands of acres of lands lost through Government 
negligence no compensation award whatever had been decreed by 
the lands board. I established from Mr. Hagerman's own testi- 
mony under oath before the Federal district court that he, Mr. 
Hagerman, had in fact been the member of the board primarily 
responsible for this injury to the tribes. I established that there- 
after he had appeared in the Federal court as a witness against 
the Indians, contesting their claim for increased compensation as 
due under the Pueblo lands act. My entire charge rested on docu- 
ments and was not disproved in any particular by Mr. Hagerman 
or even denied in any significant particular by him or his witnesses. 

HAGERMAN’S WORK AS A DUPLICATION 

Ninth. I charged that Mr. Hagerman's appointment did in fact 
duplicate the work of numerous existing and presumptively com- 
petent officials of the Indian Bureau already at work. I proved 
that his district is already taken care of by a local superintendent 
for each jurisdiction, district supervisors of agriculture and in- 
d „ a district supervisor of health, district supervisors of 
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al force working from the Washington headquarters out. 
It was established by other witnesses that even the handling of 
oil leases had been taken care of by the local superintendents 
until Mr. Hagerman had been appointed by Commissioner Burke 
under Secretary Fall to supersede them. It was established that 
the work of negotiating land adjustments on the Navajo Reserva- 
tion had been continuously carried forward by the local superin- 
tendents of that reservation. It was in fact established, through 
documents and under oath at the hearings, that Mr. Hagerman's 
work was, except his work on the Pueblo lands board, a duplication 
of existing functions already performed by existing functionaries. 


NAVAJO LEGAL RIGHT ABOUT TO BE DESTROYED 


Tenth. Finally I charged that Commissioner Hagerman was pro- 
moting legislation to annul the right of the Navajo Indians to be 
allotted on the public domain where they are resident. This 
nullification of a right under existing law is, as I proved, 
possible because through the years since 1923, while Mr. 
has been superintendent of the Navajo Reservation, the Indian 
Office has neglected to perform its duty of issuing the papers 
which would give these Indians, 4,500 in number, a secure title. 
And Mr. Hagerman admitted under oath that he had never sub- 
mitted to the Navajo tribal council either the pending bill or the 
policy of abrogating the legal right of the Navajos. 

FIPTY-TWO SENATE AMENDMENTS SACRIFICED 


The of each statement made above will be borne out 
by a of the printed hearings and of the Senate debates 
dealing with the Hagerman matter. The Senate amendment 


shutting Mr. Hagerman off from the Government pay roll was lost 
along with 52 other Senate amendments to the appropriation 
bill affecting Indians, because of the pressure to enact the $20,- 
000,000 food-relief clause in the bill, and because of the refusal 
of Representative CramMTon, a lame duck, chairman of the House 
Committee on Interior Department Appropriations, to yield in 
conference. 

The proved charges against Mr. Hagerman, already established 
as here indicated, would suffice to remove him from office if 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs were willing to be guided by 
facts demonstrated, undisputed, and in large measure admitted 
by the accused subordinate. More facts will be developed as the 
investigation of Mr. Hagerman proceeds, 

THE MENACE TO INDIANS IN FOUR STATES 


I made the inclusive charge that Mr. Hagerman's new appoint- 
ment, as commissioner over the whole Indian population of 
Arizona, New Mexico, Colorado, and Utah, was a reactionary step, 
menacing to the self-government and property of all these tribes 
and disheartening to many faithful Indian Service men and 
women who are now placed under a man whose record is that of 
a whittler-down of Indian rights to meet the political demands 
of States which hold the Indians disfranchised. The States 
which disfranchise the Indians are Arizona and New Mexico. My 
inclusive charge was, of course, not subject to categorical proof. 

EXAGGERATED IMPORTANCE GIVEN TO ONE WITNESS 


I should state that my own importance in this investigation has 
been grossly exaggerated by the propagandists for Mr. Hagerman. 
While believing that the t Mr. Hagerman were true 
and were grave, I did not initiate them; and while the case has 
now been established, it was not established by me but by the 
documents of record. When in this letter the words “I n 
are used, they should read “The records charged.“ The records 
proved. I, as a witness, was hardly more than the librarian who 
had assembled the records. 

Respectfully, 
JOHN COLLIER, 
Executive Secretary, 
American Indian Defense Association (Inc.). 


AMERICAN BRANCH FACTORIES ABROAD 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, in Sep- 
tember, 1929, the Senate adopted a resolution calling upon 
the Department of Commerce to make a survey of American 
branch plants abroad. Recently the Department of Com- 
merce submitted its report in reply to the resolution. It is 
a rather extensive report, but Mr. Oliver McKee, jr., of the 
Boston Transcript, has made a very excellent summary of 
it which gives the main and important features of the 
report. I ask that the article by Mr. McKee be printed in 
the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, together with the original Sen- 
ate resolution. 

There being no objection, the matters were ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

3 MAKE AMERICAN GOODS IN FOREIGN FACTORIES 
By Oliver McKee, jr. 


WASHINGTON, February 13.—Late in 1929 the Senate asked the 
Department of Commerce to make a survey of American branch 
plants abroad. The original resolution was sponsored by Senator 
Davin I. Warsa of Massachusetts. More than a twelvemonth of 
investigation, therefore, lies behind the report which has now 
been submitted to the Senate. Since the question of American 
branch plants abroad aroused public interest no more thorough- 
going study of the subject has been made either by a Government 
or a private agency, and the information now made available, 
drawing as it does upon all the data in possession of the world- 
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wide organization of the Department of Commerce, is certain to 
prove of wide interest to American business men. 

Some of the striking facts brought out by the report may be 
briefly summarized: 

1. The movement toward establishing branch factories abroad 
had attained considerable proportions before the war, but its 
postwar development has been greatly accelerated by the rapid 
advance of our industries and the relatively unfavorable financial 
and industrial situation in the leading countries of Europe. 

2. In branching out abroad American industries are merely fol- 
lowing the traditions of the important industries in the indus- 
trially developed countries of Europe. 

8. There are definite economic reasons for the expansion of 
our industries beyond the boundaries of the country, chief among 
them being the tariff policies of foreign countries, which, together 
with the other factors involved in carrying an American product 
to a foreign market, serve to enhance its price beyond the pur- 
chasing capacity of the foreign consumer. 

4. Certain countries are definitely shaping their tariff policies 
with a view to induce foreign industries to establish branch 
plants, thereby contributing to their industrial development. 

5. In view of the constantly increasing American of the 
commodities figuring largely in the branch-factory movement it 
is impossible to ascertain the effect of the branch factories on our 
export trade. It is quite evident, however, that there is a certain 
amount of competition between the branch factories and the 
pare Pie in the United States as regards neutral markets. 
The full extent of this competition can not be ascertained from 
trade statistics which make no distinction between various com- 
modities on the basis of the financial control of the plant in which 
they originate. 

6. The movement is intimately connected with the general in- 
dustrial development of the United States and its future progress 
is likely to be determined primarily by the availability of capital 
and the economic policies of foreign countries. 

The movement, of course, is not confined to the United States. 
We find, for example, not only in the British Dominions but also in 
Continental Europe, industrial plants which are controlled by 
British capital, which use British machinery, and which are often 
under the supervision of British technicians, Even at the present 
time a large part of the world rayon industry is controlled by 
British hee gee including some of the most important plants in 
the Uni States. Other examples of the international migration 
of industry that might be cited are the Belgian glass and chemical 
industries, the French perfumery industry, and the Swedish match 
and margarine interests. 

What are the motives behind this migration? The question is a 
pertinent one. The motives fall into two groups: First, what 
might be called the positive, including the advantages that are 
likely to induce the American producer to take the initiative in 
branching out abroad; and, second, and perhaps the more im- 
portant of the two groups, the desire to overcome the handicaps 
which the American producer now faces in getting his products 
before the foreign consumer. The second might be called the 
negative group. Under the first head would be included such ad- 
vantages as patent and trade-mark control, financial strength, etc. 
The second group would cover such obstacles as tariffs, transporta- 
tion, national sentiment, certain clauses of foreign patent laws, 
and the need for providing servicing facilities. A further motive 
is the advantage offered by a branch or assembling plant as a 
basis for an intensive sales campaign along American lines. 

In the popular mind the general assumption is that American 
manufacturers have established branch factories abroad mainly to 
enjoy the advantages of lower wages. Though the experts of the 
Department of Commerce agree that this may be a factor in the 
overseas movement, they do not believe that it is a very important 
consideration. The evidence on hand, indeed, indicates that the 
importance of the wage factor has been greatly exaggerated. 

“In looking over the field of industry which has contributed 
most of the branch-factory movement it is found that it is the 
large-scale industry which gives scope for the application of 
American production methods, with the emphasis on the scale of 
production and high productivity per man,” says the report. “It 
is doubtful whether, under such conditions, the lower wage level 
is sufficient to overcome the loss from reduced scale of operations, 
the lower efficiency of labor, and the duplication of plant and man- 
agement. It is a well-known fact that the branch-factory product 
generally sells for at least the same price as the American product 
in the domestic market, and in some conspicuous instances at a 
considerable enhanced price.” 

Canada has almost as many branch plants as all other countries 
combined, yet Canada is the country which comes nearest to the 
American wage level. 

Tariff obstacles figure prominently in the negative group. The 
experience of the Department of Commerce indicates quite clearly 
that the tariff is the first obstacle which the American exporter 
encounters in his plans for export trade. With Canada the tariff 
appears to be the principal reason why so many American firms 
have established branch plants in the Dominion. A good illustra- ` 
tion is the fact that the automotive production centers of the two 
countries are located within a few miles of each other. Closely 
allied to the tariff factor is the influence of national sentiment. 
In many countries a good deal of hostility still exists toward the 
sale of foreign-made products; by building a factory in Japan or 
Germany, on the other hand, the American manufuacturer may 
reasonably hope to overcome this obstacle to the sale of his prod- 
ucts. Except in Canada, transportation is often a weighty consid- 
eration. Many American plants may be found in and near Ante 
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werp, one of the leading international railway centers of the 
European Continent, 

What has been the effect of this overseas industrial migration 
on our domestic production and foreign trade? Here no very pre- 
cise answer can be given, for it is very difficult to measure the 
actual loss to American export trade. In the words of the report: 

“The assumption that the branch factory prevents the sale 
of the American-made product in the country in which the branch 
factory is located involves the further assumption that the pur- 
chasing capacity of the foreign market is sufficient to absorb the 
American product at the American price plus transportation 
charges and import duty and other expenses incidental to the 
delivery of the product to the point of consumption. But if the 
sale of the branch-factory product depends on the reduced price 
made possible by the savings in transportation and import duty 
and other expenses it would be incorrect to regard the entire 
value of sales of the branch-factory product as a measure of the 
loss incurred by the American plant. Now, it could hardly be 
claimed that in the absence of American branch plants in Canada 
or Europe those countries would be taking as many agricultural 
machines, heating plants, or cash registers from American plants 
as are now produced in those branch plants. There is no basis 
for the assumption that those countries would have been in a 
position to pay the enhanced price or that their tariff policies 
would have been adjusted so as to eliminate the tariff handicap 
against the American product. As regards the purchasing capacity 
of those markets, it must not be forgotten that the industrial 
activity furnished by the American branch plants is in itself 
a factor in raising the general level of purchasing power in certain 
countries. This is particularly true in countries in the initial 
stages of industrial development and it is most strikingly illus- 
trated in the case of Canada.” 

At the end of 1929 American corporations had invested in man- 
ufacturing enterprises abroad about $1,535,000,000, or about 10 
per cent of our total foreign investments. About 40 per cent of 
the investments in Europe are centered in Great Britain, Germany 
ranking second among European countries, followed by France, 
Belgium, and the Netherlands. Electrical and telephone equip- 
ment and supplies bulk largest in the list of American manufac- 
turing investments in Europe. The automotive and machinery 
groups are in Europe the second and third in value, respectively. 
Some 524 American establishments now operate in Canada, repre- 
senting an investment of $540,593,000, the largest manufacturing 
investment in any one single country. Practically every major 
American product is manufactured somewhere in Canada, 

In Latin America our activities center in Cuba, Argentina, and 
Brazil. Except in Japan and India, our manufacturing invest- 
ments in Asia are of minor importance. 

Published as Senate Document Ne. 258, the report covers the 
subject up to date, in all its phases, Secretary Lamont will con- 
tinue to follow the activities of American branch plants abroad, 
regarding the movement as one of great economic importance to 
American industry. 


Senate Resolution 128 submitted by Mr. WaLsm of Massachusetts 
on September 30 (calendar day, October 4), 1929 
Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce is hereby directed to 
investigate the essential facts, as regards both what has happened 
and the causes, with respect to the investment of American cap- 
ital abroad, especially in Europe, and particularly by American 
corporations engaged in manufacturing in the United States. The 
Secretary of Commerce shall report to the Senate as soon as prac- 
ticable the results of his investigation, which shall be completed 
within one year from the date of adoption of this resolution. 


REGULATION OF THE STOCK EXCHANGE 


Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in the Recorp a statement by Mr. A. S. 
Brown, jr., president of Brown’s Letters (Inc.), on Evils of 
the Stock Exchange and Suggestions for Regulations 
Thereof. 


There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


FEBRUARY 6, 1931. 
(A. S. Brown, jr., president of Brown’s Letters (Inc.), before the 
United States Senate committee on a bill to regulate the New 
York Stock Exchange) 


EVILS OF THE STOCK EXCHANGE AND SUGGESTIONS FOR REGULATIONS 
THEREOF 

The greatest evil of the New York Stock Exchange, in my opin- 
ion, is due to the fact that the law of supply and demand is not 
allowed to take its natural course. Through organized effort the 
stock market is swayed either up or down, and in many cases 
without regard for actual merit of the stock, the bulls or bears 
having only in mind their immediate possibility of success. For 
several years previous to the fall of 1929, with business on the 
upswing, organized effort was undoubtedly used to manipulate 
stocks too high. During the panic of 1929 and during the last 
half of 1930, every time there was a reaction in the stock market, 
financial writers referred to bear pressure,” “cautious bear raid- 
ing,” organized bear efforts,” etc. 

In my opinion efforts to depress the market are much worse 
than efforts to inflate it. Buying of stocks is not compulsory 
except to any who may have sold short and are obliged to cover 
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their commitments, whereas selling of stocks becomes necessitous 
to many when ces are forced far below their fair value. If 
they were not forced far below their fair value, then we are 
entitled to have very little respect for the judgment of our bank 
Officials throughout the country who loaned money on these stocks 
at much higher prices. Bank clerks undoubtedly never before 
were obliged to spend so many days and nights figuring and refig- 
uring collateral values as during the panic of 1929 and part of 
1930. The next day’s pressure on the market brought still lower 
prices, and the work had to be done all over again. The same was 
true in brokerage houses, and those who were unable to respond 
to margin calls in banks, trust companies, and brokerage offices 
were sold in part or in full as the case called for. No wonder that 
many of these clerks whom the writer knew well remarked to 

“I wish the damn stock exchange would close for a month 
two.” 

To the writer the picture about November 1, 1929, was that of a 
slowly moving steam roller. Behind were the organized gang of 
shorts pushing for all they were worth. In front there were left 
at that time only a number of men in silk hats tugging at a 
rope and helping the onward march of the destructive roller, the 
continuous downward movement of values on the New York Stock 
Ex The necessitous selling of the little fellows had helped 
at the rope for a while, but they were soon run over, ånd, one by 
one, the big men in front fell and the machine only stopped when 
there were but a few left in front, and other big men who had been 
standing on the side lines came to the rescue. 

But think of the death and destruction in its path, Chicago's 
reputation is lost. A Worcester life-insurance company advised 
the writer by telephone recently that they had paid 12 large 
claims during the past year for deaths by suicide on account of 
losses in the stock market. Two of these claims were for $60,000 
each, and in each case there was insurance in other companies. 
The writer called on the statistical department of one of the 
largest New York life-insurance companies and ascertained that in 
the year 1930 they paid a total of $5,229,000 on 747 suicide claims, 
which was practically twice the amount paid in 1929 and far 
beyond the two previous years, figures for which they gave me. 
Ask them all, if you will, gentlemen, and I believe you will be 
appalled by the facts and figures that you would obtain from the 
life-insurance companies who alone have the real inside informa- 
tion of the destruction in the wake of the New York stock market 
after such an orgy as it has been on during the past year or more. 

Look at your bank failures. Over 1,300 in the United States 
during the past year, if I remember rightly. Some say business 
depression brought it about. I hesitate to mention Premier 
Mussolini’s name, but it was reported some time ago that he 
claimed the present depression abroad was partly due to the con- 
ditions on the New York Stock Exchange, and I believe there is 
considerable truth to his alleged statement. As one prominent 
broker wrote to me, if it was not for the last 30 or more points 
drop in the market, which he claimed was caused by organized 
bear raids, business would not have slumped nearly so far. When 
investors saw their securities forced down to sell at one-half or 
even one-third of the price that our conservative bank men con- 
sidered a fair loaning value, no wonder they stopped buying auto- 
mobiles; no wonder that over $300,000,000 worth of building oper- 
ations were held up in New England alone; no wonder t 
almost every company, outside of those furnishing food products 
mmo absolute necessities, showed a tremendous shrinkage in gross 

usiness. 

And Mr. Richard Whitney came over to Boston the other day 
and tried to make a large gathering of men assembled at the 
Boston Chamber of Commerce luncheon believe that the cause 
of it all was “mob psychology.” Yes, “mob psychology,” I will 
admit that, but he should have added these words: Brought 
about by organized bear raids. 

The market at times is like a boulder on top of a hill with 
little support to keep it from moving. It requires very little to 
start it downward, but nothing can stop it until it has run its 
course, anything that Mr. Whitney claims to the contrary about 
short covering acting as a cushion, notwithstanding. 

In your letter requesting me to come before your committee 
you ask for suggestions for regulations. I am not a lawyer, 
neither have I had experience in framing laws, but some thoughts 
have occurred to me as possible helps without preventing the ex- 
change from serving its useful purpose. 

5 am informed that the present New York State law reads as 
follows: ’ 


“ HYPOTHECATION OF CUSTOMERS’ SECURITIES 


“A person engaged in the business of purchasing and selling 
as a broker stocks, bonds, or other evidences of debt of corpora- 
tions, companies, or associations who— 

“1, Having in his possession, for safe-keeping or otherwise, 
stocks, bonds, or other evidences of debt of a corporation, com- 
pany, or association belonging to a customer, without having any 
lien thereon or any special property therein, pledges or disposes 
thereof without such customer's consent; or 

“2. Having in his possession stocks, bonds, or other evidences 
of debt of a corporation, company, or association belonging to a 
customer on which he has a lien for indebtedness due to him by 
the customer, pledges the same for more than the amount due 
to him thereon, or otherwise disposes thereof for his own benefit, 
without the customer’s consent, and without having in his pos- 
session or subject to his control, stocks, bonds, or other evidences 
of debt of the kind and amount to which the customer is then 
entitled, for delivery to him upon his demand therefor and tender 
of the amount due thereon, and thereby causes the customer to 
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lose, in whole or in part, such stocks, bonds or other evidences 
of debt, or the value thereof. 

“Ts guilty of a felony punishable by a fine of not more than 
$5,000 or by imprisonment for not more than two years, or by 
both. 


“Every member of a firm of brokers, who either does or con- 
sents or assents to the doing of any act which by the provisions 
of this or the last preceding section is made a felony, shall be 
guilty thereof.” 

Every broker’s agreement that I have ever seen reads in part as 
follows: The customer’s securities “may be pledged, repledged, 
hypothecated, or rehypothecated or loaned by you, either to your- 
selves as brokers or to others, separately or in common with other 
stocks or securities, and either for the sum due to you thereon or 
for a greater sum, and without retaining in your possession or 
control for delivery a like amount of similar securities.” 

SUGGESTION NO. 1 


Prevent brokers from loaning customers’ stocks. Why give 
them privileges not accorded to banks? 


SUGGESTION NO. 2 


Change the present tax law on profits from selling against the 
box. At the present time a great amount of short selling comes 
from selling against the box; that is, a man might have 1,000 
shares of stock for which he paid $20 a share a few years ago. 
The stock is now selling for $100 a share, but the market is 
breaking and he sells short 1,000 shares of this same stock at 
$100 per share and buys in a week later for $90. He has made 
approximately $10,000 profit, and it is on this profit only that he 
has to pay a United States Government tax. If the Government 
would require him to pay a tax on the profit above the original 
cost, namely, on a profit of about $80,000, there would undoubtedly 
be much less short selling and consequently much less aid to 
organized bear operators. 

SUGGESTION NO. 3 


Have a tax of 50 per cent or more on profits made by the sale 
and purchase of securities; that is, where the sale was made first. 


SUGGESTION NO. 4 


Laws might be passed in the various States giving the depart- 
ment from which a broker obtains his license to operate in that 
State power to grant licenses under certain restricted conditions. 
Make each broker sign an agreement that he will not, as at 
present, compel a client to sign an agreement that gives him (the 
broker) permission to loan his (the customer's) stock. All refer- 
ence to the loaning of a customer’s stock should be left out of 
the general agreement, known as a transfer authorization, which, 
among other things, gives the broker permission to borrow from 
the banks on customers’ securities. If the customer is willing to 
allow the broker to loan his stock that permission should be con- 
tained in an entirely separate agreement very plainly identified 
by such words as “permission to loan agreement.” This would 
give right of contract, yet make it voluntary and more under- 
standable by the customer, the great majority of whom do not 
realize when they sign a broker’s agreement that they are giving 
that broker absolute control of his securities, with complete power 
to loan to himself or others. 

Gentlemen, it has been a pleasure to come before you and I have 
done my best to try to impress you with the fact that something 
should be done. The regulation of the New York Stock Exchange 
is one of the most important matters before the country to-day, 
affecting, as it does, almost our entire population. 

Regulate the New York Stock Exchange and you will greatly 
benefit those within its own gates, most of whom lose many of 
their customers when the prices of stocks are unduly depressed. 

Regulate the New York Stock Exchange and the cycles of busi- 
ness depression will never again be so deep. 

Regulate the New York Stock Exchange and you will not have 
these periods of vast unemployment. 

te the New York Stock Exchange, gentlemen, and you 
will have effected one of the greatest pieces of legislation that has 
been undertaken in many years. 


RELIEF OF UNDERNOURISHED CHILDREN 


Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Recorp an article appearing in the New 
York Times this morning regarding an appeal for a fund of 
$100,000,000 to be applied to the relief of undernourished 
children. 

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


$100,000,000 RELIEF URGED ON PRESDENT—DEWEY, Docror RYAN, 
AND RABBI ISRAEL WRITE HIM MILLIONS OF CHILDREN ARE IN 
Nreep—Hoover 1924 PLEA Is CITED—NEED Is GREATER THAN WHEN 
HE ASKED APPROPRIATION TO AID GERMAN CHILDREN, THEY SAY 


WASHINGTON, February 17.—An appeal to President Hoover to ask 
Congress to appropriate at least $100,000,000 for relief of “ the mil- 
lions of children whose health is being impaired” by under- 
nourishment was made to-day by the Rev. Dr. John A. Ryan, of 
the National Catholic Welfare Conference; Rabbi Edward L, Israel, 
of Baltimore, a leader of the Conference of Progressive Rabbis; and 
Prof. John Dewey, of New York, president of the People’s Lobby. 

Administration of the proposed fund by some Government 
agency was urged. 
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follows: 

“The Chief of the Children’s Bureau stated last fall before the 
number of unemployed reached the present peak :: 

“*Now, as in previous periods of industrial depression, a per- 
manent burden has fallen upon the backs of little children. The 
losses are permanent, because the gains that they should make 
this year can not be postponed.’ 

“You stated in 1924 to House Committee on Foreign Affairs 
with respect to a proposed appropriation of $100,000 to relieve dis- 
tress of children in Germany? 

“*T recognize the many arguments that may be brought against 
charitable actions either by private agencies or by governmental, 
but I refuse to apply these arguments to children.’ 

“There is nó question as to the need for greater relief for the 
families of the unemployed than many of them are now getting. 

“The American Association of University Women is conducting 
a campaign of education on low-cost but effective diets conducive 
to child development, and their executive secretary, Dr, Kathryn 
McHale, says: 

If economic depression continues for another 30 months, as 
economists predict, the children of this country may suffer and 
perhaps be handicapped for life.“ 

While admitting that large cities could meet their responsibil- 
ities to the unemployed, the letter urges appropriation for those 
unable to do so and concludes: 

“To fail to do this will be to repudiate an obligation to the 
American people of which no government should be guilty.” 


DEPORTATION OF CERTAIN ALIEN SEAMEN 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the motion heretofore entered 
by me for a reconsideration of the vote by which the bill 
(S. 202) to provide for the deportation of certain alien sea- 
men, and for other purposes was passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President 

Mr. KING, I yield for a question. 

Mr. HOWELL. The Senator has made a motion, and I 
assumed that he yielded the floor for action on the motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator does not lose the 
floor under the circumstances if he has anything to say on 
the motion. If he has nothing to say, of course, then he 
yields the floor. The question is on the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Utah. ; 

Mr. KING. I decline to yield for the moment. I ask that 
the question be put on agreeing to the motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is debatable. The Senator 
can not hold the floor indefinitely in that way. 

Mr. KING. I send the bill to the desk and ask that it 
be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the bill. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (S. 202), as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That this act may be cited as the “alien 
seamen act of 1926.” 

Sec. 2. Every alien employed on board of any vessel arriving in 
the United States from any place outside thereof shall be examined 
by an immigration inspector to determine whether or not he (1) 
is a bona fide seaman, and (2) is an alien of the class described 
in section 7 of this act; and by a surgeon of the United States 
Public Health Service to determine (3) whether or not he is suf- 
fering with any of the disabilities or diseases specified in section 
35 of the immigration act of 1917. 

Src. 3. Unless such alien was shipped in a port in continental 
United States prior to the passage of this act, then if it is found 
that such alien is not a bona fide seaman, he shall be regarded as 
an immigrant and immediately be ordered removed from the ves- 
sel to an immigration station; and the various provisions of this 
act and of the immigration laws applicable to immigrants shall 
be enforced in his case. From a decision holding such alien not 
to be a bona fide seaman the alien shall be entitled to appeal to 
the Secretary of Labor, and on the question of his admissibility 
as an immigrant he shall be entitled to appeal to said Secretary, 
except where exclusion is based upon grounds nonappealable under 
the immigration laws. If found inadmissible, such alien shall be 
deported, as a passenger, on a vessel other than that by which 
brought, at the of the vessel by which brought, and the 
vessel by which brought shall not be granted clearance until such 

are paid or their payment satisfactorily guaranteed. 

Sec, 4. If it is found that such alien is subject to exclusion 
under section 7 of this act, the inspector shall give immediately 
order to the master to remove such alien, together with his effects 
and wages, if any, to an immigration station, and such alien shall 
then 755 deported in accordance with the provisions of said sec- 
tion 7. 

Sec. 5. If it is found that, although a bona fide seaman, such alien 
is afflicted with any of the disabilities or diseases specified in sec- 
tion 35 of the immigration act of 1917, disposition shall be made 
of his case in accordance with the provisions of the act approved 
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December 26, 1920, entitled “An act to provide for the treatment 
in hospital of diseased alien seaman.” 

Sec. 6. All vessels entering of the United States manned 
with crews the majority of which, exclusive of licensed officers, 
have been engaged and taken on at foreign ports shall, when 
departing from the United States carry a crew of at least 
equal number, and any such vessel which fails to comply with 
this requirement shall be refused clearance: Provided, however, 
That such vessel shall not be required when departing to carry in 
the crew any person to fill the place made vacant by the death or 
hospitalization of any member of the incoming crew. 

Src. 7. No vessel shall, unless such vessel is in distress, bring 
into a port of the United States as a member of her crew any alien 
who if he were applying for admission to the United States as an 
immigrant would be subject to exclusion under subdivision (c) of 
section 13 of the immigration act of 1924, except that any ship of 
the merchant marine of any one of the countries, islands, depend- 
encies, or colonies immigrants coming from which are excluded by 
the said provisions of law, shall be permitted to enter ports of the 
United States having on board in their crews aliens of said descrip- 
tion who are natives of the particular country, island, dependency, 
or colony to the merchant marine of which such vessel belongs. 
Any alien seaman brought into a port of the United States in vio- 
lation of this provision shall be excluded from admission or tem- 

landing and shall be deported, either to the place of ship- 
ment or to the country of his nativity, as a passenger, on a vessel 
other than that on which brought, at the expense of the vessel by 
which brought, and the vessel by which brought shall not be 
granted clearance until such expenses are paid or their payment 
satisfactorily guaranteed. 

Sec. 8. This act shall take effect on July 1, 1928. 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, I dislike to occupy even a mo- 
ment because I want the opponents of the bill, if there be 
any, to have such time as they feel necessary. Those who 
are interested in deporting undesirables and other aliens 
who are illegally in the United States will give support to 
this bill, which, including other similar bills, has been re- 
ported unanimously three 00 5 from the Committee on 
Immigration. 

Briefly, the object of the bill is to prevent the bringing 
into the United States of a large number of persons, par- 
ticularly orientals, in violation of the immigration laws. 
It is intended to apply to two types of aliens: First, aliens 
of any class employed on vessels arriving in the United 
States and who are found upon inspection to be mala fide 
seamen; and, second, aliens employed on vessels arriving in 
the United States who are ineligible to citizenship. 

Section 2 of the bill provides for the inspection of every 
alien employed on board any vessel arriving in the United 
States from a foreign port to determine, first, whether he is 
a bona fide seaman; second, whether he is an alien ineligible 
to citizenship; and, third, whether or not he is suffering 
from any disabilities or diseases specified in section 35 of the 
immigration act of 1917. 

Section 3 of the bill provides that if any alien so em- 
ployed is found not to be a bona fide seaman he shall be 
regarded as an immigrant, immediately removed from the 
vessel to an immigration station, and, if he is found to be 
inadmissible as an immigrant, he shall then be deported as 
a passenger on a vessel other than that by which brought, 
and at the expense of the vessel by which brought. It is 
further provided that the vessel which brought such inad- 
missible alien to the United States shall not be granted 
clearance until such expenses of deportation are paid or 
their payment satisfactorily guaranteed. An appeal to the 
Secretary of Labor may be had from any decision holding 
any such alien not to be a bona fide seaman and also on 
the question of his admissibility as an immigrant except 
where exclusion is based upon grounds nonappealable under 
the immigration laws. 

Section 4 of the bill provides that if any alien so employed 
is found upon such inspection to be subject to exclusion 
because he is ineligible to citizenship, he shall be removed 
by the master of the vessel to an immigration station and 
deported either to the place of shipment or to the country 
of his nativity, as a passenger in the same manner as pro- 
vided in section 3. (Shown in sec. 7.) 

Under section 5 of the bill, if any alien employed on 
board any such vessel is a bona fide seaman and is afflicted 
with any of the disabilities or diseases specified in section 35 
of the immigration act of 1917, his case is to be governed by 
the provisions of the act of December 26, 1920, providing 
for the treatment in hospitals of diseased alien seamen. 
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Section 6 of the bill requires all vessels entering ports of 
the United States manned with crews the majority of which, 
exclusive of officers, have been engaged and taken on at 
foreign ports, to carry a crew of at least an equal number 
when departing from the United States, except that where 
a member of the incoming crew has died or has been hos- 
pitalized he need not be replaced. That provision is for the 
purpose of compelling vessels that bring in undesirables, 
persons who are seeking admission illegally, to take from 
the United States the same number of crew that they 
brought into the United States. 

Section 7 of the bill prohibits any vessel, unless in dis- 
tress, from bringing into a port of the United States as a 
member of her crew any alien who would be subject to 
exclusion under subdivision (c) of section 13 of the immigra- 
tion act of 1924, if he were applying for admission to the 
United States as an immigrant. This provision is subject to 
one exception, however, namely, that any vessel of a coun- 
try, island, dependency, or colony, immigrants coming from 
which are excluded from admission to the United States as 
being ineligible to citizenship, may be permitted to enter 
United States ports if the crew of such vessel is composed of 
natives of such country, island, dependency, or colony, re- 
spectively. This exception would not permit a vessel to 
bring into a port of the United States a crew composed 
partly of natives of the country to which the vessel belongs 
and partly of natives of a dependency or colony of such 
country. Likewise, the exception would not permit a vessel 
to bring into a United States port a crew composed partly 
of natives of such country and partly of natives of any other 
country or countries. This exception is also not intended to 
affect in any manner the inspection required under section 
2 of the bill, and if upon such inspection any member of the 
crew of a vessel which is permitted to enter under the ex- 
ception is found to be a mala fide seaman, such member is 
to be taken to an immigration station and deported as 
provided in section 3. 

The remainder of section 7 is to be read in connection 
with sections 3 and 4 of the bill and is merely supplemental 
thereto. If any alien seaman is brought into a port of the 
United States by a vessel to which the prohibition above 
referred to applies, such seaman, whether he is a bona fide 
seaman or a mala fide seaman, is to be taken to an immi- 
gration station and deported as provided in section 3. The 
provision that an alien seaman shall be excluded from ad- 
mission or temporary landing merely means that he is not 
to be permitted to enter the United States and does not 
affect the landing of such seaman for the purpose of taking 
him to an immigration station to be held for deportation. 

Mr. President, the hearings which were had before the 
Committee on Immigration disclosed that there were thou- 
sands—in one year, as I recall, over 20,000—of malafide sea- 
men who came into the United States, many of whom were 
smuggled in. This bill will do more, according to the testi- 
mony of the officials of the Labor Department, to prevent 
the coming into the United States of mala fide seamen and 
undesirables who are coming here illegally for the purpose 
of securing entrance than any provision of law now on the 
statute books. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. KING. I yield for a question, but I am very anxious 
to conclude. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I understand that the 
question is on the motion to reconsider? 

Mr. KING. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. That motion was made 
during the last session of Congress? 

Mr. KING. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. It has not been disposed 
of because what may be termed obstructive tactics? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. May the Chair correct the 
Senator? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Certainly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion 
to proceed to the consideration of the motion to reconsider. 
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Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes; but the motion to re- 
consider was made during the last session of Congress. 

Mr. KING. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. And the Senator from 
Utah is now attempting to have that motion disposed of. 

Mr. KING. Exactly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I merely wish to say that 
orderly procedure, it seems to me, requires that the Senate 
dispose of the motion to reconsider and that it do so 
promptly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Utah to proceed to the consideration 
of the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, the Senator from Arkan- 
sas, my good friend, has referred to obstructive tactics.” 
May I say that the Senator from Utah has probably, as I 
think he himself will admit, been the source of more obstruc- 
tive tactics to more legislation during the past 10 years 
than 

Mr. KING. Of course, I deny that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will call the attention 
of the Senator from Connecticut to the fact that he has no 
right to refer in that manner to another Senator. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I was merely using language which had 
been used with reference to me, Mr. President. 

What I wanted to say was that this bill was being read 
off the calendar in the course of other bills. It had been 
objected to by me on many occasions. I happened to be off 
the floor at the moment; and the Senator who was to object 
in my behalf did not so object, not hearing when it was 
called. 

As soon as I returned to the floor a few moments after- 
wards I did as has been so often done, and asked that the 
vote by which the bill was passed in my absence, in view of 
the fact that I had repeatedly objected to it, be reconsidered, 
and the bill go back to the calendar; and a very unusual 
thing happened. That request was objected to. Thereupon, 
I asked the Senator who was to have objected on my behalf 
to enter a motion to reconsider; and the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Goutp] did so enter that motion. So I hope, 
in view of that fact, the Senator will not think that I have 
been unfair in any obstructive tactics. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I have not used the term 
“unfair.” I shall not do that. I shall comply with parlia- 
mentary rules. I do say that the Senator’s statement just 
made explains why the motion for reconsideration was made, 
but it does not explain why it has not been disposed of— 
why so long a time has elapsed, and the motion is still 
pending. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine]. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What is the motion? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is to proceed to the 
consideration of the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HOWELL. A bill is pending before the Senate that 
Was recommended by the President in his message at the 
beginning of the present session. It is a bill that has been 
urged by the Attorney General of the United States. It has 
been before the Senate; the committee amendments have 
been disposed of; and it is business that ought to be at- 
tended to because it passage is asked for the purpose of 
enforcing prohibition in the District of Columbia—the one 
place where it is generally admitted that prohibition can 
be enforced if there is the proper and necessary legislation. 

The bill has been before the Senate on several occasions, 
and, as I have stated, progress has been made. I have 
refrained from urging the resumption of its consideration 
from time to time because of the appropriation bills and 
because of the conference reports. 

Now, the time has come when something must be done 
about the matter or the bill must be consigned to oblivion. 
Is it possible that we do not want to afford the necessary 
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machinery desired here in Washington for the enforcement 
of prohibition? Have we no care as to the ability to 
enforce prohibition during the coming year? Are we not 
willing to do something; to do so simple a thing as to 
protect minors, young girls from being plied with liquor by 
men whose intentions are all that is wrong? Here in the 
District of Columbia there is not an act protecting the minors 
of this District in reference to liquor. Are we to say that 
we will not consider this measure; we will not bring it to 
a vote; we will allow it to die; we will not give the House 
of Representatives an opportunity to act upon it? 

As I say, I am pleading now in behalf of a measure 
referred to by the President in his message to Congress 
when this session met. It is a measure that is urged by the 
Attorney General. Are we to refuse consideration to this 
bill, which, as I have stated, has passed through the stage 
of disposing of the committee amendments, and now all that 
is necessary is to bring it before the Senate for final 
disposal? 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. HOWELL. I yield. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam in sympathy with what the Sena- 
tor says. This bill should be acted on. Will the Senator 
permit me to ask the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoot] one 
question which might clarify a situation about which there 
is some confusion? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield for that purpose? 

Mr. HOWELL. I yield for that purpose. 


ADJUSTED-SERVICE CERTIFICATES 


Mr. HARRISON. This morning the Senate Committee on 
Finance reported out the House bill touching soldiers’ legis- 
lation, with instructions to the chairman to secure its con- 
sideration just as soon as possible. I desire to ask the Sena- 
tor from Utah if it is proposed to try to bring up to-day that 
very important legislation, which it seems to me is very 
necessary to be passed at a very early date if we are to get 
effective action at this time. If not to-day, would it not be 
very appropriate and timely to ask unanimous consent for 
its consideration at a certain time to-morrow? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President { 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. HOWELL. I yield. 

Mr. SMOOT. At 2.30 to-day the eulogies of the late 
Senator Overman take place. I have already reported the 
bill. I have not any doubt but that it will be taken up to- 
morrow. I have no objection to its being taken up at that 
time and then proceeding with the bill until it is disposed of. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Nebraska permit me to make a unanimous-consent request? 

Mr. HOWELL, I will, if it applies to to-day. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. KING. If that unanimous-consent request is submit- 
ted and is granted, would it displace the pending matter? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would not displace it until 
2.30 o’clock. Of course, at 2.30 o’clock the special order 
comes on. 

Mr. HARRISON. My unanimous-consent request is that 
to-morrow, on the convening of the Senate, the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House bill 17054, dealing with 
soldiers’ legislation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, as I understand, if this 
unanimous-consent request is granted, and the motion of 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine] is agreed to, then the 
bill urged by the Senator from Utah will be the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is right. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. HOWELL. I yield. 


5266 


Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Mississippi will 
ask unanimous consent that we begin consideration of the 
soldiers’ bill to-day. Senators already know what they are 
going to do about it. There ought not to be any long dis- 
cussion. The bill will pass this body by a large majority, 
and-I do not see why we can not take it up to-day and 
dispose of it. We have ample time to do it. 

Mr. HARRISON. May I say to the Senator that I should 
like to see the Senate take up the bill to-day, but there is 
another matter pending, and I suppose there will be objec- 
tion to taking up the soldiers’ bill to-day. I presume, how- 
ever, that practically every Senator is for the bill reported 
out this morning, and we could pass it at a very early hour 
to-morrow. That is the reason why I thought a unanimous- 
consent request to take it up early to-morrow might not 
be objected to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, as a substitute for the 
unanimous-consent agreement suggested by the Senator 
from Mississippi I propose that the Senate immediately take 
up the bill referred to. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I have no objection to taking 
up the bill at any time, but I really think an opportunity 
should be given for Senators to see just exactly what the 
bill is and to read the report. Perhaps they have not even 
read the report. I am quite sure we could take up the bill 
to-morrow morning and dispose of it very speedily. I am 
sure there will be no question about a long discussion on 
the bill. y 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. HOWELL. Ido. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. I think the proposal made by the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska certainly will insure more rapid action 
on the soldiers’ loan bill than if we wait until to-morrow to 
start consideration; so I do not see why we should not haye 
a unanimous-consent agreement to take it up immediately. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, some Senators are not here 
at the present time. They understood that the bill would 
go over until a day after it was reported. An objection on 
the part of a Senator would, of course, require it to go over. 
I do not want anything to interfere with the consideration 
of the bill. I want to have it acted upon, and I am sure 
it will be acted upon to-morrow. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Arkansas? - 

Mr. HOWELL. I yield. . 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. With respect to the state- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska concerning the District 
prohibition bill, some of us, including myself, have voted in 
favor of his motion every time he has moved to proceed 
to the consideration of that bill. We all realize that the 
course of the debate has indicated a disposition on the part 
of some Senators to delay final action on the measure. 

We now have a proposition by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Harrison] for unanimous consent to proceed to 
the consideration of the adjusted compensation bill on to- 
morrow. It seems to me that proposal is calculated to se- 
cure a prompt reflection of the view of the Senate on the 
subject. I believe that it contemplates a fair arrangement. 

I hope the Senator from Nebraska will not object to that. 
I shall vote with him, when a fair opportunity arises, to pro- 
ceed with the consideration of his bill. We all realize the 
difficulties that surround the final disposition of that meas- 
ure. I think it is fair to say that it is indicated in the atti- 
tude of certain Senators who have proposed a large number 
of amendments, and who have stated that they will propose 
other amendments, that we are not justified in putting 
aside all other business to consume time in debate on a bill 
which we know is going to be filibustered against, to use a 
frank term. 

I hope the Senator from Nebraska will not object to the 
proposal made by the Senator from Mississippi, and that 
some opportunity may be afforded the Senator from Utah 
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rf KTNd] to secure final action on the motion to recon- 
er. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I have not desired to inter- 
fere with the financial measures before the Senate in con- 
nection with this prohibition bill; but the Senator must 
realize that it would not make any difference what kind of a 
prohibition bill was offered here; these tactics would be 
followed. If the Senate is determined to do something to 
relieve the situation here in the District of Columbia, there 
is only one thing to do. It must meet such tactics. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator will not insist 
on keeping the District of Columbia prohibition bill before 
the Senate to the exclusion of appropriation bills and to 
the exclusion of the bill referred to by the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. Harrison] in his proposal for unanimous 
consent. If he did insist on doing it, he would in all proba- 
bility encounter an overwhelming vote displacing his meas- 
ure. The Senators who favor his bill probably would feel 
themselyes compelled, especially in the instance of appro- 
priation measures, to vote in favor of displacing it. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I will make this sug- 
gestion: If the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine] will tempo- 
rarily withdraw his motion, and a motion is made that the 
bonus bill be made the order of business to-morrow morning, 
I shall then not interpose any objection to the Senator’s 
making his motion and continuing it. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator means unanimous consent. 

Mr, HOWELL. A unanimous-consent agreement would 
leave his bill the unfinished business. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. SMOOT. I am quite sure the bill will be passed before 
the day is over. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to me? 

Mr. HOWELL. I yield. 

Mr. KING. Do I understand that the motion of the 
Senator from Nebraska means that the motion which is 
now pending shall be displaced? 

Mr. HOWELL. That will allow a motion to be made to 
take up the bonus bill to-morrow, and then I will interpose 
no objection to the Senator proceeding. 

Mr. KING. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. KING. I understand that the request of the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi if granted, namely, that unanimous 
consent be granted to proceed to the consideration of the 
bonus bill to-morrow, would not result in displacing the 
pending motion if we recess instead of adjourning, and that 
to-morrow, after the disposition of the bonus bill, the mo- 
tion which is now before the Senate would then be the 
unfinished business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would be the pending busi- 
ness, subject to the presentation of privileged matters, such 
as conference reports. 

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. HOWELL. I yield. 

Mr. ODDIE. Last night I gave notice that I intended to 
bring up this morning a bill on the calendar, and ask for 
its consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will not the Senator wait until 
we get action on the pending request? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I suggest to 
the Senator from Nevada that we proceed with the matter 
now under consideration. I shall object for the present. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I will object to the unani- 
mous-consent request, because then a motion will have to be 
made in the morning to take up the bonus bill, and when the 
motion is made, of course, it will be taken up, and the motion 
of the Senator from Utah will be displaced. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska ob- 
jects. ` 
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Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will not the Senator from 
Nebraska withhold his objection a moment? 

Mr, HOWELL. I will. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator will not be prejudiced by 
this unanimous-consent action at all. The Senate will pro- 
ceed now with the motion which is pending, at least until 
2.30. I hope the Senator will withdraw his objection so 
that we may go ahead and get through with this proposition. 

The Senator is aware of the fact that there is talk of the 
danger of a pocket veto of the bonus bill, and unless we take 
some action pretty quickly on that matter we might lose cer- 
tain rights which otherwise we would not lose. If we can 
agree to have the matter taken up to-morrow, probably we 
will finish with it to-morrow, the rights of nobody will be 
affected, and we will get along at a faster gait. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. HOWELL. I yield. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. I would like to make an inquiry as to 
why we should defer action on the bonus bill until to- 
morrow? Why do we not take it up immediately? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator that 
there is a motion pending now. 

Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
object? 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I will not object, but I 
want to give notice now that I shall move to take up the 
prohibition bill, notwithstanding any bill that may be pend- 
ing before the Senate after the completion of the bonus bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, may not the unanimous- 
consent agreement as it is understood now be read, or will 
not the Senator from Mississippi restate it? 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask unanimous consent that to- 
morrow, on the convening of the Senate, we proceed with 
the immediate consideration of House bill 17054, which was 
reported this morning. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I made no objection because 
of the statement made by the Chair a moment ago as to the 
status of the motion to reconsider which is now pending. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I want to inquire of the 
Senator from Mississippi whether he intends later to at- 
tempt to have an hour fixed for voting to-morrow? 

Mr. HARRISON. I would like to see the Senate fix an 
hour for a final vote and limit debate on the matter. 

Mr. SMOOT. It would not be fair to do that to-day, 
unless we called a quorum. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am not going to insist on it. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say now that there is no disposition 
to prevent early action on the bill. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not think the Senator from Utah 
has any such disposition, but I do not know whether he can 
speak for others or not. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I thought I understood 
from what the Senator from Utah said that there had been 
some decision that, notwithstanding the unanimous consent 
to take up another bill, it would not displace whatever 
might happen to be the unfinished business at that time. I 
did not so understand the unanimous-consent agreement, 
or I should have objected to it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I ask the privilege of mak- 
ing an announcement at this time. A number of Senators 
have asked me if they could get copies of the hearings be- 
fore the Finance Committee held this morning. Imme- 
diately at the close of the hearings I asked the committee 
stenographer to get out the hearings just as quickly as 
possible. He advised me that the transcript will be ready 
by 5 o’clock this afternoon. I have instructed the Printing 
Office to take the transcript immediately and get it printed 
before to-morrow morning at 12 o’clock. I am sure the 
hearings will be printed by that time. If they are printed 
in time in the morning, I will see that a copy is placed upon 
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the desk of each Senator as well as sending a copy to his 
office. 

I make this announcement so that Senators will know 
that everything is being done to hasten the printing of the 
hearings and everything possible is being done to give ample 
time in which Senators will be able to examine the hearings 
held this morning by the Finance Committee. 


DEPORTATION OF CERTAIN ALIEN SEAMEN 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine]. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to 
consider the motion of Mr. Govrp to reconsider the vote by 
which Senate bill 202, to provide for the deportation of cer- 
tain alien seamen, and for other purposes, was passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I shall have to speak on 
this matter for some time. Senators who want to go to 
lunch may do so. 

Mr. President, the first thing I have to offer against the 
Senate bill 202, which was passed, as I stated this morn- 
ing, by unanimous consent due to the fact that very few 
Senators were on the fioor and understood it, is a letter from 
the Assistant Secretary of the Department of Labor, which 
I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read, as requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY, 


Washington, April 22, 1930. 
Hon. Hiram BINGHAM, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear SENATOR: Pursuant to your telephonic request and by 
direction of the Secretary, the following comment is offered con- 
cerning this department's views upon certain features of the 
so-called bill (S. 202). 

Section 3 of this bill provides: 

“Unless such alien was shipped in a port in continental United 
States prior to the passage of this act, then if it is found that 
such alien is not a bona fide seaman he shall be regarded as an 
immigrant and immediately be ordered removed from the vessel 
to an immigration station; and the various provisions of this act 
and of the immigration laws applicable to immigrants shall be 
enforced in his case. From a decision holding such alien not to 
be a bona fide seaman the alien shall be entitled to appeal to the 
Secretary of Labor, and on the question of his admissibility as 
an immigrant he shall be entitled to appeal to said Secretary, 
except where exclusion is based upon grounds nonappealable and 
under the immigration laws. If found inadmissible, such alien 
shall be deported as a passenger on a vessel other than that by 
which brought at the expense of the vessel by which brought, and 
the vessel by which brought shall not be granted clearance until 
such expenses are paid or their payment satisfactorily guaranteed.” 

From an administrative standpoint the provisions of the fore- 
going section not only offer difficulties but, in some instances, 
insurmountable obstacles for the following reasons: 

(1) Vessels arriving foreign at ports of the United States merely 
for the purpose of taking on bunker coal, or where they do not 
take on or dis cargo and remain less than 24 hours, are 
not required under the customs regulations to enter and clear. 
In such cases, therefore, if alien seamen were removed from 
vessels not required to enter and clear there would be no means 
by which the vessels could be required to pay the expenses of 
deporting seamen removed therefrom, since clearance could not 
be withheld, for if the vessel does not enter it does not have 
to clear. 

(2) The section provides that if an alien is removed from a ves- 
sel to an immigration station he must be taken before a board of 
special inquiry, and if the board finds that he is not a bona fide 
seaman, such alien shall have the right of appeal to the Secretary 
of Labor. This being true, final decision in the case is not made 
until the appeal is considered by the Secretary. Several days 
ensue between the time when an alien is examined by a board of 
special inquiry and final decision is rendered" by the department; 
if, therefore, the vessel has sailed in the meantime there would be 
no means by which such vessel could be required to pay the cost 
of deporting the alien. Certainly it is not contemplated that the 
vessel shall be held in port until final decision is rendered by the 
department. 

(3) At only a comparatively few of the ports in the United 
States where vessels arrive do we maintain immigration detention 
stations. That being true, if the alien is to be detained at some 
of the ports of arrival it would be necessary to place him in jail 
pending a decision in his case by the department. It is not diffi- 
cult to perceive that such a course would meet with serious ob- 
jection upon the part of the Government to which the alien sea- 
man owes allegiance, particularly where it was eventually found 
that the alien was a bona fide seaman. It is a fallacy for anyone 
to contend that the steamship itself would be required to take the 
alien to an immigration station at some other port, as there would 
be no authority in law for a civilian to keep an alien in custody 
and convey him from one place in the United States to another. 
Surely immigration officers should not be required to transport 
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aliens from one port to another in order that their case may be 
considered by the department on appeal, For instance, if an alien 
arrived at the port of Norfolk, where there is no detention station, 
and the officers at that port held that the alien was not a bona 
fide seaman, thereupon the alien would have the right of appeal 
to the Secretary of Labor. In the meantime, one of two things 
would have to be done; either the alien would have to be placed 
in a jail in Norfolk or conveyed to Philadelphia, which is the near- 
est place where we maintain immigration detention quarters, 
while his case is pending on appeal. Supposing he were conveyed 
to Philadelphia for detention and the department upon consider- 
ing the appeal found the alien to be a bona fide seaman, but in 
the meantime the vessel upon which he was employed had sailed— 
what would be done with the alien? Would he and his Govern- 
ment not have a just grievance for having removed this bona fide 
seaman from his vessel and for placing him in confinement, and 
for having deprived him of employment? If, on the other hand, he 
. Were placed in a jail in Norfolk and the vessel had sailed in the 
meantime, the same results would obtain. 

(4) With but one or two exceptions passports must be obtained 
in order to deport aliens. The procedure laid down in section 3 
of the act under discussion is in effect deportation. If, therefore, 
an alien was not possessed of credentials establishing his na- 
tionality, or refused to furnish information upon the basis of 
which a passport could be obtained, this country would be power- 
less to deport him. If he were a subject of Russia, with which 
this country does not maintain diplomatic relations, deportation 
would be out of the question altogether, and the procedure of 
holding him for a board and ordering him deported would partake 
of the ridiculous. 

(5) Supposing an alien declared it to be his intention to con- 
tinue as a seaman on the vessel upon which he arrived, but the 
immigration officers concluded that he was not a bona fide seaman. 
This being true, he could not be compelled to apply for admis- 
sion as an immigrant; and he could remain mute when an attempt 
was made to examine him, simply stating that he was not apply- 
ing for admission to the United States; and we certainly could 
not compel him to become an applicant. The bill, however, re- 
gards him as an immigrant and therefore an applicant for ad- 
mission, and to that extent the Government is placed in the 
anomalous situation of attempting to compel a person who has 
no desire to enter this country to apply for admission. If he re- 
mains mute and the board excludes him, there would be nothing 
before the department to consider, aside, possibly, from statements 
made by the officers, and it is questionable whether, in the event 
that a writ of habeas corpus were sworn out, the court would sup- 
port a finding that the alien was deportable merely upon conclu- 
sions drawn by immigration officers not supported by testimony 
of the alien himself. 

Section 4 of this bill provides: 

“Tf it is found that such alien is subject to exclusion under 
section 7 of this act, the inspector shall give immediately order 
to the master to remove such alien, together with his effects and 
wages, if any, to an immigration station, and such alien shall then 
be deported in accordance with the provisions of said section 7.” 

The foregoing section applies exclusively to aliens ineligible to 
citizenship and does not present in an administrative way as 
many difficulties as section 3 of the bill, since aliens of the class 
covered thereby do not have the right of appeal to the Secretary 
of Labor, although it might be subject to attack in court proceed- 
ings, inasmuch as it involves a more or less arbitrary procedure. 
In other words, the entire action is taken at the instigation of an 
immigration officer, there being no warrant of arrest or deportation 
provided for nor is provision made for any document whatever 
upon the basis of which the alien seaman is deported. For in- 
stance, if a Chinese person were removed from a vessel at the port 
of New York for deportation to China he would have to be con- 
veyed across the continent and placed on a vessel at San Francisco. 
Throughout the entire journey and until the vessel sailing from 
San Francisco was safely at sea the custody of the alien could be 
challenged on habeas corpus proceedings, and unless the officer 
had some evidence of his authority to deport the alien it is pos- 
sible that the court would be inclined to sustain the writ. An- 
other thing, if an alien were removed from a vessel which was not 
required to enter and clear, provision is not made whereby the cost 
of deporting the alien could be collected. In other words, the only 
provision in the bill whereby such expense can be collected is 
through withholding clearance; but if the vessel does not enter 
and clear such provision would be of no avail, and the Government 
would have to bear the expense of deporting the alien. 

Second Assistant Secretary Husband, as you undoubtedly know, 
was recently before the committee in connection with the bill 
under discussion; but in the preparation of the foregoing I have 
not had the advantage of his comment on the bill and it may be 
that he has offered objections which have not occurred to me in 
preparation of this communication. However, the objections 
which I have offered certainly appear to be serious ones, and it is 
hoped that they will be thoroughly considered before final action 
is taken upon the bill. 

Cordially yours, 
Rose CARL WHITE, 
Assistant Secretary. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, it is obvious that the 
Department of Labor, which has made a careful study of 
the measure for several years, is opposed to it. Many fea- 
tures of it should have been amended, but that was not 
done. This very able letter from the Assistant Secretary 
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of Labor points out the objections to it which have occurred 
to him, but admits at the end that there might be still other 
objections, I shall refer a little later in my remarks to ob- 
jections of the Department of State, but first I want to point 
out what is my own interest in the matter. 

I have no interest, financial or otherwise, in any steam- 
ship company, but I have a great interest in maintaining 
the flag of the United States on the seas of the world. I 
have a great interest in promoting our merchant marine. 
It has been extremely difficult at times to get the Congress 
of the United States to make suitable appropriations or, in 
fact, any appropriations for what are called subsidies, 
amounts which practically every foreign country pays to the 
private owners of lines which operate across the seven seas. 
We have succeeded in granting liberal mail contracts which 
are in the nature of subsidies, and under that head we did 
something toward promoting the keeping of our flag on the 
seas. As a matter of fact, however, even the operations of 
the Shipping Board and the sums that they have spent have 
been repeatedly subject to attack on this floor. They have 
not succeeded in carrying on a Government merchant marine 
as it was hoped might be done. 

Recently we passed the Jones Act, permitting those willing 
and able to operate ships to borrow money at low rates of 
interest and offering them certain facilities. At the same 
time we are doing these things, we are asked to pass this 
bill under the plea of keeping out a few aliens who might 
escape from those ships when they are in our ports. I be- 
lieve the number of those aliens has been grossly exagger- 
ated. I believe that to put this bill into effect would put 
the Department of Labor into very serious difficulties, as 
has been pointed out in the letter which has just been read. 

But worse than that, the reason for my continued and 
earnest opposition to the bill is that I believe, if it passes and 
becomes a law, it will sweep our flag off the Pacific Ocean 
in so far as the merchant marine is concerned. The lines 
which cross the Pacific, going from the Pacific coast to 
Asia and the Philippines, and particularly to Japan and 
China, are operated in large part by Asiatics. The Japanese 
have a large number of steamers operating on the Pacific 
which have government subsidies and, of course, the crews 
consist of Asiatics who are not eligible for citizenship in 
the United States. The British have a large number of 
lines on the Pacific and operate a large number of ships. 
They use to a very large extent Chinese stewards and, in 
the handling of the ships, a very considerable number of 
Chinese seamen. If our ships are not permitted to use 
Asiatic stewards, if, as will happen under the terms of the 
bill, the Asiatic stewards are taken off our ships when they 
come into port and are put into jail and deported, it will 
mean so increasing the expense of the operation of our ships 
across the Pacific that lines such as the Dollar Line and the 
Matson Line, operating to Australia, will not be able to 
compete with the lines of Japan and Great Britain and other 
countries which take advantage of the situation, enabling 
them to use foreign stewards in their ships. 

But it will be claimed that under the terms of the bill 
even they will not be able to use Chinese stewards on their 
ships. The bill then becomes an interference with the trade 
of foreign nations and is sure to bring us into serious diffi- 
culties with foreign nations, as was pointed out in a letter 
from Frank B. Kellogg, late Secretary of State, in relation 
to this very matter, an important communication from the 
State Department, which I ask to have read at the desk. 
May I say that the bill referred to in the beginning of the 
letter, which bears a different number, was an exactly simi- 
lar bill introduced in a previous Congress at the time Mr. 
Kellogg was Secretary of State. I ask that the letter may 
be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Carey in the chair). 
Without objection, the clerk will read, as requested. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 

FEBRUARY 21, 1928. 
The Hon. Hiram W. JOHNSON, 
United States Senate. 
Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 


of January 5, 1928, requesting the views of this department in re- 
gard to Senate bill 717, introduced by Senator KN O, to provide 
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for the deportation of certain alten seamen, and for other pur- 
poses,” a copy of which accompanied your letter. 

This bill is, in its principal features, similar to certain proposed 
amendments to sections 18 end 19 of House bill 7995, introduced 
into the Senate April 10, 1924, which bill, with certain changes 
became the immigration act of 1924. Representative Raker, in 
a letter of April 23, 1924, called the attention of the department 
to these proposed amendments, and the department in its reply 
of April 24, 1924, gave reasons why the proposed amendments 
seemed objectionable. It further appears that a measure 
F into Congress in February, 1927, as Senate bill 
3574. 

The several sections of the bill will be considered in their order. 
Section 2, which provides for a special examination of every 
alien employed on a vessel arriving at a port of the United States, 
does not in and of itself seem objectionable. 

Section 3 provides that if it is found, upon the examination 
provided in section 2, that an alien arriving as a seaman is not 
in fact a bona fide seaman he shall be removed from the vessel 
and required to comply with the requirements of the immigra- 
tion laws. Special provision is made for an appeal by the sea- 
man, in case of an -adverse decision, to the Secretary of Labor, 
“except where exclusion is based upon grounds not appealable 
under the immigration laws.” This section ends with the follow- 


ing clause: 

“+ + + If found inadmissible, such alien shall be deported, 
as a passenger, on a vessel Other than that by which brought, at 
the expense of the vessel by which brought, and the vessel by 
which brought shall not be granted clearance until such expenses 
are paid or their payment satisfactorily guaranteed.” 

It is important to bear in mind that, even though it should 
be determined that a person in a given case is not a “ bona fide 
seaman,” it would not necessarily follow that the vessel is 
fault for bringing such a person to one of our ports, and 
penalty proposed to be established would not in all cases 
merited 


If, for example, a man has been signed on by a vessel in a 
foreign port in good faith and it developes that his intention was 
to emigrate to the United States, it seems questionable whether 
the vessel should be held liable for the deception which the so- 
called seaman has practiced and be required to pay the expenses 
of his deportation on another vessel. It occurs to the department 
that if it be found that the man is not a “bona fide seaman” 
but that the vessel took him on in good faith, he might be re- 
quired to remain aboard the vessel or be placed under bond given 
by the seaman or the vessel to depart with the vessel. The pur- 
pose, of course, is to penalize vessels so as to prevent them from 
accepting as seamen aliens who desire merely to come to the 
United States as emigrants. It is questionable, however, whether 
the evil sought to be remedied is greater than that which would 
result from the adoption of a procedure such as is prescribed by 
the bill. The department has received a number of communica- 
tions from foreign diplomatic missions in Washington protesting 
against this bill, in some of which particular attention has been 
called to the penalty just quoted as being unnecessarily harsh 
and likely to interfere with commerce and navigation between the 
United States and the countries which they represent. 

Section 4 must be considered in connection with section 7. 
Section 4 provides for the deportation of an alien who is subject 
to exclusion under section 7. As section 7 is not only of special 
im) ce but is rather intricate, the first part of it will be 
quoted. It reads as follows: 

“Sec. 7. No vessel shall, unless such vessel is in distress, bring 
into a port of the United States as a member of her crew any 
alien who if he were applying for admission to the United States 
as an immigrant would be subject to exclusion under subdivision 
(c) of section 13 of the immigration act of 1924, except that any 
ship of the merchant marine of any one of the countries, islands, 
dependencies, or colonies immigrants coming from which are ex- 
cluded by the said provisions of law shall be permitted to enter 
ports of the United States having on board in their crews aliens 
of said description who are natives of the particular country, 
island, dependency, or colony to the merchant marine of which 
such vessel belongs .“ 

This section proceeds to state that an alien excluded under it— 

“+ + + shall be deported either to the place of shipment or 
to the country of his nativity as a passenger on a vessel other 
than that on which brought, at the expense of the vessel by which 
brought, and the vessel by which brought shall not be granted 
clearance until such expenses are paid or their payment satisfac- 
torily guaranteed.” 

This section has been the subject of protests by foreign diplo- 
matic missions representing countries whose vessels are ac- 
customed to carry orientals as members of their crews. It is 
believed that the provision in question, if put into effect, would 
contravene to a considerable extent customs of navigation which 
have grown up in past years and would impede to a serious extent 
commercial intercourse between the United States and the f 
countries referred to. The danger of a comparatively few orientals 
deserting from their vessels and entering the United States would 
hardly seem to warrant the adoption of such a drastic law, and it 
is believed that the entry of such persons might be prevented in 
some other way. 

The Netherlands legation in a memorandum of January 17, 1928, 
has called particular attention to this provision of the bill, be- 
cause of the fact that a great number of Netherlands ships, espe- 
cially those of the Pacific lines, have in their crews Japanese and 
Chinese, most of whom are Netherlands subjects. It is added that 
“if the bill should come into force, the strange fact would occur, 


at 
the 
be 
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that a ship, carrying the Netherlands flag, would not be allowed to 
have certain subjects of her own country in her crew when enter- 
ing a port of the United States.” 

The British Embassy in a memorandum of January 4, 1928, 
observes that the bill, if enacted into law, “would cause great 
embarrassment to all ships in which Chinese labor and Lascars 
are employed, and in particular to British tramp steamers trading 
with American ports in the course of their world voyages. The 
technical difficulties of eliminating from the crews of tramp 
steamers the Asiatic elements against which this bill is aimed 
would, in practice, probably result in the masters of such vessels 
being compelled to cut out American ports from their sailing 
schedules. In this way freight rates on American exported produce 
would automatically rise, prices of American grain and cotton and 
other produce would be increased in the countries of consumption, 
and British consumers of such produce would be obliged to curtail 
their purchases with resulting damage to themselves and their 
trade with the United States. 

"+ + * Further, the bill would prohibit the employment of 
Lascars and Chinese on ships outside their own states, 
and countries, such as India, might well consider this as a direct 
and unwarrantable interference with the employment of their 
subjects on the high seas. Active apprehensions have in fact been 
caused in the legislative assembly in India, who have been in 
communication with His Majesty’s Government in Great Britain on 
the subject.” 

Section 7 purports to meet the objections of foreign countries 
whose vessels are accustomed to carrying orientals as seamen by 
the provision that— 

„ + any ship of the merchant marine of any one of the 
countries, islands, dependencies, or colonies immigrants coming 
from which are excluded by the said provisions of Jaw shall be 
permitted to enter ports of the United States having on board in 
their crews aliens of said description who are natives of the par- 
ticular country, island, dependency, or colony to the merchant 
marine of which such vessel belongs.“ 

The passage just quoted requires special scrutiny. It seems to 
be based upon the assumption that “the said provisions of law,” 
namely, the provisions of subsection (c) of section 13 of the immi- 
gration act of 1924 provide for the exclusion of all aliens coming 
from particular “countries, islands, dependencies, or colonies.” 
In other words, it seems to assume that the discrimination con- 
tained in section 13 (c) is geographical, but this is not the case. 
Section 13 (c) does not provide that aliens coming from any par- 
ticular countries, etc., are ipso facto subject to exclusion. It pro- 
vides for the exclusion, with certain specified exceptions which are 
not pertinent here, of aliens “ineligible to citizenship,” regardless 
of the countries from which they come. There is no statute of 
the United States which excludes aliens because they come from 
certain countries, although the Chinese exclusion laws exclude 
Chinese persons, with certain exceptions, and section 3 of the 
immigration act of 1917 excludes “natives” of a certain part of 
the Orient, which is sometimes spoken of as the “ barred zone.” 

As to the penalty contained in section 7, the above remarks 
concerning the penalty found in section 3 would seem to be 
applicable. The main question, however, relates to the require- 
ment itself. Even though this requirement may not violate the 
express provisions of any treaties, foreign countries would doubt- 
less be justified in protesting upon the ground that its practical 
effect would be to make it impossible, or at least very difficult, for 
their vessels to continue to come to American ports and that it 
would involve an unreasonable interference in business in which 
their nationals have large investments. Therefore, it might be 

as violative of international comity. 

Section 5, which relates to the treatment of disabled and 
diseased seamen, does not seem to require special comment. 

Section 6: As this section is quite important, it will be quoted 
in full. It reads as follows: 

“All vessels entering ports of the United States manned with 
crews the majority of which, exclusive of licensed officers, have 
been engaged and taken on at foreign ports shall, when depart- 
ing from the United States ports, carry a crew of at least equal 
number, and any such vessel which fails to comply with this 
requirement shall be refused clearance: Provided, , That 
such vessel shall not be required when departing to carry in the 
crew any person to fill the place made vacant by the death or 
hospitalization of any member of the incoming crew.” 

The proviso in this section was evidently added because of the 
suggestion contained in the department's letter of April 24, 1924 


(pp. 8-4). However, it meets only a part of the objection, which 
relates to sailors deserting as well as to those dying or 
ill immediately before the time for the sailing of a vessel. The 


proviso covers cases of death or hospitalization, but does not cover 
cases of desertion. As pointed out in the letter mentioned, if 
vessels were required to fill the places of seamen deserting imme- 
diately or very shortly before the schedule time for sailing, it 
seems likely that in many cases the sailings would be delayed, 
thereby causing great losses to the owners and shippers. 

The extent to which enforcement of section 6 would injure for- 
eign vessels would, of course, vary in different cases, but it seems 
quite likely that vessels of some lines find it necessary to have 
more seamen when coming to ports of the United States than are 
needed on voyages from ports of this country, whereas the con- 
verse may be true of vessels of other lines. Also, it seems quite 
likely that the needs of seamen may vary in different seasons of 
the year. However, it is safe to assume that many vessels would, 
by the enforcement of this proposed provision, be required either 
to leave this country overmanned or come to this country un- 
dermanned. The extent to which the foreign countries would 
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be warranted in protesting against the application of section 6 
would depend, of course, upon the extent to which it would place 
a burden upon their vessels. Several foreign missions have al- 
ready called attention to the fact that application of this pro- 
vision would place a very heavy burden upon their ships entering 
ports of the United States. The Italian Embassy contends that 
this provision would be in violation of the express provision of 
Article X of the treaty of commerce and navigation of 1871 be- 
tween the United States and Italy. Whether or not this would 
be the case, it is believed that the provision mentioned would 
seriously interfere with the “reciprocal liberty of commerce and 
navigation,” which it was the avowed intention of the treaty in 
question to promote. The British Embassy in its memorandum 
of January 4, says that the provisions of section 6 “are likely to 
lead to much inconvenience and in many cases to long delay, 
involving the alteration of sailing schedules and serious loss to 
business.” 

Src. 7. This section has been discussed above in connection 
with section 4. 

The British Embassy, in its memorandum of January 4, men- 
tioned above, after observing that the bill provides for interfer- 
ence with the composition of the crews of foreign vessels while 
in the United States, adds the following statement concerning the 
objectionable character of the bill as a whole: 

“It is the general international understanding that when private 
ships of a foreign state are in port the territorial authorities 
should refrain from interference with the interior economy of the 
vessel. The composition of the crew is a matter which affects the 
interior economy of a vessel, and the proposed clauses, if enacted, 
would therefore conflict with a well-established, well-recognized, 
and useful international practice.” 

In addition to the communications from the Italian and British 
Embassies and the Netherland Legation, mentioned above, the 
department has received communications from the French and 
German Embassies and the Norwegian Legation. 

For the reasons mentioned, it is believed that the adoption of 
Senate bill 717 vould not be desirable, 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


Frank B. KELLOGG. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, in connection with the 
letter from the Secretary of State, there is a very interesting 
statement of the chief of the visa section of the Department 
of State in the hearings on a bill exactly similar to the one 
now before us on February 23, 1927. This is the statement 
of Coert du Bois, chief of the visa section of the Department 
of State. 

That was the then title of the bill which is now S. 202. 


The CHARMAN, Have you examined S. 3574— 
That was the then title of the bill which is now S. 202— 


which is an act to provide for the deportation of certain alien 
seamen? 

Mr. pu Bots. Yes, sir. 

The CHAmMAN. Are you prepared to make a statement con- 
cerning it to the committee? 

Mr. bu Bors. Yes, sir. 

The CHARMAN. We would be glad to have you do so at this 
time. 

Mr. pu Bois. The British, French, and German Embassies have 
already addressed inquiries to the State Department in regard to 
this measure. It is known that the Governments of Italy, Den- 
mark, Norway, and the Netherlands are also following it closely. 
So far, the inquiries have taken the shape of a request for infor- 
mation as to the exact intent of the measure and what the precise 
effects of its enforcement will be. 


Mr. President, may I say that it seems to me it is very 
unfortunate that the Senate, in passing this measure, did 
not know the attitude of the State Department or the Labor 
Department; and it is perhaps unfortunate that the debate 
now taking place at the luncheon hour does not include any 
more Senators than the Senator from Alabama [Mr. BLACK] 
referred to yesterday when he succeeded in getting a small 
handful to listen to what he had to say on Muscle Shoals, 
because the matter is one of really great importance. 

To continue with what Mr. du Bois said: 


All of the maritime governments seem to see in it something 
beyond and behind the enforcement of the restrictive immigration 
policy of the United States. They sense an attack on the existing 
operating methods of their merchant marines. 

From the viewpoint of our foreign relations, the worst feature 
is the apparent departure from the time-honored practice of 
considering a foreign ship in our ports as a bit of the territory of 
its flag. Under existing international practice, any undesirable 
alien arriving in a foreign port is detained aboard the ship and 
leaves with the ship if the government of the country considers 
he can not be landed under its laws. This bill violates interna- 
tional comity in that it proposes to enforce a domestic law by 
taking seamen off foreign ships in our ports—presumably by force 
if necessary—and sending them home on another ship. There 
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is no doubt that this would lead to complications no matter 
how carefully and discreetly the provision were enforced. 

The bill is not on its face discriminatory against any country, 
but since certain practices have grown up in the merchant marines 
of various countries, its effect can not fail to be discriminatory. 
Take the British tramp trader, for example, which may touch its 
home port once in four years. Those which trade in the Indian 
Ocean or the Orient habitually carry Lascars or orientals in their 
crews. In the course of their voyaging they may get a cargo, jute, 
for example, for the United States. The master’s alternative is 
to ship a new crew of white sailors, charging the difference in cost 
on the freight, or to refuse to accept a cargo for an American 
port. Multiply this instance by several hundred each year and 
the accumulated effect on our relations with other maritime na- 
tions is obvious, 

Under the bill a Japanese ship may bring Japanese crews to 
American ports without the provisions of the bill being invoked 
against it. But a British ship from Hong Kong, a French ship 
from Saigon, or a Dutch ship from Batavia may not enter a Pacific 
coast port with Chinese in the crew without losing these sailors 
on arrival and paying the cost of their passage back to China or 
the port of shipment. It is going to be difficult to convince the 
British, French, or the Netherlands Governments that such a wide 
3 in practical effect is not discrimination in favor of the 

apanese, 


Mr. President, I can not believe that the Senate of the 
United States willingly will pass a bill which would do what 
it has just been pointed out this bill does. May I repeat, 
it permits a Japanese ship to bring a Japanese crew into an 
American port, from which the Japanese might desert just 
as they might desert from any other ship; but it does not 
permit a British ship to come from Japan with Japanese in 
the crew, or with Chinese, or a French ship to come from 
Saigon, or a Dutch ship from Batavia; and, of course, it 
does not permit an American ship to use oriental sailors. In 
other words, it discriminates in favor of Japan on the North 
Pacific route and on any route entering our Pacific coast 
ports. 


To resume what Mr. du Bois, chief of the visa section of 
the Department of State, says: 


It is not clear whether section 7 permits a British ship to enter 
an American port with Lascar sailors and a French ship with Ana- 
mite crews from French Indo-China, or a Dutch ship with Java- 
nese stewards. The Federated Malay States and French Indo- 
China and Java have no merchant marines of their own separate 
from that of the mother countries—England, France, and the 
Netherlands. But if it does mean that, Germany and the other 
maritime countries of Europe, who have no oriental colonies, will 
undoubtedly charge discrimination. 

It may be taken for granted, I think, that the dislocation of 
existing operating practice among the various merchant marines 
of the world that would follow, say, a year’s close enforcement 
of this measure, should it become a law, would result in retalia- 
tion by the maritime nations against American shipping. 

What form this retaliatory action might take it is difficult to 
say. It might take the form of denial of landing privileges to 
American seamen in foreign ports or of discrimination in fueling 
privileges to American ships or of discriminatory freight rates on 
cargoes to American ports. In any event, with this law on the 
statute books, it would be difficult for the State Department to 
meet any rataliatory action that might be devised by foreign 
governments. 


In other words, as I said before, this bill, with its very 
admirable intention merely to prevent undesirable aliens 
from entering our ports, is going seriously to interfere with 
the progress of the merchant marine of the United States, 
and it is going to bring us into very serious difficulties with 
foreign countries, and probably will lead to retaliation on 
their part. 

To resume what Mr. du Bois says: 

The principal treaty provision which might be affected is that 
found in most of our treaties of commerce and navigation to the 
effect that between the territories of the high contracting parties 
there shall be freedom of commerce and navigation and the na- 
tionals of each shall have “ liberty freely to come with their ves- 
sels and cargoes to all places, ports, and waters of every kind 
within the territorial limits of the other which are or may be 
open to foreign commerce and navigation.” 

In other words, it is directly contrary to the spirit of the 
treaties which we have made with these countries; and I am 
surprised to find Senators who themselves are anxious to 
promote world peace, who are anxious not to increase the 
national defense, who are anxious not to get us into trouble 
with foreign countries, promoting a measure that will, as 
surely as we are meeting here to-day, promote unfriendly 
feelings, retaliation, and lead to international difficulties. 


1931 


Following the statement of Mr. du Bois, Mr. Bacon said: 


According to what you have said, a British ship could not recruit 
a white crew in India. 

Mr. pv Bors. That is right. 

Mr. Bacon. Therefore the ship would have to refuse the cargo 
for the United States? 

Mr. pu Bors. It might recruit a crew at an intermediate port. 

Mr. Bacon. It might; yes. 

Mr. pv Bors. But it is obvious that the cost of bringing that 
cargo of jute to the United States would be very much greater and 
that. additional cost would be added to the price of the material 
here. 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CAPPER. I should like to submit a few remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the Senator from Kansas for the purpose 
of making a speech? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will I lose the floor, Mr. President? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas is 


recognized. 

Mr. CAPPER. I shall be glad to yield to the Senator from 
Connecticut as soon as I am through. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Very well. 


THE CAPPER-KELLY FAIR TRADE BILL 


Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, for a number of years na- 
tion-wide protest has been registered against the cutthroat 
competitive practice of certain great merchandising corpora- 
tions in advertising standard, trade-marked products at 
ruinous prices in order to delude the buying public into the 
belief that all goods are sold at the same bargain rates. 

The rapid growth of this cutthroat monopolistic practice 
dates from a decision of the Supreme Court in 1911 in what 
is known as the Miles case, which declared resale-price con- 
tracts invalid. Mr. Justice Holmes, in his dissenting opinion, 
said: 

I can not believe that in the long run the public will profit by 
this course, permitting knaves to cut reasonable prices for mere 
ulterior purposes of their own, and thus to impair, if not destroy, 
the production and the sale of articles which it is assumed to be 
desirable the people should be able to get. 

In 1914, Mr. Justice Brandeis, then a member of the 
Boston bar, made a statement before the House Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce Committee, in which he character- 
ized the Supreme Court’s decision in the Miles case as “ in- 
advertent and unmindful of the economic facts.” In his 
statement to the committee Mr. Brandeis not only testified 
that he appeared solely in the public interest, but propheti- 
cally predicted the dire results which have followed. 

The only remedy for present cutthroat conditions, which 
injure everybody except the predatory price cutters them- 
selves, has seemed to be in the restoration of a permissive 
right to independent producers and their distributors to 
legally agree as to the standard price at which identified 
goods may be sold. 

The measure, widely known as the Capper-Kelly fair trade 
bill, and pending in Congress for some years, contains such 
a remedial provision. In the form in which I introduced it 
in the Senate (S. 240) it embodies the best thought of the 
country in relation to this problem. 

The Kelly bill (H. R. 11), after full consideration by the 
House Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, was 
reported to the House with a splendid report urging its 
enactment. The Rules Committee of the House adopted a 
rule making it a special order, and it was considered and 
passed in the House of Representatives on January 29 last. 

Certain amendments were adopted which should be modi- 
field if the measure is to have its full force and effect. 
However, with the amendments and just as it came from 
the House, this bill is inspiring declaration that the volun- 
tary agreement between independent makers of identified 
goods and their independent distributors is not a violation 
of antitrust laws, is not against public policy, and should be 
adjudged legal in the courts of the land. 

The Senate Committee on Interstate Commerce, to which 
the House measure was referred, decided that the short time 
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remaining before the end of this session prevents hearings 
and action. I regretted that decision, for the urgency of the 
present situation might well excuse every possible expedition 
in the passage of this necessary legislation. 

However, we are assured that this problem and the pro- 
posed remedy for intolerable conditions will be taken up 
and acted upon at the next session. I intend to urge that 
such a course be promptly followed. There is an obligation 
upon the Senate to make its decision on this question, 

In the hearing before the House committee Associate 
Justice Brandeis, whom I have just quoted, declared that 
knowledge of the facts involved in this problem would lead 
every thinking American to support it. He urged education 
of Congress and the public, so that the knowledge of the 
truth might free us from the menace of monopoly which 
comes from cutthroat competition in merchandising. 

That has been the program followed by the advocates of 
the Capper-Kelly fair trade bill, and it will be continued. 
I believe it is the duty of every Member of this body to make 
a serious study of the principle embodied in this bill and 
be prepared to act in the public interest. This evil of preda- 
tory price cutting on identified goods for purpose of fraud 
and monopolization must be ended. The question must be 
settled and settled right. 

Mr. President, this cutthroat competition is changing our 
entire business and social system under our eyes. Its results 
can be seen in every community in the United States. 

The action of the lower House has sent the first thrill 
of encouragement through the ranks of the surviving 
1,000,000 independent retail merchants of this country—the 
first thrill of confidence that they have felt in years—that 
at. last there are signs that the Congress of this country is 
showing some interest in and understanding of the unequal 
and unfair contest which has been rapidly rendering the 
American people dependent upon a small number of distrib- ` 
uting outlets for their supplies of food, clothing, dry goods, 
medicines, and other necessities of life. 

As one with a keen appreciation of the welfare of agri- 
culture as an essential to the economic health of this coun- 
try, I can not overlook the key position of the multitude of 
retail merchants as a factor not only in the welfare of the 
farmer but also of the manufacturer and the workingman 
who finds employment when the retailer is active and confi- 
dent of fair competitive conditions which justify him in 
ordering to replenish his stocks. 

Retail stocks to-day are at the lowest point that they 
have ever been relative to the needs of the consuming public. 
Out of the losses suffered in the depression of 1921, when 
values fell so precipitately on their heavy frozen inventories, 
merchants learned the importance to them of hand-to- 
mouth buying. 

The bulk of all the goods produced by all the labor in all 
the factories finds it way to users across the counters of 
the retailers. Much of the activity of the railways is in 
carrying merchandise ordered from factories by stores. 
When merchants lose confidence and stop buying everything 
slows down. 

In the decade since 1921 they have seen the alarming 
concentration of retail trade in the hands of chain stores. 
For those of us whose eyes have been fixed on other ques- 
tions let me cite that one grocery chain—A. & P.—which 
had less than 1,000 stores in 1914, and 4,500 in 1920, has 
to-day nearly 20,000 stores and does a business of over 
$1,000,000,000 per year. Yet even this instance is not repre- 
sentative of what has been going on. We must remember 
that the really big business of this country is the aggregate 
of the multitude of little businesses, and we should take 
heed that over one-third of this vast volume is already in 
the hands of less than 10,000 companies and that a large 
proportion of this is done by a few score of giants. 

Mr. President, these gigantic middlemen have already ac- 
quired tremendous power over both the factories and the 
consumers. New York and Philadelphia, for example, now 
depend upon a few chain systems for 75 per cent of their 
groceries and woe to any food manufacturer who seeks 
those markets without meeting their terms, to say nothing 
of consumers who might be glad to eat some of the products 
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whose margins of profit do not correspond to the greed of 
the chain managements. 

Nevertheless, over 60 per cent of the country’s retailing is 
still in the hands of independent merchants, and those who 
cherish the principle of equal opportunity upon which our 
country was founded, and who recall with gratification the 
course of its growth, plead for a fair chance for these men 
to continue. 

As I shall bring out in a moment, there is a reason why 
the merchants’ stocks are to-day at the lowest point in their 
history and why they hesitate to replenish them. The re- 
tailer is ordering only for his most urgent demands. He will 
not risk his capital by investing in merchandise under exist- 
ing conditions. 

Mr. President, if you would start the factory wheels turn- 
ing, I can think of nothing more potent at this very juncture 
than to adopt a measure that will restore confidence among 
the million retailers who still control 60 per cent of the 
country’s business. Once let them believe again that it is 
our national policy to assure them a fair and equal position 
in the competitive struggle and orders will roll in to the 
wholesalers and factories in such volume that employment 
will take a jump, buying power will be restored to workers, 
and we will be off the dead center which is retarding pros- 
perity. This is the psychological moment and the mer- 
chants are the key men to the situation. 

Now I come to the central point that I wish to make. 
There are those who regard the Capper-Kelly fair trade bill 
as a revolutionary measure, something which will overturn 
the established policy of the country in an important par- 
ticular. 

Exactly the reverse is the truth. The policy under which 
our 1,250,000 retailers came into being was reversed by the 
judicial decision of the Supreme Court in 1911 in the Miles 
case. The way was opened by that decision to the species 
of competition which is itself bringing about an unwhole- 
some revolution in the business conditions of the country, 
and has already put one out of every five independent deal- 
ers out of business. 

I have shown you briefly the extent of the concentration 
of merchandising in recent years and the accelerating pace 
at which it is proceeding. Unless something is done we will 
very soon have reached a state of monopoly which will be 
intolerable and will constitute the greatest encouragement 
to socialistic treatment. Producers and consumers can not 
be expected to remain tolerant under the control of monop- 
olistic middlemen. a 

Mr. President, the fair trade bill will deprive the wealthy 
retail organizations of the use of well-known articles of 
merchandise as cut-price leaders to spread the impression 
that they undersell on everything in their stores. Their 
practice is to pick out a few standard brands and slaughter 
the price. This constitutes only a small percentage of their 
total sales but it serves to draw the crowds and discredit 
the smaller dealers who can not afford to take such losses. 
It is a deceptive practice, with more than compensating 
profit on bulk goods, as investigation shows, but it is terri- 
bly effective for its purpose. The Miles decision opened the 
way for this wide-spread practice. Prior to that a contract 
between a producer and his distributors had been upheld 
in nearly all the United States district courts. The pro- 
ducer could name the price at which his goods could be sold. 
Naturally, to secure the largest market, he kept the price as 
low as he could consistently with a living profit for his 
distributors. But he could prevent predatory price cutting 
for ulterior purposes on the part of certain of his dis- 
tributors who, for their own ends, might be tempted to 
capitalize upon the reputation and popularity which his 
goods had earned. 

This protection of the legitimate producer and the whole- 
sale and retail merchant was swept away by the Miles de- 
cision, and ever since we have been reaping the result in a 
constantly increasing concentration of distribution which, 
in the long view, is in the interest of none but the predatory 
elements. 

Mr. President, the merits of any policy must be judged by 
its fruits. I have shown you the effects of our present 
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course. I am aware that there are arguments advanced in 
opposition to the position I have here set forth. Most of 
them are mere quibbles. I will not on this occasion tres- 
pass upon the time of the Senate even to respond to the 
few arguments worthy of reply. 

There is nothing of coddling of inefficient small men in 
the Capper-Kelly fair trade bill. It merely takes away an 
artificial advantage from the big fellows and requires them 
to survive on their merits. It removes a deception which 
misleads the public to its own disadvantage and works a 
cruel hardship upon multitudes of trustworthy independent 
business men who constitute the Main Street of most of 
America and upon producers whose goods have achieved 
popular demand. If the chains can not prosper without 
resort to the misuse of such products, they do not deserve 
to prosper. 

It should be borne in mind that no producer is forced to 
adopt the relief offered by this bill. It is purely optional. 
As a matter of fact the most eloquent testimony to the real 
value of the bill is to be found in the fact that its support 
comes altogether from those who are in severe competition. 
The great combinations who are above and beyond compe- 
tition take no interest one way or the other. Its support 
comes from the moderate-sized producers whose goods are 
well known and in demand but in hard competition, and 
from the tens of thousands—yes, hundreds of thousands— 
of independent merchants whose existence is threatened by 
present predatory practices. 

Mr. President, the bill is in the interest of all wholesome 
interests. The only real opposition comes from the big re- 
tailers. If, therefore, you would give the manhood of Ameri- 
can retailing—their employees and families—substantial en- 
couragement, if you would reestablish confidence in the 
ranks of those who are in the most advantageous position 
to start their orders rolling into the mills and factories, if 
you would retain self-reliant, independent owners to conduct 
our retailing in place of absentee-controlled subordinates, 
and if you would protect the consuming public against 
present deception and extortion, I urge your support of the 
Capper-Kelly fair trade bill. It will mean genuine and per- 
manent help toward prosperity—not for the few but for all. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to have printed 
at the conclusion of my remarks the text of the bill (S. 240) 
to protect trade-mark owners, distributors, and the public 
against injurious and uneconomic practices in the distribu- 
tion of articles of standard quality under a distinguishing 
trade-mark, brand, or name. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so or- 
dered. 

The bill introduced by Mr. Capper April 18, 1929, is as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That no contract relating to the sale or resale 
of a commodity which bears (or the label or container of which 
bears) the trade-mark, brand, or name of the producer or owner 
of such commodity, and which is in fair and open competition 
with commodities of the same general class produced by others, 
shall be deemed to be unlawful, as against the public policy of the 
United States or in restraint of interstate or foreign commerce or 
in violation of any statute of the United States, by reason of any 
agreement contained in such contract— 

(1) That the vendee will not resell such commodity except at 
the price stipulated by the vendor; and/or 

(2) That the vendee will require any dealer to whom he may 
resell such commodity to agree that he will not in turn resell 
except at the price stipulated by such vendor or by such vendee. 

Sec, 2. Any such agreement in a contract in respect of inter- 
state or foreign commerce in any such commodity shall be deemed 
to contain the implied condition that such commodity may be 
resold without reference to such agreement 

(1) In closing out the owner’s stock for the purpose of dis- 
continuing dealing in such commodity; 

(2) With prominent notice to the public that such commodity 
is damaged or deteriorated in quality, if such is the case; or 

(3) By a receiver, trustee, or other officer acting under the orders 
of any court, 

Sec. 3. Nothing contained in this act shall be construed as 
legalizing any contract or agreement between producers or be- 
tween wholesalers or between retailers as to sale or resale prices. 

Sec. 4. No suit arising out of any such agreement shall be 
brought in any court of the United States in any other judicial 
district than that in which the defendant is an inhabitant, or in 
which he has a regular and established place of business. If 
such suit is brought in a district in which the defendant has a 
regular and established place of business, service of process, sum- 
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mons, or subpena may be made by service upon the agent or 
agents engaged in conducting such business in the district in 
which suit is brought. 

Sec. 5. As used in this act— 

(1) The term “ producer” means grower, packer, maker, manu- 
facturer, or publisher. 

(2) The term “ commodity” means any subject of commerce. 

(8) The term “interstate or foreign commerce means com- 
merce between any State, Territory, or possession, or the District 
of Columbia, and any place outside thereof; or between points 
within the same State, Territory, or possession, or the District of 
Columbia, but through any place outside thereof; or within any 
Territory or possession or the District of Columbia. 

Src. 6. If any provision of this act is declared unconstitutional 
or the applicability thereof to any person or circumstance is held 
invalid, the validity of the remainder of the act and the applica- 
bility of such provision to other persons or circumstances shall 
not be affected thereby. 

Src. 7. This act may be cited as the “fair trade act.” 


DEPORTATION OF CERTAIN ALIEN SEAMEN 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the motion of 
Mr. Goutp to reconsider the vote by which the bill (S. 202) 
to provide for the deportation of certain alien seamen, and 
for other purposes, was passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, Senate bill 202 was re- 
ported by the Senate on April 8, 1930, and was passed by 
the Senate, as I have stated, without a vote, and without 
Senators fully understanding the bill. I had been objecting 
to it for some years. I had left the Senate Chamber for a 
few moments, and had asked another Senator to object to 
the bill if it should come up. That Senator did not hear 
it when it was reported, did not enter his objection in time, 
and the bill was passed. 

The bill was not reported unanimously from the commit- 
tee. The chairman of the committee was opposed to it. 
As soon as I returned to the floor, a few moments after the 
bill was passed, I asked that the vote might be reconsid- 
ered, but, contrary to the almost universal custom, the re- 
quest was not granted, and my only recourse was to ask 
the chairman of the committee to enter a motion for recon- 
sideration, which he did, and that motion is now pending. 

The merchant marine of the United States has suffered 
greatly from the effect of unwise laws and, contemplating 
some of them, we must realize that lawmakers, often un- 
familiar with the merchant marine as an industry, had to 
depend upon those on whom they thought they could rely 
for information to enable them to prepare some of those 
laws that, in practice, have been disastrous to our merchant 
marine. Shipping men as a rule know but little of politics 
or the methods necessary with which to pass laws in Con- 
gress and are generally rather helpless when they come in 
contact with the warring political elements that are com- 
mon in the National Capital. This very helplessness has 
given an opportunity to those who for selfish reasons have 
successfully influenced Congress to pass laws greatly to the 
competitive disadvantage of our merchant marine. 

Senate bill 202 appears to be one of those bills that, if it 
became law, would make more difficult the present foreign 
competition, disturb international relations, and fail utterly 
in the accomplishment of what its maker intended. This 
bill is not a new venture in Congress and has been consid- 
ered many times, and so far has been unsuccessful in its 
passage. The merits of this proposed legislation have re- 
ceived the attention of the shipowners and ship operators 
of the country and practically received the unanimous dis- 
approval of them; yet we find the bill coming up with the 
same timeworn arguments advanced by those who do not 
own ships and only represent a very small minority of cer- 
tain seamen’s organizations who themselves are unfamiliar 
with the intent of this proposed legislation. 

No one questions the good faith or intent of the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Kine] or the Immigration Committee as to 
their desire to protect the country against undesirable im- 
migrants. I believe also that they desire to develop a mer- 
chant marine and to aid in the development of our foreign 
trade and to strengthen our Navy in times of national emer- 
gency. These motives commend themselves to the ship 
owning and operating industry, which are in entire accord 
with them, but Senate bill 202 fails utterly to present the 
means of carrying these national ambitions into effect. 
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Mr. President, I am about to explain the bill in full, and 
I would like to have a few Senators present to hear the 
explanation. Therefore I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 


B Glass McKellar Smith 

Black Glenn McNary Smoot 
Blaine ff Metcalf Steiwer 
Borah Goldsborough Morrison Stephens 
Bratton Gould Morrow Swanson 
Brock Hale Moses Thomas, Idaho 
Brookhart Harris Norbeck Thomas, Okla. 
Broussard Harrison Norris Townsend 
Bulkley Hastings Nye Trammell 
Capper Hatfield Oddie Tydings 
Caraway Hawes Partridge Vandenberg 
Carey Hayden Patterson Wagner 
Couzens Hebert Phipps Walcott 
Cutting Heflin Pine Walsh, Mass. 
Dale Howell Pittman Walsh, Mont. 
Davis Johnson Ransdell Waterman 
Dill Jones Reed Watson 
Fess Kean Robinson, Ark. Wheeler 
Fletcher Kendrick Robinson, Ind Williamson 
Frazier King Sheppard 

George La Follette Shipstead 

Gillett McGill Shortridge 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-five Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, will the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield? 

Mr. BINGHAM. For what purpose? 

Mr. JONES. I want to ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the conference report on the 
legislative appropriation bill. I do not think there will be 
any controversy about it. It is a complete report. I hope, 
the Senator from Connecticut can yield without losing the 
floor. I do not want to take him from the floor. If I can 
get unanimous consent to call up the conference report, I 
should like to do so. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I am willing to yield, provided I do not 
lose the floor. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. KING. If the Senator from Connecticut should yield 
to the Senator from Washington to present the conference 
report or if he should decline to yield and the Senator from 
Washington should insist as a privileged matter upon pre- 
senting the conference report, would that displace the busi- 
ness now before the Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington 
can not take the Senator from Connecticut from the floor 
without his consent. If the Senator from Connecticut yields 
to enable the Senator from Washington to take up the con- 
ference report, it does not displace the business now before 
the Senate. 

Mr. JONES. I would not desire to do that at all. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, may I say that Iam about 
half through the remarks I desire to make on the pending 
matter. I am supposed to be at the present moment in con- 
ference with the conferees on the War Department appro- 
priation bill. However, I am perfectly willing to go ahead 
with my remarks. Unfortunately I am in the position that 
if I yield the floor I may be held to have spoken twice on 
the matter and therefore would be unable to finish my 
remarks. I ask the Chair, in the nature of a parliamentary 
inquiry, whether if I yield to the Senator from Washington 
for his request I then am in the position of yielding the 
floor and unable to resume it at a later period? 

Mr. JONES. I would not desire to have the Senator 
placed in that position. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would hold that the 
Senator from Connecticut would again be entitled to the 
floor if he yields for that purpose. - 

Mr. BINGHAM. Very well; I yield for that purpose. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT 
Mr. JONES submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
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bill (H. R. 16654) making appropriations for the legislative 
branch of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1932, and for other purposes, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 
3, 6, 7, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 4, 9, and 10, and 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 5: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert $352,555 "; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 8: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 8, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $216,963 ”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
15, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by such amendment insert 
the following: “ disposition of waste; and the appropriation 
under this head for the fiscal year 1931 shall be available 
during the remainder of such fiscal year for disposition of 
waste; and the Senate agree to the same. 

W. L. Jones, 

REED Smoot, 

FREDERICK HALE, 

E. S. BROUSSARD, 

CARL HAYDEN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

FRANK MURPHY, 

Gro. A. WELSH, 

Wm. P. HOLADAY, 

JOHN N. SANDLIN, 

CLARENCE CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REPORT 
Mr. McNARY submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 15256) making appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend tọ their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 
1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 
23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 
42, 43, 44, 46, 47, 48, 49, 53, 55, 56, 57, 58, 60, 61, 62, 66, 69, 
70, 71, 72, 73, 77, 78, 79, 81, 86, 88, 89, 90, 92, 93, 94, 100, 101, 
103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 113, 114, 115, 117, 
118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, and 128. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 40, 63, 64, 75, 76, 83, 
84, 87, 91, 96, 97, 98, and 112, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
14, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $2,585,200”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$1,709,340”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
17, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
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In lieu of the sum proposed insert $4,497,720”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 41: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
41, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $223,572”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
45, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$58,120”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 50, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $56,260”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 51: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
51, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $345,740 ”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 52: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
52, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert “ $80,- 
000”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
54, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$1,420,360”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 59: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
59, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $5,826,126”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 65: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
65, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: $130,000, of which not to exceed $10,000 may be 
expended for range utilization research in cooperation with 
the United States Range Livestock Experiment Station at 
Miles City, Mont.”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 67: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
67, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert 813,084,620“; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 68: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
68, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $16,954,620"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 74: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
74, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $72,306 ”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
80, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert $1,947,201"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 82: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 82, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $188,035 ”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 85: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
85, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $2,863,740”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 
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Amendment numbered 95: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 95, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Restore the sum stricken out by said amendment, and on 
page 68 of the bill, in line 17, strike out $395,880 “ and in- 
sert in lieu thereof $383,380"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 99: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 99, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert $5,731,336 ”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 102: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
102, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert $7,241,136”; and the 
‘Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 116: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
116, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $3,747,930”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 129: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
129, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: “ $330,000’; and on page 87 of the bill, in line 2, 
strike out “$15,610” and insert in lieu thereof “ $20,610 ”; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference have not agreed on amend- 
ments numbered 130 and 131. 

Cuas, L. McNary, 
W. L. JONES, 
Wm. J. HARRIS, 
JoHN B. KENDRICK, 
E. D. SMITH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


L. J. DICKINSON, 

Rost. G. SIMMONS, 

Joun W. SUMMERS, 

J. P. BUCHANAN, 

JoHN N. SANDLIN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
DEPORTATION OF CERTAIN ALIEN SEAMEN 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the motion of 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Govutp] to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill (S. 202) to provide for the deporta- 
tion of certain alien seamen, and for other purposes, was 
passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BrncHam] has the floor. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, the bill, S. 202, about 
which we have been talking this morning, concerning which 
a motion to reconsider the motion by which the Senate 
passed the bill is now pending, is a bill about which many 
Members of the Senate are uninformed. The title of the 
bill would seem to indicate that it is a very harmless meas- 
ure, “to provide for the deportation of certain alien sea- 
men, and for other purposes.” Actually, Mr. President, the 
bill would do several things which its authors, I am con- 
vinced, did not intend. 

In the first place the bill would make it impossible for a 
British steamer coming from Shanghai, with a Chinese 
crew, to take cargo for San Francisco and, coming into 
San Francisco, to leave with the crew with which it came 
in, because British steamers coming across the Pacific 
Ocean have largely Chinese crews, Chinese stewards, and 
Chinese for the handling of the cargo, and those Chinese, 
under the terms of the bill, would all be taken off the 
British ship at San Francisco Harbor and put in jail until 
they could be deported in another ship, and that would 
bring on trouble with Great Britain. A Japanese ship com- 
ing across the north Pacific manned entirely by orientals 
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could come into San Francisco Harbor and go out again 
with her entire crew of orientals. An American ship, such 
as one of the Dollar Line, which goes around the world, or 
one of the Matson Line, which goes to New Zealand and 
Australia, or one of the Dollar Line ships going to the Far 
East and back again, and employing at the present time, 
in order to meet competition, Chinese stewards, could not 
come into San-Francisco Harbor without losing all its 
stewards. Furthermore; a British tramp steamer which 
had been away from home for four years and had put into 
India with a cargo and had there been offered a cargo of 
jute for the United States would not be able to accept that 
cargo without shipping an entire crew of white men, which 
it would be impossible to get in India; in other words, such 
a ship could not accept that cargo of jute for the United 
States. Do you suppose, Mr. President, the British Govern- 
ment is going tamely to submit to any such discrimination 
as that? 

This bill is highly discriminatory. It says to the Japanese, 
“You may come across the Pacific with a ship manned by 
Japanese and come into San Francisco Harbor or Seattle 
Harbor or Los Angeles Harbor, as the case may be, and go 
out again.” Many among those Japanese crews might de- 
sert. This bill is to prevent the possibility of Asiatics desert- 
ing or of Lascars deserting in our ports. But the bill says to 
Holland, “ You can not send a ship from Batavia to the 
Pacific coast manned by Asiatics ”; it says to France, “ You 
can not send a ship from French Indo-China to the Pacific 
coast manned by Asiatics; you can only send one manned by 
Frenchmen.” In other words, we discriminate against cer- 
tain European nations, Germany can not even send a ship 
across the Pacific Ocean manned to any extent by any 
orientals because Germany has no Asiatic colonies at the 
present time. 

The State Department has pointed out, in a letter which 
I had read this morning, signed by former Secretary Kel- 
logg, that the bill if enacted is sure to get us into trouble 
with foreign nations. The representative of the State De- 
partment, appearing before the House committee when the 
bill was there considered, said in answer to questions that 
there had been inquiries from several foreign countries in 
regard to the likelihood of the passage of the bill, pointing 
out that it was highly discriminatory, and stating that it 
would undoubtedly lead to retaliation on their part. Yet 
we are asked to pass this bill without fully understanding 
that it will get us into trouble with foreign nations because 
it is discriminatory, favorable to some and disadvantageous 
to others. 

In a letter which I had read this morning from the Labor 
Department, signed by the Assistant Secretary of Labor, 
there is indicated the extreme difficulty of administering the 
bill and the great expense of doing so. The Assistant Secre- 
tary pointed out the fact that if a British ship comes into 
New York with a Chinese steward on board he must be 
taken off that ship, furnished a guard across the continent, 
his expenses paid for the journey of 3,000 miles, put on a 
ship, and sent the shortest way back to China. 

The bill, Mr. President, is one which has so many impli- 
cations and complications in it that it is difficult for us to 
grasp it all in the few moments in which we are permitted 
to consider it. 

Section 2 of the bill provides that— 

Every alien employed on board of any vessel arriving in the 
United States from any place outside thereof— 

“ Every alien employed on board of any vessel arriving in 
the United States from any place outside thereof ”— 
shall be examined by an immigration inspector to determine 
whether or not he is a bona fide seaman. 

Mr. President, that is contrary to the practice of centuries. 
Foreign ships and their crews coming into the ports of other 
countries have been treated with courtesy and such ships 
have been regarded, more or less, as a part of the foreign ter- 
ritory of the country under whose flag the ship is sailing, and 
no effort has been made to go aboard such ship and inquire 
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into the bona fides or the mala fides of any member of the 
crew. In a way, Mr. President, it is the same kind of act com- 
mitted against the United States by Great Britain which led 
to the War of 1812. Great Britain, then a powerful nation, 
one of the most powerful in the world, took advantage of the 
fact that the United States was a weak nation to board our 
ships on the high seas and investigate the crews and see 
whether or not any members of the crews might be considered 
to be British, and if so, if they looked as though they might 
be British, they were removed from the American ship and 
taken aboard the British ship which had held them up. Asa 
result we had the War of 1812. 
Mx. NYE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me for 
the purpose of submitting a report? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield. 


WATERS OF HOT SPRINGS NATIONAL PARK, ARK. 


Mr. NYE. From the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys I report back favorably with an amendment to the 
title the bill (S. 6171) to regulate the prescribing and use 
of waters from the Hot Springs Reservation at Hot Springs, 
Ark., and for other purposes, and I submit a report (No. 
1656) thereon. . 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Connecticut yield to me? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connect- 
icut yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield. 

. Mr. CARAWAY. I ask unanimous consent for the imme- 
diate consideration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Would the consideration of the bill displace the pending 
measure? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would not. Is there objec- 
tion? 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, which was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 369, title 16, United States Code, 
being a provision of the sundry civil appropriation act approved 
June 5, 1920 (41 Stat. 874, 918), is hereby amended so as to read 
as follows: 

“The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to assess 
and collect from physicians who desire to prescribe the hot waters 
from the Hot Springs National Park reasonable fees for examina- 
tion and registration; and he is also authorized to assess and col- 
lect from bath attendants and masseurs operating in bathhouses 
receiving hot water from the park reasonable annual charges to 
cover the cost of physical examinations.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

In accordance with the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee, the title was amended so as to read: “A bill to regu- 
late the prescribing and use of waters from the Hot Springs 
National Park at Hot Springs, Ark., and for other purposes.” 

CALL OF THE ROLL 


Mr. HEFLIN. Will the Senator yield to me to suggest the 
absence of a quorum? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the Senator from Alabama for 
that purpose. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 
Senators answered to their names: 

Cutting 


Ashurst Harris McGill 
Barkley Dale Harrison McKellar 
Davis Hastings McNary 
Black Dill Hatfield Metcalf 
Blaine Hawes Morrison 
Borah Fletcher Hayden Morrow 
Bratton er Moses 
Brock George Norbeck 
Brookhart Gillett Howell Norris 
Broussard Glass Johnson Nye 
Bulkley Gienn Jones Oddie 
Capper 11 ean Partridge 
Caraway Goldsborough Kendrick Patterson 
Carey Gould Phipps 
Couzens Hale La Follette Pine 
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Pittman Shortridge Thomas, Okla Walsh, Mass, 
Ransdell Smith Townsend Walsh, Mont 
Smoot 1l Waterman 

Robinson, Ark. Steiwer Watson 
Robinson, Ind. Stephens Vandenberg Wheeler 
Sheppard Swanson Wagner 

ipstead Thomas, Idaho Walcott 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-seven Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 


Messages from the President of the United States making 
nominations were referred to the appropriate committees. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR OVERMAN 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock and 30 
minutes p. m., being the time fixed for the memorial ad- 
dresses on the late Senator Overman, of North Carolina, 
having arrived, the Chair recognizes the junior Senator from 
North Carolina. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions 
which I send to the desk, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be read. 

The resolutions (S. Res. 456) were read, considered by 
unanimous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of 
the death of Hon. LEE S. Overman, late a Senator from the State 
of North Carolina. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased the business of the Senate be now suspended, pursuant to 
its order of the 7th instant, to enable his associates to pay tribute 
to his high character and distinguished public service. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to 
the House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the 
family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of 
the deceased the Senate, at the conclusion of these exercises, take 
a recess until 12 o'clock m. to-morrow. 


Mr. MORRISON. Mr. President, it was my intention on 
this occasion to deliver an address of my own on the life 
and public services of the late Senator OvxRNAN, but yester- 
day the senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. SIMMONS] 
notified me that he had prepared an address on the life and 
public services of the lamented Senator Overman and that 
he wished me to read for him from his seat in the Senate 
the address which he had prepared, as he would be pre- 
vented by the condition of his health from being present and 
himself delivering the address. 

So, Mr. President, with great reverence for the senior 
Senator from North Carolina, and with deep regret that the 
condition of his health prevents his being here to-day, and 
with great reverence for the deceased Senator in whose 
memory these exercises are held, and with a flood of precious 
memories all around and about me of my connection with 
both of them during a long participation in the public af- 
fairs of my State, I proceed to read Senator Smmmons’s 
address: 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, it is a far cry back to 
March 4, 1903, when I walked down the middle aisle of this 
Chamber escorting Lez S. Overman to the Vice President’s 
desk, where he then took for the first time the oath of office 
of a Senator of the United States. Looking over all the 
Members of the present Senate, I see only one, the distin- 
guished senior Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor], besides my- 
self who was here on that day in 1903; and the Senator from 
Utah was just then taking his oath of office for the first 
time as a Member of this body. At that time I had been a 
Senator for two years, having entered this body on March 4, 
1901. 

I can see yet in my mind the picture presented by my old 
friend and colleague when he first appeared at the bar of 
the Senate; handsome, courtly, stalwart, and of distinguished 
bearing, just in the prime of life, 49 years old. One needed 
only a glance to know that here was indeed a man fitted by 
nature to be a Senator. Surely upon that day LEE Overman 
seemed a fortunate man. He had health, strength, great 
ability, personal charm, and he had at last attained his life’s 
ambition in the way of public office. The years stretched 
bright and promising before him. He was equally fortunate 
in his private and family life. He was a happy man. 
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And it is worthy of remark, Mr. President, that at least 
in this one instance fulfillment came in ample measure. In 
the years that followed, Senator Overman had a great career. 
He served his State and his country with usefulness and dis- 
tinction. He was a statesman and a true patriot. He was 
happy in the Senate, for the Senate was his place. He was 
happy in the discharge of his duties and in the obligations 
of his position, as well as in its privileges. He won high rank 
here, and no man in my day has been better loved by his 
associates in this Chamber. He was worthy of our respect 
and affection. Senator Overman loved all humanity, and the 
desire of his heart was to help everybody who needed help 
or asked it of him. If he ever had any unhappiness in his 
senatorial life, it grew out of the fact that it was not possible 
for him to do for everybody everything that was requested. 
He died in the fullness of years and honors, still enthroned 
in the hearts of his friends and the people of his State. He 
was fortunate never to have suffered the unhappiness of 
seeing his people and his friends turn against him; they sup- 
ported him to the end, and his death caused sincere and 
widespread sorrow throughout North Carolina and affected 
alike all classes of our people. 

I will not undertake to name, Mr. President, the numer- 
ous great causes in which Senator Overman either led or was 
highly useful in this Chamber in the interest of the people 
of the United States. It is sufficient to say that his desire 
always was to serve his country and the American people. 
His handling of legislation was skillful and successful, and 
his devotion to duty as a Member of this body was with him 
a veritable religion. The great traditions of the Senate and 
its rules and reputation were all sacred in his sight. Noth- 
ing would so quickly arouse him to indignation as the pro- 
posal of any measure which, in his opinion, would impair 
in the slightest degree the power, dignity, or reputation of 
the Senate. He had great reverence for the Constitution of 
the United States, and was always on guard against any 
movement that might tend to weaken, impair, or in any way 
disregard it. His feeling of indignation or resentment was, 
however, never against individuals; it was entirely imper- 
sonal, and grew out of his deep reverence for the Constitu- 
tion, the Senate, and the free institutions set up by our 
fathers. He was sure the fathers had builded well; and, gen- 
erally, any proposals of change or innovation met with little 
favor at his hands. 

My late colleague’s feeling for our own State, North 
Carolina, was that of the most devoted of sons for the best 
of mothers. To speak the name of North Carolina except 
with pride, or to refer to our State in any other terms than 
of praise, would bring him instantly to his feet, his body 
erect and his voice vibrant with anger and indignation. 

Mr. President, it is no light matter, this severance of the 
ties forged by the fires of half a century. My colleague and 
I had been in the Senate together for almost 30 years, but 
our friendship and association dated back much farther than 
the beginning of our senatorial service. We were both 
native North Carolinians and were born in the same month 
of the same year, my colleague being just 13 days my senior. 
We were college mates at old Trinity College (now Duke 
University) in the early seventies, Senator Overman graduat- 
‘ing in 1874, and I one class earlier. When I came to the 
lower House of Congress in the eighties, Senator Overman 
was actively associated with me and our contemporaries in 
North Carolina politics, and he was at that time a member 
of the State legislature, attaining before the end of his 
legislative services in North Carolina the post of speaker of 
the house of representatives. In the important campaigns 
of the early nineties, when I was for the first time Demo- 
cratic State chairman, we fought side by side. In the late 
nineties, when I was again chairman of the Democratic State 
committee, in the campaigns that redeemed our State from 
the control of the Fusionists—a combination of Republicans, 
Populists, and negroes—Lee Overman and I were still 
shoulder to shoulder in battle, as we were also, later, in the 
great movements for the moral and material upbuilding and | 
development of North Carolina which were launched in those | 
eventful years. I was so fortunate as to be chosen in 1900 
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to fill the first seat belonging to North Carolina that became 
vacant in the United States Senate following the restoration 
of the Democratic Party to control in our State; and I 
entered the Senate, as I have already stated, on March 4, 
1901. Two years later, when the term of the remaining 
Republican Senator from North Carolina expired, Senator 
OVERMAN was elected as his successor. My colleague came 
on here and was sworn in, as I have pictured, on March 4, 
1903; and again we were together. 

Our association in the Senate was always a joy to me, and 
I am happy to believe that my deceased colleague’s feeling 
about it was the same as my own. In all our service here 
we never had a serious personal difference. Often we had 
differences of opinion and voted differently, as men of inde- 
pendent thought and action necessarily must do; but these 
differences of opinion were never permitted to cast a shadow 
across the genuine friendship which we felt for each other. 

Together thus, for more than a quarter of a century, 
LEE OVERMAN and I sat here and jointly served our beloved 
State and country as best we could, according to our lights. 
We have been concerned with some great events and have 
seen some great days. There was the Great War, when 
thrones and nations tottered and fell, with liberty itself in 
the balance, at last to emerge triumphant. We have seen 
the tide of political conflict in the Nation rise and fall and 
change. The personnel of the actors upon the stage has 
been constantly changing, not only here but, of course, also 
in the other branches of the Government. Beginning with 
the gentle and lovable Major McKinley, who was President 
when I entered the Senate, we have during our service here 
seen Presidents come and go—the dynamic Roosevelt; the 
learned, kindly, and honest Taft; the great Wilson; the 
kindly and friendly Harding; the calm and efficient Coolidge; 
and recently, still together, we saw enter the White House 
the able engineer and administrator who is now our Chief 
Executive. We have seen hundreds of America’s ablest and 
best enter this Chamber, serve well their day, and pass out. 
Even the Supreme Court of the United States, which fortu- 
nately changes but slowly, has been entirely reconstituted in 
its membership since I entered the Senate; and with the ex- 
ception of the beloved Associate Justice Holmes it has been 
remade entirely since my colleague entered the Senate in 
1903. 

When Overman and I first came here, the honored and 
revered Fuller was Chief Justice, and had still nearly 10 
years to serve before passing away on the Independence Day 
of his country, July 4, 1910. Then came the great Louisi- 
anian, Edward Douglass White, Democrat and gallant ex- 
Confederate soldier, who was appointed Chief Justice of the 
United States by a Republican President, Mr. Taft, whose 
heart was big enough to embrace every section of his coun- 
try and the members of all political parties. We saw Chief 
Justice White add immeasurably to his own fame and enrich 
the judicial history of his country and then pass to the 
Master, to be succeeded as Chief Justice by the illustrious 
ex-President from whom the great southern: lawyer and 
judge had received his own appointment as head of the 
judicial branch of the Government. It was given to us then 
to see Chief Justice Taft serve his time and pass on, to be 
succeeded by the present Chief Justice, Mr. Hughes. 

The Lord has been kind to us—to Overman and me. He 
has given us length of days and reasonably good health. Of 
late years, particularly when illness laid its hand rather 
heavily on me, I had perhaps little right to expect that I 
would still be here for a brief period after the shadows 
had closed on my colleague and friend of 50 years. But it 
was so ordered by Him who holds us as in the hollow of His 
hand. = 

The Senate is not the same to me without Overman. His 
seat in this Chamber, as all of us know, has been for many 
years just in front of mine, and whenever I addressed the 
Chair or cast my glance toward the Presiding Officer I looked 
across the good gray head of my friend. He sits there no 
longer. He is with the Lord, and his mother State has 
taken his body, worn out and broken in her service, back 
to her bosom. And I feel a deep sense of loneliness in the 
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Senate without him. There are many men in this body 
whom I love—men on both sides of the aisle that divides us 
politically, who know that I love them—but this man is gone, 
this comrade whose life was entwined with mine even back 
in the days of our youth when the beckoning smile of the 
future seemed so sweet to both of us. 

To my old friend and colleague I say, “ Good-by, until we 
meet again”; and upon his bereaved wife and family I pray 
the blessings of God, who gave them this gallant gentleman, 
and who took him away from them only in the ripeness of 
age and accomplishment. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, Senators 
have suspended their labors to pay tribute to the personal 
character and public services of the late Senator LEE S. 
Overman, of North Carolina. 

Students of civil government in the United States quite 
generally recognize the necessity and value of broad ex- 
perience on the part of officers chosen or called to bear 
weighty responsibilities in State and National Governments. 

Sometimes when high public office is conferred on a worthy 
citizen whose previous activities have been confined to the 
sphere of business, failure and disappointment result, be- 
cause the officer has not had the peculiar training essential 
to successful contacts in the political world. 

Few Members of the United States Senate have enjoyed 
such comprehensive training as Senator Overman possessed 
when he came to the National Capitol as the representative 
of North Carolina in this Chamber. 

His youth was spent in the refined environment of long- 
established educational institutions. The academic and hon- 
orary degrees, of which more accurate account probably 
will be given by others, evidence high intellectual and moral 
attainments. 

It is an interesting and notable fact that many of our 
most renowned statesmen, as well as distinguished members 
of other professions, began their careers as teachers. Two 
years of his early manhood spent as master in the school- 
room enabled Senator Overman to acquire that degree of 
self-restraint and wholesome infiuence over others which 
characterized him throughout life. 

He was called to the bar at a time when the social and 
political institutions of the South were impaired and dis- 
organized. Following the reconstruction period Mr. OVER- 
MAN engaged in the practice of law and became familiar 
with the Constitution. He learned the import and the value 
of its limitations and restrictions. 

Before the beginning of his long legislative career, con- 
tinuing with brief interruptions for almost half a century, 
Senator OverMaN served as private secretary to Governors 
Vance and Jarvis—a position which required constant exer- 
cise of courtesy and tact. 

Fiye times elected to the State legislature, his training as 
member and speaker of the house of representatives made 
him familiar with parliamentary law and legislative proc- 
esses. The problems and measures with which he dealt 
were numerous and difficult. No man ever entered the 
Senate better fitted by natural disposition and by ex- 
perience than Senator Overman when the Legislature of 
North Carolina first elected him to the United States Senate 
in 1903. 

His membership in the Senate covered a long period— 
27 years; a period in which were crowded more important 
issues and events than in any comparable time since our 
Government was established. His experience was broad- 
ened by active work on many of the great committees, 
including Judiciary, Appropriations, and Rules. 

During the World War Senator Overman displayed admi- 
rable courage and unfaltering loyalty. As acting chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee he championed the measures 
recommended by President Wilson for the effective prosecu- 
tion of the conflict. He became the exponent of a well- 
defined and aggressive policy—that of giving the Com- 
mander in Chief unlimited power and resources. This policy 
demonstrated superior wisdom. It inspired confidence, 
shortened the conflict, and economized both blood and 
treasure. 
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While essentially conservative, Senator OVERMAN was 
sufficiently farsighted to assist in the passage of those 
measures which constitute the abiding evidence of the wise 
leadership which prevailed during the Wilson administra- 
tion, namely, the Federal reserve act, the income tax law, 
the ship purchase measure, the Federal farm loan, rural 
credits, and agricultural extension acts. Indeed, his name 
is associated with nearly all the most important legislation 
enacted by the Congress during the last quarter of a century. 

What shall be said of his personal relations? Kind, 
generous, affable, conciliatory; Senator Overman was the 
most beloved Member of the Senate. He conformed strictly 
to tradition and custom and looked with dread and disfavor 
on any act or utterance which might be calculated to im- 
pair the Senate’s reputation. 

Devotion to family and friends, observance always of the 
principles of ethics, unwavering fidelity to the Constitu- 
tion, were his outstanding characteristics. We honor him 
for his services and love him for his virtues. 


Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, in the busy, contentious life 
of the Senate we often overlook or fail properly to appraise 
the finer personal qualities of our colleagues. Our thoughts 
are of their positions on public questions. The estimates of 
public men while living are rarely those formed in after- 
times. It is when the hour of final departure, therefore, 
has come, and retrospect calls up from the past all those 
qualities of heart and mind which distinguished the deceased 
from his fellows, that we are able to get a true estimate of 
his worth. 

Senator Overman easily won and held the affection and 
esteem of all with whom he came in contact. A man of 
strong feelings and an intense partisan, yet his open, candid, 
tolerant nature held mastery over all he said and did. He 
could differ with men without challenging their motives. 
He could urge his cause without seeming to impeach the 
sincerity of his antagonists. He was kind, considerate, and 
lovable. While advanced in years, his death was unexpected, 
and when the sad message reached us the sorrow in this 
Chamber was deep and sincere. He carried with him the 
profound respect and affectionate regard of every Member of 
this body, in which he had long served with signal fidelity 
and ability. 

Others will dwell more at length upon his public service, 
but I want to lay one wreath of everlasting honor upon his 
tomb, His unswerving devotion to the Constitution under 
which he served seemed to me the guiding and unshaken 
rule of his public life. His love of the Constitution was a 
sort of natural instinct, but an instinct nourished and 
strengthened and elevated through study and reflection. 
He believed in our form of government as created by the 
Constitution. He looked with deep and constant fear upon 
those changes which seemed to him to mar or warp the 
original plan. It was a fine outstanding tenet of his politi- 
cal faith that the great charter should remain in all its 
essential and fundamental principles as it was first given 
into the keeping of the American people. 

A noted student of politics and government and a 
torian of distinction once wrote: 

There can be no nobler or wiser end for a statesman to follow 
than to endeavor to secure for the poor as far as possible the same 
measure of life and health as for the rich. 

This also was one of the cardinal tenets of his political 
creed. His keen sense of justice, his deep sympathy for 
those less favored in the struggle of life, were outstanding 
features in his career. He seemed always to keep in mind 
those who were least able to make their voice and their 
influence heard and felt in the Halls of Congress. Measured 
by this rule, he is entitled to great and everlasting honor. 

A gentleman, a true friend, a stainless public servant, 
devoted to the Constitution of his country, considerate of 
the weak and less powerful, Senator Overman died in the 
fullness of years, respected and beloved by all who knew him. 
Such a life must be a matter of cherished pride to his State 
and of lasting gratification to his family, friends, and coun- 
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Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, the two Senators from 
North Carolina, Simmons and Overman, were the only Mem- 
bers on the Democratic side when Congress met at this 
session who were here when I came, March 4, 1909. 

Now the beloved Overman is gone, passing on the early 
morning of December 12, 1930. 

He came to the Senate March 4, 1903. He was therefore 
a faithful, useful Member of this body for 27 years, 9 
months, and 8 days. 

He was approachable and sympathetic at all times, and a 
close and lasting friendship was established between us 
from our first acquaintance. He was so kindly disposed, so 
lacking in guile or deception, so frank and high-minded, 
that one’s fondness of him must inevitably grow, without 
interruption, through the passing years. His manners at 
all times were gentle and courtly. He had the characteristics 
of the true gentleman. 

His digntfied bearing, his diligence in service, his sense of 
patriotism, and his true conception of fiduciary responsi- 
bility were evidenced by a rigid performance of his duties 
with real energy. 

I believe he was on friendly and cordial terms with every 
Member of the Senate during his service here. 

Strong and steadfast in his convictions, he made no con- 
cession to what he conceived to be wrong or unsound or 
unwise. He was always courteous, but unyielding on a ques- 
tion of principle, declining to move along lines of least re- 
sistance for the sake of avoiding conflict. 

He bore himself with dignity and force in debates, at- 
tended to his committee work diligently and efficiently, kept 
informed concerning all the activities of the Government, 
and possessed a thorough knowledge of the rules and pro- 
cedure. His counsel and guidance in all public matters were 
of inestimable value. 

Esteemed and honored by his associates, he leaves a 
record which should be a source of pride to his State and 
of gratification to the Nation. We join his devoted family 
in their sorrow. 

A noble character has passed from our midst. A states- 
man of rare vision and ability we have lost, but his example, 
the lessons he taught, the memory of his lovable personality, 
and his generous heart remain to console us. 

In appreciation of his life and service, in sadness, we cry 
out, reverently— 

Lord God of hosts, be with us yet. 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, on March 4, 1903, Senator 
OverMAN and I stood upon the platform in front of the Vice 
President’s desk and the oath of office was administered to 
us at the same time. From that time until he failed in 
health so that he could not come to the Senate, there was 
scarcely a day when the Senate was in session but we passed 
friendly remarks and felt a keen love and regard for one 
another. I have served on committees with him, particu- 
larly the Appropriations Committee, and I testify at this 
time, Mr. President, that no man ever occupied a place in 
this body who had more of the interests of the Government 
at heart than did Senator Overman, honest, fearless, faithful, 
a lover of America. 

Closely associated with him, I think I utter the opinion of 
every Senator who ever served with him that he was in 
truth a servant of the people. He was perfectly willing, if 
necessary, to die for his country. Every interest of his 
country was close to his-heart. 

Senator OverMAN was a perfect gentleman. In the dis- 
putes which arose in committees, and during war times they 
often arose, I never saw Senator Overman lose his feeling of 
regard and love for his fellow Senators. Everyone that knew 
him loved him. Scarcely a Senator that I ever knew at- 
tended the sessions of the Senate more regularly than he. 
During the closing days of his life, when I thought that he 
ought to be at home, he sat in yon seat and watched every- 
thing that took place in the Senate. Let anything be offered 
or proposed that he felt was contrary to the best interest of 
the Government, and we heard from Senator Overman. He 
was indeed a true American. 
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I noticed his failing health for some two or three years 
before he passed away. Serving in the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, exhibiting the keen interest which he took in 
every item of the bill under consideration, I knew that his 
efforts were draining his very life. Yet, did he hesitate? 
Not he! He was always on time, always attended the meet- 
ings of the committee, always was present when he was a 
conferee, interested in every item of the bill, no matter for 
what section of the country the appropriation was made. 

Mr. President, we all miss him. None can say aught 
against him as a man. He is gone to his reward. Peace 
be to his soul. God bless his memory. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I do not care to recite the 
ordinary incidents in Senator Overman’s life, such as when 
born, where educated, what were the positions held by him, 
the stages of his progress previous to the time I first met 
him. Doubtless these incidents and opportunities served to 
ripen and develop the characteristics of the man. 

I wish to recall him as I knew him as a colleague in the 
Senate. For 22 years I knew him. Looking back and re- 
calling him at the time I first knew him, younger, of course, 
in years, more vigorous physically, yet the man of 22 years 
ago was the same genial, capable, upright, unaffected states- 
man who a few mornings before his death greeted me with 
his unfailing characteristic courtesy. There was no guile in 
Senator Overman. The ordinary attributes of the office- 
holder, beholden to the suffrage of his constituents for the 
position he occupied, were wholly wanting in him. He 
realized his responsibility to them as their representative 
to meet the high obligation imposed upon him. These obli- 
gations he met and discharged with a quiet dignity that dis- 
tinguished him among his fellows. 

Senator Overman’s sense of civic righteousness was thor- 
oughly developed. The duties of his high office he met and 
discharged courageously and thoroughly. His politics were 
principles, not policies. He was a thorough Democrat of the 
Jeffersonian school. He believed in and upheld the doctrine 
of his party. It did not seem to occur to him to deviate 
from the principles of his political faith for expediency’s 
sake. I recall with what admiration and pride I regarded 
him when he steadfastly refused to repudiate the creden- 
tials of a sovereign State when one holding such credentials 
was demanding admission to a seat in the Senate. 

He was loved by every Senator with whom he served— 
loved and admired by them—and he loved them. 

With his passing I suffered a personal loss. There has 
been since his death something very dear and intimate to, 
me that is gone forever. He looked and lived the part of a 
Senator, a statesman, and a southern gentleman. 


Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, since the formation of the 
Federal Government, North Carolina has given many able, 
patriotic, and distinguished men to the Federal service. 
Their many achievements have contributed greatly to na- 
tional progress and success. They have added luster to 
their State and Nation. 

Few, if any, of her public men have surpassed in service 
and legislative accomplishment our distinguished colleague, 
the late Senator LER S. Overman. From 1910, when I first 
came to the Senate, my relations with Senator Overman 
were most intimate, hence I had full opportunity to appre- 
ciate his splendid worth as a man and his ability as a 
legislator. 

Senator Overman’s presence bespoke a statesman of great 
distinction and marked ability. He was large and impos- 
ing in physique, with a magnificent head bespeaking thought 
and intellect, a clear eye that met one’s gaze fearlessly and 
directly, and a mouth and chin indicating firmness and 
resolution; but transcending all these attributes were his 
wonderful kindness and cordiality that never failed to fasci- 
nate and foster affection. Early in his career in the Senate 
he was selected with practical unanimity to represent this 
body upon important ceremonial occasions—notably when 
it received distinguished guests or assisted in the inaugura- 
tion of our Presidents. Upon these occasions he acquitted 
himself with distinction and to the credit and honor of the 
Senate. 
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Senator Overman possessed to a preeminent degree the 
warm and affectionate regard and esteem of all Members 
of the Senate, irrespective of party lines. Though a stanch 
Democrat, devoted and loyal to his party, he never indulged 
in acrimonious or personal debate. His implements in war- 
fare were fair logic and reason; he never threw javelins 
of malice and ill will. His conduct in the Senate was such 
that. each receding year found him held in higher regard 
and esteem by his colleagues. During all the years of my 
service with him I can not recall him ever making an un- 
just, unkind, malicious, or unparliamentary utterance. In 
this respect he measured up to the highest and best tradi- 
tions of this body. 

Mr. President, the forbears of Senator Overman were dis- 
tinguished in North Carolina during colonial days and all 
its subsequent history for their patriotic and unselfish devo- 
tion to State and Nation. Such a splendid background 
deeply imbued Senator Overman with love for State and 
Nation, and he sought early in life to render to each valuable 
service. North Carolina called him to her councils and to 
positions of responsibility and power early in his life and 
continued him in such service to his death. 

Senator Overman’s service in this body was varied and 
valuable. He was a member of 16 standing committees of 
the Senate during his term, and a great deal of the im- 
portant legislation emanating from these committees gave 
testimony to his industry and carried the impress of his 
ability as a legislator. In political thought he was a liberal 
conservative. He did not believe in changing our institu- 
tions until he was firmly convinced, after thought and study, 
of the necessity for change, and that betterment would 
accrue therefrom. Senator OvERMAN was a firm believer in 

the Federal Constitution and was thoroughly convinced that 
it provided a system of government unsurpassed—that 
should not be rudely and ruthlessly shattered. Unceasingly 
and valiantly did he defend from assault the Constitution 
and all it stands for. If he believed an act to be uncon- 
stitutional he opposed it, whatever might be its popularity. 
As acting chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary dur- 
| ing the illness of Senator Culberson and as ranking Demo- 
| cratic member of that committee the service he rendered 
in protecting the Constitution from direct and indirect at- 
tacks can not be overestimated. He was ever a palladium 
of strength and support to the Federal Constitution. His 
ability, fairness, and justness were so marked that he was 
invariably selected as a member of subcommittees appointed 
by the Committee on the Judiciary to conduct important in- 
vestigations. The judicial temperament and ability he dis- 
played in those investigations won universal approval and 
added to his already great reputation. In some of those 
investigations he differed with a majority of his party asso- 
ciates, but all accorded him honesty in his convictions and 
admired his firmness in carrying them out. These differ- 
ences, founded upon striking sincerity, did not subtract from 
but rather added to his repute among his party associates. 

Senator Overman was acting chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations during the illness of my late colleague, 
Senator Martin, and as ranking Democratic member of that 
committee rendered valuable service to the Nation as a 
whole. As a member of that committee he was economical, 
loath to waste public money, but most effective in obtaining 
legislation for the development of the country and its 
progress along beneficial lines. No member of this im- 
portant committee had more constant service, was better 
informed as to governmental needs and expenditures. No 
one was more potential in securing proper appropriations 
for necessary governmental undertakings nor more deter- 
mined in fighting useless expenditures. Senator OverMAN’s 
splendid record of service on the Committee on the Judiciary 
and the Committee on Appropriations—two of the most im- 
portant committees of the Senate—brought to him high 
standing in this body and great repute in the country. 

President Wilson held Senator Overman in very high re- 
gard and esteem. He was one of President Wilson’s closest 
and most trusted advisers, and attended councils called by 
President Wilson both in times of peace and times of war 
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to determine policies and legislation. During the World War' 
President Wilson intrusted to him to obtain the enactment 
of legislation of the utmost importance to the successful 
prosecution of the war, and Senator Overman secured the 
passage of such legislation with the greatest skill and 
ability, even when such passage seemed most doubtful. 
Through these legislative achievements he strengthened the 
hand of President Wilson in waging the World War, and 
deserved the greatest commendation for his success and the 
aid rendered during those perilous times. 

Mr. President, while I highly esteemed Senator OVERMAN 
as a Senator and statesman, I also entertained for him a 
very deep affection as friend and associate. I knew his 
worth as a man. No lie ever soiled his lips. He was firm, 
and sincere in his friendships. No duplicity was ever mani- 
fested in his dealings with his fellow man. He was ever 
generous in according praise; most modest in receiving it. 
He was generosity itself, destitution and suffering always 
appealing to his kindly nature. He was courteous and polite 
at all times. No scandal ever besmirched his fair name; 
no stain ever followed his footsteps. 

Senator Overman was a southern gentleman of the old 
school, which is a synonym of honor, integrity, character, 
and courage the world over. He possessed these attributes 
to such a preeminent degree that he was called here and 
elsewhere, The grand old man of the South.” 


Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I want to pay a simple tribute 
to my friend. I leave to others the orations on his life and 
achievements. 

When I entered the Senate 22 years ago LEE S. OVERMAN, 
was a Member of it, and served continuously until his pass- 
ing away a short time ago. We soon became rather closely 
associated in the work of this body. The more I knew him 
the better I liked him. He and I have served on the Appro- 
priations Committee for many years. 

Senator Overman was one of the workers and doers of this, 
body. Notoriety and newspaper headlines come largely from | 
the Senate floor; the real work is done mostly in the com- 
mittee rooms. He did that work faithfully. He was always 
present in the meetings, doing earnestly and conscientiously 
the duties that came to him. His judgment and his counsel 
were always valuable. We shall miss him there probably 
more than anywhere else. 

When not engaged in committee work he was found in his 
place on the floor. He did not often take part in debate, 
but when he did he spoke clearly, concisely, forcefully, ear- 
nestly, and to the point. He impressed all with his earnest- 
ness and sincerity. 

Senator Overman was faithful to the interests of his people 
to the smallest detail, but he placed the welfare of the Na- 
tion above all local or personal considerations. He rendered 
the highest service to his country during the World War, and 
his name will be forever connected with some of the most 
important legislation of that period. 

As the years came on, his physical infirmities increased. 
This did not lessen his devotion to duty. Even though his 
priceless eyesight became dimmer and dimmer, he was always 
found in his seat on the floor of the Senate or at his place 
in his committee room. To one who knows of his faithful- 
ness to his duty it is no wonder that his constituency trusted 
him implicitly and honored him so unstintingly. He de- 
served it by his faithfulness as well as by his great ability. 

His friendship is a priceless memory. He was courteous, 
kind, gentle, and helpful. I will never forget his kindness 
to me as a new Member, and that kindness continued to the 
end. My regard for him was an affectionate one. My asso- 
ciation with him is an inspiration to more earnest and faith- 
ful devotion to my people and my country and their interests 
and welfare. A strong influence for good and the country’s 
welfare will be the public service, the devotion to duty, and 
the conscientious adherence to the right that characterized 
the life and character of LEE S. OVERMAN. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, from plain, plateau, and 
mountain, notes of mourning rise throughout North Caro- 
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lina. From beach to peak, from Pamlico to Pisgah, sorrow 
broods—the sorrow of a people for the passing of a famous 
son, LEE SLATER OVERMAN. 

For nearly three decades he served his Commonwealth 
within this meeting place of Commonwealths, this council 
of the States, that holds authority to make and mold the 
structure of the Nation. In mental and in physical stature, 
in heart and soul, he towered in the forefront of this Senate, 
exemplifying the noblest traditions and ideals of our history. 

He was preceded here by many striking figures in the 
annals of his State. The roll of Senators North Carolina 
has commissioned is an impressive one. Thereon we find 
the names of Hawkins, who possessed the confidence of 
Washington, and was a member of his staff; of Johnston, 
moderator of that fearless body of North Carolinians from 
which came the Mecklenburg announcement of colonial in- 
dependence many months before the Philadelphia document 
was born; of Martin, brilliant soldier of the Revolution; 
of Jesse Franklin, numbered with the warrior groups Kings 
Mountain placed among the Nation’s saviors and Guilford 
Court House made immortal; of Montfort Stokes, who 
fought when only 14 years of age upon the high seas with 
Decatur; of Branch, a member of the Cabinet of Jackson; 
of Macon, leader of a nation’s thought and action in times 
of crisis and of peril, Speaker of the House, allied for a 
short time with Randolph and the Quids, but turning back 
to Madison and as a Senator assisting him in establishing re- 
spect for free America throughout the world; of Mangum, 
distinguished in political affairs and prominent in critical 
events of State and Nation; of Graham, Fillmore’s naval 
Secretary, governor of his State, a senator of the Confed- 
eracy; of Badger, whose ability and grasp of baffling prob- 
lems so impressed the Senate that it passed a resolution of 
regret on his retirement, an event that stands, perhaps, 
alone; of Bragg, a notable in law and legislation, attor- 
ney general of the Confederacy; of Asa Biggs, whose tal- 
ents graced the bar, the bench, the legislative hali for 
almost 50 years; of Clingman, versatile beyond compari- 
son, a college graduate, practitioner of law, member of 
the State senate and the State house of commons, of Fed- 
eral House and Senate, brigade commander of the Con- 
federacy, consulted in the national tribunals of his party, 
and concluding his remarkable career as an explorer and 
a measurer of mountain peaks; of Ransom, faultless in 
attire, of princely bearing and impressive mien, who rose 
from private to the rank of major general upon the field 
of arms, and who for nearly a quarter of a century sus- 
tained with courage and consistency the teachings of de- 
mocracy upon the field of legislation; of Merrimon, re- 
nowned in law, in war, in legislation, and political achieve- 
ment, one of whose daughters became the wife of Overman; 
of Jarvis, soldier, lawyer, statesman, diplomat, identified 
for more than 50 years with highest offices and functions; 
of Vance, superb in eloquence, in humor, wit, and repartee, 
defender of his native land in battle, preserver of its liber- 
ties when threatened by the storm of reconstruction, whose 
devotion to the general welfare has ranked him among the 
historic champions of the people and made a lasting im- 
press on the heart and history of his State. 

Such was the background for the service of LEE SLATER 
OVERMAN, a service worthy of such predecessors. Indeed, 
while still in youthful years he had been Vance's secretary 
and had been with Jarvis in the same capacity while Vance 
and Jarvis held the post of governor. Association with 
these men who afterwards became decided ornaments of this 
assemblage prepared him in a vital sense for labors here in 
later times. Well may we say that his endeavors as a 
Senator were of the widest scope, the highest type. He 
came to be considered an authority on Senate rules and 
precedents, an arbiter of conduct in debate, the natural 
result of his connection with the Senate Rules Committee 
for so long a time. 

Accomplished as a lawyer prior to his entry here, he took 
a genuine delight in membership upon the great Committee 
on the Judiciary. His knowledge of the law was compre- 
hensive and profound. His intellect was anchored in the 
fundamentals. In the committee and upon the Senate floor 
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he frequently would suggest the solution of a legal or a con- 
stitutional problem in a few logical and lucid sentences. 
He justly ranked among the greatest lawyers of the Senate. 
Abilities were his which would have shone with an especial 
splendor in the Nation’s most exalted court. His aid in 
framing laws against monopoly, his help in shaping the 
enactment placing in the hands of Woodrow Wilson powers 
necessary to resist and counteract internal enemies through- 
out the late world struggle, gave him nation-wide repute. 
The latter measure, known in general parlance as the Over- 
man Act, was one of Wilson’s strongest weapons in the re- 
cent globe-encircling conflict. 

At times he rose to purest eloquence, to most effective 
oratory. In this respect he was most happy in descriptions 
of the valor and endurance of the South while in the throes 
of desolation. It was not often that he felt the stirrings of 
his genius for moving utterance; but when occasion justified 
he had the tongue of flame, the mastery of speech. 

We turn now to an aspect of his character intensely prac- 
tical. The disposition of the colossal sums required to keep 
the Government in operation involves a patience and an 
application of exceptional degree, attention to detail, minute, 
painstaking, health imperiling. By virtue of his membership 
on the Committee on Appropriations he knew with intimacy 
the framework of this Government—a framework so vast, 
so complicated, as to baffle any ordinary effort to envisage 
it. A labyrinth of bureaus, offices, departments, projects, 
institutions, services, commissions, boards, and courts—ques- 
tions ranging from the salaries of watchmen to the needs of 
Boulder Dam, from the pay of an unskilled laborer to the 
construction of a battleship, specific allocation for each dollar 
of $4,000,000,000, now five billions, every year—all this he 
carried in his mind with ease, observing each expenditure 
with the vigilance and exactness of a practical financier, 
of an economist who guarded every outlay in the people’s 
interest. 

The Senate records show neither a broader nor a better 
balanced statesmanship than that of Overman. They show 
no Senator with finer bearing nor with greater tolerance. 
He never gave a personal affront to any man within this 
Chamber during nearly 30 years of service. Good will and 
cheerfulness were gospels his conduct radiated, his life pro- 
claimed. Harsh words or words unclean were alien to his 
lips. He wished ill fate to none. With charity he judged 
the race of men; and multitudes who came within the circle 
of his benefaction and regard will hold him in the gentlest 
memory. 


Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, the term of LEE SLATER 
OveRMAN’s service here compassed the span of a human gen- 
eration, and he saw the entire Senate, with a single excep- 
tion, pass out before him, while an innumerable company 
came and went with our changing personnel of the years. 
He came here in the period of readjustment following the 
Spanish War; in mid-term he was a commanding figure 
in the group who formulated the legislation necessitated by 
the World War; and he lived to share in the labors which 
followed in its wake. The episodes through which he 
passed and the topics which he touched epitomize the 
Senate as a living organism in the structure of our national 
existence. 

He brought here exceptional preliminary experience for 
the tasks which awaited him. The ink was hardly dry upon 
his college diploma when he became private secretary to 
Gov. Zeb Vance, and served during those turbulent days 
when North Carolina was turning from carpetbag rule to 
renewed self-government. He served for five terms in the 
State legislature and was once its speaker. He practiced 
law in the intervals, and sought once unsuccessfully the goal 
of the senatorship, which he later achieved and in which 
he won such distinction. But, Mr. President, if his public 
background was without Federal experience, he possessed 
the advantage which belongs to the well born and well 
educated; and he speedily demonstrated that he was right- 
fully placed here. 

He found here as a colleague his friend and classmate; 
and the careers of these two men stretched through the 
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the sadness of this occasion, Mr. President, that that friend 
and colleague may not be with us to join in the tribute we 
are seeking to pay. 

As a young Senator and a member of the minority, Mr. 
Overman cheerfully undertook the drudgery which that en- 
tails; and it was by no means through the mere incidence 
of seniority that he found himself, when his party came 
to its long-deferred control, in those positions of influence 
which enabled him to attach his name to some of the most 
significant of the legislation of the war period. It was then, 
Mr. President, that his senatorial career reached its zenith; 
and was given to me, also a young Senator and in the 
minority, to see him in the Sixty-fifth Congress, fulfilling, 
with undiminished power, those duties so soon to pass to 
the hands of the opposite party. 

He was then the beau ideal of a Senator—in appearance 
and in all the qualities of mind and soul which equip men 
for service here. With a toga upon his rugged shoulders and 
a fillet around his snow-white locks, he could have stepped 
back through the ages and walked the Pretorian pavements 
on terms of complete equality with any senator of ancient 
Rome. It was but natural that the tremendous tasks which 
he was then laying down should have left their mark upon 
him, and that his slackening powers should have found 
thereafter only those occasional bursts of fiery zeal with 
which he sometimes roused himself to action which electri- 
fied the Senate. He was passing into the evening of his 
life—an evening destined to be long and golden, warmed 
with the color of an autumn day. He was surrounded by the 
solicitude of an adoring family—and we shared that solici- 
tude with them. He fell to sleep and we saw him laid to 
his rest, our grief tempered by the reflection that we had 
been privileged to know him and to love him. 

It is not easy, Mr. President, to compact into a single word 
or a single phrase a summary of long life like his, but this 
I venture to declare: In thinking of LEE SLATER OVERMAN, 
but one word leaps instinctively to the lips of those who were 
here associated with him—affection. He radiated it himself, 
and he commanded it from others. It will be the employ of 
our frequent thought of him in the years that are to come. 


Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, one of the most delight- 
ful experiences of service in the Senate of the United States, 
if not the most delightful, is the association with the other 
95 Members of this body. The friendships that are formed 
here are very strong, irrespective of party, creed, or opinion. 

Since I have been here I have formed strong attachments 
for many Senators. Of all these attachments, I have never 
felt a stronger one for any other Member of this body than 
I felt for the late Senator LEE S. Overman, of North Caro- 
lina. It happened that I knew him well during my service 
in the House of Representatives. I met him soon after I 
came here 20 years ago. He was always kindly, always 
genial, always helpful, always encouraging, and even before 
I came over to the Senate I became one of his great admirers 
and one of his warmest friends, and he was my friend. 

After I came over to the Senate and became intimately 
associated with him on committees, seeing him every day 
in our work here in the Senate, I formed the deepest and 
sincerest and most abiding attachment for him. I never 
knew a kindlier man. I never knew a more amiable man. 
I never knew a more gentlemanly man. At the same time, 
I never knew a man who was more meticulous in his views 
of what was right and what was honorable than was Sen- 
ator Overman. He would have cut off his right hand before 
he would have struck below the belt on any matter. He 
was the soul of honor. He was the very perfection of cour- 
tesy. He was the very model of propriety in his dealings 
with his brother Senators and with all mankind. In all of 
his gentleness and nobleness of character he was, at the 
same time, as strong as adamant in all matters of princi- 
ple—unyielding and uncompromising for the high ideals and 
purposes which ever animated his life. 

Senator Overman served nearly 28 years in the Senate. 
Some years ago I looked the matter up, and found that only 
11 Senators had ever served during the whole history of 
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the Senate longer than 30 years, so that his service of 28 
years was one of the longest in the Senate. During that 
long career his record was of the very highest distinction. 
When I came to the Senate he was a member of the Appro- 
priations Committee of the Senate and chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee. He wielded a powerful influence on 
these two great committees. 

During the World War Senator Overman was in many 
respects the representative of President Wilson in the Sen- 
ate. He was a devoted admirer of President Wilson, and 
the President relied upon him. Their friendship was very 
cordial and close. One of the greatest fights he was ever 
in, perhaps, was his fight to give the President power dur- 
ing the war to transfer the duties of the officers of one 
department to the officers of another department. It 
placed him very much in the public eye, and his successful 
fight was a great victory. 

President Wilson wrote him a letter in reference to this 
bill, in which he said: ; 

It is admirable the way you have handled these important bills, 
and I thank you with all my heart for standing by the bill which 
bears your name, without any compromise of any kind. You are 
a splendid fighter. 

Senator OvERMAN was never a spectacular Senator, but 
during his entire service he was a successful Senator. He 
accomplished much for his State and Nation each year. 
He had wonderful committee assignments. As a member of 
the all-powerful Appropriations Committee he was ever 
active and alert. The Judiciary Committee, over which he 
presided during Democratic control, was nearest his heart, 
He was also a member of the Rules Committee. 

He took a great interest in providing a more elastic cur- 
rency system, and was very active in the enactment of the ` 
Federal reserve law. He was also active in the adoption of the 
income tax amendment and law and the farm loan act and 
rural credit law. He took an active interest in roads and 
in parcels post and the establishment of the Department of 
Labor. He was a strong advocate of vocational education 
and rehabilitation, and believed in standing by the soldiers 
and sailors of the land. 

His whole senatorial life was one of loyalty to the highest 
and best interests of the people of this Republic and to the 
highest ideals and traditions of this Nation. Loyalty to 
duty was a watchword with him. He was loyal to the best 
interests of the farmers; of business men, manufacturers, 
wage earners, and laboring men; of American soldiers and 
sailors; of the people of his home State, and, above all, to 
the best interests of this mighty Nation. As one of the 
papers said about him: 


The Democrats valued him as a tower of strength for their party. 
The Republicans admired him as an American. 


Senator Overman could engage in the warmest discus- 
sions, and yet all through them not only maintain his own 
cause and his own dignity but when the debate was over 
he had the respect and admiration of his opponents as well 
as of his allies. There was something in him so innately 
straight, so innately pure, so innately wholesome, something 
so innately honest, so innately true, that both friend and 
foe recognized these wonderful qualities in him and esteemed 
and respected him and loved him. 

He was a great student of the Constitution of the United 
States. His devotion to it was perfect. He believed in up- 
holding it to the last degree. This sometimes led him to 
take an unpopular side of a question, but whether a cause 
was popular or unpopular made no difference whatsoever 
with him if the Constitution was involved. He followed 
the mandates of the Constitution as he construed it, and 
without regard to the popular or unpopular side. 

His devotion to his State was beautiful in the extreme. He 
ever fought for her interests. He was ever faithful to her 
welfare. He believed in his country, he served his country, 
but he eyer regarded North Carolina as the most perfect 
part of a perfect Nation. 

His devotion to the Democratic Party was that of a just 
and true partisan. He never apologized for the party. On 
a number of occasions, and sometimes under great stress, it 
was suggested that he take a course which meant an apology 
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for his party. He never took that course. He never made 
that apology. He was true to the faith of Democracy always. 
When his party banner was unfurled, immediately he was to 
be found under the folds. I recall a Democratic dinner 
party he and I attended not many years ago. I took him to 
the party in my car and took him home afterwards. He 
was the lion of the meeting; indeed, it turned qut to be an 
Overman celebration, and I never knew a happier man than 
he when I bade him good-by that night. He was never hap- 
pier than when serving his party. 

Mr. President, Senator Overman was an ornament to the 
Senate. Personally he was regarded as perhaps the hand- 
somest man in the Senate during his entire service. He 
was pointed out from the galleries as the most distinguished- 
looking man in the body. He looked like a senator of old 
Roman days. But, Mr. President, it was not his good looks 
that made him the true ornament of the body. His splendid 
ability, his great wealth of learning, his knowledge of his- 
tory, his knowledge of the rules of the Senate, his knowledge 
of men, his knowledge of measures made him truly adorn 
the body in which he served so long. 

Mr. President, I never think of the word “gentleman” 
that I do not think of Senator Overman. In my day and 
time I have seen and known and been associated with many 
perfect gentlemen, but in my own judgment Senator OvER- 
MAN was as punctiliously a perfect gentleman as I ever knew. 

I was proud of his friendship in his life; and now, after he 
is. gone, I am proud to remember that he was my friend. 
My association with him made me a better man. His life 
and character had an elevating effect upon the life and 
character of every man with whom he associated here. 
The Senate was a better body that he was a Member of it, 
and all of those of us who had the privilege of knowing 
him and of coming in contact with his courtly manner and 
wonderful life will recall, as long as time lasts, the lofty 
elements of his nature which made his life an inspiration 
and his memory a benediction to all who knew him. 

Not only was his personal and political life fine and 
blameless, but his family life was ideally beautiful. His 
adoration of his lovely wife and daughters and all his 
family and their devotion to him were known of everyone 
and constituted one of the most ideally beautiful pictures of 
American life that it has ever been my good fortune to 
know. 


Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, death takes us unawares and 
leaves us wondering, doubting, and ever pondering. It is a 
path that must be trod if man would ever go to God. There 
are tears for all things everywhere, and death is ever touch- 
ing the heart and the mind of man and nature. 

Senator Lee SLATER OVERMAN, whose memory and whose 
work we honor to-day, was one of the finest, truest, and 
most outstanding characters it has ever been my good 
fortune to know. High ideals and virtuous actions were so 
interwoven in his life that it is difficult to believe that he is 
gone. It seems in retrospect rather that he has just wan- 
dered away to return to us with the same cheery smile and 
wave of his hand, just as he was and as we will always 
remember him. I can see him now walking calmly upon his 
way to the end of human sorrow, wrapped in the majesty 
of his great purposes, and supremely oblivious to the vex- 
ations of the world’s cynicism. 

How is one ever to know a colleague, a comrade, and a 
friend? Certainly not by the duration of association or 
acquaintance. Friendship can not be bought or sold by serv- 
ice rendered. It can not be coined into acts of gratitude or 
obligations. Obviously it plays no part in the small change 
of daily courtesy. It is outside all of these, but it contains 
them all and is superior to each and every one of them. 
Friendship comes unannounced. It bears no letter of intro- 
duction. No mutual friend does or can vouch for it. Sud- 
denly and silently it steps unexpectedly out of the shadow of 
this life into the esteem of intimate association and that 
mystic bond of brotherhood that makes all men one, just as a 
picture is projected on a lighted screen. 

It is love without either flowers or veil. 
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Senator OveRMAN was my friend, and the radiance of his 
fellowship with memories that breathe pervades our pres- 
ence to-day and holds within it all the essence of true com- 
radeship. Everything he said or did was so true, so natural, 
so candid, and so unstudied that it makes us feel that such 
a man could not and has not died and that immortality is 
a present, hopeful reality. He is free to wander where he 
wills and to flash back in the rising and the setting sun; and 
God will call him clear across the wind-swept sky, but he is 
not dead. He has left his heart—-yes; its last sigh—with his 
loved ones, in the emerald meadows, in the mist of the night, 
in the moonlit room, in their moment of exquisite joy, and 
when their hearts are breaking from some new grief. No; 
he is not dead. He is looking back with a smile. He is just 
across the border—over there in eternity. It is not far way 
and the journey is not long, but— 

Not till each loom is silent 
And the shuttles cease to fiy, 
Shall God reveal the pattern 
And explain the reason why 
The dark threads were as needful 
In the Weaver's skillful hand 
As the threads of gold and silver 
For the pattern he has planned. 

LEE OverMAN knew the value of time, the wisdom of econ- 
omy, and the rewards of working. He achieved the lasting 
success of perseverance and he ever preserved the dignity of 
simplicity. He valued the inherent worth of character and 
he ruthlessly exercised the power of kindness. 

He extended and enlarged the influence of example and 
he practiced the virtue of patience. He discharged in full 
the obligations of duty, and he did these things without wit- 
nesses, not only because he was strong and unconsciously 
great but because his natural and acquired endowments in- 
vited and compelled confidence and affection. Here, indeed, 
were his holy quests, proof of his unassuming superiority, 
his humanity, his keen sense of honor, his wit and humor, 
his grateful, gracious personality and generosity, and all of 
them the distinguished traits of a rare gentleman, a kindly 
philosopher, and a true friend. Yes, his was true courage, 
not a contempt of life, and he was a second self to all who 
were privileged to sit beside him in familiar confidence, and 
who to-day mourn his absence. 

In recollection it will always console those who admired 
and loved him that he was always honorable because he was 
innately manly; that he demanded justice because it is the 
truth; and that he lived and observed temperance and mod- 
eration in all things because he had mastered self. He knew 
that the lasting basis for all human conduct that is worth 
while rests solely upon such moral conceptions. He felt that 
such precepts should be ingrained in the life of every honor- 
able, upright, God-fearing citizen, and that to exact their 
recognition and to impress them by conduct upon others was 
a debt that each of us owes to mankind, and few men of my 
acquaintance have ever more fully acquitted the obligation. 

I shall always reczll Senator Overman as a man who lived 
and spoke the truth with thoughts that breathe and words 
that burn in their ceaseless luster. I shall always remember 
him as a character whose unspotted soul spoke its secrets so 
calmly and so plainly that it will ever be in melodious 
harmony with all he said and did. These facts stand out, 
because he was instinctively a ruthless destroyer of show and 
pretense, but his urbanity was a part of himself and never 
departed from him. 

His reverence for the fundamental truths of religious 
faith was profound. Not to destroy but to create was his 
part in the world. He lived his convictions, and he builded 
for all who knew him a noble edifice of human destiny, 
solid in its simplicity, beautiful in its structure, and elevated 
in its innate and its eternal grandeur. However one might 
differ with him, no one ever doubted the genuineness of his 
profound assurances, because his sincerity in all he thought 
and did was supremely transparent and sublimely beyond 
question. His gracious and tactful nature was always above 
ungenerous suspicions and far removed from the criticism 
of selfish ambition. 

The possession of these splendid, tolerant qualities, attri- 
butes of supreme attainments, did not weaken the strength 
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of his firm will or his power to strike hard blows at wrong 
and error. 

As I look back over my days in this distinguished body, 
I am sincerely grateful I was permitted to know our dis- 
tinguished and departed brother and to understand and in- 
telligently knit together the finer threads of his nature and 
to realize that many of his impulses were greater than any 
special or limited environment. Les, the thoughts which 
spoke through him cheered his comrades and will always en- 
rich mankind. His place he made for himself, and solely 
because he was himself he elevated the lives of others, and 
those who knew him and loved him will always remember 
that in helping and inspiring others he was accomplishing 
exactly what he desired. Life to him was worth only what 
it yielded in uplifting humanity to a higher and deeper 
understanding of God’s purposes and man’s destiny. And 
to the questions— 

Does the road wind uphill all the way?— 

We can hear his eloquent answers: 


Yes, to the very end. 

Will the day’s journey take the whole long day? 

From morn to night, my friend. 

I shall always say of him, he was of himself and with- 
out a parallel. I shall always think of him: Nature had 
little clay like that of which she made him. The feelings 
and the thoughts of all of us have been so truthfully and 
so consolingly expressed in words as transcendent as they 
are appealing and inspiring. I lay them upon the treasure 
house of our minds, the warder of the brain— 

A man indeed! He strove not for a place, 

Nor rest, nor rule. He daily walked with God. 
His willing feet with service swift were shod— 
An eager soul to serve the human race, 

Illume the mind, and fill the heart with 

Hope blooms afresh where’er those feet have trod. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, “the most beloved man in 
the Senate, as well as in the State of North Carolina,” was 
the statement I made when I heard that Senator OVERMAN 
had passed away. 

His record is an inspiration to all of us who knew and 
loved him. My knowledge of his lovable character goes back 
to the time when I was Director of the Census Bureau and 
chairman of the Federal Trade Commission and it was 
necessary for me to go before him to secure appropriations. 
Since I have been a Member of the Senate it has been my 
privilege to be with him a great deal in our work on the 
Appropriations Committee. We sat side by side, spending 
several hours a day for weeks at a time on these measures, 
and in all that time I never heard him speak an unkind or 
impatient word. 

I feel that my life has been greatly enriched by my asso- 
ciation with him, and the memory of this friendship I shall 
always cherish. 

In this hurried and materialistic age his unswerving faith, 
which was borne out in his daily life, has not failed to exer- 
cise a far-reaching influence. Such a life can but mean a 
community enriched, a world made brighter. 

So impressive was his appearance on the floor of the 
Senate, so distinctly did he stand out among the Members 
of this body, that visitors in the galleries would ask about 
him and were told that he not only looked the statesman 
but that he lived up to the highest traditions of the Senate. 

All of us recognize, I am sure, the beauty of the home life 
of a man like this. To live in hearts we leave behind us is 
not to die, so we must feel that this rare man has but en- 
tered a life of increased power. 

We can not think of Senator Overman without being re- 
minded that there is nothing so kingly as kindness. 


Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, before I 
entered the Senate I had visualized in my mind’s eye, as 
doubtless all of us had, the ideal American Senator. In 
physical appearance Senator Overman represented that 
ideal. In qualities of heart and soul and mind he met that 


test. I think of him as kindly, sympathetic, and courteous, 
not only with his associates here but with the humblest 
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servant everywhere. I think of him as brief and direct in 
debate. I think of him as sound in judgment. 

I think the greatest tribute that can be paid to a public 
servant is what is said of Joseph in the New Testament. 
Not much is recorded about Joseph’s life. No one knows 
where ke was born. We know he was a carpenter, but 
ttle else is disclosed of the events of his life. But there 
is a eulogy of Joseph that every public man especially ought 
to aspire to have written of him when he passes out of life. 
It is written of Joseph, He was a just man.” That is all. 
Joseph was a just man. 

Of whom among all of us can that eulogy be more fit- 
tingly uttered than he who has gone, than he to whose 
memory we pay tribute to-day? Senator OVERMAN was a 
just man—just to his God, just to his fellow man, just to 
himself. 

May the sweet memory that he has left behind be an 
inspiration to us to give back to our fellow men and to the 
world what mankind everywhere is longing for to-day— 
justice. May his life inspire us to do and to give justice. 


Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I bow my head in grief for 
the passing of one of God’s own noblemen; a gentleman 
who personified the highest and most honorable traditions 
of southern neighborliness and courtesy; a man whose pub- 
lic and private life always exemplified the golden rule and 
the commandment, “Love ye one another”; a statesman 
who served his Nation loyally and creditably for more than 
a quarter of a century, and whom death recently removed 
from our ranks. His name and fame are now enshrined in 
the Valhalla of our country’s notables and immortals. I 
mourn the loss of our distinguished colleague from North 
Carolina, the late Senator LEE S. OVERMAN. 

Mr. President, I trust my tribute will not be construed as 
the stereotyped form of condolence, because in the death of 
Senator Overman I not only mourn the loss of a distin- 
guished and esteemed colleague but also a guiding and con- 
structive influence in my life. His personal charm, kindli- 
ness, simplicity, and high ideals were inspirational to those 
who follow humanitarian pursuits. 

I recall a bit of verse from the archives of memory which 
may illustrate the theme I wish to express. If my recollec- 
tion serves me right, I believe it was composed by a poet 
named Douglas Malloch. At any rate, I shall quote it in the 
hope that it may inspire others as it has inspired me: 


And deep down in your heart understand 
The love of a man for a man. 

He'll go with you over the trail, 

The trail that is lonesome and long; 

He knows both your soul and your sins 
And does not too carefully scan 

The Highway to Heaven begins 

With the love of a man for a man. 


Mr. President, our deceased colleague, Senator OVERMAN, 
was a gentleman who thoroughly understood the “ love of a 
man for a man.” 

Senator Overman demonstrated this fact many times in 
my contacts with him while I functioned as Secretary 
of Labor. Whenever I sought his aid in the promotion 
of humanitarian projects or proposals affecting the welfare 
of the working classes, I received Senator Overman’s cour- 
teous attention and cooperation. 

Furthermore, on one occasion, which I vividly recall, I 
visited Salisbury, N. C., the home city of Senator Overman, 
to make a speech which did not harmonize with his political 
views. Senator Overman was confined to his home by illness 
at the time, but he graciously sent his secretary to the rail- 
road station to meet my train and to extend to me a cour- 
teous invitation to be his guest at his home for the dura- 
tion of my stay in Salisbury. 

This marked example of courtesy, hospitality, and gal- 
lantry affected me deeply and revived in my mind memories 
of the “olden time” southern gentleman—hallowed recol- 
lections which were conjured in my mental archives during 
my residence in Alabama, in the days of my youth, when 
I worked in the steel mills there. 


1931 
Truly, our Nation and his State—North Carolina—have 
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suffered a great loss in the death of Senator Overman. So} of G. P. Ide. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 


I may take solace in the thought that I am not alone in my 
sorrow. 


Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I have craved the sad 
privilege of adding just a word of tribute to the memory of 
our departed colleague. 

In the death of Senator Overman the Senate suffered the 
loss of a truly beloved Member and the Nation a distin- 
guished statesman. No poor words of mine can express our 
admiration for him or add unto his enduring fame. That 
long record is without a blot or a stain; that great public 
career, stretching over a quarter of a century, commenced 
and closed in honor untarnished. 

He was indeed a faithful servant of the Old North State, 
to which I have always turned with gratitude, for there my 
ancestors were born. I can only liken him to the north 
star— 

Of whose true-fix'd and resting quality 
There is no fellow in the firmament. 
And now— 
After life's fitful fever, he sleeps well; 
* . $ . $ 
Malice domestic, foreign levy, nothing, 
Can touch him further. 

We shall see him no more on earth, but his image shall 
never fade from our hearts. His noble, splendid example 
shall never cease to inspire our lives. 

If, as reminded by the Senator from Georgia, To live 
in hearts we leave behind is not to die,” then, assuredly, Mr. 
President, Senator Overman lives and will never die. 

RECESS 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Rosinson of Arkansas 
in the chair). As a further mark. of respect to the mem- 
ory of the late Senator LEE S. Overman, the Senate now 
stands in recess until 12 o’clock noon to-morrow. 

Thereupon (at 4 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
took a recess until to-morrow, Thursday, February 19, 1931, 
at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 18 
(legislative day of February 17), 1931 
ASSISTANT COMPTROLLER GENERAL 

Richard N. Elliott, of Indiana, to be Assistant Comptroller 

General of the United States, vice Lurtin R. Ginn, retired. 
POSTMASTERS 
ALABAMA 

Mary I. Hogan to be postmaster at East Tallassee, Ala., in 

place of J. D. Hinson, removed. 
ALASKA 

Martin J. Martin to be postmaster at Nenana, Alaska, in 
place of M. J. Martin. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 28, 1931. 

ARKANSAS 

Lee W. McKenney to be postmaster at Black Rock, Ark., 
in place of L. W. McKenney. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 14, 1931. 

Estella Cherry to be postmaster at McRae, Ark., in place 
of Estella Cherry. Incumbent’s commission expires Febru- 
ary 24, 1931. 

CALIFORNIA 

Josephine M. Tomola to be postmaster at Downieville, 
Calif., in place of J. M. Tomola. Incumbent’s commission 
expires March 3, 1931. 

Hazel M. McFarland to be postmaster at Folsom City, 
Calif., in place of H. M. McFarland. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired December 21, 1930. 

Frederick W. Ammann to be postmaster at Larkspur, 
Calif., in place of F. W. Ammann. Incumbent’s commission 
expired December 17, 1930. 

Paul Huneke to be postmaster at Lemoncove, Calif., in 
place of Paul Huneke. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3. 1931, 


1931. 

Elizabeth B. Reynolds to be postmaster at Randsburg, 
Calif., in place of E. B. Reynolds. Incumbent’s commission 
expires March 1, 1931. 

William Junkans to be postmaster at Redding, Calif., in 
Place of William Junkans. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 17, 1931. 

Francis C. Harvey to be postmaster at Rivera, Calif., in 
place of F. C. Harvey. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 15, 1931. 

George H. Gischel to be postmaster at Tracy, Calif., in 
place of G. H. Gischel. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 10, 1931. 

COLORADO 


William E. Triffet to be postmaster at Akron, Colo., in 
place of W. E. Triffet. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Amy Hill to be postmaster at Arapahoe, Colo., in place of 
1991 Hill. Incumbent's commission expired February 12, 
1931. 

Fred J. Dyer to be postmaster at Crested Butte, Colo., in 
place of F. J. Dyer. Incumbent's commission expired May 
28. 1930. 

Fred E. Maker to be postmaster at Grandlake, Colo., in 
place of F. E. Maker. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 17, 1931. 

Nellie M. Connelly to be postmaster at Hartman, Colo., in 
place of N. M. Connelly. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Jesse W. Noble to be postmaster at Manitou, Colo., in 
place of J. W. Noble. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 
ruary 24, 1931. 

William D. Asbury to be postmaster at Montrose, Colo., in 
place of W. D. Asbury. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 17, 1931. 

Merrill D. Harshman to be postmaster at Wiggins, Colo., 
in place of M. D. Harshman. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 12, 1931. 


CONNECTICUT 


Edwin H. Keach to be postmaster at Danielson, Conn., in 
place of E. H. Keach. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 14, 1931. 

GEORGIA 


James T. Dampier to be postmaster at Adel, Ga., in place 
of J. T. Dampier. Incumbent’s commission expired May 21, 
1930. 

Mary P. Hughes to be postmaster at Alapaha, Ga., in 
place of M. P. Hughes. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 20, 1930. 

Clifford J. Williams to be postmaster at Bainbridge, Ga., 
in place of C. J. Williams. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 20, 1930. 

William F. Boone to be postmaster at Baxley, Ga., in 
place of W. F. Boone. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 17, 1930. 

Lois A. Roberts to be postmaster at Bowman, Ga., in place 
of L. A. Roberts. Incumbent’s commission expired July 3, 
1930. 

Ertha Garner to be postmaster at Buford, Ga., in place of 
Ertha Garner. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
20, 1930. 

Jacob S. Eberhardt to be postmaster at Carlton, Ga., in 
place of J. S. Eberhardt. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 21, 1930. 

Herman E. Malaier to be postmaster at Chattahoochee, 
Ga. Office became presidential July 1, 1930. 

Olivia F. Anderson to be postmaster at Chipley, Ga., in 
place of O. F. Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 28, 1930. 

Charles E. Walton to be postmaster at Columbus, Ga., in 
place of C. E. Walton. Incumbent’s commission expired. 
December 17, 1930. 
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Esther McCollum to be postmaster at Conyers, Ga., in 
place of Esther McCollum. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired December 22, 1930. 

George B. Wilkes to be postmaster at Cordele, Ga., in 
place of J. A. Griffin, removed. 

Herbert J. Knowles to be postmaster at Cuthbert, Ga., 
in place of H. J. Knowles. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 20, 1930. 3 

Robert T. Broome to be postmaster at Danielsville, Ga., in 
place of R. T. Broome. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 7, 1930. 

John R. Barrett to be postmaster at Demorest, Ga., in 
place of J. R. Barrett. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 3, 1930. 

Dallas Thompson to be postmaster at Fair Mount, Ga., in 
place of Dallas Thompson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 10, 1930. 

Fletcher N. Carlisle to be postmaster at Flowery Branch, 
Ga., in place of F. N. Carlisle. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 20, 1930. 

Stevens R. Owen to be postmaster at Gordon, Ga., in place 
of S. R. Owen. Incumbent’s commission expired May 18, 
1930. 

Columbus W. Fields to be postmaster at Hampton, Ga., in 
place of C. W. Fields. Incumbent’s commission expired May 
21, 1930. 

John C. Massey to be postmaster at Hartwell, Ga., in place 
of J. C. Massey. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
17, 1930. 

Mary F. Harris to be postmaster at Hogansville, Ga., in 
place of R. H. Johnson, removed. 

Bessie Waldrop to be postmaster at Jackson, Ga., in place 
of Bessie Waldrop. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 20, 1930. 

James C. Perry to be postmaster at Kingsland, Ga., in 
place of W. N. Casey. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 18, 1929. 

John L. Wilson to be postmaster at Locust Grove, Ga., in 
place of J. L. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expired May 
7, 1930. 

Edison Harbin to be postmaster at McRae, Ga., in place of 
Edison Harbin. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 
1931. 

Gertrude McCranie to be postmaster at Milan, Ga., in 
place of Maggie Clarke, removed. 

David M. McKee to be postmaster at Moultrie, Ga., in 
place of D. M. McKee. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 9, 1931. 

George H. Ray to be postmaster at Norwood, Ga., in place 
of G. H. Ray. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
17, 1931. 

John T. Bird to be postmaster at Oxford, Ga., in place of 
J. T. Bird. Incumbent’s commission expired December 18, 
1929. $ 

Frederick Bonner to be postmaster at Perry, Ga., in place 
of Frederick Bonner. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 17, 1930. 

Bernie C. Chapman to be postmaster at Porterdale, Ga., 
in place of B. C. Chapman. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 3, 1930. 

Joel F. Fountain to be postmaster at Ray City, Ga., in 
place of J. F. Fountain. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 7, 1930. 

Dana M. Lovvorn to be postmaster at Richland, Ga., in 
place of D. M. Lovvorn. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 17, 1930. 

William E. Fitts to be postmaster at Rocky Ford, Ga., in 
place of W. E. Fitts. Incumbent’s commission expired May 
20, 1930. 

Thomas H. Anthony to be postmaster at Shellman, Ga., 
in place of T. H. Anthony. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 17, 1930. 

Sam Tate to be postmaster at Tate, Ga., in place of 
Sam Tate. Incumbent’s commission expired December 17, 
1930. 
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Laurens G. Dozier to be postmaster at Thomson, Ga., in 
place of J. D. Baston. Incumbent’s commission expired May 
7, 1930. 

E. Stelle Barrett to be postmaster at Union City, Ga., in 
place of E. S. Barrett. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 9, 1931. 

Robert Barron to be postmaster at Zebulon, Ga., in place 
of Robert Barron. Incumbent’s commission expired May 7, 
1930. 

HAWAII 

F. J. Cushingham to be postmaster at Kealakekua, Hawaii, 
in place of L. D. Ackerman, resigned. 

Lee Loon to be postmaster at Pahala, Hawaii, in place 
755 Lee Loon. Incumbent's commission expired February 17, 
1931. 

IDAHO 

Hazel M. Lawton to be postmaster at Firth, Idaho, in place 
of H. M. Lawton. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
17, 1931. 

Guy I. Towle to be postmaster at Jerome, Idaho, in place 
of G. I. Towle. Incumbent’s commission expires March 1, 
1931. 

ILLINOIS 

Thomas Turigliatto to be postmaster at Benld, Il., in 
place of Thomas Turigliatto. Incumbent commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Bert W. Gillis to be postmaster at Brocton, II., in place 
of B. W. Gillis. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 
1931. 

Orville L. Davis to be postmaster at Champaign, III., in 
place of O. L. Davis. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 14, 1931. 

William S. Brownlow to be postmaster at Chapin, II., in 
place of W. S. Brownlow. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 17, 1931. 

A. Luella Smith to be postmaster at Chatham, Ill., in place 
of A. L. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 
1931. 

Harry B. Rigsbee to be postmaster at Downers Grove, II., 
in place of H. B. Rigsbee. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 22, 1931. 

Fred S. Sharp to be postmaster at Elburn, II., in place of 
H. L. Miles, removed. 

Thomas E. Richardson to be postmaster at Flanagan, Ill., 
in place of T. E. Richardson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 10, 1931. 

Benjamin A. Miller to be postmaster at Geneva, III., in 
place of B. A. Miller. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 22, 1931. 

Syrena B. Roth to be postmaster at Hinsdale, II., in place 
of S. B. Roth. Incumbent’s commission expired January 22, 
1931. 

Charles T. O’Boyle to be postmaster at Ingleside, Il., in 
place of C. T. O’Boyle. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 3, 1930. 

Walter V. Berry to be postmaster at Irving, Ill., in place of 
W. V. Berry. Incumbent’s commission expired February 12, 
1931. 

Walter F. Smith to be postmaster at Lake Forest, II., in 
place of W. F. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Blanche V. Anderson to be postmaster at Leland, III., in 
place of B. V. Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 28, 1931. 

Albert Krause to be postmaster at McHenry, III., in place 
of W. J. Walsh, removed. 

Michael J. Moore to be postmaster at Maple Park, II., in 
place of M. J. Moore. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 22, 1931. 

Ruth V. Nelson to be postmaster at Milford, III., in place 
of R. V. Nelson. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 
1931. > 

Edward F. Davis to be postmaster at New Berlin, Ill, in 
place of E. F. Davis. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 17, 1931. 


1931 


Herman Meyer to be postmaster at Niles Center, II., in 
place of Herman Meyer. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 17, 1931. 

Albert O. Kettelkamp to be postmaster at Nokomis, II., in 
place of A. O. Kettelkamp. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 12, 1931. 

Charles F, Gaffner to be postmaster at Pana, IIL, in place 
of I. I. Kennedy. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 
1931. 

Russell Young to be postmaster at Rossville, Il., in place 
of Russell Young. Incumbent’s commission expires Febru- 
ary 28, 1931. 

Mary A. Barkmeier to be postmaster at San Jose, III., in 
place of M. A. Barkmeier. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 17, 1931. 

Gerald B. Weiss to be postmaster at Shipman, III., in place 
of G. B. Weiss. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
10, 1931. 

Michael J. Donahue to be postmaster at Streator, II., in 
place of M. J. Donahue. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

William W. Renton to be postmaster at Wheaton, IIL, in 
place of W. W. Renton. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Emery S. Waid to be postmaster at Winchester, Ill, in 
place of E. S. Waid. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 17, 1931. 

Joseph C. Braun to be postmaster at Winnetka, II., in 
place of J. C. Braun. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 
ruary 24, 1931. 

Lyman S. Graves to be postmaster at Wyoming, Ill., in 
place of L. S. Graves. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 22, 1930. 

INDIANA 


Frank Lyon to be postmaster at Arcadia, Ind., in place of 
Frank Lyon. Incumbent’s commission expired January 22, 
1931. 

Carleton H. Baum to be postmaster at Avilla, Ind., in place 
of C. H. Baum. Incumbent’s commission expired April 3, 
1930. 

Paul R. Ashby to be postmaster at Bruceville, Ind., in 
place of J. B. Mayfield. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 29, 1930. 

Fred Irvin to be postmaster at Cannelton, Ind., in place of 
Fred Irvin. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 1931. 

Gail M. Hennis to be postmaster at Clinton, Ind., in place 
of G. M. Hennis. Incumbent's commission expires March 
3, 1931. 

Harvey H. Galloway to be postmaster at Cromwell, Ind., in 
place of H. H. Galloway. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Edna Whitman to be postmaster at Depauw, Ind. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1930. 

Otto C. Wulfman to be postmaster at Huntingburg, Ind., 
in place of M. L. Katter. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 23, 1930. 

Nannie E. Sparks to be postmaster at Kewanna, Ind., in 
place of N. E. Sparks. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

James E. Gilkison to be postmaster at Loogootee, Ind., 
in place of J. A. Spears. Incumbent’s commission expired 
March 29, 1930. 

Earl L. Rhodes to be postmaster at Milltown, Ind., in 
place of E. L. Rhodes. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 15, 1931. 

Lee H. Pillers to be postmaster at Monroeville, Ind., in 
place of L. H. Pillers. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Benjamin F. Pearson to be postmaster at New Salisbury, 
Ind., in place of B. F. Pearson. Incumbent’s commission 
expires March 3, 1931. 

Arthur B. Wobith to be postmaster at North Judson, Ind., 
in place of A. B. Wobith. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 
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Lillian R. Stuck to be postmaster at Orland, Ind., in place 
retire R. Stuck. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 

Clarence E. Sparling to be postmaster at Osgood, Ind., in 
place of C. E. Sparling. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 28, 1931. 

Hubert Tanner to be postmaster at Plymouth, Ind., in 
place of Hubert Tanner. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Frank R. Hawley to be postmaster at Williamsport, Ind., 
in place of J. E. Lewis, resigned. 


IOWA 


Judson P. Holden to be postmaster at Delhi, Iowa, in place 
of J. P. Holden. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 16, 1931. 

Wesley L. Damerow to be postmaster at Dows, Iowa, in 
place of W. L. Damerow. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 16, 1931. 

Frank P. Rotton to be postmaster at Essex, Iowa, in place 
of F. P. Rotton. Incumbent’s commission expires Febru- 
ary 28, 1931. 

William J. Campbell to be postmaster at Jesup, Iowa, in 
place of W. J. Campbell. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 28, 1931. 

John G. Ranous to be postmaster at Keota, Iowa, in place 
of J. G. Ranous. Incumbent’s commission expires Febru- 
ary 26, 1931. 

Albert L. Clark to be postmaster at Lanesboro, Iowa, in 
place of A. L. Clark. Incumbent's commission expired Feb- 
ruary 16, 1931. 

Karl J. Baessler to be postmaster at Livermore, Iowa, in 
place of K. J. Baessler. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 16, 1931. 

Ben W. Stearns to be postmaster at Logan, Iowa, in place 
of B. W. Stearns. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 21, 1930. 

Ava Rigdon to be postmaster at Menlo, Iowa, in place of 
Ava Rigdon. Incumbent’s commission expires February 26, 
1931. 

Otto Anderson to be postmaster at Ossian, Iowa, in place 
of Otto Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expired March 
16, 1930. 

Charlie M. Willard to be postmaster at Persia, Iowa, in 
place of C. M. Willard. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 4, 1931. 

Clinton E. Myers to be postmaster at Radcliffe, Iowa, in 
place of George Sampson, deceased. 

Leila N. Horn to be postmaster at South English, Iowa, 
in place of W. N. Horn, deceased. 

Spencer C. Nelson to be postmaster at Tama, Iowa, in 
place of S. C. Nelson. Incumbent's commission expires Feb- 
ruary 26, 1931. 

Fred A, Hall to be postmaster at Van Wert, Iowa, in place 
of F. A. Hall. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
28, 1931. 

KANSAS 


Louisa Allender to be postmaster at Axtell, Kans., in place 
of Louisa Allender. Incumbent’s commission expires March 
3, 1931. 

Robert T. Smith to be postmaster at Caldwell, Kans., in 
place of R. T. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 16, 1931. 

Ruth Herthel to be postmaster at Claflin, Kans., in place 
of Ruth Herthel. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
24, 1931. 

Maude T. Breese to be postmaster at Cottonwood Falls, 
Kans., in place of M. T. Breese. Incumbent’s commission 
expires March 3, 1931. 

Howard F. Heleker to be postmaster at Frankfort, Kans., 
in place of H. F. Heleker. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Charles H. Van Meter to be postmaster at Johnson, Kans., 
in place of C. H. Van Meter. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pires March 3, 1931. 
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Adna E. Palmer to be postmaster at Kingman, Kans., in 
place of A. E. Palmer. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 7, 1931. 

Elam Shaffstall to be postmaster at Luray, Kans., in 
place of Elam Shaffstall. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 18, 1931. 

Marvin S. Gilbert to be postmaster at Lyndon, Kans., in 
place of M. S. Gilbert. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 24, 1931. 

Carl F. Wendt to be postmaster at Manter, Kans. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1930. 

Walter S. Wright to be postmaster at Minneola, Kans., in 
place of W. S. Wright. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 16, 1931. 

William Dancaster to be postmaster at Richmond, Kans., 
in place of William Dancaster. Incumbent’s commission 
expired December 14, 1930. 

Horace A. Fink to be postmaster at Russell, Kans., in place 
of H. A. Fink. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 
1931. 

Herbert M. Bentley to be postmaster at Sterling, Kans., in 
place of H. M. Bentley. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 16, 1931. 

j KENTUCKY 

Emma M. Oldham to be postmaster at Bloomfield, Ky., in 
place of E. M. Oldham: Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 29, 1931. 

Edward R. Lafferty to be postmaster at Cave City, Ky. 
in place of E. R. Lafferty. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 28, 1931. 

Wiliam M. Maffett to be postmaster at Cynthiana, Ky., 
in place of W. M. Maffett. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 11, 1931. 

Myrtle Miller to be postmaster at Hazel Green, Ky., in 
place of Myrtle Miller. Incumbent’s commission expired 
March 3, 1929. 

Forrest Calico to be postmaster at Lancaster, Ky., in place 
of J. W. Sanders. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
10, 1931. 

Maggie Wolfinbarger to be postmaster at Ravenna, Ky., 
in place of J. M. Wolfinbarger, resigned. 

James L. Blair to be postmaster at West Liberty, Ky., in 
place of J. L. Blair. Incumbent’s commission expires March 
3, 1931. 

Fred R. Blackburn to be postmaster at Winchester, Ky., 
in place of F. R. Blackburn. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires March 3, 1931. 


| 


LOUISIANA 


Pierre O. Broussard to be postmaster at Abbeville, La., in 
place of P. O. Broussard. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 5, 1931. 

Adrian I. Wilcombe to be postmaster at Hammond, La., in 
place of A. I. Wilcombe. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 10, 1931. 

Theophile P. Talbot to be postmaster at Napoleonville, 
La., in place of T. P. Talbot. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 10, 1931. 

Silvio Broussard to be postmaster at New Iberia, La., in 
place of Silvio Broussard. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 24, 1931. 

Albert C. Boudreaux to be postmaster at Thibodaux, La., 
in place of Albert Boudreaux, deceased. 

MAINE 

George J. Gott to be postmaster at Brooklin, Me., in place 
of G. J. Gott. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
10, 1930. 

Ralph T. Horton to be postmaster at Calais, Me., in place 
of R. T. Horton. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
26, 1931. 

Alma R. Weed to be postmaster at Monticello, Me., in 
place of A. R. Weed. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 
ruary 24, 1931. 

MARYLAND 

Howard E. Dixon to be postmaster at Brunswick, Md., in 
place of H. E. Dixon. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 4, 1931. 


FEBRUARY 18 


Roscoe C. McNutt to be postmaster at Fallston, Md., in 
place of R. C. McNutt. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 12, 1931. 

Richard B. Woodrum to be postmaster at Fort Howard, 
Md., in place of M. B. Workman, resigned. 

James W. Friend, to be postmaster at Friendsville, Md., in 
place of J. W. Friend. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Albert Holway to be postmaster at Bournedale, Mass., in 
place of Albert Holway. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 28, 1931. 

William J. Lockhart to be postmaster at Falmouth, Mass., 
in place of W. J. Lockhart. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

John G. Faxon to be postmaster at Fitchburg, Mass., in 
place of J. G. Faxon. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 5, 1931. 

Alice D. Robbins to be postmaster at Littleton, Mass., in 
place of A. D. Robbins. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 24, 1931. 

Henry T. Maxwell to be postmaster at Millbury, Mass., in 
place of H. T. Maxwell. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 17, 1931. 

Alfred E. Smith to be postmaster at Nantucket, Mass., in 
place of A. E. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Edgar O. Dewey to be postmaster at Reading, Mass., in 
place of E. O. Dewey. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 28, 1931. 

Helen K. Hoxie to be postmaster at Sunderland, Mass., 
in place of H. K. Hoxie. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

MICHIGAN 

George H. Neisler to be postmaster at Dearborn, Mich., 
in place of G. H. Neisler. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Frank A. Miller to be postmaster at Gladstone, Mich., in 
place of F. A. Miller. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 16, 1931. 

William A. Chamberlain to be postmaster at Ontonagon, 
Mich., in place of W. A. Chamberlain. Incumbents commis- 
sion expires March 3, 1931. 

Albert Sanders, jr., to be postmaster at Stephenson, Mich., 
in place of Albert Sanders, jr. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 16, 1931. 

Webb W. Walter to be postmaster at Three Rivers, Mich., 
in place of W. W. Walter. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 16, 1931. 

Ernest A. Hopperstead to be postmaster at Whitehall, 
Mich., in place of W. A. Ruggles, deceased. 

Charles S. Sisson to be postmaster at White Pigeon, Mich., 
in place of C. S. Sisson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 16, 1931. 

MINNESOTA 

John Grutsch to be postmaster at Avon, Minn., in place of 
John Grutsch. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
17, 1930. 

William C. Wiench to be postmaster at Bagley, Minn., in 
place of W. C. Wiench. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 9, 1931. 

Gertrude S. Dyson to be postmaster at Becker, Minn., in 
place of G. S. Dyson. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 
ruary 28, 1931. 

William B. Stewart to be postmaster at Bemidji, Minn., 
in place of W. B. Stewart. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 1, 1931. 

Raymond R. Swanson to be postmaster at Bronson, Minn., 
in place of R. R. Swanson. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Nettie Layng to be postmaster at Bruno, Minn., in place 
of Nettie Layng. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 17, 1930. 

Patrick M. Dunn to be postmaster at Caledonia, Minn., in 
place of P. M. Dunn. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 


1931 


Walter B. Brown to be postmaster at Chisholm, Minn., in 
place of W. B. Brown. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 28, 1931. 

Adolph Johnson to be postmaster at Clarks Grove, Minn., 
in place of Adolph Johnson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires February 28, 1931. 

Nels A. Thorson to be postmaster at Crookston, Minn., in 
place of N. A. Thorson. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 28, 1931. 

Benjamin H. Peoples to be postmaster at Detroit Lakes, 
Minn., in place of B. H. Peoples. Incumbent’s commission 
expired January 29, 1931. 

Gunstein D. Aakhus to be postmaster at Erskine, Minn., 
in place of G. D. Aakhus. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Odin D. Krogen to be postmaster at Fountain, Minn., in 
place of O. D. Krogen. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 10, 1931. 

James Crane to be postmaster at Gilbert, Minn., in place 
of James Crane. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 
1931. 

William Guenther to be postmaster at Hokah, Minn., in 
place of William Guenther. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires February 28, 1931. 

Marie C. Bergeson to be postmaster at Lake Park, Minn., 
in place of M. C. Bergeson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires March 3, 1931. 

Anna Thoennes, to be postmaster at Ogema, Minn., in 
place of Anna Thoennes. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Herman O. Hoganson to be postmaster at Perley, Minn., 
in place of H. O. Hoganson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires March 3, 1931. 

Marion E. Isherwood to be postmaster at Sebeka, Minn., 
in place of M. E. Isherwood. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires February 28, 1931. 

James W. Featherston to be postmaster at Staples, Minn., 
in place of J. W. Featherston. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired January 10, 1931. 

Harry S. Gillespie to be postmaster at Virginia, Minn., 
in place of H. S. Gillespie. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 1, 1931. 

George N. Breher to be postmaster at Wadena, Minn., in 
place of G. N. Breher. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 2, 1930. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Nicie R. Evans to be postmaster at Bassfield, Miss., in 
place of N. R. Evans. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 1, 1931. 

Ida E. Roberts to be postmaster at Cleveland, Miss., in 
place of I. E. Roberts. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 14, 1931. 

Willie Ramsey to be postmaster at Drew, Miss., in- place 
of Willie Ramsey. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 9, 1931. 

Ethelbert B. Jones to be postmaster at Enterprise, Miss., 
in place of C. L. Wright. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 23, 1930. 

Thomas F. Kirkpatrick to be postmaster at Hollandale, 
Miss., in place of T. F. Kirkpatrick. Incumbent’s commission 
expires February 26, 1931. 

Lida N. Oldham to be postmaster at University, Miss., in 
place of T. E. Dunn, resigned. 

MISSOURI 

Abraham B. Peters to be postmaster at Bonnots Mill, Mo., 
in place of A. B. Peters. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 17, 1931. 

James L. Creason to be postmaster at Camden, Mo., in 
place of J. L. Creason. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 12, 1930. 

John R. Edwards to be postmaster at Dawn, Mo., in place 
of J. R. Edwards. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 12, 1931. 

Margaret C. Lester to be postmaster at Desloge, Mo., in 
place of M. C. Lester. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 29, 1931. 
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Herbert S. Wilson to be postmaster at Hardin, Mo., in 
place of W. A. Jenkins, resigned. 

A. Russell Little to be postmaster at Holland, Mo., in 
place of A. R. Little. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Melvin Lutes to be postmaster at Lutesville, Mo., in place 
T peeves Lutes. Incumbent's commission expired February 

1931. 

Loyd R. Kirtley to be postmaster at Madison, Mo., in 
place of L. R. Kirtley. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 15, 1931. 

William E. Hodgin to be postmaster at Maitland, Mo., in 
place of W. E. Hodgin. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 15, 1931. 

Lewis M. Gamble to be postmaster at Mexico, Mo., in place 
of L. M. Gamble. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 17, 1931. 

Samuel A. Chapell to be postmaster at Monett, Mo., in 
place of S. A. Chapell. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 17, 1930. 

Fred A. Grebe to be postmaster at New Florence, Mo., in 
place of F. A. Grebe. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 17, 1931. 

Dora S. Weise to be postmaster at New Franklin, Mo., in 
place of Taylor Fisher, resigned. 

Henry C. Brantley to be postmaster at Newtown, Mo., in 
place of H. C. Brantley. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 22, 1931. ; 

Ida F. Zeller to be postmaster at Oregon, Mo., in place of 
F. L. Zeller, deceased. 

Charles Litsch to be postmaster at Perryville, Mo., in place 
of Charles Litsch. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 17, 1931. 

Nelle Woodall to be postmaster at Rushville, Mo., in place 
of Nelle Woodall. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 6, 1930. 

Joseph V. Forst to be postmaster at Silex, Mo., in place of 
J. V. Forst. Incumbent’s commission expired February 17, 
1931. 

Alpha DeBerry to be postmaster at Stoutland, Mo., in 
place of Alpha DeBerry. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 17, 1931. 

Carl C. Wilson to be postmaster at Vandalia, Mo., in place 
of C. C. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 
1931. 

William F. Meier to be postmaster at Wentzville, Mo., in 
place of W. F. Meier. Incumbent's commission expired Feb- 
ruary 17, 1931. 

MONTANA 


George R. Moshier to be postmaster at Baker, Mont., in 
place of G. R. Moshier. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 17, 1931. 

Claude C. Mills to be postmaster at Big Sandy, Mont., in 
place of C. C. Mills. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 5, 1931. 

Robert A. Bray to be postmaster at Bigtimber, Mont., in 
place of R. A. Bray. Incumbent's commission expired July 2, 
1930. 

Prince A. Mowbray to be postmaster at Brady, Mont., in 
place of P. A. Mowbray. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 4, 1931. 

Melvin W. Markuson to be postmaster at Dooley, Mont., in 
place of M. W. Markuson. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 26, 1931. 

John W. Calfee to be postmaster at Frazer, Mont., in place 
of J. W. Calfee. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
17, 1931. 

John O. Dahl to be postmaster at Froid, Mont., in place of 
J. O. Dahl. Incumbent’s commission expired January 15, 
1931. 

Alva M. Mullikin to be postmaster at Hingham, Mont., in 
place of A. M. Mullikin. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 21, 1930. 

Roy W. Broman to be postmaster at Ismay, Mont., in place 
of R: W. Broman. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 10, 1931. 
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Harvey St. J. Cannon to be postmaster at Kalispell, Mont., 
in place of H. St. J. Cannon. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired February 17, 1931. 

Joseph Brooks to be postmaster at Livingston, Mont., in 
place of Joseph Brooks. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 10, 1931. 

Fred N. Weed to be postmaster at Terry, Mont., in place 
of F. N. Weed. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
4, 1931. 

Samuel P. Eagle to be postmaster at West Yellowstone, 
Mont., in place of S. P. Eagle. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 17, 1931. 

Stephen E. Sande to be postmaster at Winifred, Mont., in 
place of S. E. Sande. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

NEBRASKA 

Chancey J. Sittler to be postmaster at Anselmo, Nebr., in 
place of C. J. Sittler. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 28, 1930. 

Wilbur B. Alexander to be postmaster at Ansley, Nebr., in 
place of W. B. Alexander. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Paul R. Lorance to be postmaster at Auburn, Nebr., in 
place of P. R. Lorance. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 21, 1930. 

Mina R. McCulley to be postmaster at Bassett, Nebr., in 
place of M. R. McCulley. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 10, 1931. 

Charles C. Mills to be postmaster at Carroll, Nebr., in 
place of C. C. Mills. Incumbent’s commission expires March 
3, 1931. 

Roy B. Gould to be postmaster at Coleridge, Nebr., in 
place of R. B. Gould. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 10, 1930. 

Sturley T. Stevens to be postmaster at Comstock, Nebr., in 
place of S. T. Stevens. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 17, 1931. 

Harry C. Haverly to be postmaster at Hastings, Nebr., in 
place of H. C. Haverly. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 9, 1931. 

Verne W. Langford to be postmaster at Laurel, Nebr., in 
place of V. W. Langford. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 9, 1931. 

Richard L. Roach to be postmaster at Maywood, Nebr., in 
place of R. L. Roach. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Edward T. Best, jr., to be postmaster at Neligh, Nebr., in 
place of E. T. Best, jr. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 26, 1931. 

Virgil E. Barker to be postmaster at Newport, Nebr., in 
place of V. E. Barker. Incumbent's commission expired 
June 28, 1930. 

Arthur H. Babcock to be postmaster at North Loup, Nebr., 
in place of A. H. Babcock. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 14, 1931. 

Claude A. Barker to be postmaster at Pawnee City, Nebr., 
in place of C. A. Barker. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 14, 1931. i 

Frederick H. Crook to be postmaster at Paxton, Nebr., in 
place of F. H. Crook. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 14, 1931. 

Dayle G. Stallman to be postmaster at Petersburg, Nebr., 
in place of. D. G. Stallman. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires February 26, 1931. 

Ray L. Mallory to be postmaster at Pierce, Nebr., in place 
of R. L. Mallory. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
28, 1931. 

James W. Holmes to be postmaster at Plattsmouth, Nebr., 
in place of J. W. Holmes. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 9, 1931. 

Charles G. Anderson to be postmaster at Shelby, Nebr., in 
place of C. G. Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expired 

January 28, 1931. 

Harry S. Prouty to be postmaster at Spencer, Nebr., in 
place of H. S. Prouty. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 9, 1931. 
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John Becker to be postmaster at Stanton, Nebr., in place 
2 Arbe Becker. Incumbent's commission expired January 

Herbert C. Wilkinson to be postmaster at Weeping Water, 
Nebr., in place of H. C. Wilkinson. Incumbent's commission 
expired January 17, 1931. 

George W. Howe to be postmaster at Wisner, Nebr., in 
place of G. W. Howe. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 14, 1931. 

NEW JERSEY 


Daniel A. DeVries to be postmaster at Carlton Hill, N. J., 
in place of D. A. DeVries. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 14, 1930. 

Charles G. Wittreich to be postmaster at Chatham, N. J., 
in place of C. G. Wittreich. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired February 16, 1931. 

Elmer G. Houghton to be postmaster at Cranford, N. J., 
in place of E. G, Houghton. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires February 28, 1931. 

William R. Mayer to be postmaster at Cresskill, N. J., 
in place of W. R. Mayer. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 22, 1931. 

Norbert O. Simpson to be postmaster at Fort Hanccck, 
N. J., in place of S. E. Johnson, resigned. 

Richard Watt to be postmaster at Garwood, N. J., in place 
of Richard Watt. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 9, 1931. 

Clayton E. Green to be postmaster at Glen Gardner, N. J., 
in place of C. E. Green. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 1, 1931. 

Milton K. Thorp to be postmaster at Hackettstown, N. J., 
in place of M. K. Thorp. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 28, 1931. 

Thomas J. Raber to be postmaster at Hampton, N. J., 
in place of T. J. Raber. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 28, 1931. 

Wilbert F. Branin to be postmaster at Medford, N. J., in 
place of W. F. Branin. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 16, 1931. 

Mina A. Crowell to be postmaster at Minotola, N. J., in 
place of M. A. Crowell. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 16, 1931. 

Joseph R. Forrest to be postmaster at Palisades Park, 
N. J., in place of J. R. Forrest. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires March 1, 1931. 

Harry Simmons to be postmaster at Rahway, N. J., in 
place of Harry Simmons. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 9, 1931. 

Harry R. Parvin to be postmaster at Ramsey, N. J., in 
place of H. R. Parvin. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 14, 1930. 

James A. Harris to be postmaster at Wildwood, N. J., 
in place of J. A. Harris. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 16, 1931. 

NEW MEXICO 


Charles E. Gibbs to be postmaster at Madrid, N. Mex., 
in place of C. E. Gibbs. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 12, 1931. : 

NEW YORK 


Lewis E. Fredenburg to be postmaster at Afton, N. Y., in 
place of L. E. Fredenburg. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 26, 1931. 

William J. Leighton to be postmaster at Avon, N. Y. in 
place of W. J. Leighton. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 16, 1931. 5 

Earl J. Franklin to be postmaster at Belfast, N. L., in 
place of E. J. Franklin. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 16, 1931. 

Roy W. Munson to be postmaster at Brasher Falls, N. Y., 
in place of R. W. Munson. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 16, 1931. 

Elbert J. Eckerson to be postmaster at Cobleskill, N. Y., in 
place of E. J, Eckerson. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 1, 1931. 


1931 


place of C. H. Brown. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 16, 1931. 

Benjamin W. Wellington to be postmaster at Corning, 
N. Y., in place of B. W. Wellington. Incumbent’s commission 
expired January 22, 1931. 

Walter L. Bibbey to be postmaster at Fort Edward, N. Y., 
in place of W. L. Bibbey. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 9, 1931. 

Sue Caldwell to be postmaster at Glen Head, N. Y., in 
place of L. A. Freeman, resigned. 

Beatrice M. Bergersen to be postmaster at Glenwood Land- 
ing, N. Y., in place of W. E. Seaman, resigned. 

Emil M. Pabst to be postmaster at Huntington Station, 
N. Y., in place of E. M. Pabst. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 4, 1931. 

Edward J. O’Hara to be postmaster at Lawrence, N. Y., in 
place of John Jack, resigned. 

Beulah H. Kelly to be postmaster at Lisbon, N. Y., in place 
of B. H. Kelly. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
16, 1931. 

August C. Hasselbush to be postmaster at Livingston, N. Y. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1930. 

Herman C. Stevens to be postmaster at Locke, N. Y., in 
place of H. C. Stevens. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 11, 1930. 

Gottlieb H. Morris to be postmaster at Lynbrook, N. Y., in 
place of G. H. Morris. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 21, 1930. 

Ralph J. Borden to be postmaster at McGraw, N. Y., in 
place of R. J. Borden. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 21, 1930. 

Frederick A. Billipp to be postmaster at Mamaroneck, 
N. Y., in place of F. A. Billipp. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired January 6, 1931. : 

Frank D. Hurd to be postmaster at Napanoch, N. Y., in 
place of F. D. Hurd. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 21, 1929. 

Cornelius J. Carey to be postmaster at Newman, N. Y., in 
place of C. J. Carey. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 11, 1930. 

Charles J. Lansing to be postmaster at New Woodstock, 
N. Y., in place of C. J. Lansing. Incumbent’s commission 
expired February 11, 1931. 

William S. White to be postmaster at Oriskany, N. Y., 
in place of W. S. White. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 26, 1931. 

Henry A. Holley to be postmaster at Otisville, N. Y., in 
place of H. A. Holley. Incumbent’s Commission expired Feb- 
ruary 4, 1931. 

Joseph R. Wilder to be postmaster at Painted Post, N. Y., 
in place of J. R. Wilder. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 1, 1931. 

Dennis Lamarche to be postmaster at Plattsburg, N. Y., 
in place of Dennis Lamarche. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 11, 1931. 

Frank M. Douglass to be postmaster at Red Creek, N. Y., 
in place of F. M. Douglass. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 24, 1931. 

Calvin H. Peters to be postmaster at Stamford, N. Y., 
in place of C. H. Peters. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 24, 1931. 

Earl J. Conger to be postmaster at Waterville, N. Y., in 
place of E. J. Conger. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
urary 9, 1931. 

Frank L. Millen to be postmaster at Watkins Glen, N. Y., 
in place of F. L. Millen. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 4, 1931. 

George M. Lewis to be postmaster at Whitesville, N. Y., in 
place of G. M. Lewis. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 28, 1931. 

NORTH CAROLINA 

Theophilus H. McLeod to be postmaster at Buies Creek, 
N. C., in place of T. H. McLeod. Incumbent's commission 
expired February 17, 1931. 
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N. C., in place of W. R. Freshwater. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired January 29, 1931. 

William H. Parker to be postmaster at Carrboro, N. C., 
in place of W. H. Parker. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 5, 1931. 

Walling D. Vreeland to be postmaster at Fort Bragg, N. C., 
in place of W. D. Vreeland. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 5, 1931. 

Jasper R. Guthrie to be postmaster at Graham, N. C., in 
place of J. R. Guthrie. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 5, 1931. ; 

Elinor C. Cleaveland to be postmaster at Highlands, N. C., 
in place of E. C. Cleaveland. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 16, 1931. 

Giles B. Goodson to be postmaster at Lincolnton, N. C., 
in place of G. B. Goodson. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 1, 1931. 

Luther J. Tucker to be postmaster at Maxton, N. C., in 
place of L. J. Tucker. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 28, 1931. 

Don H. Gosorn to be postmaster at Old Fort, N. C., in 
place of D. H. Gosorn. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 15, 1931. 

Samuel W. Watts to be postmaster at Southport, N. C., in 
place of S. W. Watts. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 17, 1931. 

Neill W. Freeman to be postmaster at Star, N. C., in place 
of A. C. Parsons. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 17, 1929. 

Montgomery T. Speir to be postmaster at Winterville, 
N. C., in place of M. T. Speir. Incumbent’s commission 
expired February 5, 1931. 

William F. Outland to be postmaster at Woodland, N. C. 
in place of W. F. Outland. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires March 3, 1931. 

NORTH DAKOTA 


Ira L. Walla to be postmaster at Arnegard, N. Dak., in 
place of I. L. Walla. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 7, 1931. 

Inez Grams to be postmaster at Bowbells, N. Dak., in place 
of Inez Grams. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
4, 1931. 

Odin Stompro to be postmaster at Columbus, N. Dak., in 
place of Odin Stompro. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 17, 1931. 

Milo C. Merrill to be postmaster at Flaxton, N. Dak., in 
place of M. C. Merrill. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 4, 1931. 

Gus W. Hokanson to be postmaster at Fort Yates, N. Dak., 
in place of G. W. Hokanson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired January 17, 1931. 

Aloysius A. Allers to be postmaster at Garrison, N. Dak., 
in place of A. A. Allers. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 26, 1931. 

Paul Keller to be postmaster at Hebron, N. Dak., in place 
of Paul Keller. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
24, 1931. 

Lottie E. Just to be postmaster at Judson, N. Dak., in 
place of L. E. Just. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 7, 1931. 

David L. Rourke to be postmaster at Osnabrock, N. Dak., 
in place of D. L. Rourke. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 6, 1931. 

Ruth Ellickson to be postmaster at Regent, N. Dak., in 
place of Ruth Ellickson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 4, 1931. 

James Zelenka to be postmaster at Solen, N. Dak., in 
place of Frank Seidl, resigned. 


OHIO 


Harry W. McKinstry to be postmaster at Athens, Ohio, 
in place of H. W. McKinstry. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires March 3, 1931. 
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John R. Lloyd to be postmaster at Cambridge, Ohio, in 
place of J. R. Lloyd. Incumbent’s commission expires March 
1, 1931. 

George H. Lewis to be postmaster at Geneva, Ohio, in 
place of G. H. Lewis. Incumbent’s commission. expired 
January 10, 1931. 

John B. Davis to be postmaster at Ironton, Ohio, in place 
of J. B. Corns. Incumbent’s commission expired April 10, 
1930. 

Paul H. Clark to be postmaster at Junction City, Ohio, in 
place of P. H. Clark. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 17, 1931. 

Anthony L. Stanchina, jr., to be postmaster at Laferty, 
Ohio, in place of A. L. Stanchina, jr. Incumbent's commis- 
sion expires February 26, 1931. 

Otha C. Burris to be postmaster at London, Ohio, in place 
of O. C. Burris. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
26, 1931. 

Wilmer C. Trace to be postmaster at New Concord, Ohio, 
in place of W. C. Trace. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Robert H. Gano to be postmaster at Newport, Ohio, in 
place of R. H. Gano. Incumbent’s commission expires March 
3, 1931. 

Charlie D. Harvey to be postmaster at North Fairfield, 
Ohio, in place of C. D. Harvey. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired January 22, 1931. 

Hylas L. Vesey to be postmaster at Perry, Ohio, in place 
of H. L. Vesey. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
17, 1931. 

Elsie G. Saner to be postmaster at Powhatan Point, Ohio, 
in place of R. E. Saner, deceased. 

Georgiana Pifer to be postmaster at Rock Creck, Ohio, 
in place of Georgiana Pifer. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires March 1, 1931. 

William S. Kindle to be postmaster at Thornville, Ohio, in 
place of W. S. Kindle. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 17, 1931. 

Clarence E. Dowling to be postmaster at Wayne, Ohio, in 
place of C. E. Dowling. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 11, 1931. 

John W. Hencke to be postmaster at Willoughby, Ohio, in 
place of J. W. Hencke. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 24, 1931. 

OKLAHOMA 

Charles M. Henry to be postmaster at Carmen, Okla., in 
place of C. M. Henry. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

John P. Rookstool to be postmaster at Hominy, Okla., in 
place of J. P. Rookstool. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 26, 1931. 

Estella Sahland to be postmaster at Locust Grove, Okla., 
in place of Estella Sahland. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired January 18, 1931. 

OREGON 


Godfrey C. Minsker to be postmaster at Cloverdale, Oreg., 
in place of G. C. Minsker. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 1, 1931. 

Claude E. Ingalls to be postmaster at Corvallis, Oreg., in 
place of C. E. Ingalls, Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 14, 1931. 

Darwin E. Yoran to be postmaster at Eugene, Oreg., in 
place of D. E. Yoran. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 14, 1931. 

Thomas W. Angus to be postmaster at Gardiner, Oreg., 
in place of T. W. Angus. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 11, 1931. 

Vincent Byram to be postmaster at Gold Beach, Oreg., in 
place of Vincent Byram. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 1, 1931. 

Roy G. Cairns to be postmaster at Reedsport, Oreg., in 
place of K. R. Chapman, resigned. 

Emil F. Messing to be postmaster at Vernonia, Oreg., in 
place of E. F. Messing. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 1, 1931. 
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Menno H. Wiebe to be postmaster at Wheeler, Oreg., in 
place of M. H. Wiebe. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

PENNSYLVANIA 


George R. Steiger to be postmaster at Albion, Pa., in place 
= 8 Steiger. Incumbent's commission expires February 

Whitfield Pritchard to be postmaster at Bangor, Pa., in 
place of Whitfield Pritchard. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 17, 1931. 

George C. Noblit to be postmaster at Brockway, Pa., in 
place of G. C. Noblit. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 
ruary 24, 1931. 

James C. Whitby to be postmaster at Bryn Mawr, Pa., in 
place of J. C. Whitby. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 9, 1931. 

William Z. Mahon to be postmaster at Carlisle, Pa., in 
place of W. Z. Mahon, Incumbent's commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Charles E. Taylor to be postmaster at Columbia, Pa., in 
place of C. E. Taylor. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 17, 1931. 

William D. First to be postmaster at Conneaut Lake, Pa., 
in place of W. D. First. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 23, 1931. 

Earl H. Hilgert to be postmaster at Cresco, Pa., in place 
of E. H. Hilgert. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
9, 1931. 

Charles E. Ehrhart to be postmaster at Dallastown, Pa., 
in place of C. E. Ehrhart. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 3, 1930. 

William E. Mutthersbough to be postmaster at Driftwood, 
Pa., in place of W. E. Mutthersbough. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expires February 24, 1931. 

Joseph A. Hanley to be postmaster at Erie, Pa., in place 
of J. A. Hanley. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
23, 1931. 

Winfield S. Smathers to be postmaster at Girard, Pa., in 
place of W. S. Smathers. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Thomas F. Fenstermacher to be postmaster at Halifax, 
Pa., in place of T. F. Fenstermacher. Incumbent's commis- 
sion expires March 3, 1931. 

Liola R. Thoman to be postmaster at Hatboro, Pa., in 
place of L. R. Thoman. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Fred Etnier to be postmaster at Huntingdon, Pa., in place 
of Fred Etnier. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
16, 1931. 

Daniel M. Saul to be postmaster at Kutztown, Pa., in 
place of D. M. Saul. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 22, 1931. 

Edwin W. Dye to be postmaster at Lawrenceville, Pa., in 
place of E. W. Dye. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 
ruary 23, 1931. 

George B. Stevenson to be postmaster at Lock Haven, Pa., 
in place of G. B. Stevenson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires February 24, 1931. 

John H. Miller to be postmaster at Marietta, Pa., in place 
of J. H. Miller. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 
1931. 

Ira A. Dinger to be postmaster at Mayport, Pa., in place of 
I. A. Dinger. Incumbent’s commission expires February 24, 
1931. 

Shem S. Aurand to be postmaster at Milroy, Pa., in place 
of S. S. Aurand. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
28, 1931. 

Myles D. Hippensteel to be postmaster at Nescopeck, Pa., 
in place of M. D. Hippensteel. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired June 30, 1930. 

James I. Decker to be postmaster at New Freedom, Pa., in 
place of J. I. Decker. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 
ruary 24, 1931. 

Luna J. Sturdevant to be postmaster at North Warren, 
Pa., in place of L. J. Sturdevant. Incumbent's commission 
expired December 22, 1930. 


1931 


Paul C. Rupp to be postmaster at Pitcairn, Pa., in place of 


P. C. Rupp. Incumbent's commission expires March 3, 1931. 

Wade H. McKinley to be postmaster at Polk, Pa., in place 
of W. H. McKinley. Incumbent's commission expires March 
1, 1931. 

Moses C. Holtzinger to be postmaster at Red Lion, Pa., in 
place of E. F. Poet. Incumbent’s commission expires March 
3, 1931. 

James A. Miller to be postmaster at Schellsburg, Pa. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1930. 

Wallace C. Dobson to be postmaster at Southampton, Pa., 
in place of W. C. Dobson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 17, 1931. 

Charles Nahf to be postmaster at Tamaqua, Pa. in place 
of R. H. Harris. Incumbent’s commission expires March 1, 
1931. 

Anthen C. Messinger to be postmaster at Tatamy, Pa., in 
place of A. C. Messinger. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 17, 1931. 

Hugh T. Williams to be postmaster at Union Dale, Pa., in 
place of W. H. Smith. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 17, 1931. 

William H. Smith to be postmaster at Valencia, Pa., in 
place of W. H. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Russell C. Parry to be postmaster at Walnutport, Pa., in 
place of R. C. Parry. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 17, 1931. 

John W. Munnell to be postmaster at Waynesburg, Pa., in 
place of J. W. Munnell. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 22, 1930. 

George S. J. Keen to be postmaster at Wiconisco, Pa., in 
place of G. S. J. Keen. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Annie H. Washburn to be postmaster at Wyncote, Pa., in 
place of A. H. Washburn. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 24, 1931. 

Elmer E. Brunner to be postmaster at York Haven, Pa., in 
place of E. E. Brunner. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 23, 1930. 

‘PORTO RICO 


Rafael P. Robert to be postmaster at Fajardo, P. R., in 
place of R. P. Robert. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 
ruary 24, 1931. 

RHODE ISLAND 


May B. Lamb to be postmaster at Greenville, R. I., in place 
of M. B. Lamb. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
22, 1930. 

SOUTH CAROLINA 


Thomas E. Stokes to be postmaster at Darlington, S. C., 
in place of C. W. Skinner, deceased. 

John H. Payne to be postmaster at Johnston, S. C., in 
place of J. H. Payne. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 28, 1931. 

Mary C. Price to be postmaster at Whitmire, S. C., in place 
of M. C. Price. Incumbent’s commission expired January 7, 
1931. 

SOUTH DAKOTA 


Bessie A. Drips to be postmaster at Gannvalley, S. Dak., in 
place of B. A. Drips. Incumbent’s commission expires March 
3, 1931. : y 

Israel R. Krause to be postmaster at Java, S. Dak., in place 
of I. R. Krause. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
23, 1931. 

Benjamin W. Ryan to be postmaster at Kimball, S. Dak., 
in place of B. W. Ryan. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 4, 1930. 

Charles E. Smith to be postmaster at Lemmon, S. Dak., in 
place of C. E. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 
ruary 23, 1931. 

Arnold Poulsen to be postmaster at Lennox, S. Dak., in 
place of Arnold Poulsen. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 23, 1931. 
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Albert P. Monell to be postmaster at Stickney, S. Dak., in 
place of A. P. Monell. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 
ruary 23, 1931. 

Frank E. Stephan to be postmaster at Tolstoy, S. Dak., 
in place of F. E. Stephan. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 18, 1931. 

Olof Nelson to be postmaster at Yankton, S. Dak., in place 
of Olof Nelson. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
23, 1931. 

TENNESSEE 


Jasper A. Berry to be postmaster at Bullsgap, Tenn., in 
place of J. A. Berry. Incumbent’s commission expires March 
3, 1931. 

Edward C. Roberts to be postmaster at Harriman, Tenn., 
in place of E. C. Roberts. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 11, 1930. 

William T. Starbuck to be postmaster at Hohenwald, Tenn., 
in place of W. T. Starbuck. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires February 19, 1931. 

Lulu M. Divine to be postmaster at Johnson City, Tenn., 
in place of L. M. Divine. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Rufus C. Thompson to be postmaster at Milan, Tenn., in 
place of R. C. Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 19, 1931. 

Claris E. Akin to be postmaster at Rutherford, Tenn., in 
place of C. E. Akin. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Alice M. Greer to be postmaster at Sunbright, Tenn., in 
place of A. M. Greer. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Edgar S. Childers to be postmaster at Whitwell, Tenn., 
in place of E. S. Childers. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Michel K. Freeman to be postmaster at Westmoreland, 
Tenn., in place of M. K. Freeman. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired January 24, 1931. 


TEXAS 


Hurlburt Slate to be postmaster at Amherst, Tex., in place 
of Hurlburt Slate. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 11, 1930. 

Lucy D. Campbell to be postmaster at Brazoria, Tex., in 
place of L. D. Campbell. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 16, 1931. 

Carlton A. Dickson to be postmaster at Cleburne, Tex., 
in place of C. A. Dickson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 11, 1931. 

Clark A. Fortner to be postmaster at Crosby, Tex., in place 
of C. A. Fortner. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 11, 1930. 

David F. Stamps to be postmaster at Dime Box, Tex. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1930. 

Edwin C. Hill to be postmaster at El Campo, Tex., in 
place of E. C. Hill. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 7, 1931. A 

Hugh W. Cunningham to be postmaster at Eliasville, Tex., 
in place of H. W. Cunningham. Incumbent’s commission 
expired January 22, 1931, 

Robbie G. Ellis to be postmaster at Fort Davis, Tex., in 
place of R. G. Ellis. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 15, 1931. 

Oliver S. York to be postmaster at Galveston, Tex., in 
place of O. S. York. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 
ruary 26, 1931. 

Mildred A. Wilder to be postmaster at George West, Tex., 
in place of M. A. Wilder. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 11, 1931. 

Herman L. Stulken to be postmaster at Hallettsville, Tex., 
in place of H. L. Stulken, Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 26, 1931. 

Irene G. Ferguson to be postmaster at Hearne, Tex., in 
place of I. G. Ferguson. Incumbent's commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 
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Sol Rubenstein to be postmaster at Laredo, Tex., in place 
of Sol Rubenstein. Incumbent’s commission expires March 
1, 1931. 

Bobbie Kluge to be postmaster at Linden, Tex., in place of 
Bobbie Kluge. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
11, 1930. 

Jackson E. Brannen to be postmaster at Littlefield, Tex., 
in place of J. E. Brannen. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

James E. Moore to be postmaster at Lometa, Tex., in place 
of J. E. Moore. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
7, 1931. 

Andrew J. Nelson to be postmaster at Meadow, Tex., in 
place of A. J. Nelson. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 16, 1931. 

Thomas M. Welch to be postmaster at Palestine, Tex., in 
place of T. M. Welch. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 7, 1931. 

James J. Dickerson to be postmaster at Paris, Tex., in 
place of J. J. Dickerson. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 23, 1931. 

Richard J. Bradford to be postmaster at Pettus, Tex. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1931. 

Ruth Moncrief to be postmaster at Red Barn, Tex. 
became presidential July 1, 1930. 

Nena M. Iiams to be postmaster at Sugar Land, Tex., in 
place of N. M. Iiams. Incumbent's commission expired Feb- 
ruary 7, 1931. 

Hiram H. McGuffey to be postmaster at Three Rivers, Tex., 
in place of H. H. McGuffey. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 7, 1931. 

George Ireland to be postmaster at Victoria, Tex., in place 
of George Ireland. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 11, 1931. 

Harry Reast to be postmaster at Whitesboro, Tex., in place 
of Harry Reast. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
16, 1931. 

Charles A. Andrews to be postmaster at Wolfe City, Tex., 
in place of C. A. Andrews. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 16, 1931. 


Office 


UTAH 

William T. Boyle to be postmaster at Beaver, Utah, in 
place of W. T. Boyle. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 
ruary 26, 1931. 

John A. Call to be postmaster at Bountiful, Utah, in place 
of J. A. Call. Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 
1931. 

William H. Fitzwater to be postmaster at Duchesne, Utah, 
in place of W. H. Fitzwater. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired December 20, 1930. 

Jesse M. French to be postmaster at Greenriver, Utah, in 
place of J. M. French. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 7, 1931. 

Glen A. Jensen to be postmaster at Manti, Utah, in place 
of G. A. Jensen. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
7, 1931. 

Walter O. Lundgreen to be postmaster at Monroe, Utah, 
in place of W. O. Lundgreen. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired January 7, 1931. 

Luke Clegg to be postmaster at Roosevelt, Utah, in place 
of Luke Clegg. Incumbent’s commission expires March 3, 
1931. 

VERMONT 

Bernard W. Crafts to be postmaster at Bradford, Vt., in 
place of B. W. Crafts. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 22, 1931. 

William B. Needham to be postmaster at Bridgewater, Vt., 
in place of W. B. Needham. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 16, 1931. 

Earle H. Fisher to be postmaster at Danville, Vt., in place 
of E. H. Fisher. Incumbent’s commission expires March 1, 
1931. 

George H. Millis to be postmaster at Groton, Vt., in place 
of G. H. Millis. Incumbent’s commission expires March 1, 
1931. 
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William C. White to be postmaster at Northfield, Vt, in 
Place of W. C. White. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 22, 1931. 

Preston C. Skinner to be postmaster at Orleans, Vt., in 
Place of P. C. Skinner. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 1, 1931. 

Ruth S. Sheldon to be postmaster at Pawlet, Vt., in place 
< i ie Sheldon. Incumbent’s commission expired February 

31. 

Jonas H. Brooks to be postmaster at St. Johnsbury, Vt., 
in place of J. H. Brooks. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Cecil K. Hughes to be postmaster at Saxtons River, Vt., 
in place of C. K. Hughes. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 17, 1930. 


VIRGINIA 


Francis A. Haynes to be postmaster at Barboursville, Va., 
in place of F. A. Haynes. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 19, 1931. 

Edwin L. Toone to be postmaster at Boydton, Va., in place 
3 = L. Toone. Incumbent's commission expired January 

, 1931. 

Blodwyn R. Jones to be postmaster at Cambria, Va., in 
place of B. R. Jones. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 
ruary 19, 1931. 

Agnes L, Ivey to be postmaster at Catlett, Va., in place of 
1 1 Ivey. Incumbent’s commission expired February 4, 
1931. 

Mary I. Wight to be postmaster at Charlotte Court House, 
Va., in place of M. I. Wight. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires February 19, 1931. 

Gatewood L. Schumaker to be postmaster at Covington, 
Va., in place of G. L. Schumaker. Incumbent’s commission 
expired January 21, 1931. 

Blanche M. E. Harris to be postmaster at Crozet, Va., in 
place of B. M. E. Harris. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 11, 1931. 

John W. Delaplane to be postmaster at Delaplane, Va., in 
place of J. W. Delaplane. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 19, 1931. 

Daniel V. Richmond to be postmaster at Ewing, Va., in 
place of D. V. Richmond. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 13, 1930. 

Gunyon M. Harrison to be postmaster at Fredericksburg, 
Va., in place of G. M. Harrison. Incumbent’s commission 
expires March 3, 1931. 

John D. Williamson to be postmaster at Fries, Va., in place 
of J. D. Williamson. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 
ruary 19, 1931. 

Margaret I. Lacy to be postmaster at Halifax, Va., in place 
of M. I. Lacy. Incumbent’s commission expires February 19, 
1931. 

Robert A. Anderson to be postmaster at Marion, Va., in 
place of R. A. Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 11, 1931. 

Auburn L. P. Corder to be postmaster at Norton, Va., in 
place of S. A. Ratliff. Incumbent’s commission expired April 
8, 1930. 

Ruth J. Stanley to be postmaster at Stanleytown, Va. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1930. 


WASHINGTON 


Fred W. Hoover to be postmaster at Eatonville, Wash., in 
place of F. W. Hoover. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 16, 1931. 

Levi H. Niles to be postmaster at Ephrata, Wash., in place 
of L. H. Niles. Incumbent’s commission expires February 28, 
1931. 

Tolaver T. Richardson to be postmaster at Northport, 
Wash., in place of T. T. Richardson. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired February 10, 1931. 

John F. Samson to be postmaster at Oroville, Wash., in 
place of J. F. Samson. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 28, 1931. 


1931 


James F. Greer to be postmaster at Pe Ell, Wash., in 
place of J. F. Greer. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
Tuary 16, 1931. 

Andrew J. Cosser to be postmaster at Port Angeles, Wash., 
in place of A. J. Cosser. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 28, 1931. 

Sydney Relton to be postmaster at Richland, Wash., in 
place of Sydney Relton. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 16, 1931. 

Jessie A. Knight to be postmaster at Shelton, Wash., in 
place of J. A. Knight. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 17, 1931. 

Edward Hinkley to be postmaster at Snohomish, Wash., 
in place of Edward Hinkley. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 10, 1931. 

Clyde J. Backus to be postmaster at Tacoma, Wash., in 
place of C. J. Backus. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 17, 1931. 

Augustus B. Eastham to be postmaster at Vancouver, 
Wash., in place of A. B. Eastham. Incumbent’s commission 
expired February 17, 1931. 

Elmer M. Armstrong to be postmaster at Washougal, 
Wash,. in place of E. M. Armstrong. Incumbent’s commis- 
sion expired February 5, 1931. 

Matthew W. Miller to be postmaster at Waterville, Wash., 
in place of M. W. Miller. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 28, 1931. 

Ira S. Fields to be postmaster at Woodland, Wash., in place 
of I. S. Fields. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
12, 1931. 

WEST VIRGINIA 


Paul C. Freeman to be postmaster at Adrian, W. Va., in 
place of P. C. Freeman. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 14, 1931. 

Ralph L. Teter to be postmaster at Belington, W. Va., in 
place of R. L. Teter. Incumbent's commission expired Jan- 
uary 25, 1931. 

Ruth Lewis to be postmaster at Buffalo, W. Va., in place 
of Ruth Lewis. Incumbent's commission expired February 
17, 1931. 

Cecil B. Dodd to be postmaster at Follansbee, W. Va., in 
place of C. B. Dodd. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 14, 1931. 

Earle M. Pierpoint to be postmaster at Harrisville, W. Va., 
in place of E. M. Pierpoint. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires March 3, 1931. 

Noah W. Russell to be postmaster at Lewisburg, W. Va., 
in place of N. W. Russell. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 11, 1931. 

Stillman O. Phillips to be postmaster at Mill Creek, W. Va., 
in place of S. O. Phillips. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Thomas E. Pownall to be postmaster at Romney, W. Va., 
in place of T. E. Pownall. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 3, 1930. 

Clifford S. Musser to be postmaster at Shepherdstown, 
W. Va., in place of C. S. Musser. Incumbent’s commission 
expired May 5, 1930. 

WISCONSIN 


Harry T. Ketcham to be postmaster at Abbotsford, Wis., 
in place of H. T. Ketcham. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 17, 1931. 

Bernard A. McBride to be postmaster at Adams, Wis., in 
place of B. A. McBride. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 16, 1931. 

Ora C. Thompson to be postmaster at Argyle, Wis., in 
place of O. C. Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 14, 1931. 

Darryl V. Lampman to be postmaster at Augusta, Wis., in 
place of D. V. Lampman. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Joseph R. Frost to be postmaster at Avoca, Wis., in place 
of J. R. Frost. Incumbent's commission expired January 
21, 1931. 
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Henry J. S. Hanson to be postmaster at Bayfield, Wis., 
in place of H. J. S. Hanson. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired February 11, 1931. 

Gleason E. Stoddart to be postmaster at Beaver Dam, 
Wis., in place of G. E. Stoddart. Incumbent’s commission 
expires March 3, 1931. 

Nicholas Hubing to be postmaster at Belgium, Wis., in 
place of Nicholas Hubing. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 17, 1931. 

Floyd D. Bartels to be postmaster at Blue River, Wis., 
in place of F. D. Bartels. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 29, 1931. 

Leon F. Pallister to be postmaster at Brandon, Wis., in 
place of L. F. Pallister. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 17, 1931. 

Henry R. Pruemers to be postmaster at Burlington, Wis., 
in place of H. R. Pruemers. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires February 28, 1931. 

Ambrose M. Steinwand to be postmaster at Colby, Wis., 
in place of A. M. Steinwand. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired February 17, 1931. 

Elden T. Bentsen to be postmaster at College Camp, Wis., 
in place of E. T. Bentsen. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 28, 1931. 

Bernard A. Faust to be postmaster at Cross Plains, Wis., 
in place of B. A. Faust. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. ; 

Annie E. Nelson to be postmaster at Dresser Junction, 
Wis., in place of A. E. Nelson. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired January 14, 1931. 

James W. Carlisle to be postmaster at Durand, Wis., in 
Place of J. W. Carlisle. Incumbent’s commission expires 
March 3, 1931. 

Richard J. Hansen to be postmaster at Elcho, Wis., in 
place of R. J. Hansen. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 16, 1931. 

Ida Englesby to be postmaster at Eleva, Wis., in place of 
Ida Englesby. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
24, 1931. : 

Albert L. Marsh to be postmaster at Elroy, Wis., in place 
of A. L. Marsh. Incumbent's commission expired February 
17, 1931. 

Grace E. Skinner to be postmaster at Endeavor, Wis., in 
place of G. E. Skinner. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 9, 1931. 

Edward Schroeder to be postmaster at Granton, Wis., in 
place of Edward Schroeder. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 17, 1931. 

Andrew J. Bosch to be postmaster at Gratiot, Wis., in 


place of A. J. Bosch. Incumbent's commission expired 


January 21, 1931. 

Albert Liebl to be postmaster at Luxemburg, Wis., in place 
of Albert Liebl. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
5, 1931. 

Robert J. Harland to be postmaster at Marshall, Wis., in 
place of R. J. Harland. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 22, 1931. 

James D. Nicholson to be postmaster at Milltown, Wis., in 
place of J, D. Nicholson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 22, 1931. 

Stephen S. Summers to be postmaster at Milton, Wis., in 
place of S. S. Summers. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 17, 1931. 

George B. Keith to be postmaster at Milton Junction, Wis., 
in place of G. B. Keith. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 17, 1931. 

Earle R. Schilling to be postmaster at Minocqua, Wis., in 
place of E. R. Schilling. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 21, 1931. 

Carl V. Dahlstedt to be postmaster at Port Wing, Wis., in 
place of C. V. Dahlstedt. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 17, 1931. 

Louis A. Busse to be postmaster at Reedsville, Wis., in 
place of L. A. Busse. Incumbent's commission expires March 
3, 1931. 
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Cornelius P. Shea to be postmaster at St. Nazianz, Wis., 
in place of Louis Baumgartner, resigned. 

Charles L. Wolf to be postmaster at Sharon, Wis., in place 
of C. L. Wolf. Incumbent's commission expires March 
3, 1931. 

Susan D. Olson to be postmaster at Siren, Wis., in place of 
S. D. Olson. Incumbent’s commission expires February 24, 
1931. 

John M. Albers to be postmaster at Thiensville, Wis., in 
place of J. M. Albers. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 21, 1931. 

Alphonse R. Eichman to be postmaster at Trempealeau, 
Wis., in place of A. R. Eichman. Incumbent’s commission 
expires February 24, 1931. 

Joseph F. Matts to be postmaster at Verona, Wis., in place 
of J. F. Matts. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
29, 1931. 

Mathias F. Adler to be postmaster at Waunakee, Wis, in 
place of M. F. Adler. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 21, 1931. 

Adolph C. Sveen to be postmaster at Westby, Wis., in place 
of A. C. Sveen. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
17, 1931. 

WYOMING 


George J. Snyder to be postmaster at Glendo, Wyo., in 
place of G. J. Snyder. Incumbent’s commission expires 
February 26, 1931. 

Frank F. Bristow to be postmaster at Greybull, Wyo., in 
place of C. M. FitzMaurice, deceased. 

Reuben A. Faulk to be postmaster at Lusk, Wyo., in place 
of R. A. Faulk. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
12, 1931. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 18, 1931 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., 
offered the following prayer: 


Our Heavenly Father, we pray in the name of Him who is 
the companion and friend of our common day; who came 
to preach good tidings to the poor; who went about doing 
good; who identified Himself with the races of men; who 
came to make earth happier and to deepen, broaden, and 
enrich human life. We pray in the name of Him who bends 
above us as the angel of our Father’s face. O God, then 
in the name of Him touch the great heart of the Republic 
and glorify it with a service that shall bring radiant hope 
to the humblest citizen of our land. Through generous sac- 
rifice stay the ravages of misfortune ere it continues its 
weary work. Yes, blessed Lord, hear us; open the heart of 
the entire country lest there be no music to charm away the 
fateful dreams of the poor and unfortunate. We pray in 
the name of Him who died in the majesty of His wonderful 
sacrificial love. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 

approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its principal 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the House of the following titles: 

H. R. 318. An act for the relief of William S. McWilliams; 

H. R. 566. An act for the relief of Charles Smith; 

H. R. 589. An act for the relief of Abram H. Johnson; 
R. 780. An act for the relief of George Selby; 
783. An act for the relief of Mary Neaf. 
. 1526. An act for the relief of Thomas J. Hayden; 
2505. An act for the relief of William Parish; 
. 2550. An act for the relief of Joseph Pulitzer; 
. 2584. An act for the relief of Thomas F. Sutton; 
. 2729. An act for the relief of Anna E. Stratton; 
. 3368. An act for the relief of Joseph Marko; 
4269. An act for the relief of William L. Wiles; 
. 4731. An act for the relief of Frederick Rasmussen; 
4876. An act for the relief of Joseph Bratten; 
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H. R. 5470. An act for the relief of Mary L. Dickson; 

H. R. 5926. An act for the relief of Lillian N. Lakin; 

H. R. 6259. An act for the relief of Alma Rawson; 

H. R. 8736. An act to authorize and direct a preliminary 
examination of the Hocking River for the distance it flows 
through Athens County, Ohio; 

H. R. 9215. An act for the relief of Jessie Axton; 

H. R. 9326. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to 
carry into effect provisions of the convention between the 
United States and Great Britain to regulate the level of 
Lake of the Woods concluded on the 24th day of February, 
1925,” approved May 22, 1926, as amended; 

H. R. 10017. An act to provide for a survey of the Mouse 
River, N. Dak., with a view to the prevention and control of 
its floods; 

H. R. 10542. An act for the relief of John A. Arnold; 

H. R. 10652, An act to authorize the Secretary of Com- 
merce to purchase land and to construct buildings and 
facilities suitable for radio-research investigations; 

H. R. 11268. An act for the relief of Mary C. Bolling; 

H. R. 11820. An act to authorize issuance of a patent for 
certain lands to J. R. Murphy; 

H. R. 12094. An act to provide for conveyance of certain 
lands in the State of Alabama to vocational or other edu- 
cational uses, or to dispose of the lands upon condition that 
they shall be used for such purposes; 

H. R. 12284. An act to provide for the construction of ves- 
sels for the Coast Guard for rescue and assistance work on 
Lake Erie; 

H. R. 14049. An act to provide for special assessments for 
the paving of roadways and the laying of curbs and gutters; 

H. R. 15064. An act to reserve 440 acres of public-domain 
land for addition to the Temecula or Pechanga Reservation, 
Calif.; 

H. R. 15267. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the cancellation, under certain conditions, of pat- 
ents in fee simple to Indians for allotments held in trust by 
the United States“; 

H. R. 15877. An act to authorize exchanges of land with 
owners of private-land holdings within the Craters of the 
Moon National Monument; 

H. R. 16159. An act authorizing an appropriation of the 
sum of $15,000 to defray the expenses of the Pan American 
Commercial Commerce, to be held in Washington, D. C., in 
1931; 

H. R. 16215. An act authorizing the sale of surplus power 
developed under the Grand Valley reclamation project, 
Colorado; 

H. R. 16248. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to 
exchange with the Rosslyn Connecting Railroad Co. lands 
on the Virginia shore of the Potomac River near the west 
end of the Arlington Memorial Bridge; and 

H. R. 16913. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to 
extend the provisions of certain laws to the Territory of 
Hawaii,” approved March 10, 1924. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, 
with amendments in which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, bills and a joint resolution of the House of the 
following titles: 

H. R. 458. An act for the relief of Catherine Panturis; 

H. R. 504. An act for the relief of James Earl Brigman; 

H.R.506. An act for the relief of Patrick P. Riley; 

H. R. 2694. An act conferring the rank, pay, and allow- 
ances of a major of Infantry to date from March 24, 1928, 
upon Robert Graham Moss, late captain, Infantry, United 
States Army, deceased; 

H. R. 3187. An act for the relief of Agnes Loupinas; 

H. R. 3820. An act to amend section 1 of the act entitled 
“An act to provide for stock-raising homesteads, and for 
other purposes,” approved December 29, 1916; 

H.R.8812. An act authorizing the Menominee Tribe of 
Indians to employ general attorneys; 

H. R. 14922. An act to amend the acts approved March 3, 
1925, and July 3, 1926, known as the District of Columbia 
traffic acts, etc.; and 

H. J. Res. 404. Joint resolution to change the name of 
B Street NW., in the District of Columbia. 


1931 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
bills of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested: 

S. 229. An act for the relief of August R. Lundstrom; 

S. 988. An act for the relief of Franz J. Jonitz, first lieu- 
tenant, Quartermaster Corps, United States Army; 

S. 1412. An act for the relief of Stanislaus Siemek; 

S. 1617. An act for the relief of Abraham Green; 

S. 2977. An act for the refund of estate tax erroneously 
collected; 

S. 3463. An act to extend the admiralty laws of the United 
States of America to the Virgin Islands; 

S. 3867. An act for the relief of William J. Clark; 

S. 4105. An act for the relief of the estate of White B. 
Miller; 

S. 4321. An act for the relief of the confederated bands 
of Ute Indians, located in Utah, Colorado, and New Mexico; 

S. 4382. An act for the relief of Anna Marie Sanford, 
widow of William Richard Sanford, deceased; 

S. 4384. An act to provide for the erection of a suitable 
monument to the memory of the first permanent settlement 
of the West at Harrodsburg, Ky.; 

S. 4391. An act for the relief of John Herink; 

S. 4751. An act for the relief of Lester Swanberg; 

S. 5029. An act to amend the act providing for the acqui- 
sition of land in the District of Columbia; 

S. 5033. An act to authorize an appropriation of tribal 
funds to purchase certain privately owned lands within the 
Fort Apache Indian Reservation, Ariz.; 

S. 5059. An act to reinstate Lawrence L. Myatt and Miller 
S. Burgin as midshipmen in the United States Naval 
Academy; 

S. 5215. An act for the relief of H. L. Todd; 

S. 5219. An act for the relief of John A. Pearce; 

S. 5353. An act for the relief of Mrs. Herman M. Warr; 

S.5475. An act for the relief of George C. Mansfield Co. 
and George D. Mansfield; 

S. 5782. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Maumee 
River at or near its mouth, in Lucas County, Ohio; 

S. 5789. An act for the relief of the United States Ham- 
mered Piston Ring Co.; 

S. 5839. An act for the relief of Elizabeth B. Dayton; 

S. 5854. An act to extend the provisions of the forest ex- 
change law to certain lands adjacent to the Cascade Na- 
tional Forest in Oregon; 

S. 5979. An act to confer jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to hear and determine certain claims of the Eastern 
Emigrant and Western Cherokee Indians of Oklahoma and 
North Carolina; 

S. 5987. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near Culbertson, Mont.; 

S. 5989. An act to authorize the acquisition of additional 
land for enlarging the Capitol Grounds; 

S. 6005. An act authorizing a preliminary examination 
and survey of Scappoose Bay, Columbia River, Oreg.; 

S. 6011. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to purchase certain land in California for addition to the 
Cahuilla Indian Reservation, and issuance of a patent to 
the band of Indians therefor; 

S. 6018. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a free highway bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near Hastings, Minn.; 

S. 6045. An act authorizing D. S. Prentiss, R. A. Salladay, 
Syl F. Histed, William M. Turner, and John H. Rahilly, their 
heirs, legal representatives, and assigns, to construct, main- 
tain, and operate a bridge across the Mississippi River at or 
near the town of New Boston, III.; 

S. 6064. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at or near Cannelton, Ind.; 

S. 6072. An act for the relief of C. H. Price; 

S. 6105. An act to authorize the construction on Govern- 
ment Island, Alameda, Calif., of buildings required by the 
Bureau of Public Roads and Forest Service of the Depart- 
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ment of Agriculture and the Coast Guard of the Treasury 
Department; - 

S. 6113. An act for the relief of James M. Griffin, disburs- 
ing agent, United States Coast and Geodetic Survey, and for 
other purposes; 

S. 6119. An act to provide for an investigation and report 
of losses resulting from the campaign for the eradication of 
the Mediterranean fruit fly; and 

S. J. Res. 119. Joint resolution authorizing the Comptroller 
General of the United States to consider, adjust, and settle 
the claim of the Indiana State Militia for military service 
on the Mexican border. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, 
with amendments in which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, the bill (H. R. 16738) entitled “An act making ap- 
propriations for the government of the District of Columbia 
and other activities chargeable in whole or in part against 
the revenues of such District for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1932, and for other purposes.” 

The message also announced that the Senate insists upon 
its amendments to the foregoing bill, requests a conference 
with the House thereon, and appoints Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. 
PuHIPPs, Mr. Carrer, Mr. Glass, and Mr. KenDRICK to be the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House 
to the bill (S. 4051) entitled “An act authorizing the Pillager 
Bands of Chippewa Indians, residing in the State of Minne- 
sota, to submit claims to the Court of Claims.” 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 9110) entitled “An act for the grad- 
ing and classification of clerks in the Foreign Service of the 
United States of America and providing compensation 
therefor.” 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 16415) entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the Executive Office and sundry inde- 
pendent executive bureaus, boards, commissions, and offices, 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other pur- 
poses.“ 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, 
with an amendment in which the concurrence of the House 
is requested, a bill of the House of the following title: 

H. R. 11635. An act to amend the radio act of 1927, ap- 
proved February 23, 1927, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate insists upon 
its amendment to the foregoing bill, requests a conference 
with the House thereon, and appoints Mr. Couzens, Mr. 
Watson, Mr. Fess, Mr. Smrrp, and Mr. DILL to be the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed 
to the amendments of the House to bills of the following 
titles: 

S. 4619. An act to authorize the disposition of effects of 
persons dying while subject to military law; and 

S. 4636. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to resell 
the undisposed-of portion of Camp Taylor, Ky., approxi- 
mately 328 acres, and to also authorize the appraisal of 
property disposed of under authority contained in the acts 
of Congress approved July 9, 1918, and July 11, 1919, and for 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Presiding Officer 
had appointed Mr. Moses as a conferee on the part of the 
Senate, on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16110) entitled, 
“An act making appropriations for the Departments of State 
and Justice and for the judiciary, and for the Departments 
of Commerce and Labor, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1932, and for other purposes,” vice Mr. Borax, excused. 

The message also announced that the President pro tem- 
pore had appointed Mr. Fess and Mr. AsHurst members of 
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the joint select committee on the part of the Senate as 
provided for in the act of February 16, 1889, as amended 
by the act of March 2, 1895, entitled “An act to authorize 
and provide for the disposition of useless papers in the 
executive departments,” for the disposition of useless papers 
in the Office of Public Buildings and Public Parks of the 
National Capital. 


THE WICKERSHAM COMMISSION BLAZES THE TRAIL FOR THE 
REPUBLICAN PARTY 


Mr. ANDREW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Record by inserting a speech de- 
livered by me last week at a Lincoln Day banquet in Boston, 
the subject of the speech being “ The Wickersham Commis- 
sion Blazes the Trail for the Republican Party.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANDREW. Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend my 
remarks in the Record, I present an address delivered by 
me at the Lincoln Day banquet of the Middlesex Club, in 
Boston, on February 12, 1931. 

The address is as follows: 


It is more or less customary upon an anniversary like this to 
appeal to the spirit of Abraham Lincoln for guidance in settling 
our political problems. People try to surmise on what side in our 
controversies Lincoln would be found if he were alive to-day. 
Advocates of this or that cite him as favoring their particular 
nostrums. Opponents of this or that claim that he would agree 
with their antipathies. But I think you will agree that this is a 
rather presumptuous procedure (unless you believe in the oulja 
board and clairvoyants) and that the best help we can get from 
Lincoln in our political quarrels is in emulating the patience and 
moderation and simple honesty that he used in dealing with the 
tragic problems of his time. 

We have a good many tormenting problems to-day, but for- 
tunately none as tragic as those which Lincoln had to face. God 
knows it wouid be well for the peace and stability and happiness 
of this country if we could deal with these problems dispassion- 
ately, with an honest effort to understand both sides, and without 
thought of political or personal advantage; in a word, if we could 
deal with them as Abraham Lincoln would. We might well apply 
his spirit to a great many of our contentious issues, to drought 
relief, to farm relief, to the so-called bonus, to Muscle Shoals, to 
the World Court, to disarmament, to power control, to railroad 
consolidations, to taxes. Men wrangle and get angry about all of 
these questions, and politicans dodge and evade, and we have not 
as much calm, clear, honest thinking about them as we ought to 
have. 

THE MALADY OF PROHIBITION 

But there is one issue which overshadows all others in the 
minds of the public and the politicians, in the settlement of which 
the spirit of Lincoln would be particularly helpful to-day. That is 
the issue of the great experiment which our people undertook in 
the closing days of the great World War, and which to-day, 12 
years after its adoption, absorbs more attention and provokes more 
bitter debate than all of the other ixsues combined. We are in 
the position of a business man or a lawyer suffering from a painful 
and lingering disease. Much as we would like to give attention 
to other matters of moment, it is almost impossible to do so until 
we are relieved of this distracting and nerve-racking malady. 

We are victims of it. We can’t escape it. It glares at us from 
the headlines and cartoons and editorials of the papers we read 
at breakfast. It jumps at us from the pages of every weekly or 
magazine we read at night. It influences our choice of friends 
and our estimates of our fellow men. We choose men for office 
not because of their ability, experience, and knowledge but be- 
cause of their attitude on this one issue. And because of it, the 
men we choose for office are unable to devote their minds and 
energies freely either to the great problems of industrial organ- 
ization upon which the future of our country depends, or to the 
problems of our foreign relations upon which the peace of the 
world depends. The noble experiment has become a great malady, 
impairing the vision, obsessing the mind, and distracting the 
nervous energies of the Nation. 


THE PRESIDENT'S COMMISSION 


Well, when an individual is so afflicted, the wise policy to follow 
is to call in a number of specialists for consultation, ask them to 
diagnose the case, find out what is wrong, and recommend a 
remedy. That is just what President Hoover has done for this 
malady. At the very outset of his administration he summoned 
10 men and 1 woman from different parts of the country, all of 
the highest standing in their professions, several of them judges, 
one a former Attorney General, one a former Secretary of War, 
one a former chief justice of a State supreme court, one the dean 
of one of the country’s leading law schools, another president of 
one of the leading colleges for women, and he asked them to make 
“an accurate determination of fact and cause” and to follow 
that with “constructive, courageous conclusions,” Those were his 
exact words. 
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For more than a year and a half these 11 consultants have 
devoted themselves to the task. They in turn have employed 
other experts to collect facts, have examined witnesses, have con- 
sulted reports, memoranda, books, and scholarly studies of every 
sort, and less than a month ago they presented their diagnosis 
and recommendations to the President and through him to Con- 
gress and the country. There have been a good many sneers and 
puns directed at the report of the Wickersham Commission, but 
in my judgment, when the tumult and shouting are over, and 
the jokesters haye had their say, the commission's report will be 
recognized as one of the most thorough, and one of the most fair 
and dispassionate presentations that has ever been made of a 
burning problem. 

THE DECEPTIVE SUMMARY 


Unfortunately, some one in a position of responsibility did a v 
unfair and vandalistic thing to that report. They epah 
the end of the report a 2-page summary of its supposed conclu- 
sions which was utterly inadequate and misleading in trend, and 
they gave this deceptive summary to the press before anyone had 
had time to read the text of the report. It is hard to believe that 
either this sup or the way in which it was given 
to the public, could have had the approval of the distinguished 
jurists and scholars who signed the report. But, be that as it 
may, it has left throughout the country a confused and false im- 
pression of the general tenor of the commission’s conclusions. I 
hope that every man and woman interested in this great problem 
(and who is not?) will read the full report, both the joint report 
and the individual statements of each of the 11 members. They 
tell in language that he who runs may read and understand the 
deliberate opinions of the 11 distinguished commissioners whom 
Mr. Hoover appointed under authority of Congress to study na- 
tional prohibition. 

Because, however, many of you have probably not yet found time 
to study the actual report, and because of the confusion due to 
the wide dissemination of the deceptive summary, and because I 
consider the report itself the most masterful and scholarly con- 
tribution that has ever been made to our most discussed problem, 
I hope you will permit me to-night to review and analyze its most 
important findings. In doing so I shall even have to ask your 
indulgence in allowing me to read some passages from its text. 


AGREEMENTS UPON EVIDENCE 


I think that you will all agree that if those 11 members, start- 
ing as they did with different preconceptions and opinions, have 
arrived at virtual unanimity upon any of the issues involved, our 
people would do well to accept their findings as a basis for action, 
and if a predominant majority of them agree upon certain recom- 
mendations as a result of their findings such recommendations 
are entitled to our most open-minded and serious consideration. 

First of all, I am going to direct your attention to four groups 
of findings of major importance upon which all of the commis- 
sioners are agreed. These findings are of such consequence that 
at the risk of boring you I am going to confirm them by textual 
quotations from the joint report. 


(a) Lack of public support 


First. The commissioners unanimously agreed that the eight- 
eenth amendment can not be made to succeed without the sup- 
port of public opinion. This is what they say in the joint report: 

“From the beginning ours has been a government of public 
opinion. We expect legislation to conform to public opinion, not 
public opinion to yield to legislation. Whether public opinion at 
a given time and on a given subject is right or wrong is not a 
question which, according to American ideas, may be settled by 
the words Be it enacted (p. 48). 

“It is axiomatic that under any system of reasonably free gov- 
ernment a law will be observed and may be enforced only when 
and to the extent that it reflects or is an expression of the general 
opinion of os normally law-abiding elements of the commu- 
nity” (p. 49). 

I ask you to bear in mind, then, that the commission agrees 
that a law can not be-enforced unless it is effectively supported by 
the general opinion of the community. For the commission also 

that large-scale lukewarmness or actual hostility toward 
the eighteenth amendment exist in many cities and States and 
among & significant part of the public everywhere. Here is what 
they say: 

“ Many of the best citizens in every community on whom we 
rely habitually for the upholding of law and order are at most 
lukewarm as to the national prohibition act. Many who are 
normally law-abiding are led to an attitude hostile to the statute 
by a feeling that repression and interference with private con- 
duct are carried too far” (p. 54). 

But this is not all. The commissioners also concur in the 
opinion that public support of national prohibition, instead of 
growing stronger, is becoming weaker as the years pass. Here are 
the exact words of the joint report— 

From its inception to the present time the law has been to a 
constantly increasing degree deprived of that support in public 
opinion which was and is essential for its general observance or 
effective enforcement” (p. 51). 

And they add that— 

“Adverse public opinion in some States and lukewarm public 
opinion with strong hostile elements in other States are obstinate 
facts which can not be coerced by any measures of enforcement 
tolerable under our polity” (p. 49). 
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Those are not my words. They are the words of the commis- 
sioners in the report to which they all subscribe. They declare 
that the amendment can not succeed without the support of 
public opinion, and that such support is seriously lacking and 
steadily diminishing. Is it possible for any reasonable human 
being to draw any other than one conclusion from such premises? 

(b) Lack of State cooperation 

Second. The commissioners unanimously agree that the amend- 
ment can not succeed without the cooperation of the States. The 
textual words of the joint report declare: 

“It is generally admitted and indeed has been demonstrated 
by experience that State cooperation is necessary to effective en- 
forcement” (p. 59). 

Bear that in mind also, for the commissioners unanimously 
agree that this cooperation has been, and still is, wanting in many 
States, and what is more to the point they agree that State 
cooperation is being withdrawn year after year. They tell us that 
eight States, containing a fourth of the entire population of the 
United States, either have no State enforcement laws or have al- 
ready voted to repeal them, and that other States are contemplat- 
ing similar action, I quote once more from the joint report: 

“In 1923 the New York Legislature repealed its prohibition act. 
In the same year Nevada repealed its statute * * . Montana 
repealed its prohibition law in 1926, Wisconsin its law in 1929, 
and Massachusetts its law by referendum in 1930. In 1930 the 
poe of Illinois and Rhode Island voted for repeal of their State 
aws” (p. 39). 

But you ask how about the other States? The joint report 
declares that— 

There has been in recent years a growing tendency, even in 
States with prohibition laws, to let the Federal Government carry 
the burden of enforcement” (p. 39), 

And they cite in this connection the State of Kansas, which has 
had State prohibition for over 50 years, and they show that even 
in Kansas prohibition is not being as well enforced as it was 
before the national enactment. Let me read you something that 
they say apropos of the relaxation of State enforcement in that 
prohibition pioneering State: 

“It is significant that the death rate in Kansas from alcoholism 
and causes attributable to alcohol, which had fallen to a very low 
level between 1917 and 1920, has risen to the level of 1917” 

. 41). 
eg etal the most compact summing up of the commission’s 
thought upon the present condition of State cooperation through- 
out the country is to be found in the statement on page 59, that— 

“As things are at present, there is virtual local option.” 


(c) Home control impossible 


Third. The commissioners agree that the amendment can not be 
effectively enforced unless control can be exercised over manufac- 
ture of beverages in people’s homes. They say that home brewing, 
home wine making, and home distilling run easily into commercial 
manufacture, and that this must be checked if the purposes of 
prohibition are to be achieved. 

This is significant also, for they proceed to admit that it is 
practically impossible to enforce the law in 20,000,000 homes, and 
that it is inadvisable to attempt it as such “invasion of the homes 
and interference with family life” inevitably arouse resentment 
(p. 83). “Necessity,” they say on page 33, seems to compel the 
virtual abandonment of efforts for effective enforcement at this 
point.” * * Law,“ they add, “here bows to actualities,” 
even though it involves nullification. 


(d) Bootleg profits 


Fourth The commissioners agree that the eighteenth amend- 
ment can not succeed so long as the illicit importation, illicit 
distilling, and illicit sale of liquor, etc., yield large-scale profits. 

This, too, is an admission of consequence, for the commis- 
sioners find, with regard to illicit importation, that smugglers of 
liquor (I quote their exact words) “can operate profitably if they 
can land one boatload of five” (p. 24). With regard to unlawful 
manufacturing, they find that illicit distilleries “if operated but 
a short time, pay for themselves and begin to make large profits 
(p. 29) and that “even when Federal and State authorities join 
in a zealous campaign of enforcement, they have been unable to 
keep up with the setting up and operation of these unlawful 
plants” (p. 29). As for bootlegging and unlawful sale, their con- 
clusion is that “organized distribution has outstripped organized 
enforcement” (p. 37), and they further conclude from the evi- 
dence which they have collected that “systematic and organized 
violation of the national prohibition act * * offers rewards 
on a par with the most important legitimate industries" (p.51). 
The profit is such, the commission observes, as to “ make lavish 
expenditure in corruption possible. It puts heavy temptation in 
the way of everyone engaged in enforcement or administration 
of the law. It affords a financial basis for organized crime” 
(p. 52). 

These four groups of findings which I have just quoted are 
drawn from the joint report. They are opinions in which all of 
the commissioners concur, and they all converge with syllogistic 
logic toward one conclusion which is concentrated in two para- 
graphs in the closing pages of their report. Let me quote these 
paragraphs: 

“The statute [meaning national prohibition] has been in force 
for a decade with large majorities in Congress pledged to give 
effect to it, and militant organizations pushing to that end. 
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There has been more sustained pressure to enforce this law than 
on the whole has been true of any other Federal statute. * * + 
No other Federal law has had such elaborate State and Federal 
enforcing machinery put behind it” (p. 79). 

Yet, and I still quote from the report— 

“No improvement in machinery will avail without cooperation 
from the State. * So long as public opinion is adverse 
or indifferent in large cities and in many States, so long as there 
is no practicable means of reaching home manufacture (which 
may easily run into commercial manufacture), and so long as the 
margin of profit remains what it is, serious obstacles in the way 
of satisfactory enforcement will continue to be beyond the reach 
of improved organization, personnel, and equipment, and tight- 
ened statutory and administrative provisions” (p. 80). 

These quotations are all from the joint report subscribe to 
by all of the commissioners. In briefer words, the commission 
as a whole, “bowing to actualities,” regretfully recognizes that, 
under conditions as they are, the eighteenth amendment is not 
enforceable. This is the quintessence—the very kernel—of the 
Wickersham commission’s report, but it was not even mentioned 
in the deceptive summary which was broadcast to the American 
public through the press. 


AGREEMENTS UPON CONCLUSIONS 


‘Let us next see to what extent the 11 commissioners meet the 
inexorable logic of their finding. How far do they agree as to what 
should now be done? 

The deceptive summary misleadingly states that “some” of 
the commission believe that a further trial should be made, and 
that “others” are convinced that the amendment should be 
revised. It conveys not the slightest indication that the com- 
missioners are other than evenly divided, much less that an out- 
standing majority have concurred in their verdict. It even seems 
to deny that any of them favor repeal. At this point we may 
well leave behind both the deceptive and the joint 
report and turn to the individual statements of the 11 commis- 
sioners. Let us call the roll: 

The chairman, Mr. Wickersham, of New York: “I believe that 
there should be further trial.” 

Judge Grubb, of Birmingham, Ala.: “I agree that there should 
be further trial.” 

Judge Kenyon, of Iowa: “I think that there should be reason- 
able further trial.” 

Judge McCormick, of Los Angeles: There should be further 
trial, but one year would be a reasonable time.” 

Judge Mackintosh, of Seattle: The time has come to take the 
next step. The amendment should be changed, constitutional 
prohibition should be abandoned, and Federal control substituted.” 

President Comstock, of Cambridge: “I favor an immediate at- 
tempt at change.” 

Dean Pound, of Cambridge: “National prohibition should be 
abandoned. I fear that unless immediate revision of the amend- 
ment takes place all that we have gained will be lost.” 

Colonel Anderson, of Richmond, Va.: “We can not ignore the 
appalling conditions which this commission has found to exist 
and to be steadily growing worse. The time has arrived for 
revision of the amendment.” 

Mr. Loesch, of Chicago: Steps should be taken immediately to 
remove prohibition from the Constitution and to revise the 
amendment.” 

Former Secretary of War Baker, of Cleveland: “The eighteenth 
amendment should be repealed and the whole question remitted to 


the States.” 

Mr. Lemann, of New Orleans: “I see no alternative but repeal of 
the amendment.” 

8 up the vote, 7 out of 11 of the commissioners, a large 
majority, yleld to the force of evidence and recommend that 
without further delay national prohibition be taken out of the 
Constitution. A small minority, the remaining four, believe that 
it should still be given a little longer trial. Judge McCormick 
considers one more year sufficient. The others do not specify the 
period of further probation. But every one of them admits the 
strong possibility that sooner or later the abandonment of na- 
tional prohibition may prove inevitable. Thus the verdict of the 
commission, clearly affirmed by seven of its members, and not 
confidently opposed by the other four, is that the eighteenth | 
amendment in its present form ought to be removed from the 
Constitution. 

SUGGESTIONS FOR ENFORCEMENT 


The fact that the commission offer several recommendations for 
improving enforcement does not in the least mitigate the force of 
this conclusion. They all recognize that the process of repealing 
or changing the amendment will take some time. Besides they 
were virtually instructed to make such recommendations by the 
congressional statute under which they were appointed, which, as 
a matter of fact, limited their whole inquiry to “ enforcement.” 
In compliance with these instructions, although showing that sat- 
isfactory enforcement has never existed and remains a practical 
impossibility, they could do no less than formulate suggestions 
for improving enforcement in case the effort is to continue. Some 
of these suggestions look toward making enforcement less objec- 
tionable, some toward making it more effective. Curiously enough, 
their first recommendation for improved enforcement is to remove 
the legal limitations upon doctors’ prescriptions, and another is 
against any stiffening up of searches and seizures. They, how- 
ever, propose a 60 per cent increase in enforcement personnel, 
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suggest doing away with trial by jury in petty cases, advise a closer 
scrutiny of industrial alcohol, and think it might be helpful to 
codify the various liquor laws now on the statute books. If their 
recommendations seem half-hearted and defeatist, it is not sur- 
prising in view of their previous finding that the policy of national 
prohibition is fundamentally unworkable. 

The yielding of the Wickersham Commission to Congress in 
thus ma ons for enforcement, when most of them 
think that enforcement is impossible, reminds one of a reported 
conversation between a dentist and a Scotchman suffering from 
an ulcerated tooth. It pained the Scotchman horribly, and he 
turned to the dentist for relief. The dentist advised: There is 
only one way to cure you. Have your tooth pulled.” “How much 
will it cost, doctor?“ inquired the Scotchman. “Fifteen dollars,” 
was the reply. Well, doctor,” said the Scotchman, “I think I 
will only ask you to loosen it a little.” Congress wanted the 
Wickersham Commission to “ only loosen it a little,” and the com- 
mission complied, although they strongly advised “extraction.” 

REVISION OR REPEAL 


Nor is the substance of the commission's conclusion altered by 
some of them calling their proposal for dealing with the eight- 
eenth amendment “revision” rather than “repeal.” The eight- 
eenth amendment consists of just three paragraphs or sections. 
The first paragraph makes national prohibition mandatory. It 
prohibits the manufacture, sale, transportation, importation, and 
exportation of intoxicating liquors for beverage purposes. This 
first paragraph, a majority of the commission agree, should be 
eliminated. The second paragraph provides for concurrent State 
and National enforcement. This second paragraph the entire 
commission without exception would eliminate (p. 82). The third 
and remaining paragraph concerns only the terms under which 
the eighteenth amendment was to be ratified, and has no present 
significance. 

So it remains true that in the opinion of a majority of the 
commission the entire amendment ought to be done away with. 
The fact that most of them favor the adoption of a substitute 
or superseding amendment giving Congress a free hand to legis- 
late about intoxicating liquors as they may see fit, leaves it still 
true that they advocate the repeal of constitutional prohibition. 
By the use of the softer word “revision,” there can be no ques- 
tion that they have given to the medicine a coating likely to 
make it more palatable to Congress and a certain section of the 

ublic. 

P STATE CONTROL 


I want to call to your attention another and still more signifi- 
cant fact. Even those commissioners who believe that Congress 
should be allowed to exercise some measure of supervision over 
intoxicating liquors in the future, are none the less convinced 
that mandatory prohibition should have no place in the Consti- 
tution, that the attempt to enforce universal total abstinence 
should be abandoned, and that freedom of initiative in dealing 
with the manufacture, importation, and sale of intoxicating 
liquors should be restored to the States. 

In confirmation of this statement, permit me to read you some 
of the things which the whole commission are agreed should be 
brought to pass in case revision is possible. I quote their exact 
words from the closing page of the joint report. They believe 
that we should “do away with the absolute rigidity of the amend- 
ment as it stands” (p. 81), and should “give scope for trying 
out further plans” (p. 81). They would go so far as to “ permit, 
when demanded by public opinion, an honest, general, or local 
control of manufacture, or importation, or distribution” (p. 81). 
They hold that “local systems of control” would “do away with 
the enormous margin of profit which is at the bottom of wide- 
spread corruption and general lawlessness” (p. 81); and mark 
well what I am next going to read, they would “ allow of adjust- 
ment to local public opinion so as to do away with * * * the 
attempt to force an extreme measure of universal total abstinence 
on communities where public opinion is strongly opposed thereto ” 
(p. 81). Let me repeat, the commission as a whole at the end 
of their joint report advise abandoning the attempt to force uni- 
versal total abstinence upon communities that do not -want it, 
and also advise the restoration of some measure of local control 
over manufacture, importation, and sale. This is their final ver- 
dict upon the eighteenth amendment, and no verdict could be 
more clear. 

REPUBLICAN RESPONSIBILITY 


After 19 months of intensive study, the commission which 
President Hoover appointed to investigate this great problem, and 
which he hoped, as he expressed it, would follow their inquiry 
‘with “constructive, courageous conclusions,” have arrived at that 
hoped-for goal. They courageously conclude (at least the great 
majority of them do) that mandatory national prohibition, which 
11 years ago was incorporated in the Constitution of the United 
States as the eighteenth amendment, ought now to be taken out 
of that immortal document. 

If we recognize the President's wisdom in appointing this com- 
mission, if we believe that the members whom he selected are, as 
he described them, “ able,” “ representative,” “ citizens of character 
and independence of thought,” if we agree that they have faith- 
fully and thoroughly performed their task, then as loyal supporters 
of the President, we ought to respect the findings of his commis- 
sion and try to translate them into action. 


The party to which we give our allegiance has never failed our 
country in a critical hour, In the first decade of its existence, 
under the guidance of Abraham Lincoln, it solved the problem of 
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human slavery and kept all the stars in our flag. In the seventies 
it rid the country of the curse of greenbackism. In the nineties 
it saved us from the menace of debased coinage and preserved the 
gold standard. A decade ago it saved us from committing our 
Government to future entanglement in European quarrels, which 
would have involved us in countless wars. 

That same glorious party, which we revere for all that it has 
done for our beloved country in the past, can not be allowed to 
fail us to-day in settling the most tormenting controversy of our 
time. If we, as Republicans, can but sit down together, not in 
angry debate, not in bitter contention, but inspired by the patient, 
calm spirit of Abraham Lincoln, we are now in a position to ac- 
complish the solution of this great problem also. President 
Hoover’s commission has blazed the trail. We have only to fol- 
low on. If we do so, we shall add one more great service rendered 
by our party to the peace and happiness and freedom of these 
United States. 


EFFECT OF THE OIL DEPRESSION ON LABOR 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks by printing in the Recorp statistics 
showing the effect of the oil depression on labor. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend 
my remarks in the Recorp, I include the following statistics 
by T. F. Hunter, Wichita Falls, Tex., showing the effect of 
the oil depression on labor: 


Economic conditions are reflected by labor employment. Unem- 
ployment is in every instance the result of lack of money circu- 
lation. It therefore may be caused by the ills of one basic indus- 
try, and at the same time be sharply felt in all industries. The 
lost buying power of any group necessarily reflects itself into all 
groups. 

The American people, by means of protection, have established 
a high standard of living. That standard should be maintained. 
Our people are interested in prosperity. They have lived as free- 
men, holding themselves from bondage or equivalent peonage. 
We can not continue this standard half protected. The pros- 
perity of any group enures by its buying power to the other; it is 
equally true that the misery of any group or the destruction of 
any basic industry by its nonbuying power seriously and per- 
manently reflects itself into all others, It is, therefore, impos- 
sible for our country to be prosperous if any of its basic indus- 
tries are in distress. 

So long as the oil industry is permitted to remain in its 
present distressed condition, the country and all its industries 
must suffer an economic depression, and millions of its people 
must go half clad and half fed. The increasing flood of foreign 
crude oil into the United States, with a known unlimited supply, 
whipped our average per barrel price of 1926 from $1.88 to that of 
93 cents, a loss in receipts to the producers of this commodity of 
95 cents per barrel. For our present market outlet of 2,700,000 
barrels of oil daily we now receive only $2,511,000 per day, while 
the same number of barrels at the 1926 price average brought us 
and we should now have $5,076,000 per day. The results are that 
we have lost from circulation in the sale of this commodity 
$2,565,000, or the gigantic sum of $936,235,000 loss per annum. 

The importers during 1930, by their importation, held off the 
market 113,000,000 barrels of our oil, which, at $1.88 per barrel, 
represents an added annual loss to us for this commodity of 
$212,440,000. This money should be available for programs of 
leasing, drilling, building, and for labor. It represents one of our 


lost buying powers so keenly felt by other lines of business. 

The oil industry in normal times carries under lease potential 
oil lands for which, in addition to the bonuses paid, it pays to the 
farmers a $1 per acre annual rental, which under the existing con- 
ditions that can not pay, meaning a loss to the farmers as follows: 


Estimated total annual loss, farm rentals 46, 000, 000 

To these farmer and tee-owner losses we must add the one- 
eighth of the lost receipts from the sale of crude oil, or the sum 
of $117,029,370; aggregating a loss by the forced depression to the 
farmers and fee owners of $163,029,370. The lost buying power of 
the industry will no doubt result in another $50,000,000 loss to 
farmers and fee owners in bonuses that would, under fair condi- 
tions, be paid them for leases. 

It is eajimated by high authority that more than 100,000 oil-field 
workmen in the mid-continent field are unemployed; that the ills 
of the industry are responsible for the unemployment and idleness 
among the allied groups and others of 150,000 workers; that in 
California there are 32,000 field workers unemployed, and nearly 
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50,000 of the allied groups and other workers unemployed by rea- 
son of the oil-field shutdown; that there are among field workers, 
allied groups, and others affected in other industries throughout 
other producing areas of more than 50,000 men. Taking these 
figures for the unemployed and $7 per day as the average wage, 
we find that there is on account of the forced depression of this 
industry cost to the wage earners of the country $1,974,000 per 
day, or the tremendous sum of $710,640,000 for the year. 

Drilling contractors have invested millions of dollars in drilling 
rigs and machinery now lying idle, stacked in warehouses and in 
open weather, deteriorating, out of use, and without immediate 
prospects for contracts. The shutdown in the industry and the 
lack of contracts and of immediate prospects for the resumption 
of drilling has lost to these contractors more than 60 per cent 
of the normal market value of this type of used machinery. In 
fact, it is a drag upon the market, and there is now little sale 
value for it. 

It is estimated by executives of the organized carpenters that in 
some centers only about 10 per cent of their men are working. 
Other building trades are like affected. 

The oil-field shutdown has now lasted so long that these unem- 
ployed men and their families are destitute and nonbuyers. Being 
such, their plight is reflected on the merchants and wholesalers, 
and they in turn have released from employment thousands of 
men. These unemployed are living, in many instances, in crowded 
conditions and in tents, reflecting upon the landlords and the 
apartment-house owners, the boarding houses, and restaurants. 

Oil-well casing, tubing, rods, and oil-well supplies, under nor- 
mal conditions, afforded the railroad companies a large per cent 
of tonnage. Fuel oil, gasoline, and other refined products mar- 
keted by interior refiners likewise afforded railroads a large per 
cent of their tonnage. The cheap water transportation available 
to importers of refined products to centers along the Atlantic coast 
and along the Mississippi have materially reduced the railroad 
hauls. The nonbuying power of the unemployed has likewise 
reduced the railroad hauls. It is, therefore, evident that the 
unemployed railroad workmen are idle in a large measure as a 
result of the unemployed oil-field workers and because of the 
nonbuying power created by them. 

Oil-field workmen are necessarily users of automobiles, and 
because of the unfavorable road conditions and the nature of the 
use of their cars, the average life of a car is but little more than 
12 months. They are, therefore, when working, heavy users of 
tires and automobile accessories. Their idleness and their non- 
buying power has, therefore, caused many thousands of workmen 
in automobile factories and in manufactures of automobile tires 
to become unemployed and idle. The same course of reasoning is 
true with reference to the manufactures of wearing apparel, 
manila ropes, belting, and of other articles too n-merous to 
mention. 

This nonbuying power and its effect upon merchants and other 
branches of industry has had a far-reaching effect upon the plight 
of the farmer and the producers of meats. These multiplied 
thousands of men and their families are existing upon cheap food, 
and in many thousands of cases this food is being furnished 
through charity. 

The oil industry offers one of the greatest outlets for the steel 
mills, Multiplied thousands of carloads of casing, tubing, rods, 
drilling machinery, and well-equipment supplies are used each 
year. The reduced buying power of the industry has pulled from 
these mills thousands of their workmen. 

Major companies, as a general rule, have found that it is more 
profitable and more economical to employ independent contractors 
to drill their wells for oil, since independent contractors, owning, 
in thousands of instances, only from one to five drilling rigs, are 
able to personally supervise on the ground the drilling and the 
completion of these wells, and are therefore able to drill them 
under contract with a fair profit, cheaper than the major com- 
panies can drill and complete them for themselves. These thou- 
sands of contractors and well-machinery owners are idle, among 
the unemployed, and are nonbuyers. 

These importers have constructed and are operating enormous 
refineries beyond the limits of the United States. The laborers of 
these foreign countries are used to produce the by-products of 
crude petroleum. 

More than 700,000,000 gallons of gasoline thus refined in foreign 
nee was imported into the United States during the year 

During the first half of the year 1929, 4,024 wells were drilled in 
the State of Texas. During the first half of the year 1930 only 
2,461 wells were drilled, showing the decrease in the number of 
wells drilled as 1,563. While we do not know the exact average 
cost of wells in Texas, we adopt the figure of $20,000 as the esti- 
mated average cost of wells now being drilled in that State. If 
that amount is correct, then on the basis of the first half for the 
year 1930 there was lost in moneys paid to contractors as compared 
with that for 1929 the sum of $62,500,000. It is reasonable to 
presume that with oil selling at its present price that the average 
number of wells drilled per month during the year 1931 will be 
much less than that for 1930, and the loss in monies paid to the 
contractors will be much greater. 

There are now producing in Texas thousands of marginal or 
stripper wells being produced at a loss and unless relief is given 
these operators quickly those wells will be abandoned and plugged. 
If they are, millions of barrels of reserve oil will be lost and 


thousands of workmen engaged in the operation of these wells will 
be forced among the unemployed. The same condition exists in 
all oil-producing States and unless relief is had operators and 
workmen in those States will suffer the same consequence. 

Five hundred thousand barrels of oil per day or more are pro- 
duced from wells producing less than three barrels daily. These 
wells and leases represent a property value to their owners of 
more than $1,000,000, which property value will, unless they are 
protected, be a total loss. 

It may be claimed by some that this justly deserved protection 
would raise the price of gasoline and lubricating oils to the con- 
sumer. If we may judge the future by the past, that will not be 
the case. During the last 12 years the price of crude oil in the 
United States has ranged from near $4 per barrel to 93 cents per 
barrel. Nevertheless, the price per quart of the leading grades of 
lubricating oils has remained the same. Nor has the price of gaso- 
line fluctuated with that of crude. You have figures showing that 
in 52 cities big company-controlled consumers paid more for 
gasoline with crude at $1.20 per barrel than they did with it at 
$2.04 per barrel. 

Since these hearings have been going on there has been a posted 
cut in the price of oil. Almost simultaneously with that cut 
the same companies raised the price of gasoline to the consumers. 

Again we would cite you to countries, big-company controlled, 
where no independent competition exists. In Peru gasoline sells 
as high as 60 cents per gallon. In East Indies gasoline sells at 
86 cents to 42 cents per gallon. In Persia it sells in bulk for as 
much as 60 cents per gallon. Yet we are amazed to find that the 
same monopolistic controls that fix these prices load their gasoline 
aboard ships and compete with our independents in protected 
America on a 4-cents-per-gallon bulk price. We are therefore 
forced to the conclusion that the restriction of the amount of 
imports would not affect the price of gasoline to the consumer. 
On the other hand, we have positive proof that the elimination of 
independent competition will materially affect that price. 

The oil producers in our country are by commission rule and by 
necessity prorated to as low as 3 per cent of the potential of their 
large flush fields. It is nothing but right, it is nothing but fair, 
that the importers from large flush fields of the foreign countries 
be prorated as we are prorated. It is not fair, nor is it Just, that 
these rich and powerful combines produce oil in foreign countries 
by foreign labor, dump it on our market unrestricted, while our 
operators are restricted, our workmen unemployed and in want. 
An emergency exists. We submit that this relief should be given 
attention immediately. 

This importation of oil has taken the sustenance of life from 
more than 300,000 American citizens. They, their wives, and 
children are destitute. These women and children are in crowded 
conditions, half fed, and scantily clad, in many instances by 
charity, while their providers search in vain for employment. 

Hunger knows no law. You who have never walked the roads 
in hunger without the price of a sandwich are unable to see the 
picture that such a one sees. But as one who has walked that 
road, slept in the haystack and on the ground by the campfire, I 
say to you that it is most serious. It is time that we give to 
them the protection that they are entitled to and that which so 
many others enjoy. 


IMMIGRATION 


Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may be permitted to have until to-morrow at noon 
within which to file minority views on the resolution (H. J. 
Res. 500) further restricting for a period of two years immi- 
gration into the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 


SECOND DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Appropriations, pre- 
sented a privileged report on the bill (H. R. 17163) (Rept. 
No. 2712) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1931, and prior fiscal years, to provide supplemental appro- 
priations for the fiscal years ending June 30, 1931, and 
June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union and ordered printed. 

Mr. BYRNS reserved all points of order. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 16738) mak- 
ing appropriations for the government of the District of 
Columbia and other activities chargeable in whole or in 
part against the revenues of such District for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, with 
Senate amendments, disagree to the Senate amendments 
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and agree to the conference asked by the Senate, and to 
appoint conferees. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Nebraska? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none and appoints the following conferees: Messrs. 
SIMMONS, HOLADAY, THATCHER, CANNON, and COLLINS. 


TREASURY AND POST OFFICE DEPARTMENTS APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the bill (H. R. 14246) making appropriations for the 
Treasury and Post Office Departments for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the conference report. 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on amendments of the Senate (except 21 and 
24) to the bill (H. R. 14246) making appropriations for the 
Treasury and Post Office Departments for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 
1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 
22, 23, 25, 26, 27, 31, 32, 33, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 45, 46, 47, 48, 
49, 50, 51, 53, 54, 55, 58, 59, 64, 65, 66, 67, and 68. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 29, 42, 43, 60, 61, 62, 63, 
and 69, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the follow- 
ing: “ For establishing and equipping a Coast Guard station 
at or near Port Orford on the coast of Oregon as authorized 
in the act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1892, and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 
1891 (26 Stat. p. 938), to be immediately available, $83,500 ”; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “$32,606,422”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 34: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 34, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert $397,984”; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate num- 
bered 35, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert: “ $1,102,090 ”; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert: “$1,576,360”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 52: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
52, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert: $540,240”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 56: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
56, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $80,640 ”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 57: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
57, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
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In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$207,140”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 
Wr R. Woop, 
M. H. THATCHER, 
Guy U, Harpy, 
Gero. A. WELSH, 
JOSEPH W. BYRNS, 
WILLIAM W. ARNOLD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
L. C. PHIPPS, 
REED SMOOT, 
Gero. H. Moss, 
Wm. J. HARRIS, 
CARTER GLASS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate, except Nos. 21 and 24 already con- 
curred in by the House, to the bill (H. R. 14246) making 
appropriations for the Treasury and Post Office Departments 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other pur- 
poses, submit the following statement in explanation of the 
effect of the action agreed upon and recommended in the 
accompanying conference report as to each of such amend- 
ments, namely: 

On No. 5: Strikes out the authority, inserted by the 
Senate, excepting electrically powered typewriting machines, 
from the price limitations imposed by the bill for the pur- 
chase of standard typewriting machines. 

On No. 28: Appropriates $83,500 for the establishment of 
a Coast Guard station at or near Port Orford, Oreg., instead 
of $143,509, as proposed by the Senate, to include stations 
at or near Grand Island, Mich., and on the coast of Green 
Bay, Wis. 

On No. 29: Makes the appropriation for construction of 
the Coast Guard academy “immediately available,” as pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

On Nos. 42 and 43: Restores to the bill, as proposed by 
the Senate, the assay offices at Carson City, Nev., Boise, 
Idaho, Helena, Mont., and Salt Lake City, Utah. 

On No. 60: Appropriates $53,000,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $53,500,000 as proposed by the House, for 
compensation of postmasters. 

On No. 61: Appropriates $8,800,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $8,700,000, as proposed by the House, for 
allowances to third-class post offices to cover the cost of 
clerical services. 

On No. 62: Appropriates $1,500,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $1,609,009, as proposed by the House, for 
village delivery service. 

On No. 63: Appropriates $1,400,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $1,450,000, as proposed by the House, for 
car fare and bicycle allowances. 

On Nos. 64 and 65: Strikes out the increase of $345,000, 
proposed by the Senate, in the allotment for carrying foreign 
mail by aircraft under contract. 

On No. 66: Strikes out the increase of $750,000, proposed 
by the Senate, in the apprepriation for transportation of 
domestic mail by aircraft under contract. 

On No. 68: Strikes out the limitation, inserted by the 
Senate, prohibiting the payment of rentals for quarters for 
the housing of Government-owned vehicles in the Postal 
Service unless the leases therefor have been entered into in 
accordance with the conditions specified in the amendment. 

On No. 69: Strikes out, as proposed by the Senate, section 
4 of the House bill which prohibited the use of appropria- 
tions in the bill for making administrative increases in salary 
by taking advantage of savings in appropriations accruing 
from lapses, etc. 

On the following 46 amendments dealing exclusively with 
salary increases the Senate has receded in accordance with 
the procedure adopted for other appropriation bills and such 
increases are accordingly eliminated in these amendments, 
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Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 
20, 22, 23, 25, 26, 27, 31, 32, 33, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 45, 46, 
47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 53, 54, 55, 58, 59, and 67. 

The following seven amendments involved salary increases 
along with other purposes. As to each of these amendments 
the Senate has receded from the salary increase portion of 
the amendment and the action of the managers on the rest 
of the matter involved in each of such amendments is as 
follows: 

On No. 30: Corrects the total amount for the Coast Guard. 

On No. 34: Increases the House appropriation for “ pay 
of acting assistant surgeons,” Public Health Service, by 
$2,200, as proposed by the Senate, to cover quarantine in- 
spection of trains coming in from Mexico. 

On No. 35: Increases the House appropriation for “ pay of 
all other employees,” Public Health Service, by $3,600, as 
proposed by the Senate, to cover quarantine inspection of 
trains coming in from Mexico. 

On No. 44: Increases the House appropriation for mints and 
assay offices by $25,820, as proposed by the Senate, to com- 
port with action submitted under amendments 42 and 43 in 
restoring four assay offices to the bill. 

On No. 52: Increases the appropriation for salaries, office of 
the First Assistant Postmaster General, by $5,240, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, to provide for additional employees. 

On No. 56: Increases the appropriation for salaries, office of 
the Solicitor for the Post Office Department, by $12,320, as 
proposed by the Senate, to provide for additional employees. 

On No. 57: Increases the appropriation for salaries, office of 
the chief inspector, Post Office Department, by $12,300, as 
proposed by the Senate, to provide for additional employees. 

WIIL R. Woop, 

Guy U. Harpy, 

Geo. A. WELSH, 

JOSEPH W. BYRNS, 

WILLIAM W. ARNOLD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I may say the conferees of the 
House and the conferees of the Senate are in complete 
agreement on this report, and I move the adoption of the 
report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 


B STREET NW., DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table the resolution (H. J. Res. 
404) to change the name of B Street NW., in the District of 
Columbia, with Senate amendments, disagree to the Senate 
amendments and ask for a conference. 

The Clerk reported the joint resolution by title and read 
the Senate amendments, as follows: 

Page 2, after line 7, insert: 

“That in honor of the State of Louisiana and that territory 
comprised in the ‘Louisiana Purchase’ from which 13 other 
sovereign States of this Union, in whole or in part, were carved, 
the thoroughfare running from the Union Station Plaza, crossing 
North Capitol Street and New Jersey and Indiana Avenues and 
running into Pennsylvania Avenue, shall hereafter bear the name 
‘Louisiana Avenue.’ 

“That the portion of the avenue now known as ‘Louisiana 
Avenue,’ not absorbed by the enlarging of the park and plan sys- 
tem of the Planning Commission, shall no longer be known as 
‘Louisiana Avenue.“ 

Amend the title so as to read: “ Joint resolution to change the 
name of B Street NW., in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Maryland? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Reserving the right to object, Mr. 
Speaker, I am not sure that it is desirable, and certainly it 
is not necessary to send this bill to conference, in order to 
dispose of the questions involved. 

There is only one amendment involved, and there would 
be nothing to prevent the House expressing itself directly 
upon that amendment. If that course were followed there 
would be opportunity for this House to adopt any substitute 
it might desire, for the Senate amendment. 
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It happens that a year ago I offered a resolution propos- 
ing that this great boulevard to extend from Arlington Me- 
morial Bridge to B Street and from B Street to the Union 
Station Plaza, should be designated as “Thomas Jefferson 
Boulevard.” 

That suggestion occurred to me for the reason that not 
only was Thomas Jefferson one of the preeminent figures in 
the period attending the birth of this Nation, connected so 
prominently with the Declaration of Independence, and in 
many other ways one of our very greatest American citizens, 
but in addition to that, what perhaps is not so generally appre- 
ciated, next to George Washington himself, he had more to- 
do with the planning of the National Capital than any other 
man. It was to him, soon after his return from France, 
that Alexander Hamilton went for aid in securing the 
assumption by the Federal Government of the Revolutionary 
debts of the States, and in return, Jefferson secured location 
of the Nation’s Capital on the Potomac. He secured in 
Europe the city plans which L'Enfant used in his studies, 
and after his return he took a lively interest in the planning 
and development of the new Capital. Notwithstanding those 
facts, his preeminence as a great American of our early 
period and his close and influential and helpful connection 
with the planning of the National Capital, there is not to- 
day any memorial to Thomas Jefferson in the National 
Capital. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I yield. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. May I interrupt the genileman 
to say the gentleman is correct? The only thing of that 
character that is in the National Capital is a very minor 
statue of Jefferson which is in one of the corridors of this 
building. 

Mr. CRAMTON. That is true as to the Capitol Building, 
but in the National Capital, generally speaking, there is 
no memorial to Thomas Jefferson. It seems to me it would 
be very fitting that this outstanding boulevard should bear 
his name. This House accepted the suggestion made by our 
distinguished colleague from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper] and 
passed a resolution which he offered, designating the boule- 
vard that takes the place of B Street, as “Constitution 
Avenue.” From B Street to the Union Station, it would 
seem to me, might most fittingly still be named for Thomas 
Jefferson, so that from the Union Plaza one would proceed 
through Thomas Jefferson Boulevard into Constitution Ave- 
nue [applause], very much in line with the actual program of 
history. In the Senate on yesterday, without any extensive 
consideration, an amendment was offered to the Cooper 
resolution. 

It would seem to me more desirable to take up each of 
these matters upon their merits separately. An amendment 
was offered and adopted in the Senate naming this avenue 
from B Street to the Union Station Plaza for Louisiana. I 
recognize that there is a considerable degree of fitness in 
that. I recognize the importance of the Louisiana Purchase 
in the development of this Nation, but I do remember also 
that but for Thomas Jefferson there would have been no 
Louisiana Purchase. [Applause.] 

I am somewhat embarrassed. I dislike to make any sug- 
gestion that would seem lacking in appreciation of the 
Louisiana Purchase, but it had been my thought that if this 
matter were taken up in the House, as it might be, and the 
Senate amendment given consideration, I would at least 
offer a substitute for the Senate amendment that the 
avenue from B Street to the Union Station Plaza be desig- 
nated Thomas Jefferson Avenue. 

Mr, BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. In order to give the House an oppor- 
tunity to express itself on the very valuable suggestion made 
by the gentleman from Michigan, why does not he get the 
gentleman from Maryland to change his unanimous con- 
sent request and ask to take the matter up for consideration 
in the House. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I am frank to say this, that I have no 
desire to overurge my own views on the question. Unless 
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my suggestion meets with very substantial support in the 
House I have no desire to press it, but if there is an interest 
in it I think the House ought to have a chance to express 
itself, and I would suggest to the gentleman from Maryland 
that he ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the Senate amendment. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Of course, the gentleman is aware, as 
well as anyone in the House, that the policy followed in 
naming the avenues in Washington has been that of nam- 
ing them after the States. In no instance have we named 
any of the avenues in the District after our illustrious public 
men—none in honor of Washington, none in honor of Lin- 
coln, and none in honor of the later great Presidents. In 
other cities, like Chicago, it has been the practice to name 
streets and avenues after the Presidents of the United 
States. I was thinking that Louisiana, by reason of Jef- 
ferson’s close association with the Louisiana Purchase, was 
rather an indirect tribute to the memory of the third Pres- 
ident of the United States and would harmonize with the 
policy of naming our great avenues after States rather than 
after persons, 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will say in response to the gentleman 
that I can recognize the force of his suggestion with ref- 
erence to Louisiana. I do submit, however, that some time, 
without much delay, some permanent memorial to Thomas 
Jefferson, not indirectly through honoring one of his works, 
but directly through honoring him, ought to grace the 
National Capital. 

Mr. STAFFORD. With that suggestion I heartily agree 
but I do not think it would be a proper testimonial to merely 
name an avenue after him but that there should be some 
fitting testimonial to him, comparable to the Lincoln Me- 
morial or the Washington Monument. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I have no desire, in a crowded program, 
to press this matter unless, as I stated before, there is sub- 
stantial support of it in the House. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. What did the Senate 
propose as to the present Louisiana Avenue? 

Mr. CRAMTON. They just leave that nameless. The 
amendment revokes the present name and leaves it for the 
present nameless. I will withdraw my objection and I will 
be agreeable to any course that may be taken. The con- 
ferees may very well consider substituting “ Thomas Jeffer- 
son” in the Senate amendment for “Louisiana.” Or they 
will, in due regard to the convenience of the public, con- 
sider giving one name for the whole avenue from Union 
Plaza to the Arlington Memorial Bridge and accept the 
Cooper suggestion of Constitution Avenue for that whole 
great ceremonial artery. In that event later proper tribute 
could be paid appropriately to Thomas Jefferson and the 
Louisiana Purchase, x 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. 
Cooper of Wisconsin, Mr. McLEoD, and Mrs. NORTON. 


CONFERENCE REPORT—TRANSPORTATION OF SCHOOL CHILDREN IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Mr. ZIHLMAN submitted the conference report, for print- 
ing under the rule, on the bill (H. R. 12571) to provide for 
the transportation of school children in the District of 
Columbia at a reduced fare. 

MINORITY VIEWS 

Mr. IRWIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
file minority views on the bill (H. R. 5660) for the relief of 
certain claimants who suffered loss by fire in the State of 
Minnesota during October, 1918. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to file minority views on House bill 5660. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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CONFERENCE REPORT—CLERKS IN THE FOREIGN SERVICE 


Mr, TEMPLE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference re- 
port on the bill (H. R. 9110) for the grading and classifi- 
cation of clerks in the Foreign Service of the United States 
of America, and providing compensation therefor, and I 
ask unanimous consent that the statement may be read in 
lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania calls 
up the conference report on House bill 9110 and asks unani- 
mous consent that the statement may be read in lieu of 
the report. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement. 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT e 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 9110) for the grading and classification of clerks in 
the Foreign Service of the United States of America, and 
providing compensation therefor, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be 
inserted by the Senate amendment insert the following: 

“Sec. 7. That the act (Public, No. 135, 68th Cong.) ap- 
proved May 24, 1924, entitled ‘An act for the reorganization 
and improvement of the Foreign Service of the United States, 
and for other purposes,’ be, and the same is hereby, amended 
to read as follows: 

“*Sec. 8. That hereafter the Diplomatic and Consular 
Service of the United States shall be known as the Foreign 
Service of the United States. 

“* Sec. 9. That the official designation Foreign Service 
officers ” as employed throughout this act, shall be deemed to 
denote permanent officers in the Foreign Service below the 
grade of minister, all of whom are subject to promotion on 
merit and who may be appointed to either diplomatic or 
consular positions or assigned to serve in the Department of 
State subject to section 21 of this act, at the discretion of the 
President. 

Sc. 10. That the officers in the Foreign Service shall 
hereafter be graded and classified as follows with the sal- 
aries of each class herein affixed thereto, except as increases 
in salaries are authorized in section 33 of this act, but not 
exceeding in number for each class a proportion of the total 
number of officers in the service represented in the following 
percentage limitations: 

“Ambassadors and ministers as now or hereafter pro- 
vided: Foreign Service officers as follows: Class 1, 6 per 
cent, $9,000 to $10,000; class 2, 7 per cent, $8,000 to $8,900; 
class 3, 8 per cent, $7,000 to $7,900; class 4, 9 per cent, 
$6,000 to $6,900; class 5, 10 per cent, $5,000 to $5,900; class 6, 
14 per cent, $4,500 to $4,900; class 7, $4,000 to $4,400; class 8, 
$3,500 to $3,900; unclassified, $2,500 to $3,400: Provided, 
That as many Foreign Service officers above class 6 as may 
be required for the purpose of inspection may be detailed by 
the Secretary of State for that purpose. 

“Sec. 11. That Foreign Service officers may be commis- 
sioned as diplomatic or consular officers or both: Provided, 
That all such appointments shall be made by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate: And provided further, 
That all official acts of such officers while serving under 
diplomatic or consular commissions in the Foreign Service 
shall be performed under their respective commissions as 
secretaries or as consular officers. 

“‘ Sec. 12. That hereafter appointments to the position of 
Foreign Service officer shall be made after examination and 
officers so appointed shall serve a suitable period of proba- 
tion in an unclassified grade or, under such rules and regu- 
lations as the President may prescribe, after five years of 
continuous service in an executive or quasi executive posi- 
tion in the Department of State, by transfer therefrom: 
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Provided, That no candidate shall be eligible for examina- 
tion for Foreign Service officer who is not an American 
citizen and who shall not have been such at least 15 years: 
Provided further, That reinstatement of Foreign Service 
officers separated from the classified service by reason of 
appointment to some other position in the Government 
service may be made by Executive order of the President 
under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe. Ex- 
cept that the number of such officers reinstated shall not 
affect the number of the percentage of the class provided 
in section 10. 

„All appointments of Foreign Service officers shall be by 
commission to a class and not by commission to a particular 
post, and such officers shall be assigned to posts and may be 
transferred from one post to another by order of the Presi- 
dent as the interests of the service may require: Provided, 
That the classification of secretaries in the Diplomatic Serv- 
ice and of consular officers is hereby abolished without, how- 
ever in any wise impairing the validity of the present com- 
missions of secretaries and consular officers. 

“* Sec. 13. That section 5 of the act of February 5, 1915 
(Public, No. 242), is hereby repealed. 

SEC. 14. That the Secretary of State is directed to report 
from time to time to the President, along with his recom- 
mendations, the names of those Foreign Service officers who 
by reason of efficient service have demonstrated special ca- 
pacity for promotion to the grade of minister and the 
names of those Foreign Service officers and clerks and offi- 
cers and employees in the Department of State who by 
reason of efficient service, an accurate record of which shall 
be kept in the Department of State, have demonstrated 
special efficiency, and also the names of persons found upon 
taking the prescribed examination to have fitness for ap- 
pointment to the service, and any Foreign Service officer 
who may hereafter be promoted to a higher class within 
the classification prescribed in section 10 of this act shall 
have the status and receive the compensation attaching to 
such higher class from the date stated in his commission 
as the effective date of his promotion to such higher class. 

That the grade of consular assistant is hereby abol- 
ished, 

“* Sec. 15. That sections 1697 and 1698 of the Revised 
Statutes are hereby repealed. 

“Sec. 16. Every secretary, consul general, consul, vice 
consul of career, or Foreign Service officer, before he re- 
ceives his commission or enters upon the duties of his office, 
shall give to the United States a bond, in such form as 
the President shall prescribe, with such sureties, who shall 
be permanent residents of the United States, as the Secre- 
tary of State shall approve, in a penal sum not less than 
the annual compensation allowed to such officer, conditioned 
for the true and faithful accounting for, paying over, and 
delivering up of all fees, moneys, goods, effects, books, 
records, papers, and other property which shall come to his 
hands or to the hands of any other person to his use as 
such officer under any law now or hereafter enacted, and for 
the true and faithful performance of all other duties now 
or hereafter lawfully imposed upon him as such officer: 
Provided, That the operation of no existing bond shall in 
any wise be impaired by the provisions of this act: Provided 
further, That such bond shall cover by its stipulations all 
official acts of such officer, whether commissioned as diplo- 
matic or consular officer or Foreign Service officer. The 
bonds herein mentioned shall be deposited with the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

„Sc. 17. That the provisions of section 4 of the act of 
April 5, 1906, relative to the powers, duties, and preroga- 
tives of consuls general at large are hereby made applicable 
to the Foreign Service officers detailed for the purpose of 
inspection, who shall, under the direction of the Secretary 
of State, inspect in a substantially uniform manner the work 
of diplomatic and consular offices. 

“* Sec, 18. That the provisions of sections 8 and 10 of the 
act of April 5, 1906, relative to official fees and the method 
of accounting therefor shall apply to diplomatic officers be- 
low the grade of minister and to consular officers. 
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“*Sec. 19. That under such regulations as the President 
may prescribe, and within the limitations of such appropria- 
tions as may be made therefor, which appropriations are 
hereby authorized, ambassadors, ministers, diplomatic, con- 
sular and Foreign Service officers may be granted allowances 
for representation; and also post allowances wherever the 
cost of living may be proportionately so high that in the 
opinion of the Secretary of State such allowances are neces- 
sary to enable such diplomatic, consular and Foreign Sery- 
ice officers to carry on their work efficiently: Provided, That 
all such allowances shall be accounted for to the Secretary 
of State in such manner and under such rules and regula- 
tions as the President may prescribe and the authorization 
and approval of such expenditures by the Secretary of State, 
as complying with such rules and regulations, shall be bind- 
ing upon all officers of the Government: Provided further, 
That the Secretary of State shall report all such expendi- 
tures annually to the Congress with the budget estimates of 
the Department of State. 

“* Sec. 20. Appropriations are authorized for the salary of 
a private secretary to each ambassador to be appointed by 
the ambassador and hold office at his pleasure. 

“‘ Sec. 21. That any Foreign Service officer may be as- 
signed for duty in the Department of State without loss of 
class or salary, such assignment to be for a period of not more 
than three years, unless the public interests demand further 
service, when such assignment may be extended for a period 
not to exceed one year. Notwithstanding the provisions of 
section 1742 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, any 
ambassador or minister or any Foreign Service officer of 
whatever class detailed for duty in connection with trade 
conferences or international gatherings, congresses, or con- 
ferences, or for other special duty not at his post or in the 
Department of State, except temporarily for purposes of con- 
sultation, shall be paid his salary and expenses for travel 
and subsistence at the rates prescribed by law. 

“* Sec. 22. That the Secretary of State is authorized, when- 
ever he deems it to be in the public interest, to order to the 
United States on his statutory leave of absence any Foreign 
Service officer or vice consul of career who has performed 
three years or more of continuous service abroad: Provided, 
That the expenses of transportation and subsistence of such 
officers and their immediate families, in traveling from their 
posts to their homes in the United States and return, shall 
be paid under the same rules and regulations applicable in 
the case of officers going to and returning from their posts 
under orders of the Secretary of State when not on leave: 
And provided further, That while in the United States the 
services of such officers shall be available for trade confer- 
ence work or for such duties in the Department of State as 
the Secretary of State may prescribe, but the time of such 
work or duties shall not be counted as leave, 

The Secretary of State is authorized, in his discretion 
and subject to such regulations as may be issued by the 
President to grant to any officer or employee of the Foreign 
Service not to exceed 60 days annual leave of absence with 
pay. If such officer or employee returns to the United 
States, the leave of absence granted under the provisions of 
this section shall be exclusive of the time actually and neces- 
sarily occupied in going to and from the United States, and 
such time as may be necessarily occupied in awaiting sail- 
ing. Any portion of 60 days annual leave not granted or 
availed of in any one year may be cumulative, not to exceed, 
exclusive of time in transit and awaiting sailing, 120 days in 
three years or 180 days in four years: Provided further, 
That employees, not American citizens, may be granted not 
to exceed 30 days leave of absence with pay in any one year. 

“*The Secretary of State is also authorized to grant to any 
officer or employee of the Foreign Service on account of per- 
sonal illness or on account of exposure to a contagious dis- 
ease which would render presence at a post of duty hazard- 
ous to the health of fellow employees, sick leave of absence 
with pay at the rate of 15 days a year, the unused portion 
of such sick leave to be cumulative not to exceed 120 days: 
Provided, That during the first year of operation of this act 
not to exceed 30 days of additional sick leave of absence 
with pay may be granted. 
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No Foreign Service officer shall be absent from his post 
with pay for more than 48 hours without permission, except 
as provided herein. 

. “* Section 1742 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed. 

“* Sec. 23. That the part of the act of July 1, 1916 (Public, 
Numbered 131), which authorizes the President to designate 
and assign any secretary of class 1 as counselor of Embassy 
cr Legation, is hereby amended to read as follows: 

4 Provided, That the President may, whenever he con- 
siders it advisable so to do, designate and assign any For- 
eign Service officer as counselor of embassy or legation.” 

„Sg. 24. That within the discretion of the President, any 
Foreign Service officer may be assigned to act as commis- 
sioner, chargé d'affaires, minister resident, or diplomatic 
agent for such period as the public interests may require 
without loss of grade, class, or salary: Provided, however, 
That no such officer shail receive more than one salary. 

Sc. 25. That for such times as any Foreign Service 
officer shall be lawfully authorized to act as chargé d’affaires 
ad interim or to assume charge of a consulate general or 
consulate during the absence of the principal officer at the 
post to which he shall have been assigned, he shall, if his 
salary is less than one-half that of such principal officer, 
receive in addition to his salary as Foreign Service officer, 
compensation equal to the difference between such salary 
and one-half of the salary provided by law for the ambas- 
sador, minister, or principal consular officer, as the case 
may be. 

“t Sec. 26. The President is authorized to prescribe rules 
and regulations for the establishment of a Foreign Service 
retirement and disability system to be administered under 
the direction of the Secretary of State and in accordance 
with the following principles, to wit: 

%) The Secretary of State shall submit annually a com- 
parative report showing all receipts and disbursements on 
account of refunds, allowances, and annuities, together with 
the total number of persons receiving annuities and the 
amounts paid them, and shall submit annually estimates of 
appropriations necessary to continue this section in full 
force and such appropriations are hereby authorized: Pro- 
vided, That in no event shall the aggregate total appropria- 
tions exceed the aggregate total of the contributions of the 
Foreign Service officers theretofore made, and accumulated 
interest thereon. 

h) There is hereby created a special fund to be known 
as the Foreign Service retirement and disability fund. 

%) Five per cent of the basic salary of all Foreign Serv- 
ice officers eligible to retirement shall be contributed to the 
Foreign Service retirement and disability fund, and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is directed on the date on which this 
act takes effect to cause such deductions to be made and 
the sums transferred on the books of the Treasury Depart- 
ment to the credit of the Foreign Service retirement and 
disability fund for the payment of annuities, refunds, and 
allowances: Provided, That all basic salaries in excess of 
$10,000 per annum shall be treated as $10,000. 

d) When any Foreign Service officer has reached the age 
of 65 years and rendered at least 15 years of service he shall 
be retired: Provided, That if any such officer shall have 
served 30 years he may be retired at his own request before 
reaching the age of 65 years: Provided further, That the 
President may in his discretion retain any such officer on 
active duty for such period prior to his reaching 70 years of 
age, as he may deem for the interests of the United States. 

“*(e) Annuities shall be paid to retired Foreign Service 
officers under the following classification, based upon length 
of service and at the following percentages of the average 
annual basic salary for the 10 years next preceding the date 
of retirement: Class A, 30. years or more, 60 per cent; class 
B, from 27 to 30 years, 54 per cent; class C, from 24 to 27 
years, 48 per cent; class D, from 21 to 24 years, 42 per cent; 
class E, from 18 to 21 years, 36 per cent; class F, from 15 to 
18 years, 30 per cent: Provided, however, That in computing 
the average annual basic salary for the 10 years next preced- 
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was rendered prior to July 1, 1924, in accordance with the 
classification and salaries established by laws then in effect, 
as it is possible to credit to him by applying to all such 
periods of service rendered prior to July 1, 1924, the rules 
for corresponding classes in the reclassification provisions in 
section 7 of the act of May 24, 1924, shall be considered as 
having been performed in accordance with the classifica- 
tions and salaries established for Foreign Service officers in 
section 3 of the act of May 24, 1924; And provided further, 
That no increases in annuities under this act shall operate 
retroactively and nothing in this act shall be interpreted as 
reducing the rate of the annuity received by any retired 
officer on the effective date of this act. 

“*(f) Those officers who retire before having contributed 
for each year of service shall have withheld from their annu- 
ities to the credit of the Foreign Service retirement and 
disability fund such proportion of 5 per cent as the number 
of years in which they did not contribute bears to the total 
length of service: Provided, That no deductions shall be 
made from the annuities of officers who have contributed 
30 years, and no officer shall be required to contribute more 
than 30 years in any circumstances. 

g) The Secretary of the Treasury is directed to invest 
from time to time in interest-bearing securities of the United 
States such portions of the Foreign Service retirement and 
disability fund as in his judgment may not be immediately 
required for the payment of annuities, refunds, and allow- 
ances, and the income derived from such investments shall 
constitute a part of said fund. 

“*(h) None of the moneys mentioned in this section shall 
be assignable either in law or equity, or be subject to execu- 
tion, levy, or attachment, garnishment, or other legal process. 

„i) In case an annuitant dies without having received 
in annuities an amount equal to the total amount of his 
contributions from salary with interest thereon at 4 per 
cent per annum compounded annually up to the time of 
his death, the excess of said accumulated contributions over 
the said annuity payments shall be paid to his or her legal 
representatives; and in case a Foreign Service officer shall 
die without having reached the retirement age the total 
amount of his contribution with accrued interest shall be 
paid to his legal representatives. 

(j) That any Foreign Service officer who, before reach- 
ing the age of retirement, becomes totally disabled for useful 
and efficient service by reason of disease or injury not due to 
vicious habits, intemperance, or willful misconduct on his 
part, shall, upon his own application or upon order of the 
President, be retired on an annuity under paragraph (e) of 
this section: Provided, however, That in each case such dis- 
ability shall be determined by the report of a duly qualified 
physician or surgeon designated by the Secretary of State 
to conduct the examination: Provided further, That unless 
the disability be permanent, a like examination shall be 
made annually in order to determine the degree of disability, 
and the payment of annuity shall cease from the date of the 
medical examination showing recovery. 

“*Fees for examinations under this provision, together 
with reasonable traveling and other expenses incurred in 
order to submit to examination, shall be paid out of the 
Foreign Service retirement and disability fund. 

„When the annuity is discontinued under this provision 
before the annuitant has received a sum equal to the total 
amount of his contributions, with accrued interest, the dif- 
ference shall be paid to him or to his legal representatives. 

„ „(k) The President is authorized from time to time to 
establish, by Executive order, a list of places which by rea- 
son of climatic or other extreme conditions are to be classed 
as unhealthful posts, and each year of duty subsequent to 
January 1, 1900, at such posts, inclusive of regular leaves of 
absence, of officers already retired or hereafter retired, 
shall be counted as one year and a half, and so on in like 
proportion in reckoning the length of service for the pur- 
pose of retirement, fractional months being considered as 
full months in computing such service: Provided, however, 


ing the date of retirement, so much of an officer's service as | That the President may at any time cancel the designation 
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of any places as unhealthful without affecting any credit 
which has accrued for service at such posts prior to the date 
of the cancellation. 

“(D Whenever a Foreign Service officer becomes separated 
from the service except for disability before reaching the 
age of retirement, or under section 33 of this act, the total 
amount of contribution from his salary with interest 
thereon at 4 per cent per annum compounded annually up 
to the date of such separation, shall be returned to him. 

m) The Secretary of State is authorized to expend from 
surplus money to the credit of the Foreign Service retire- 
ment and disability fund an amount not exceeding $5,000 
per annum for the expenses necessary in carrying out the 
provisions of this section, including actuarial advice. 

“*(n) Any diplomatic secretary or consular officer who has 
been or any Foreign Service officer who may hereafter be 
promoted from the classified service to the grade of am- 
bassador or minister, or appointed to a position in the De- 
partment of State, shall be entitled to all the benefits of 
this section in the same manner and under the same condi- 
tions as Foreign Service officers: Provided, That any officer 
now included under the act of May 24, 1924, and the amend- 
ment thereto of July 3, 1926, shall be entitled to the benefits 
of this section. 

„%) For the purposes of this act the period of service 
shall be computed from the date of original oath of office 
as diplomatic secretary, consul general, consul, vice consul, 
deputy consul, consular assistant, consular agent, commer- 
cial agent, interpreter, or student interpreter, and shall in- 
clude periods of service at different times as either a diplo- 
matic or consular officer, or while on assignment to the 
Department of State, or on special duty or service in an- 
other department or establishment of the Government, but 
all periods of separation from the service and so much of 
any period of leave of absence without pay as may exceed 
six months shall be excluded: Provided, That service in the 
Department of State or as clerk in a mission or consulate 
prior to appointment as a Foreign Service officer may be 
included in the period of service, in which case the officer 
shall pay into the Foreign Service retirement and dis- 
ability fund a special contribution equal to 5 per cent of his 
annual salary for each year of such employment, with in- 
terest thereon to date of payment compounded annually at 
4 per cent, provided that such special contribution shall be 
subject to the limitations established by subdivision (f) of 
this section. 

“*Sec. 27. In the event of public emergency any retired 
Foreign Service officer may be recalled temporarily to active 
service by the President, and while so serving he shall be 
entitled in lieu of his retirement allowance to the full pay of 
the class in which he is temporarily serving. 

“*Sec. 28. That all provisions of law heretofore enacted 
relating to diplomatic secretaries and to consular officers, 
which are not inconsistent with the provisions of this act, 
ar> hereby made applicable to Foreign Service officers when 
they are designated for service as diplomatic or consular 
officers, and that all acts or parts o7 acts inconsistent with 
this act are hereby repealed. 

„ Sec. 29. That the appropriations contained in Title I of 
the act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the De- 
partments of State and Justice and for the Judiciary and for 
the Departments of Commerce and Labor for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, for such com- 
pensation and expenses as are affected by the provisions of 
this act are made available and may be applied toward the 
payment of the compensation and expenses herein provided. 

“+ Sec. 30. That there is hereby established in the Depart- 
ment of State the office of legal adviser (in lieu of the Solici- 
tor of the Department of State, which office is hereby abol- 
ished). The legal adviser shall be appointed by the Presi- 
dent by and with the advice and consent of the Senate and 
shall receive the same salary as Assistant Secretaries of 
State. 

“Sec. 31. There shall be in the Department of State a 
board of Foreign Service personnel for the Foreign Service, 
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whose duty it shall be to recommend promotions in the For- 
eign Service and to furnish the Secretary of State with lists 
of Foreign Service officers who have demonstrated special 
capacity for promotion to the grade of minister. The board 
shall be composed of not more than three Assistant Secre- 
taries of State, one of whom shall be the Assistant Secre- 
tary of State having supervision over the division of For- 
eign Service personnel, who shall be chairman. The chief of 
the division of Foreign Service personnel and one other 
member of the division may attend the meetings of the 
board and one of them shall act as secretary, but they shall 
not be entitled to vote in its proceedings. No Foreign Sery- 
ice officer below class I shall be assigned for duty in the 
division of Foreign Service personnel. Foreign Service ofi- 
cers assigned to the division shall not be eligible for recom- 
mendation by the board of Foreign Service personnel for 
promotion to the grade of minister or ambassador during the 
period of such assignment or for three years thereafter, nor 
shall such officers be given any authority except of a purely 
advisory character, over promotions, demotions, transfers, or 
separations from the service of Foreign Service officers. 

“* Sec. 32. The division of Foreign Service personnel shall 
assemble, record, and be the custodian of all available infor- 
mation in regard to the character, ability, conduct, quality 
of work, industry, experience, dependability and general 
availability of Foreign Service officers, including reports of 
inspecting officers and efficiency reports of supervising offi- 
cers. All such information shall be appraised at least once 
in two years and the result of such appraisal expressed in 
terms of excellent, very good, satisfactory, or unsatisfactory, 
accompanied by a concise statement of the considerations 
upon which they are based, shall be entered upon records to 
be known as the efficiency records of the officers, and shall 
constitute their efficiency ratings for the period. No charges 
against an officer that would adversely affect his efficiency 
rating or his value to the service, if true, shall be taken 
into consideration in determining his efficiency rating ex- 
cept after the officer shall have had opportunity to reply 
thereto. The Assistant Secretary of State supervising the 
division of Foreign Service personnel shall be responsible 
for the keeping of accurate and impartial efficiency records 
of Foreign Service officers and shall take all measures nec- 
essary to insure their accuracy and impartiality. Not later 
than November 1 at least every two years, the division of 
Foreign Service personnel shall, under the supervision of the 
Assistant Secretary of State, prepare a list in which all 
Foreign Service officers shall be graded in accordance with 
their relative efficiency and value to the service. In this list 
officers shall be graded as excellent, very good, satisfactory 
or unsatisfactory with such further subclassification as may 
be found necessary. All officers rated satisfactory or above 
shall be eligible for promotion in the order of merit to the 
minimum salary of the next higher class. This list shall 
not become effective in so far as it affects promotion until 
it has been considered by the board of Foreign Service per- 
sonnel hereinbefore provided for and approved by the Sec- 
retary of State: Provided, That this list shall not be changed 
before the next succeeding list of ratings is approved except 
in case of extraordinary or conspicuously meritorious service 
or serious misconduct and any change for such reasons shali 
be made only after consideration by the Board of Foreign 
Service Personnel and approval by the Secretary of State, 
and the reasons for such change when made shall be in- 
scribed upon the efficiency records of the officers affected. 
From this list of all Foreign Service officers recommendations 
for promotion shall be made in the order of their ascer- 
tained merit within classes. Recommendations shall also be 
made, in order of merit, as shown by ratings in the exami- 
nations for appointment to the unclassified grade, with 
commissions also as diplomatic secretaries and vice consuls, 
of those who have successfully passed the examinations. 
All.such recommendations shall be submitted to the Secre- 
tary of State for his consideration and if he shall approve, 
for transmission to the President. 

“The correspondence and records of the division of 
Foreign Service personiel shall be confidential except to the 
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President, the Secretary of State, the members of the Board 
of Foreign Service personnel, the Assistant Secretary of 
State supervising the division, and such of its employees as 
may be assigned to work on such correspondence and 
records. 

“* Sec. 33. That notwithstanding the provisions of section 
10 of this act, all Foreign Service officers having a rating of 
satisfactory or better, who shall have been in classes 5, 6, 
7, or 8 for a continuous period of nine months or more, 
shall, on the first day of each fiscal year receive an increase 
of salary of $100, except that no officer shall receive a salary 
above the maximum of his class and all such officers in 
classes 1, 2, 3, or 4 shall in the same circumstances receive 
an increase of $200: Provided, That the Secretary of State 
is authorized to fix the salaries of Foreign Service officers 
in the unclassified grade within the salary range specified 
in section 10 of this act; and, within the limits of appro- 
priations therefor, to grant to Foreign Service officers in any 
class additional promotion in salary within the salary range 
established for the classes in which they are serving, based 
upon especially meritorious service. Increases in salary 
under the terms of this section shall be paid to Foreign Serv- 
ice officers only as the right to such increases accrues after 
the effective date of this act. The President is hereby 
authorized to establish by Executive order regulations pro- 
viding for the separation of Foreign Service officers from 
the Foreign Service, in accordance with the conditions here- 
inafter prescribed. Foreign Service officers so separated 
from the Foreign Service shall be retired from the service, 
after a hearing by the Secretary of State, upon an annuity 
equal to 25 per cent of his salary at the time of retire- 
ment, in the case of officers over 45 years of age or in 
the case of officers under 45 years of age with a bonus 
of one year’s salary at the time of his retirement, either 
annuity or one year’s salary to be payable out of the Foreign 
Service officers’ retirement and disability fund and except 
as herein provided, subject to the same provisions and 
limitations as other annuities payable out of such funds; 
but no return of contributions shall be made under para- 
graphs (i) or (1) of section 26 of this act in the case of 
any Foreign Service officer retired under the provisions 
of this section. Whenever it is determined that the effi- 
ciency rating of an officer is unsatisfactory, thereby meaning 
below the standard required for the service, and such 
determination has been confirmed by the Secretary of State, 
the officer shall be notified thereof, and if, after a reason- 
able period to be determined by the circumstances in each 
particular case, the rating of such officer continues to be 
found unsatisfactory and such finding is confirmed by the 

Secretary of State after a hearing accorded the officer, such 
officer shall be separated from the service with the annuity 
or bonus provided in this section, but no officer so separated 
from the service shall receive the said annuity or bonus 
unless at the time of separation he shall have served at 
least 15 years. He shall, however, if he has not served at 
least 15 years have returned to him the full sum of his 
contribution to the annuity fund, with interest thereon 
at 4 per cent compounded annually. The benefits of this 
section, except at the option of the Secretary of State 
the return of an officer’s contribution to the annuity fund, 
shall not be given to Foreign Service officers separated from 
the Foreign Service on account of malfeasance in office. 

“‘ Sec. 34. That nothing in this act shall be construed to 
reduce the salary of any Foreign Service officer upon promo- 
tion to a higher class. 

“* Sec. 35. That the President is hereby authorized, when- 
ever the necessity for such offices with a view to effecting 
economies in accounting procedure is apparent, to prescribe 
certain fiscal districts or areas and to establish within each 
such district as a part of the Department of State service, a 
district accounting and disbursing office to exercise control 
over the accounts and returns of all diplomatic missions 
and consular offices within the district in such manner as 
the President may direct. To each such office may be as- 
signed the administrative accounting responsibility for 
receipts and expenditures of the diplomatic missions and 
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consular offices within the district. Each district office shall 
be in charge of an accountable officer, to whom all fees, and 
other official moneys, received by any diplomatic, consular 
or Foreign Service officer may be accounted for, under such 
rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of State, all such fees and moneys, or the residue 
thereof after the payment of salaries, allowances, and cur- 
rent expenses of the diplomatic missions and consular 
offices within the district, to be paid by the district account- 
ing and disbursing officer into the Treasury of the United 
States. Such district accounting and disbursing officers 
accountable for public moneys may intrust moneys to other 
bonded officers for the purpose of having them make dis- 
bursements as his agent, and the officer to whom the moneys 
are intrusted, as well as the officer who intrusts the moneys 
to him, shall be held pecuniarily responsible therefor to the 
United States. All diplomatic, consular, or Foreign Service 
Officers on duty within the area covered by such district 
offices may be required to render accounts of their disburse- 
ments to the officer in charge of such district office to be 
included in his accounts. Said district accounting and dis- 
bursing officers and their agents shall be bonded respectively 
to the United States for the faithful performance of their 
duties in such penal amounts as the President may require. 

Provided further, That the Secretary of State is author- 
ized to appoint such district accounting and disbursing offi- 
cers and their assistants in the same manner as clerks in 
displomatic missions and consular offices are appointed. 

Section 3622 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
(U. S. C., title 31, sec. 496), and any other existing statutes, 
in so far as they conflict with this section, are hereby 
amended. 

“* Sec. 36. That all fees and other official moneys received 
by diplomatic missions or consular offices or by the district 
accounting and disbursing offices provided in section 35 
above, may be transmitted through the Department of State 
for deposit in the United States Treasury, or may be used in 
payment of salaries, allowances, and current expenses of 
said missions and offices, under such rules and regulations 
as the President may from time to time prescribe; the resi- 
due, if any, to be transmitted through the Department of 
State for deposit in the United States Treasury. Section 
3617 of the Revised Statutes of the United States (U. S. C., 
title 31, sec. 484) is hereby amended. 

„ Sec, 37. That this act shall take effect on July 1, 1931.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

H. W. TEMPLE, 

HAMILTON FISH, JI., 

J. CHAS. LINTHICUM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Gko. H. MosEs, 

Davin A. REED, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 
9110) for the grading and classification of clerks in the For- 
eign Service of the United States of America, and providing 
compensation therefor, and for other purposes, submit the 
following statement in explanation of the effect of the ac- 
tion agreed upon by the conferees and recommended in the 
accompanying conference report: 

The Senate amendment added to the House bill, in 
amended form, the act (Public, No. 135, 68th Cong.) ap- 
proved May 24, 1924. The House recedes from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate and agrees to it with 
an amendment which is substituted for the Senate amend- 
ment. The essential differences between the House bill and 
the bill recommended by the conferees are: 

Sections 1 to 6, inclusive, provide for the classification of 
clerks in the Foreign Service. These sections are in pre- 
cisely the form in which they were passed by both the House 
and Senate. 

Sections 7 to 37, inclusive, comprise the amendment 
agreed to by the conferees as a substitute for the Senate 
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amendment disagreed to by the House. The provisions of 
these sections have been subjected to most intensive study 
by interested Members of the Senate and the House, offi- 
cials of the State Department, and members of the Foreign 
Service. As included in the conference report these sections 
have the unqualified approval of all. 

They contemplate the reenactment of the present Foreign 
Service law (the act of May 24, 1924), with changes designed 
to eliminate defects which have been discovered during the 
six and one-half years of practical experience with the act, 
and effecting other improvements not inconsistent with the 
original purposes of that act. The following comments refer 
only to the sections of the bill approved in conference which 
effect material changes in the present law and the absence 
of such comment as to all other sections indicates that no 
important change is made in existing law. 

. Section 10 reenacts the classification and salary provisions 
of the present law, except as follows: 

Instead of prescribing a fixed salary for each class (as at pres- 
ent) the new section creates minimum and maximum salaries 
within which promotions in salary may be made, without promo- 
tion in class. The present salaries paid to Foreign Service officers 
are in each instance the minimum salary for each class, and the 
maximum is always below the minimum salary for the next higher 
class. The manner in which these increases in salary within 
classes are granted is explained in the comment regarding section 
33, which establishes the procedure. 


The desirability of a salary range for each class in any 
classified Government service, rather than a fixed rate to be 
paid over an indefinite period, or until a promotion in class 
can be achieved, is well recognized. This principle is already 
in effect throughout the classified civil service of this Gov- 
ernment, and the same result is attained in the Army, Navy, 
Marine Corps, Coast Guard, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and 
Public Health Service by means of length of service in- 
creases in the salaries provided by law. Even more recently, 
in enacting the law of March 3, 1927, which created the 
Foreign Commerce Service, a salary range was established 
for each class of foreign commerce officers, and the act vests 
in the Secretary of Commerce the full authority to regu- 
late salaries within the limits established and the appropria- 
tions made available for the purpose. The creation of the 
salary range for class 1 of the Foreign Service, which is 
analogous to the salary range in the highest class of other 
branches of Government service, including the highest class 
of Foreign Commerce officers (with the same maximum 
salary authorized by law for such officers), is a particularly 
desirable improvement. 

This change in the salary classification can be so admin- 
istered as not to call for increased appropriations, which is 
further explained in the comment on section 33. 

Section 12 of the bill, as approved in conference, regulates 
new ͤappointments in the Foreign Service and differs from 
section 5 of the act of May 24, 1924 (to which it corre- 
sponds), in the following particulars: 

1. A new requirement is made that candidates for admis- 
sion to the service shall be citizens of the United States for 
at least 15 years. 

2. It is definitely provided that officers who have left the 
service to accept other Government positions can be rein- 
stated only within the percentage limitations of classes fixed 
in section 10. This rule has always been observed, even 
under the present law. 

Section 19 authorizes the President, in his discretion and 
within such appropriations as the Congress may make, to 
grant also to consular offices representation allowances re- 
stricted by the act of May 24, 1924, to diplomatic missions 
and a few consular offices at capitals where there are no 
diplomatic missions. It is well known to the Congress that 
consular offices at certain important points other than the 
capitals have as heavy representation responsibilities as 
diplomatic missions at some capitais, and it is the opinion 
of the conferees that suitable provision should be made for 
them. 

This section, in accordance with the present policy of 
Congress to enact general legislation authorizing all regular 
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annual appropriations, also gives statutory authorization to 
post-allowance appropriations which the Congress has been 
making annually for many years for the Foreign Service. 

Section 22 of the bill, as approved by the conferees, incor- 
porates the law governing leaves of absence for Foreign 
Service officers and employees into the Foreign Service act, 
instead of having a separate statute as at present. This 
section authorizes the same leave of absence permitted un- 
der the present law; that is, not exceeding 60 days annually, 
subject to regulations established by the President to limit 
in the interest of the service the leaves of absence granted 
within this maximum. It contains the following new pro- 
visions, also subject to limitation by presidential regulations: 

1. Leave of absence to visit the United States, when not 
taken as available, may be accumulated up to not exceeding 
180 days in four years; 

2. Fifteen days per annum of sick leave (cumulative up to 
120 days) may be granted to officers and employees who 
become ill in the performance of their duties in foreign 
countries. 

Section 26 of the bill recommended in the conference re- 
port corresponds to section 18 of the act of May 24, 1924, 
which includes all provisions of law relating to the retire- 
ment of Foreign Service officers upon annuities. This section 
would effect no material change in the present retirement 
system and the minor improvements hereinafter enumerated 
in no way affect the present basis of contributions of officers 
and appropriations. The improvements provided are (a) 
authorization for voluntary retirement after 30 years of 
service; (b) limitation of an officer’s contributions to a pe- 
riod of 30 years, which is the basis for the maximum 
annuity; (c) the provision for extra credit toward retire- 
ment for service at unhealthful posts is made retroactive to 
January 1, 1900; (d) elimination of the present provision of 
law which requires a 25 per cent forfeiture of an officer’s 
contributions to the retirement fund if he resigns from the 
service; and (e) elimination of present provisions of law 
which prevent retired officers from obtaining employment 
with salaries in excess of their annuities, which is a par- 
ticular hardship upon retired officers with low annuities, 

Section 26 also provides a moderate increase in the an- 
nuities to be paid after the passage of the act to those officers 
who retired on July 1, 1924, and those who have retired 
or will refire between that date and July 1, 1934, by having 
their annuities computed on the basis of a full 10-year 
period of service under the salary scale established by the 
act of May 24, 1924, instead of partly under that salary 
scale and partly under the salary scale existing before the 
act became effective. The annuities to be paid to the of- 
ficers affected, after the passage of this act, credits them for 
service rendered prior to July 1, 1924 (and within the 10- 
year period on which their annuities are based), at the rates 
for salaries established in the act of May 24, 1924. Owing 
to the limited number of officers who can be benefited and 
the fact that all officers who retire after July 1, 1934, are 
not affected, this provision is entirely consistent with the 
sound financial policy of the retirement system. 

Section 30: Provides for the creation in the Department of 
State of the office of legal adviser, who shall be appointed 
by the President with the advice and consent of the Senate. 
and receive the same salary as Assistant Secretaries of State. 
Owing to the special and unique character of the duties of 
the chief law officer of the Department of State, the office of 
solicitor is abolished and the legal adviser is made exclusively 
an officer of the State Department in the same manner as 
the chief law officers of all departments except State, Treas- 
ury, Commerce, and Labor. 

Sections 31 and 32: Establish and define the duties of a 
division of Foreign Service personnel and a board of Foreign 
Service personnel to assist the President and the Secretary 
of State in administering the Foreign Service. These sec- 
tions have the approval of the Secretary of State and assure 
the continuance of policies with respect to personnel admin- 
istration which have been tested and found by experience to 
be equitable and desirable without, however, placing any 
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burdensome restraint upon the executive authority of the 
President and the Secretary of State over the Foreign 
Service. 

Section 33, as approved by the conferees, effects two im- 
portant improvements in the Foreign Service, as follows: 

1. Within the salary limits established by section 10 of the 
bill, officers having a satisfactory rating on July 1, of each 
year receive a promotion in salary of $100 per annum in 
classes 5, 6, 7, and 8, and $200 per annum in classes 1, 2, 
3, and 4; provided that they have been in their present class 
at least nine months of the preceding year. 

The enactment of this provision enabling small annual 
increases in salary without promotions in class is expected 
to relieve in large measure the pressure for promotions in 
class. This result enables the conforming of the program 
for promotions in class to meet budgetary requirements and 
makes it feasible to defer the filling of vacancies in the 
service with the object of obviating a necessity for increased 
appropriations, notwithstanding the granting of annual in- 
creases to officers rendering satisfactory service. 

This provision is so drafted that no annual increases in 
salary can accrue during the present fiscal year or during 
the next fiscal year. Thereafter, no material increase, if any, 
will be necessary in the appropriation for salaries of Foreign 
Service officers as increases in salary within the salary 
ranges provided in the bill can be set off against savings 
effected by deferring the filling of vacancies; and also it 
will be possible to utilize unexpended balances which have 
occurred in these appropriations because of the absence in 
the past of any authorization in the Department of State 
to make any promotions of a strictly administrative 
character. 

2. This section contains a much-needed provision estab- 
lishing an equitable method for the involuntary retirement 
of unsatisfactory officers upon an appropriate annuity, or a 
bonus of one year’s salary (depending upon the officer’s age 
at retirement). Adequate provision is made for previous 
warning concerning unsatisfactory work and for granting a 
hearing to officers before such involuntary separations. 

Section 35 authorizes the President to establish districts 
in foreign countries in which the accounting and disbursing 
activities of the Foreign Service can be consolidated under 
the control of a single disbursing officer for each. district. 
This authorization will not call for additional appropriations, 
but, on the contrary, will make possible important economies 
in administration. It is the result of much study on the 
part of the Departments of State and Treasury and of the 
General Accounting Office, and has the approval of these 
three branches of the Government. The consolidation of the 
accounting and disbursing work as proposed can not be put 
into effect without an enabling statute such as is rec- 
ommended. 


J. CHAS. LINTHICUM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
* 


Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, in view of the extensive 
change in the legislative policy so far as the clerical force 
of our Foreign Service is concerned, I think it would be 
met if the chairman of the committee would make some 
explanation of the suggested substitute agreed upon. 

Mr. TEMPLE. Mr. Speaker, is there any particular ex- 
planation the gentleman desires made? 

Mr. STAFFORD. This is a complete change of existing 
law, and I noticed in the reading of the statement that it 
is prescribed that only American citizens who have been 
citizens 10 years 

Mr. TEMPLE. Fifteen years. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Fifteen years citizens of the country 
are eligible for clerkships. 

Mr. TEMPLE. Oh, no; eligible for a commission as a 
Foreign Service officer. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I 
think it would be informing to the House if the gentleman 
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would make some general statement of the proposed 
changes 


Mr. TEMPLE. I shall be very glad to do so. 

The bill was sent to conference shortly before the ad- 
journment of the Congress last June. The House con- 
ferees were not willing to accept the Senate amendment in 
the form in which it was passed, and there was a great deal 
of work upon it. There was no difference of opinion at all 
between the Senate and the House as to the text of the 
bill that passed the House. A Senate amendment was 
added which did not modify anything in that bill, but 
which revised, although not with very radical changes, the 
existing law with regard to Foreign Service officers. The 
changes that were found by experience to be desirable have 
been incorporated in the Senate amendment, as accepted 
by the conferees and now reported for the consideration 
of the House. 

The Senate amendment looks rather formidable, but it 
is practically a reenactment of existing law with changes 
which are pointed out in the statement that was read in 
lieu of the report. One of them the gentleman from Wis- 
consin has called attention to. It provides that no one 
shall be commissioned as a Foreign Service officer who has 
not been for 15 years an American citizen. This does not 
affect the clerks, for local men, not American citizens may 
be needed in consular offices because of their acquaintance 
with local language and local business, but it applies to the 
consular and diplomatic officers who are regularly com- 
missioned as officers in the Foreign Service. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman explain the differ- 
ence in the promotion scheme proposed in the conference 
report as far as the clerical force is concerned? 

Mr. TEMPLE. That has already passed both Houses and 
is not at all in dispute. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I was under the impression there is a 
different method of promotion for the clerical force, as em- 
bodied in the conference report. 

Mr. TEMPLE. For the Foreign Service officers but not 
for the clerks. There is no difference between the House 
and the Senate as to the clerical force, and if I should re- 
view that part of the bill I would find my memory some- 
what at fault, because it has been several months since I 
considered that phase of it. 

Mr. STAFFORD. As to the Foreign Service officers under 
the Senate amendment, will the gentleman explain the dif- 
ference in the proposed law as to promotions? 

Mr, TEMPLE. At the present time the increases in 
salary from one class to another amount in the lower classes 
to $500 a year and in the upper classes to $1,000 a year. 
There is no difference in the salaries of officers of the same 
class. The amendment provides that in lieu of the jump of 
$1,000, when the men pass from one class to another, there 
may be in the lower grades an increase of $100 a year within 
the maximum of the salaries for that class, and in the upper 
grades an increase of $200 per year. It is expected that this 
will make no material difference in the cost. It is certain 
it will make no difference whatever in the cost for at least 
this year and next year, and it is not difficult to see that if 
a Man goes up at a step of $100 or $200, rather than a step 
of $1,000 or $500, it will give a stimulus to his ambition 
within the class, and will not delay the reward until he is 
ready for the $1,000 step by promotion to another class. 

Mr. STAFFORD. As I understand the practice hereto- 
fore, promotions have been contingent upon the appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. TEMPLE. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. And now it is intended to make them 
mandatory, but to make the promotions a certain stated 
amount each year, namely, $100 in the lower grades and 
$200 in the upper grades. 

Mr. TEMPLE. Not mandatory, but to be given to the 
men who reach a certain degree of efficiency in their work. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, yes; I meant mandatory upon his 
record being satisfactory. 
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Mr. TEMPLE. This enables the State Department in its 
administration of the department to give rewards to men 
who are doing efficient work, but it does not require them to 
advance anybody automatically; and the rewards in the 
lower grades, as I say, are $100 a year, and in the upper 
grades $200 a year, so that a man need not feel, when he 
reaches a certain grade, that now he is done until he is 
ready for another long step. I think it will be a stimulus 
to ambition and efficient work. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The conference report was agreed to. 


INDEPENDENT OFFICES APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. WASON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the bill (H. R. 16415) making appropriations for the 
Executive Office and sundry independent executive bureaus, 
boards, commissions, and offices for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, and I ask unanimous 
consent that the statement be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New Hampshire? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement. 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 16415) making appropriations for the Execu- 
tive Office and sundry independent executive bureaus, 
boards, commissions, and offices for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 
1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 18, 19, 20, 21, 23, 
24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 39, 40, 41, 42, 
43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 
61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 68, 71, 72, and 73. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 37 and 67, and agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 3: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert 
the following: “ Provided further, That no part of this ap- 
propriation shall be used to pay for the cost of reconstruct- 
ing and paving B Street NW., as provided in the approved 
project, except for such portions as may abut upon Gov- 
ernment-owned property, and not in excess of 40 per 
cent of the cost of such reconstructing and paving of that 
portion of the said street which so abuts”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
13, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$863,370”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 17, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert 81,658,342; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert $4,730,980 ”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 74: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $1,052,777,010 ”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 
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The committee of conference have not agreed on amend- 
ments numbered 38, 53, 69, and 70. 
Epwarp H. Wason, 
JOHN W. SUMMERS, 
C. A. WOODRUM, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
HENRY W. KEYES, 
REED SMOOT, 
W. L. JONES, 
CARTER GLASS, ‘ 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16415) making appro- 
priations for the Executive Office and sundry independent 
executive bureaus, boards, commissions, and offices for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, 
submit the following statement in explanation of the effect 
of the action agreed upon and recommended in the accom- 
panying conference report as to each of such amendments, 
namely: 

The following amendments, with respect to which the ac- 
companying conference report recommends that the Senate 
shall recede, deal exclusively with underaverage salary in- 
creases: 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 18, 19, 20, 
21, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 39, 40, 
41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 54, 55, 56, 57, 
58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 71, and 73. 

On No. 3, pertaining to the Arlington Memorial Bridge 
appropriation and the share of the Federal Treasury in the 
cost of reconstructing and paving of B Street NW. under the 
approved project: Proposes perfected language, in lieu of 
that adopted by the House and in lieu of that proposed by 
the Senate, so as to provide: ` 

“That no part of this appropriation shall be used to pay 
for the cost of reconstructing and paving B Street NW., as 
provided in the approved project, except for such portions 
as may abut upon Government-owned property, and not in 
excess of 40 per cent of the cost of such reconstructing and 
paving of that portion of the said street which so abuts.” 

On Nos. 13 and 17 (Civil Service Commission): Eliminates 
the Senate proposal of $9,060 for underaverage salary in- 
creases; provides $13,800, as proposed by the Senate, for 
three additional positions in the Washington office at $4,600 
each per annum, to constitute an appeal board; and cor- 
rects the total. 

On No. 22: Corrects a total. 

On No. 37: Strikes out the House language, “ fiscal year 
1931,” in correction of a clerical error. 

On No. 67: Inserts the word “appropriation,” as pro- 
posed by the Senate, in the citation of an act, so as to make 
it read “ Independent offices appropriation act.” 

On No. 68: Strikes out the Senate proposal that “ No part 
of the funds of the United States Shipping Board or the 
United States Shipping Board Merchant Fleet Corporation 
shall be available for the maintenance of a sea service 
bureau.” 

On No. 72: Strikes out the Senate provision amending the 
disabled emergency officers’ retirement act of May 24, 1928, 
providing that no person shall on and after July 1, 1931, be 
entitled to and/or paid retired pay under said act, for any 
period during which he is receiving a salary, pay, and/or 
compensation from the United States which exceeds $2,000 
per annum. 

On No. 74: Corrects the total of the bill. 


IN DISAGREEMENT 


The committee of conference have not agreed with respect 
to the following amendments: 

On No. 38: Pertaining to the Housing Corporation. The 
Senate amendment strikes out the entire House provision 
relating to this establishment and proposes no language in 
lieu of the provision stricken out. 
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On No. 53: Pertaining to the National Capital Park and 
Planning Commission. The Senate amendment, with refer- 
ence to the employment of real-estate and other technical 
services, provides that same may be employed without 
reference to civil service rules and the classification act of 
1923, as amended.” 


On No, 69: Pertaining to purchases by the United States 
| Shipping Board Merchant Fleet Corporation of articles of 
foreign growth or foreign production or manufacture. 

On No. 70: Increasing the authority of the United States 
i Shipping’ Board to enter into contracts to make loans from 
the construction loan fund, from $150,000,000 to $185,000,000. 


Epwarp H. Wason, 
JOHN W. SUMMERS, 
C. A. Wooprum, 

- Managers on the part of the House. 


The conference report was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amend- 
ment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read amendment 38, which strikes out, on 
page 25, beginning at line 10, all of the text to and including 
line 5 on page 27. 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur 
with the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In lieu of the matter stricken out insert the following: 
“ HOUSING CORPORATION 


“Salaries and expenses: For officers, clerks, and other employees, 
and for contingent and miscellaneous expenses, in the District of 
Columbia and elsewhere, including blank books, maps, stationery, 
file cases, towels, ice, brooms, soap, freight and express charges, 
communication service, travel expense, printing and binding not 
to exceed $150, and all other miscellaneous items and expenses not 
included in the foregoing and necessary to collect and account for 
the receipts from the sale of properties and the receipts from the 

| operation of unsold properties of the United States Housing Cor- 
poration, the Bureau of Industrial Housing and Transportation, 
| Property commandeered by the United States through the Secre- 
tary of Labor, and to collect the amounts advanced to transporta- 
tion facilities and others; for payment of special assessments and 
other utility, municipal, State, and county charges or assessments 
unpaid by purchasers, and which have been assessed against 
erty in which the United States Corporation has an 
interest, and to defray expenses incident to foreclosing mortgages, 
conducting sales under deeds of trust, or reacquiring title or pos- 
session of real property under default proceeding, including attor- 
ney fees, witness fees, court costs, charges, and other miscellane- 
ous expenses; for the maintenance and repair of houses, buildings, 
and improvements which are unsold; in all, $15,000: Provided, 
' That no person shall be employed hereunder at a rate of compen- 
sation exceeding $4,900 per annum, and only one person may be 
employed at that rate: Provided further, That no part of the 
appropriations heretofore made and available for expenditure by 
the United States Housing Corporation shall be expended for the 
purposes for which appropriations are made herein: Provided 
further, That the directors of the United States Housing Corpora- 
tion of New York and the United States Housing Corporation of 
Pennsylvania may, with the approval of the Secretary of Labor, 
appoint the chief clerk or other officer of the Department of Labor 
to act as their president or as their immediate representative in 
charge of administrative work, such de tal officer to serve 
without compensation in addition to the salary of his official posi- 
tion, and the directors of these corporations may in like manner 
designate the disbursing clerk for the Department of Labor to act 
in a similar capacity for the corporations, and after such designa- 
tion has been made all funds coming into the hands of said dis- 
bursing clerk shall be treated as funds of the United States to be 
accounted for under his official bond.” 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New Hampshire. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amend- 
ment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 53: On page 34, line 4, after the word “ services,” 
insert “and without reference to civil-service rules and the classi- 
fication act of 1923 as amended.” 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur 
in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amend- 
ment in disagreement. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


FEBRUARY 18 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 69: Page 49, after line 2, strike out the paragraph 
and insert the following: 

“That in the expenditure of appropriations in this act for the 
United States Shipping Board Merchant Fleet Corporation, the 
said corporation shall, when in its discretion the interest of the 
Government will permit, purchase for use, or contract for the use, 
within the limits of the United States only articles of the growth, 
production, or manufacture of the United States, notwithstanding 
any existing laws to the contrary.” 


Mr. WASON. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur 
with the following amendment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


C agin ant aceclniatiy reas pees inseri: tio 
owing: 

“That in the expenditure of appropriations in this act the 
United States Shipping Board Merchant Fleet Corporation shall, 
unless in its discretion the interest of the Government will not 
permit, purchase for use, or contract for the use of, within the 
limits of the United States only articles of the growth, production, 
or manufacture of the United States, notwithstanding that such 
articles of the growth, production, or manufacture of the United | 
States may cost more if such excess of cost be not unreasonable.” | 


Mr. AYRES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WASON. I yield. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment as a 
substitute for the amendment of the gentleman from New 
Hampshire. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment by Mr. Ayres as a substitute for the amendment of 
Mr. Wason. 

Amendment by Mr. Arges: I propose the following substitute 
for the amendment offered by the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. Wason]: In lieu of the matter inserted by Senate 
amendment No. 69, insert the following: 

“No part of the funds of the United States Shipping Board 
Merchant Fleet Corporation shall be available d the fiscal | 
year 1932 for the purchase of any kind of fuel oil of foreign 
production for issue, delivery, or sale to ships at points either in 
the United States or its possessions, where oil of the production | 
of the United States or its possessions is available. 

“That in the expenditure of appropriations in this act the 
United States Shipping Board Merchant Fleet Corporation shall, | 
except as provided in the preceding paragraph, unless in its dis- 
cretion the interest of the Government will not permit, purchase 
for use, or contract for the use of, within the limits of the 
United States only articles of the growth, production, or manufac- ' 
ture of the United States, notwithstanding that such articles of | 
the growth, production, or manufacture of the United States may 
cost more if such excess of cost be not unreasonable.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Kansas. 

The question was taken, and the substitute was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment as 
amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amend- 
ment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 70: Page 50, beginning in line 1, insert “ The 
authority granted to the United States Shipping Board by the 
second deficiency act, fiscal year 1928, to enter into contracts to 
make loans from the construction loan fund is hereby increased 
from $150,000,000 to $185,000,000.” 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur 
in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JUDGE HARRY B. ANDERSON 


Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I present the following 
report from the Committee on the Judiciary in the case of 
charges against Harry B. Anderson, United States district 
judge, together with a resolution, and I move the adoption 
of the resolution. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Clerk read the report. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will read 
the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[Report No. 2714, House „ Seventy- first Congress, 


CHARGES AGAINST HON. HARRY B. ANDERSON, UNITED STATES JUDGE FOR 
THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TENNESSES 
Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted 
the following report: 
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Under authority of House Resolution 191, Seventy-first Congress, 
a special committee of the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
House of Representatives was appointed from the membership to 
inquire into the official conduct of Harry B. Anderson, United 
States district judge for the western district of Tennessee. The 
special committee authorized under this resolution consisted of 
Hon. Anprew J. Hickey, chairman; Hon. FIORELLO H. LAGUARDIA, 
Hon. CHARLES I. Sparks, Hon. Harron W. SumMNners, and Hon. 
Gorpon BrowNINnc, who gave months of careful and searching in- 
quiry and examination into the charges preferred against Judge 
Harry B. Anderson. 

The committee has reported that there are no grounds for 
invoking the high power of impeachment and the exercise of it 
on the part of the House. The investigation discloses certain mat- 
ters which the committee does not desire to be regarded as in any 
way approving or sanctioning. The practice existing in the west- 
ern district of Tennessee, both under Judge Anderson and his 
predecessors, of appointing referees to the place and position of 
receivers in bankruptcy matters is one which the committee 
thinks ought to be discontinued and desires to express its dis- 
approval of the practice. The atmosphere and surroundings in 
the Tully case while free from evidence of wrong on the part of 
the judge, lead the committee to say that in their opinion when 
private matters or family matters come in touch with the court a 
judge should exercise more than ordinary care to avoid the ap- 
pearance of improperly using the process of the court in any way 
that might be misunderstood, for in such matters the conduct of 
a judge must always be above suspicion. 

The following resolution is submitted to the House with the 
recommendation that it be adopted: 


House Resolution 362 

Resolved, That the evidence submitted on the charges against 
Hon. Harry B. Anderson, district judge for the western district of 
Tennessee, does not warrant the interposition of the constitu- 
tional powers of impeachment of the House. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
resolution, 

The resolution was agreed to. 


SECOND DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 17163, 
the second deficiency appropriation bill; and pending that, I 
ask the gentleman from Tennessee whether we can agree on 
time for general debate? 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Speaker, I have a good many requests, 
but I think that we can get through with an hour and a 
half on a side, although that will not take care of everyone. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
general debate be limited to three hours, to be equally 
divided between the gentleman from Tennessee and myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate be limited to three hours, 
to be equally divided between the gentleman from Tennessee 
and himself. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 17163, the second deficiency ap- 
propriation bill, with Mr. SNELL in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. FISH I. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman, a few days ago when the ad- 
justed service certificate bill, providing for increased loans 
at 4% per cent, was under consideration I was yielded one 
minute, in which time I stated that I thought the adjusted 
service bill as presented to the House was the safest, the 
soundest, and the sanest piece of veterans’ legislation that 
we had considered for the past 10 years. I would like to 
amend that statement by saying that in my opinion it is 
the safest, the soundest, and the sanest from the point of 
view of the Treasury Department. Ever since we passed 
that bill the big metropolitan newspapers have been at- 
tacking the House of Representatives, editorially, claiming 
that it was a raid upon the Treasury that would disrupt the 
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business of the country, and that it would require new and 
heavy taxes. 

I hold in my hand a number of editorials from metro- 
politan newspapers. There is one from the Washington 
Post, of this city, dated February 17, headed “ Heavy Taxes 
in Sight.” All through this editorial there is the charge 
that this piece of legislation would require new and heavy 
taxes in order to finance it. Other newspapers talk about 
the loans provided for in this legislation as being a bonus 
to the veterans. A bonus means a gift, and these loans are 
not a gift at all, because the veterans would have to pay 414 
per cent interest on every loan they made, whether small 
or large, and the Treasury of the United States could 
refinance or refund the securities held in the Treasury to 


redeem these certificates at 3 per cent to pay for the loans: 


made by the veterans at 4% per cent, thereby making a 


profit on every loan, whether large or small, of 1% per 


cent. 

Mr. WOODRUFF, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. FISH. Yes. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. I understand that in the sinking fund 
created to pay this adjusted compensation in 1945 there is 
now approximately $700,000,000. 

Mr. FISH. The gentleman is approximately correct. 
There is 8750, 000,000. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. And this money, as I understand it, is 
being loaned by the Treasury Department. 

Mr. FISH. Yes. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Can the gentleman inform us at what 
rate of interest it is now being loaned? 

Mr. FISH. I do not know the rate of interest, but it 
certainly could be refinanced or refunded at 3 per cent, 
or in short-term notes at 2 per cent or less than 2 per cent; 
but on long-term notes or bond issues it can be refunded 
certainly at 3 per cent. It is on those facts that I base the 
statement that the Treasury, instead of increasing taxes, 
will gain 144 points on every loan that is made to vet- 
erans under the provisions of the bill we passed a few 
days ago. I do not consider that exactly a bonus or gift 
to the veteran. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. I agree entirely with the gentle- 
man 


Mr. FISH. I am sorry, but I wish I had time to yield 


further to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. I am not arguing with the gentleman 
from New York. I approve of the gentleman’s position. The 
Treasury Department now has $750,000,000 that is being 
loaned to somebody somewhere in the United States. 

Mr. FISH. Yes; and it is drawing interest. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. It is drawing interest, and I have been 
given to understand that the rate of interest on that money 
loaned to somebody other than the man whose money it is 
is lower than the rate of interest that the soldiers are in the 
bill asked to pay. , 

Mr. FISH. Certainly. It is earning not more than 3 per 
cent. The veterans must pay 4% per cent. So instead of 
being a bonus, if you get down to the cold facts, it is more 
or less of a gold brick to the veterans. I voted for it be- 
cause I believe there are a large number of unemployed 
World War veterans in the United States. There are 
50,000 unemployed veterans in New York City alone. 
There are three or four hundred thousand unemployed vet- 
erans in the United States. There are more unemployed 
among the veterans than any other group in the United 
States. Although they do not exceed 3 per cent of our 
population, they represent 15 per cent of the unemployed. 
The World War veterans are between 30 and 40 years of 
age. They have families to support, and it is the men be- 
tween those ages who are hit the hardest when there is 
unemployment. They have not been employed long enough 
to set aside a reserve fund to maintain themselves and their 
families without employment, which they are deprived of 
through no fault of their own. They are not asking charity 
or doles or anything that is not fair and just or what they 
are not entitled to. 
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The reason I am impelled to take this stand to-day is the 
fact that I hold in my hand a letter from one of the best- 
known women in America; a woman whose name is known 
throughout the length and breadth of this land as a great 
benefactress to our Nation and to its people. Iam not going 
to give her name, but I am just going to quote a few sen- 
tences. She writes: 

Deak Mn. Fis: In looking over the morning paper I have come 
to the conclusion that there are a few patriotic men and many 
patriotic women— 

This is in regard to the passage by the House of the ad- 
justed service bill— 

I feel rather strongly in this matter because I like to believe in 
patriotism, but my faith in the patriotism of a great majority of 
the men of the country has been shaken, though I still believe 


we may find it among the women, unless the bad example set us 
by the men will corrupt the so-called weaker sex. 


That letter, from one of the most prominent women in this 
country, is brought about solely because she has been misled 
by false information contained in the daily press, in the 
metropolitan papers, and particularly in the press of Wash- 
ington and New York, which, in their editorial columns, 
predict increased taxation when there is no question what- 
ever of increased taxation, because the Treasury Department 
will be the gainer through every loan that is made to the 
veterans. 

I stand here willing to be challenged and permit anyone to 
explain how the taxes of this country will be increased by 
the enactment into law of the bill which the House passed 
the other day to permit increased loans up to 50 per cent of 
the face value of the certificates at 4½ per cent interest to 
the veteran certificate holders. But if you read the numer- 
ous editorials that have been written for metropolitan papers, 
the public is naturally led to believe that the bill as passed 
by the House was not only a raid upon the Treasury but that 
we Members of the House have been derelict in our duty; 
that we have been afraid of some kind of soldier bloc in 
voting for this legislation. All we have done is to make it 
possible for the needy veteran, for the unemployed veteran, 
to make loans at 4% per cent on good security or service 
certificates backed by the Government of the United States. 
Those veterans who are unemployed and whose families are 
in distress will make those loans. The other veterans who 
are not in distress will not make the loans, because they can 
go to the banks and get the money at 4 per cent instead of 
paying 414 per cent; but in spite of that the newspapers have 
written in such manner that the people back home, the 
bankers and business men generally, believe that we have 
done something iniquitous and have tried to disrupt the 
finances of the country and of the Treasury Department; 
that we have been cowardly; that we have sold out to the 
soldiers just because we haye made it possible for the soldiers 
to make loans, with good security, at 442 per cent, when the 
Treasury Department can refinance and borrow this money 
at 3 per cent. It is time those who voted for this bill had 
their interests protected. Let the people back home know 
just what the facts are. This House did not act in any 
cowardly fashion. They acted because they believed this to 
be sound and safe legislation in the interest of all people and 
even the Treasury Department of the United States. 

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FISH. I yield. 

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. Who is responsible for this 
fraud which the gentleman says is being practiced—this 
deceit? * 

Mr. FISH. The gentleman from Kansas has used a far 
better word than I used. It is a fraud upon the public and 
a fraud against every Member of this House who voted for 
this bill. If there ever was a conservative measure, it is the 
measure that was passed recently. My only objection to it 
is that it is too conservative. If they had made the rate of 
interest 4 per cent, it would have been fairer to the veterans, 
and even then the Government would be the gainer. The 
advantage is given to the Treasury Department and not to 
the needy veterans, who have to pay 444 per cent. 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FISH. I yield. 
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Mr. WOODRUFF. Is it not a fact that it is even a greater 
fraud against those Members of the House who were pre- 
vailed upon to believe the propaganda against this bill and 
justified their action in voting against the bill because of 
that belief? 

Mr. FISH. I am sorry for those who voted against this 
bill, because I believe they were misled by this propaganda, 
just as this very intelligent, patriotic woman was misled by 
the editorials in the press in the city of Washington headed 
“Increased Taxes.” 

I do not believe any Member of the House would have 
voted against this bill if he or she had known the exact 
facts at the time we considered it and, instead, had not been 
misled by this false propaganda. ~ 

Mr. WOODRUFF. I agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. HASTINGS. I hope the gentleman will insist on 3 
per cent instead of 4 per cent, because the Government can 
refinance it at 3 per cent as well as 4 per cent. 

Mr. FISH. It is water that has gone over the mill, and 
we want to help the needy without delay. We are in the 
midst of a period of serious depression. I think it is far 
worse than we are willing to admit, and I want to give the 
needy veterans a chance to make increased loans on their 
service certificates before they and their families suffer any 
more privations. 

In the three or four minutes remaining I want to take 
this opportunity to state my reasons as the Representative 
from the West Point district, where I was born and still live, 
for opposing the bill reported yesterday by the Military 
Affairs Committee, which provides for acquiring additional 
land for the Military Academy in order to further develop its 
activities. I am for the general proposition. I believe in 
West Point as the greatest Military Academy in the world 
and the most efficient. I am willing to grant nine-tenths 
of what the War Department asks. The bill calls for 15,000 
acres, and I am perfectly willing to vote at any time for 
14,000 acres in order to get all the water supply the Military 
Academy may need, target ranges, rifle ranges, and so forth. 
But the other 1,000 or 1,200 acres involved, located on the 
river front, represent a large amount of taxable property, 
the Morgan estate, the Satterlee estate, the Pell estate, and 
the Tracey estate. The War Department states it wants 
this land for the purpose of establishing an aviation field. 
If they do that, and take that property, it means the finan- 
cial ruin of the town of Highlands and village of Highland 
Falls and of 4,000 people who live in that town and village, 
including the hamlet of Fort Montgomery. As a matter of 
justice to them and fair play that land should not be taken 
without adequate compensation for loss of taxes. The 
people and village, town, and school authorities are willing 
that the Government should take the other property, but 
you can not take out of the tax list $20,000 annually without 
practically bankrupting the school district and seriously 
affecting the financial existence of the town and village. 

If it is permissible to offer an amendment when that bill 
comes up and I am able to have the river-front properties 
omitted, I shall support the bill; but if the War Department 
insists on this arbitrary procedure and demands all of the 
land provided for in the bill, without amendment, I will be 
compelled, much as I regret it, to fight the bill in every 
legislative way I know how. I think it is the height of 
stupidity on the part of the War Department to insist on 
this procedure, when they can get nine-tenths of what they 
want immediately. What they need now is a watershed. 
We will give them that and the rifle and artillery ranges, 
but they do not need the aviation field immediately, and, 
moreover, it is not the proper place for an aviation field. 

I am sorry I have not more time, because I would like to 
read to you some letters I have received, one from Mr. Her- 
bert L. Satterlee, who was formerly Assistant Secretary of 
the Navy, and a patriotic citizen. He denounces this pro- 
cedure and states “as for the plan to make an aviation 
field where our house and the Tracy’s and Pell’s stand, it 
is the poorest site that could be found for it. In the first 
place, every aviator knows that the air conditions in the 
Highlands make it no place for students. You might as 
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well teach boys to row or sail small boats in Hell Gate. In 
the second place, it will be enormously expensive to make 
an air field there, owing to natural conditions. All together, 
it is the most foolish and wasteful site that could possibly 
be chosen.” 

Mr. Satterlee has asked me to vote against the bill in its 
present form because he believes it is entirely improper to 
take this land for an aviation field. [Applause.] 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, this bill carries $59,108,- 
419.21, and it is the last of the regular appropriation bills 
to be reported and passed at this term. At this time I will 
not attempt to say anything relative to the items in this 
bill. As a matter of fact, there is nothing controversial in 
it. At a later time I expect to have something to say, if I 
have the opportunity, in a nonpartisan way, relative to the 
appropriations made by this Congress during the past two 
years. About 34 or 35 years ago I recall that there was a 
great.deal said over the country about the fact that the 
Congress at that time had appropriated during its two 
years $1,000,000,000. It was called the billion-dollar Con- 
gress. It is impossible to say how much this Congress will 
have appropriated during the two years of its existence 
until after all the bills have been finally passed and enacted 
into law, but if the bills which are now pending are finally 
enacted into law, I think it may be said that this will be 
what can be called a $10,000,000,000 Congress. I am satis- 
fied from such information as I have that the appropria- 
tions which have been made during the past two years, or 
which will have been made during the past two years, will 
amount to more than $10,000,000,000, and possibly in the 
neighborhood of $10,500,000,000. 

When we consider the fact that we are facing a deficit— 
which some of us said last December would amount to be- 
tween 5400, 000, 00 and $500,000,000, without taking into 
consideration some legislation recently passed—it seems to 
me the enormous appropriations made by this Congress 
emphasize the absolute necessity of greatest economy upon 
the part of the House during the next Congress. 

There is nothing partisan in the making of appropria- 
tions and there should not be. There is no partisanship 
in the Appropriations Committee with reference to the con- 
sideration of appropriations, and my appeal is to both sides 
of the Chamber. In my judgment the rapidity with which 
appropriations have been increased in the past two years 
demands that Congress be a little more circumspect in the 
future with reference to the bills which are passed. They 
may not show on their face any immediate necessity for 
the appropriation of any large additional funds, but in 
nearly every instance they constitute a future and a con- 
tinuing charge upon the Government which will have to be 
taken care of during all the future years. 

I think it fair to say that in the matter of economy, 
which I believe is going to be one of the most important 
issues before the next Congress, the House of Represent- 
atives is the only arm or branch of the Government to 
which the people can look for real relief. I say this in 
view of the past record. I do not think it unfair to say 
that the House has not had much help along that line from 
the administration and the various departments of this 
Government, because all of these appropriations, amount- 
ing, as I say, to more than $10,000,000,000, have been 
recommended and asked of Congress by the administration, 
including increases of salaries, which have been denied. It 
has actually asked much more because Congress has never 
failed to reduce its estimates. We also know that there 
is not an appropriation bill which leaves the House of 
Representatives and goes to another body at the other 
end of the Capitol to which there is not added millions of 
dollars in excess of the amount provided by the House. 

I said a while ago that we frequently pass bills which 
constitute a continuing charge upon the Government. I 
haye in mind one bill, a simple little bill, which was passed 
by this Congress. In that bill it was provided that a lot 
owned by the Government in the rear of the Pan American 
Building be donated to the Pan American Building for an 
office building. 
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It was simple on its face and seemed to be a generous act, 
involving no expense to the Goyernment, save the value of 
a vacant lot. But as a result this bill carries an appropria- 
tion of $750,000, made necessary because the Government 
has to move from the lot the heating plant which takes care 
of the War, the Navy, and other Government activities and 
erect it on another site. 

I could cite many instances of this kind and I have re- 
ferred to this one in these brief remarks for the purpose of 
calling it to the attention of the Members on both sides of 
the aisle, as showing the necessity of a closer supervision of 
our expenditures in the next Congress than we have had in 
this Congress. Undoubtedly Congress has got to do some- 
thing to hold down these appropriations—possibly they can 
not be reduced—or you have got to pile up more taxes on 
the American people in order to take care of them. As I 
have said, this is shown by the fact we have probably a half 
billion dollar deficit staring the Government in the face on 
June 30. 

Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BYRNS. Yes. 

Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. May I inquire of the gentle- 
man what agency of the Government is responsible for the 
donation of this lot. It must have required some approval 
by the legislative branch. 

Mr. BYRNS. I think it is the custom of all the legisla- 
tive committees to send such bills down to the Bureau of 
the Budget for its approval or disapproval or such recom- 
mendation as it may desire to make. I am not advised 
whether the Bureau of the Budget recommended this or not. 
However, the Congress passed the bill, and I take it, in-the 
last analysis, Congress is responsible for the appropriation 
that is required. 

I have said this much because I feel that something must 
be done to hold down the ever-increasing appropriations of 
the Federal Government. There is no more important serv- 
ice which the next Congress can render. 

Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. And is not the tendency 
increasing year after year to give too much credit and 
credence and consideration to the requests of the depart- 
ments of government? 

Mr. BYRNS. I think the gentleman is clearly right, be- 
cause in the last analysis the House of Representatives - and 
I think this can be demonstrated by our experience in the 
past few years—is the only arm or branch of government, if 
I may call it that, to which the people may look for real 
economy. 

Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. And it is the only branch 
responsible direct to the people in the expenditure of public 
money. 

Mr. BYRNS. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. COLLINS]. 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Chairman, the President of the United 
States, in his annual message to Congress on its convening 
in December, 1929, advised the Congress that there would 
be a surplus of about $225,000,000 at the close of the fiscal 
year, 1930, and there was indicated a further surplus of 
about $123,000,000 for the fiscal year 1931. He then stated 
that the Congress would be fully justified in giving the 
benefits of these prospective surpluses to certain classes of 
taxpayers, and recommended that the normal income-tax 
rates applicable to the income of individuals for the calendar 
year 1929 be reduced from 5, 3, and 1% per cent to 4, 2, and 
one-half of 1 per cent, and that the tax on the incomes of 
corporations for the calendar year 1929 be reduced from 12 
to 11 per cent. He advised the Congress that the cost to 
the Government of this gift to these income-tax payers would 
amount to about $160,000,000. The message of the Presi- 
dent was read to the House and Senate on the 3d day of 
December and on the next day, Mr. Haw.ey, chairman of 
the Ways and Means Committee of the House, reported a bill 
carrying out the suggestions of the President, and on the 
following day the bill passed the House. The Senate very 
promptly considered the bill and passed it on December 14, 
and it became law on the 18th day of Desember. 
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While this bill was labeled “ tax reduction bill,” it was in 
reality a gratuity out of the public Treasury to approximately 
2,440,000 taxpayers. Their taxes were almost due. Indi- 
viduals had made expenditures knowing the amount of taxes 
that would be required of them and the corporations had 
fixed prices of articles that they had to sell upon the basis 
of existing income-tax laws, and while this contribution was 
most welcome, it nevertheless was a gift to them by a gen- 
erous Government. 

Mr. RaMSEYER, a prominent Republican member of the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House, in discussing the 
resolution says: 

The Congress by this resolution cancels a part of the debt that 
each income-tax payer owes to the Government— 

And so forth. 

A prominent Democratic Member, Mr. RANKIN of the House 
in discussing it says: 

You propose now at the end of the year, when the masses of 
the American people have paid this money into the treasuries of 
those who are able to pay income taxes, to remit it—to pay a 
bonus, as it were, to those income-tax payers, the people, I submit 
who are most able to pay. * * Not only this, Mr. 


Chairman, 
but the masses of the American people will not be reached by this 
reduction, but only the favored few. 


The real reason the President submitted this proposal to 
Congress, and that Congress with lightning speed adopted it, 
was because in October there occurred a crash in the stock 
market and billions of dollars were lost as a result, and the 
President and the Congress felt that by making this dona- 
tion to business men and corporations the situation would 
be partially relieved and a speedier recovery would thereby 
result. 

I have no quarrel with the President for suggesting it or 
with Congress for adopting it. I merely want to emphasize 
the thought that the passage of this bill carried benefits in- 
volving $160,000,000 to certain taxpayers. 

After the lapse of a year or a little better another class of 
our citizens found themselves in a still worse predicament. 
They are suffering from an economic condition that has de- 
stroyed the prices of the commodities that they have to sell, 
and added to this has been a period of drought which has 
prevented them from raising normal crops and they are now 
suffering from hunger and cold and want. Not since the 
living can remember has such a condition existed in the ter- 
ritory that I represent, and I am reliably informed that the 
condition in my State prevails in about 21 other States. 
Conditions may be worse in some of them and slightly bet- 
ter in others. Banks have failed as a result. Business men 
who have been prosperous in the past are without funds, 
manufacturers have discharged their employees, and a gen- 
eral period of depression and pessimism and poverty pre- 
vails. Farmers do not have money with which to buy food 
for themselves and their children. A large part of their 
livestock has died. Conditions can best be described as 
deplorable. 

The States and communities affected could not entirely 
supply the needs, and a general demand was made on the 
Congress to appropriate sufficient money to provide aid to 
these stricken people, aid necessary to relieve hunger and 
want, aid necessary to feed their livestock, aid sufficient to 
enable them to buy seeds to plant in the coming year. Con- 
gress has done substantially nothing. Bills to provide loans 
have passed, and loans are available only to those who can 
provide ample security to the Government for them, and the 
amounts appropriated will supply but a small part of the 
needs of millions of American citizens who must pawn their 
small possessions to secure the Government loans. Those 
of our citizens without property or ample security will re- 
ceive no benefit whatever by this congressional action. Any 
suggestion of an appropriation to give relief to these unfor- 
tunate people has been frowned down upon by the President 
of the United States whose wishes Congress has seen fit to 
follow. Congressional appropriations have been made for 
over 100 years to relieve suffering and distress, not only in 
this country but in foreign countries as well, but the pro- 
posal now is labeled “charity” and a “dole,” and the un- 
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fortunate and helpless men, women, and children are slan- 
dered and insulted because direct Government aid has been 
suggested to relieve this distress. I can not see the differ- 
ence in providing aid through direct appropriations to the 
hungry and needy of our own citizens and similar appropria- 
tions to the needy of foreign lands. It seems to me that if 
one is to be preferred American citizens should be that one. 
I likewise can not see the difference in providing direct aid 
to victims of hurricanes and victims of a drought. Both 
are acts of nature beyond the control of man. 

The Red Cross is a semigovernmental organization created 
by Federal statute for the relief of suffering by war, pesti- 
lence, famine, flood, fire, and other great calamities. Its pur- 
pose likewise is— 


To devise and carry on measures for preventing the same, and 
3 to promote measures of humanity and the welfare of 
mankind. 


The Red Cross to-day is a rich and powerful institution, 
with its management largely in the hands of men and wo- 
men of wealth and influence. The executive and judicial 
branches of the Government are represented in its manage- 
ment—only the legislative is ignored. It too was slow, in 
spite of its vast resources and available supplies, to seriously 
consider the widespread hunger and want that stalks over 
the land. It has assumed somewhat the same attitude 
toward this condition as that of the President of the United 
States, who is likewise the president of the Red Cross. I 
have in my hand the Red Cross Courier of December 1 and 
December 15, 1930, and no mention was made of drought 
relief in either issue. 

Congress seems to have been advised of its seriousness 
ahead of the Red Cross. It seems obvious that the discus- 
sion of it by Congress caused the management of the Red 
Cross to begin its belated efforts to relieve conditions. This 
seems apparent when we consider a statement by Mr. De 
Witt Smith, assistant national director of the Red Cross, 
which appeared in the Red Cross Courier of January 1, 1931, 
which is as follows: 

As a result of 50 years’ experience in distress relief work, the 
Red Cross developed a policy of not attempting to extend relief 
through the national organization in strikes, business depressions, 
failures of crops, and other forms of unemployment and economic 
maladjustments. These have been considered a part of the eco- 
nomic hazard to which agriculture and industry are alike subject 
from time to time. j 

So I feel that I am warranted in saying that the suffering 
men, women, and children would perhaps have been en- 
tirely ignored by the American Red Cross had it not been 
for speeches made on the floor of this House and on the 
floor of the United States Senate. [Applause.] Because it 
is apparent to me that the American Red Cross felt that it 
was not its duty to come to the relief of suffering humanity 
when that suffering was caused by drought. 

Although this national disaster has prevailed since early 
in last year, only slight notice of it has been given in the 
columns of the official journal of the Red Cross until last 
month. Congress seems to have sensed the situation earlier 
than the Red Cross. 

The President and the Congress has said to poor suffering 
men, women, and children that direct Government aid must 
not be given and that suffering humanity must not ask for 
aid or expect it; and the Red Cross, an organization created 
solely for the purpose of relieving suffering humanity, openly 
asserts that these suffering people should not expect assist- 
ance from them because starvation and misery that come 
from drought is an economic hazard that the vocation 
must expect and suffer when it comes. I would not believe 
that the management of a great organization such as the 
Red Cross would sanction such a doctrine were it not pub- 
lished in the official publication of the National Red Cross. 

Mr. PARKS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COLLINS. I yield. 

Mr. PARKS. There has been a great deal said about the 
cost of administering relief by the Red Cross. I will be glad 
if the gentieman will tell us what it costs to collect and 
distribute the money, and if he has a list of the salaries 
of people who are in the Red Cross, how much they receive, 
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also the value of Red Cross property throughout the United 
States. 

Mr. COLLINS. Answering part of the gentleman’s first 
question, it is practically impossible by reading their pub- 
lished financial statements appearing in their annual reports, 
to tell the amount of the overhead. But in their latest an- 
nual report—ending June 30, 1930—there appears the fol- 
lowing “ Budget for fiscal year ending 1931,” which, I take, 
applies to overhead. This item is $4,470,224.07. 

In regard to salaries the Red Cross operates not only 
through its national organization but likewise through chap- 
ter organizations, and while all its funds belong to the 
national organization, a certain amount is carried in the 
treasuries of the chapters. 

In the national organization there are 990 employees. Of 
these, 439 are in the national headquarters in the city of 
Washington. The rest are distributed in various branches 
and departments. 

The salaries of these employees are reported in a very 
/ peculiar way and are as follows: 

Salaries ranging from $12,000 to $15,000, 1; $7,300 and 
under $12,000, 7; $6,000 and under $7,300, 7; $5,000 and 
under $6,000, 13; $4,000 and under $5,000, 20; $3,000 and 
under $4,000, 61; $2,500 and under $3,000, 96; $2,000 and 
under $2,500, 191; $1,500 and under $2,000, 262; $1,000 and 
under $1,500, 244; $600 and under $1,000, 73; under $600, 15. 

Mr. PARKS. Has the gentleman any statistics showing 
the value of real estate owned by the Red Cross? 

Mr. COLLINS. The report shows that the Red Cross has 
at various places 13 buildings or real-estate holdings. Those 
buildings or real estate are listed at $1 each. The value of 
those buildings or holdings is not considered in the assets of 
the Red Cross that I shall present in a few minutes. 

Mr. MICHENER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COLLINS. I yield. 

Mr. MICHENER. Where are these persons employed by 
the Red Cross? 

Mr. COLLINS. The table I have quoted from appears on 
page 192 of the last annual report of the Red Cross. They 
are employees of the national organization. 

Mr. MICHENER. That includes, does it not, workers for 
the Red Cross in the various counties and cities? 

Mr. COLLINS. No. It does not. Chapter employees are 
not included, nor are the volunteer workers who render 
such splendid service throughout the country. 

Mr. MICHENER. That is what I wanted to know. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COLLINS. I yield. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman allow me 
to say I will guarantee that if there is any information de- 
sired with reference to the matters under discussion not 
contained in the printed report it will be promptly supplied 
on application by Judge Payne, chairman of the Red Cross. 

Will the gentleman also let me say one further thing, be- 
cause I think it ought to be said? Judge Payne has not 
received and has never received one cent in compensation 
for his services. He has not even received one cent toward 
the expenses which he has incurred in traveling in this 
country and in traveling abroad. I think it is fair to the 
very able, the very honest, and very distinguished man who 
has figured largely in the public service to say that much. 

Mr. COLLINS. I am very glad that the gentleman from 
Virginia has seen fit to state that Judge Payne has worked 
without salary and that he has not permitted the Red Cross 
to reimburse him for his traveling expenses. As to Judge 
Payne’s testimony before the Senate Committee on Appro- 
priations, I am afraid he was not at that time fully advised 
as to the assets of the Red Cross. 

As the situation grew worse and the plight of the people 
became better known to Congress congressional committees 
called Judge John Barton Payne, the chairman of the 
National Red Cross, before them to testify in order to find 
out what, if anything, the Red Cross was doing for the relief 
of suffering humanity. Judge Payne advised the Senate 
Appropriations Committee on January 6 that the Red Cross 
had at its disposal approximately four and a half millions 
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of dollars, and if directed would use it for the relief of dis- 
tress. The Senators who heard Judge Payne testify before 
the Senate Appropriations Committee stated on the floor 
of the Senate that he testified only four and a half millions 
of dollars was available for relief of distress existing 
throughout the country. In order to acquaint myself with 
the financial condition of the Red Cross I have gone over 
the annual reports of this institution for the past 10 years. 
I have also asked the Chief of Finance of the War De- 
partment to furnish me with a financial statement of the 
Red Cross and I have also examined a statement prepared 
by James K. McClintock vice chairman in charge of finance 
of the Red Cross, and given by him to the Peoples’ Legisla- 
tive Service, and I learn from these sources that at the time 
the statement was made by Judge Payne before the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations the Red Cross had assets of 
over $40,000,000. The statement furnished me by the office 
of Chief of Finance of the War Department is as follows: 
$16, 412, 897. 19 


—:: TE ae ee .. eee Bee 5, 000, 000. 00 
Endowment ‘Fund ann asanetbeannupestedan 6, 232, 393.37 
27, 645, 290. 56 

CDA ee ns ee hs en see he AA 7, 700, 000. 00 
Exclusive of current revenues 8, 800, 000. 00 


44, 145, 000. 00 


Mr. HUDDLESTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COLLINS. I yield. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Does that include real estate which 
the gentleman referred to? 

Mr. COLLINS. No. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Has the gentleman any idea as to 
the value of the real estate? 

Mr. COLLINS. The value of the real estate owned or 
under the control of the Red Cross is carried on the books 
of the Red Cross—13 buildings—at $1 each, or $13. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. How much does the gentleman think 
those buildings are really worth? 

Mr. COLLINS. I have no idea, but I do know that they: 
are very valuable. 7 ö 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield? | 

Mr. COLLINS. I yield. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I have received some re- 
quests for information that will support the statements 
made in the press with reference to an article sent out 
from Washington that the Red Cross had over $40,000,000. 
Can the gentleman state whether some of these endowments 
or trust funds left to the Red Cross carry any proviso with 
reference to the use of that money? That is, whether the 
principal could be used, or only the interest. 

Mr. COLLINS. The item that the gentleman refers to 
aggregates $6,232,393.37. 

A Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. That amount is all that is 
ed up? 

Mr. COLLINS. The item could not be said to be entirely 
tied up, but I have eliminated it in my discussion of their 
assets available for use because I want to be entirely fair. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. That is the information I 
have been seeking for several weeks. 

The statement of Mr. McClintock furnished to the People’s 
Legislative Service, of which I have a photostatic copy, is as 
follows: 


Balances in funds invested - $4, 600, 000 
e v ee ee ees 11, 000, 000 
Chapter and branch fund, 17,000 items 7. 700, 000 
Appropriated for drought—— a a a 5, 000, 000 
ONE See eee ee RET EA Lye aS 4, 800, 000 

33 100, 600 
Expected ene ? 8. 800, 000 

41. 900, 000 
Spent to January 31, 1931222. 2, 100, 000 

44, 000, 000 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Cors] has expired. 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I yield five additional min- 
utes to the gentleman from Mississippi. 
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| Mr. COLLINS. If the endowment fund of $6,232,393.37 
and the budget for fiscal fund for year 1931 of $4,479,224.07 
are deducted, this would still leave available for expenditure 
for the relief of suffering of approximately $33,500,000, and 
this amount is exclusive of the $10,000,000 that is now being 
raised for the sole purpose of relieving distress. 

Most of the assets of the Red Cross are invested in stocks 
and bonds that are yielding a return on the investment, and 
it is very proper that its funds be invested in interest-bear- 
ing securities, but these funds have been donated by the 
public for the purpose of enabling the Red Cross to carry 
out the purposes for which it was created, to wit: Alleviation 
of suffering and distress in peace and war. A period of 
distress and suffering has arrived and the Red Cross should 
go its whole limit in relieving it, even though it has to sell 
a part of its securities or all of them to give the needed relief. 

I do not believe that the generous-hearted membership 
of this great organization will countenance what appears to 
be an effort on the part of its management to secrete or 
hide its vast resources. I believe that these generous- 
hearted people of America desire a truthful financial state- 
ment from the management of the Red Cross. I believe 
that they want this management to relieve suffering and 
human misery now, even though it takes the last dollar of 
the assets of the organization. I furthermore believe that 
such an attitude will appeal to a generous public, and the 
Red Cross in the end will be the gainer by such a policy. 
The Red Cross advertises itself to the world as the “ mother 
of humanity.” Its attitude in this emergency will prove or 
disprove this claim. In the language of Judge Payne 
himself— 

The present disaster appears to overshadow that of the Missis- 
sippi Valley flood relief of 1927, the greatest peace-time calamity 
in Red Cross experience. 

To meet this great calamity the central committee of the 
Red Cross—which refused to accept the Senate appropria- 
tion of $25,000,000—should appropriate at once an additional 
$15,000,000 from its substantial surplus. 

A resolution has been introduced in the Senate by Sena- 
tor Brarron, of New Mexico, to thè effect that it is the 
sense of the Senate that the Red Cross should appropriate 
$15,000,000 out of its surplus in addition to that which it 
has stated that it contemplates expending for present dis- 
aster relief in the United States. I hope this resolution will 
pass. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 
Mississippi has again expired. 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. STEAGALL]. 

Mr. STEAGALL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to use the time 
allotted me to discuss briefly some matters relating to our 
Federal land-bank system, or, more particularly, the branch 
of the system known as Federal land banks. 

Of course, the entire country recognizes the unfortunate 
developments that have come about in the commercial bank- 
ing system of the Nation, because all classes of citizens are 
interested and affected. It is well understood that our com- 
mercial banking system has broken down in many sections of 
the Nation. Strangling processes have been turned on and 
perpetuated in the administration of our commercial bank- 
ing until the small bank in small communities—community 
banking as-we have known it in days gone by—is practically 
destroyed in the United States. We have had more than 
1,300 bank failures in the last year. 

The number is increasing every day and nothing is being 
done about it by those who ought to be most concerned over 
the situation, except to continue and to accentuate the poli- 
cies ee are in large part responsible for these develop- 
ments. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield. 

Mr. STEAGALL. I beg to be excused for the moment. 
I shall be glad to yield to the gentleman later if I have the 
time. Some of us who are members of the Banking and 
Currency Committee of the House have warned our banking 
authorities for 10 years of what they were bringing on, but 
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we were told all along that the only difficulty was in the 
smaller communities there were not brains enough to con- 
duct independent banks successfully; that only in the larger 
cities could be found men who were competent for the task. 
Recently all that contention has been somewhat exploded. 
We witnessed in the great financial center of New York, a 
few weeks ago, the spectacle of a large bank failure, and the 
superbankers in New York calling upon a politician from 
Tammany Hall, the mayor of the city, to restore confidence 
in the financial leaders of Wall Street, and to appeal to the 
public to trust the big bankers of New York. We witnessed 
right here in the city of Washington a few days ago a scene 
with which you are familiar, a run on a large banking in- 
stitution, somewhat typical of occurrences that have become 
common in many sections of the country. Bankers rushed 
to the relief of the institution in Washington. One banker, 
whom I respect and admire, because he is a progressive, 
brilliant fellow, seems to believe in the guaranty of bank 
deposits. Anyway, he rushed up with a half million dollars. 
waving it before the crowd to assure them that their deposits 
would be protected. 

But I do not desire to enlarge upon the situation that 
confronts us in connection with our commercial banks. Nor 
do I wish to discuss our system of joint-stock land banks. 
All of us understand that nearly all these banks are wrecked 
and have ceased to function in so far as service to farmers is 
concerned. I want to talk for a while about the Federal 
land-bank system. 

Members of the House from agricultural sections are of 
course familiar with what is going on, and no doubt all 
Members are to some extent, but certainly those of us who 
represent distressed agricultural communities know the con- 
ditions that exist there. I measure my words when I de- 
clare that our Federal land-bank system is breaking down 
and headed in a direction that will bring great disappoint- 
ment to all of us who are really interested in the system if 
something is not done. Recently the Banking and Cur- 
rency Committee, of which I have the honor to be a mem- 
ber, conducted hearings on a bill which I introduced and 
which I shall explain before I conclude, and we discussed 
various phases of this situation, and we attempted to secure 
information that would enable us to understand fully the 
condition of each of these banks. Probably we did secure 
some information, but not by any means all that was needed. 
I am not in position to give you a complete picture of the 
condition of these banks, because of the fact that the infor- 
mation was not made available. Recently the Senate passed 
a resolution calling on the Federal Farm Loan Board for 
specific and complete information disclosing the conditions 
of the various land banks, but so far the Senate has not 
obtained the facts called for in its resolution on this sub- 
ject. Members of the Federal Farm Loan Board came be- 
fore the Banking and Currency Committee of the House, 
voicing the views of the Secretary of the Treasury, who also 
submitted letters opposing all legislation proposed. The 
Federal Farm Loan Board asked at one stage of the inquiry 
that the hearings be conducted in executive session. That 
was agreed upon. Because of the delicacy of banking busi- 
ness and the timidity of capital and credit as it affects the 
operation of the land banks, I expect for the present, at 
least, to observe the understanding with reference to what 
took place in executive session. But public records show 
that seven of the Federal land banks are no longer paying 
dividends. 

It is well known that one of these banks was involved in 
serious difficulty some years ago which necessitated action 
upon the part of the other 11 banks to secure the obligations 
and maintain the solvency of that bank. I refer to the 
Spokane Federal Land Bank. The other banks put up three 
or four million dollars, as I remember, to help pull that bank 
out of the hole, and this debt to the other land banks has 
never been liquidated. But seven of these banks are not 
paying dividends, and, of course, anybody who knows any- 
thing of banking can understand that in such condition 
they are not in position to float bonds and obtain funds 
with which to continue normal operations. The only thing 
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that enables them to carry on at all is- because of the co- 
operative feature of the Federal farm loan act which makes 
each land bank responsible for the bonds of all of the other 
banks. When we talk to the Farm Loan Board and seek 
information they give us figures disclosing the condition of 
the entire system of banks. When we sought to find out the 
condition of each individual bank and how its operations are 
being carried on we did not get anywhere. Our committee— 
not through the Federal Farm Loan Board, but through the 
local banking authorities—did get specific information on 
some points in connection with the Federal land bank in the 
fifth district, and that report showed that 20 per cent of 
the number of borrowers of that bank were delinquent and 
30 per cent of the number of loans were delinquent. That 
bank has taken over 217,407 acres of land, representing 
$2,892,000 plus, and conditions are growing worse and will 
for months to come. It was frankly stated or admitted that 
that bank is not in position to function if left to stand on 
its own resources, The same condition is necessarily true 
of the major number of these banks. Certainly six or seven 
of the Federal land banks are in that condition. The bonds, 
when offered by the system as a whole, guaranteed by all 
of the land banks, are really not marketable and have not 
been for quite some time. The 4 per cent bonds are down 
to 89, as I remember. The 4% per cent bonds are down to 
95 and the 434 per cent bonds a little above that. They 
floated $20,000,000 last November at 4½ per cent, netting 
99 per cent, but they were short-time bonds and not sold 
to be carried over a period of years as contemplated should 
be done in the practical operation of the banks. 

They had borrowed before that, not by floating bonds as 
had been the custom and as contemplated by the Federal 
farm loan act, but through the Federal reserve banks, and 
they used part of the returns from this short-time borrowing 
of $20,000,000 issue to repay what they owed the Federal 
reserve banks. In November of 1928 they sold $15,000,000 
of bonds and in June they sold $25,000,000, but since that 
time no regular bond sales have been made; they are resort- 
ing to the sale of obligations of short-time maturity. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama has expired. 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman five 
additional minutes. 

Mr. STEAGALL. The practical situation is that the Fed- 
eral land banks are not able to market their securities at 
fair prices and, therefore, they are not able to continue their 
operations except in a limited way. Their reserves have 
been depleted in some of these banks, The law requires each 
land bank to carry valid mortgages as security for bonds 
issued and they are not permitted to carry anything against 
those bonds except land-bank bonds or Government bonds. 
So the officers of the banks insist that when they find them- 
selves in this situation they have no alternative but to turn 
on a system of arbitrary foreclosures and enforced collec- 
tions. That is what is being done, as shown in the report 
which we obtained from one of the land banks, the fifth 
district bank, and it is being done in several others. It is 
going on in your district, Mr. Hare, and in several other land- 
bank districts. 

The administration of our farm-loan system is resulting in 
oppression to the farmers who have obtained loans through 
the land banks. All over the section I represent the court- 
houses at the county seats are marked by advertisements of 
lands being foreclosed by the Federal land bank, and every- 
body knows that in the situation that exists now there are 
no purchasers for foreclosed farms in large numbers. They 
are being sacrificed at great loss to the banks and at hor- 
rible and inexcusable hardships upon the farmers of the 
country who have borrowed from these banks. The officers 
of the land banks insist this must be done in order to 
protect the outstanding bonds of the banks. 

It was a legislative oversight that in creating the land- 
bank system we did not provide for a surplus or reserve 
fund in each of these banks, but we failed to do it. The 
Government subscribed the initial capital of $750,060 for 
each of these banks, which was automatically reimbursed to 
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the Government as the stock of the banks was taken over 
by the borrowers. Under the law each borrower is re- 
quired to take 5 per cent of his loan in stock, and when the 
stock reached the amount subscribed by the Government 
the Treasury was reimbursed, and the Government no 
longer has any bonds or stock of these banks. There is a 
trivial amount of this stock that has not been taken up, but 
it is of no importance, and the Veterans’ Bureau has some 
bonds that they are holding as an investment, but the 
Treasury has no more of the stock or bonds of these land 
banks. The Government held a large amount of these 
bonds at one time, but the Treasury officials asked for 
legislation to permit the purchase in order to keep land- 
bank bonds off the market in competition with Government 
bonds. 

Now, we are told by the Federal Farm Loan Board that 
the system, as a whole, is solvent and can float its bonds. 
As a matter of fact these bonds can not be marketed now at 
fair rates and long-term maturity. But, regardless of this, 
anybody can understand that where a bank gets in a hole, 
with its reserves depleted, and finds itself unable to con- 
tinue its operations upon a sound basis, upon its own re- 
sources, it inevitably follows that the other banks of the 
system that must bear the burden when that happens, and 
the Federal Farm Loan Board, which supervises the system, 
will say to such a bank, you are becoming a burden; you 
are endangering the safety of the system; we want you to 
slow down on loans and be more active in making collec- 
tions. The result is that such a bank ceases to serve the 
farmers as it was intended to serve. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama has again expired. 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman five 
additional minutes. 

Mr. STEAGALL. Various proposals have been offered 
deal with this situation, some creating a straight mora- 
torium and others providing for loans from the Treasury to 
take care of installments on mortgages. I introduced a bill 
that I think will afford the relief that is needed. It is 
the most conservative bill that was offered. It reads as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That section 32 of the Federal farm loan act, 
approved July 17, 1916, is hereby amended by adding at the end 
3 section 32 another section to be know as section 32-A, as 
ollows: 

“Src. 32-A. That the Secre of the Treasury is hereby au- 
thorized and directed, upon request of any Federal land bank and 
the approval of the Federal Farm Loan Board, to advance or loan 
to such Federal land bank, out of any moneys in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, a sum not exceeding $5,000,000, to 
be used by the bank as a al reserve fund and to enable such 
Federal land bank to defer the institution of mortgage fore- 
closures when, in the judgment of its directors, it will be to the 
best interests of the bank and its borrowers to do so. Such Fed- 
eral land bank shall issue to the Secretary of the Treasury a 
certificate of indebtedness or its note for moneys so loaned or 
advanced hereunder bearing a rate of interest not to exceed the 
current rate paid by the Government on its obligations, and said 
bank shall annually or semiannually apply to the payment of 
such obligation or obligations an amount equal to one-fifth of 
its annual net until the entire amount has been repaid 
to the Government.” 

Sec. 2. This act shall take effect immediately upon its approval. 


The plan provides that the Treasury shall make advances 
to each of the Federal land banks in the sum of $5,000,000 
upon the request of the Federal Farm Loan Board and the 
Officials of the bank—this amount to be used to replenish 
the reserves of the bank and to be reimbursed to the Treas- 
ury only out of the net earnings of the bank. It is not to 
be counted as an obligation along with their bonds. It is 
not a charge in any sense of the word against the bank 
except against net earnings which, of course, if we save the 
system, the banks will ultimately be prepared to repay to 
the Government. That measure follows the philosophy of 
the Federal farm loan act and the plan under which we 
took care of the initial capital when we inaugurated this 
system. Members of the Federal Farm Loan Board agree 
that if we are to have any relief for these banks, my bill 
offers a practical way to do it. It would simply give the 
Officials of these banks a larger latitude and enable them 
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to handle the affairs of the banks in a common-sense way 
and not turn on an automatic system of foreclosures, in- 
volving losses to the banks and unnecessary suffering to 
the borrowers. No other institution in the world employs 
such methods and no other banking system is operated in 
such an unbusinesslike manner. It is working ruin to the 
banks and intolerable hardships upon the borrowers, and 
it ought not to be done. 

The administration is opposed to this bill but they offer 
nothing as a substitute. They oppose all legislation offered 
and insist that no aid is needed—that they can work out 
all difficulties without assistance. 

I submit to the membership of this House who are 
familiar with the condition of the Federal land banks that 
they not only need but they must have assistance from some 
source and a change in the methods of operation if we are 
to save the system as an instrumentality of service to the 
farmers of the country. It ought to be done, but it is not 
going to be done, and you gentlemen who are interested in 
the matter should understand the situation. The purpose 
of my speaking to you this afternoon is that the House may 
know what is going on and that Members may understand 
the responsibility that confronts us. 

Mr. HARE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STEAGALL. I yield to the gentleman with pleasure. 

Mr. HARE. Are we to understand from the information 
being furnished now by the gentleman, who is a member 
of the Banking and Currency Committee, that the House 
need not expect any relief legislation from the committee at 
this session of Congress? 

Mr. STEAGALL. The gentleman may so understand. 
As long as the present Treasury control is continued noth- 
ing will be done, unless Congress will take hold of the matter 
and provide the necessary relief. That is the situation we 
are in. 

Mr. HARE. The point I wanted to make is this. It 
appeared from the gentleman’s statement that the respon- 
sibility is with the House, or with the Members of the House. 

Mr. STEAGALL. When I say the Members of the House, 
of course, I mean the leadership that is responsible for what 
is done in Congress. 

Mr, BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. STEAGALL. Yes. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. As I understand it, in the hearing be- 
fore the committee—and, as the gentleman recalls, I ap- 
peared there in favor of the principles of his bill—the chief 
objection we heard was that it might create some instability 
in the value of the bonds because the interest would not be 
paid. As I understand, the gentleman’s bill is simply for 
the purpose of having a fund with which to guarantee 
the payment of interest on the bonds of the land banks. 

Mr. STEAGALL. Absolutely that. Of course, nothing 
could be more ridiculous, and I use the word ridiculous ad- 
visedly, than to say that it would discredit these bonds for 
the investing public to find out that the Government of the 
United States intended to protect and perpetuate the land- 
bank system and to make the Federal farm loan act an 

effective piece of legislation. The bill would furnish neces- 
sary funds for a common-sense administration of the banks 
and would serve notice on the investing public that the Gov- 
ernment intends to make the farm-loan system a success. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama has expired. 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman five 
additional minutes. 

Mr. ALLGOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STEAGALL. I desire to insert extracts from a couple 
of letters here. I want, Members of the House, to read you 
what is going on, and then I shall be pleased to yield. My 
colleague from Alabama who is interested and anxious to 
secure for the farmers of his district the benefits to which 
they are entitled. 

I read an extract from a letter sent out by the Houston 
Land Bank, and I have another one from the New Orleans 
bank. Of course, the policy outlined is in force in all the 
banks. The system is being run by the Federal Farm Loan 
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Board in Washington. The borrowers own it, but they do 
not run it. Here is the extract from a letter sent out from 
the Houston Land Bank: 

All borrowers and officers of the Land Bank Association should 
understand it is a waste of time to ask an extension. If one can 
not pay, then he should sell his farm to one who can and will. 

The New Orleans Land Bank has a letter of similar im- 
port. I quote from it: 

In view of this condition we are compelled to adopt a policy 
that demands immediate payment of all items due on a loan as 
they mature. We have the necessary means at our disposal to 
enforce this policy, and suitable preparation has been made to 
take definite action on all loans where payment of any item has 
been neglected or delayed. 

That is what is going on. It is unwise, harsh, hurtful, and 
destructive both to the land banks and to borrowers. There 
is no well-managed business institution in the world that 
does not make preparation for the hour of misfortune and 
depression such as confronts the people of the country to- 
day. s 

I now yield to the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. ALLGOOD. I suppose those who are opposing the 
gentleman’s legislation contend that the distress we are now 
in will soon pass away, and that this is responsible for the 
condition of the bank? 

Mr. STEAGALL. Yes; of course, our land-bank system is 
not an emergency system, but every business that is operated 
intelligently attempts to meet emergencies when they arise, 
and the land-bank system should be administered in a com- 
mon-sense way like other institutions. 

Mr. ALLGOOD. Like the other banks of the country. 

Mr. STEAGALL. Like the other banks of the country, 
which are required to maintain surplus accounts and are ac- 
customed to grant extensions to customers when good busi- 
ness judgment dictates that it be done. The $5,000,000 
fund provided in my bill for each land bank, while not 
sufficient to meet the situation fully, would relieve these 
banks to a large extent and would enable them to function 
in a normal way. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STEAGALL. Yes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. What would the gentleman do—extend 
the time or grant additional credit? 

Mr. STEAGALL. We should not extend any loan unless 
it ought to be extended; but let each bank deal with indi- 
vidual cases as they arise, which can be done if we will 
equip them with additional reserves to enable them to ad- 
minister their affairs in a common-sense way and not follow 
the harsh policy of sacrificing the homes of people who have 
loans with the banks, and involving the banks in unnecessary 
losses. That is exactly what is being done now. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It seems to me that if the farmers are 
in default in the payment of their interest or if the time has 
expired for the payment of the debt, the only relief that can 
be extended to them is to grant them additional time. 

Mr. STEAGALL. The banks can give them two years 
under existing law, but the difficulty is that their reserves 
are depleted, and the officials of the banks take the position 
that they must collect in order to maintain valid mortgages 
against their outstanding bonds. The only practical way to 
meet the situation is through a replenishment of their re- 
serves which I have attempted to provide for in my bill, 
[LApplause.] 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Strona]. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, ladies, and gen- 
tlemen, I did not come on the floor to-day with the inten- 
tion of entering into a discussion regarding the farm-loan 
system. I do think it is unfortunate, in the present con- 
dition of the country, to have statements go out from the 
floor of Congress that the farm-loan banks of this country 
are not functioning and are practically bankrupt, and I am 
forced to deny such report. 

I did not expect as a Republican to have to defend this 
great system of farm-loan banks that was built up by the 
Democratic Party. But I do want to state positively that 
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the Federal loan-bank system is sound. [Applause.] My 
good friend from Alabama [Mr. SreacaLL] undoubtedly has 
a lot of distress in his district, undoubtedly has a lot of 
farmers that can not pay the interest on their loans. That 
situation exists very frequently, not only with regard to the 
Federal loan banks but in all classes of banks, and especially 
under present conditions; and we have passed a lot of legis- 
lation trying to relieve that condition. But the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. STEAGALL] introduced a bill in the House 
that came before our Committee on Banking and Currency 
providing for an increase of capital stock of these banks by 
$60,000,000—$5,000,000 to each bank. 

Mr. STEAGALL. Will the gentleman yield? I am sure 
he does not want to misquote me. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. I yield. 

Mr. STEAGALL. My bill does not increase the capital 
stock; it provides for an addition to the reserve fund. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. It is additional capital. 

Mr. STEAGALL. No; it is not in any sense whatever; it 
is an addition to the reserve fund. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Well, we discussed the bill in 
our committee for two or three days, and the Federal Farm 
Loan Board came before us and said the system did need 
such funds that our discussion of this question was bringing 
letters from their field agents out in the various land-bank 
districts, saying that our consideration of such legislation 
was retarding the collection of loans and interest and doing 
the system much harm. 

A good many other such bills were introduced and re- 
ferred to our committee, some providing for postponement 
in the collection of loans and postponement in the collection 
of interest, some even postponing the collection of interest 
for two years. 

Everyone knows that none were considered seriously, as 
such legislation with regard to the operation of a bank 
would bring discredit and trouble to such bank. The bill 
of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. SrzadALLI was given 
consideration because of the high regard we had for him, he 
being the ranking minority member of our committee. 

However, when the testimony was all in members of the 
Farm Loan Board came before us and said, “We do not 
want this legislation; we have all the money we need to 
make all just and desirable loans that are applied for. We 
are in a position to extend payments of interest where the 
same are justified. We do not lack for funds. In the 
depressed times of last November we offered $20,000,000 
worth of bonds for sale, and they were oversubscribed at a 
small fraction below par. We also receive each year about 
$40,000,000 in repayment of amortized loans. This discus- 
sion before this committee asking that Congress extend the 
payment of interest due the banks is hurting our collec- 
tions and hurting the banks. We ask you not to pass that 
legislation.” 

Now, why did the board take that position? The board 
knew these bills were largely political. That the banks are 
sound. That they have funds to make all just loans. That 
they are not forced to foreclose any loan through lack of 
funds. That they are extending time for payments due 
when conditions justify it and that foreclosures are only 
ordered when conditions make the same necessary. 

It is not true that the Federal farm-loan banks are with- 
out funds or are unable to secure all the funds needed to 
make safe loans. 

The Federal farm-loan banks are sound. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 
Kansas has expired. 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. DUNBAR]. 

Mr. DUNBAR. Mr. Chairman, the Federal farm land 
banking system is not bankrupt but at the same time it is 
operating on a very low amount of reserve compared with 
their assets and liabilities. The assets of the Federal land 
banks are $1,298,000,000 and the liabilities of course are the 
same, but the amount of mortgage loans of the Federal 
farm land bank system is $1,187,000,000 and their liabilities 
in the shape of bonds, $1,184,000,000, showing that they have 
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but $3,000,000 more of assets compared with the amount of 
bonds as liabilities. The Federal land bank system has func- 
tioned well in some parts of the country, as the gentleman 
(Mr. Steacati] has told you, and yet it remains a fact that, 
as he states, several of the banks have not been able to prop- 
erly function within the last two years. Many bills were be- 
fore the Banking and Currency Committee which proposed 
to lend assistance to the banks, so that mortgages might not 
be foreclosed at this time. We all know that if there ever 
was a time when a borrower could not pay his money without 
an extension probably it is now. There is a greater number 
now than have existed for a decade. Many bills are before 
the Banking and Currency Committee. Some of them pro- 
pose that all loans be extended for a year and no foreclo- 
sures effected in a year’s time. Others propose no fore- 
closures within two years. Mr. Sreacatt introduced a bill 
that met my approval, and I was very glad to vote that it be 
considered in the House, although it did not receive a ma- 
jority of the votes of the members of the Banking and Cur- 
rency Committee. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Srronc] has told you that the Federal Farm Land Bank 
Board said there was no necessity for any more money, that 
they had ample credit upon which they could borrow upon 
their bonds. 

He failed to state, however, that the last bonds sold were 
short-term bonds, and it is very doubtful if any long-term 
bonds could be sold at this time which would receive a price 
justifying the sale. Mr. STEAGALL’s bill did not propose to 
increase the stock of the Federal land banks, and I was told 
by one connected with the Federal land banks that the 
Steagall bill would be a fine bill providing it did not allow 
the impression to go abroad in the country that everybody 
was permitted to delay the repayment of their loans for one 
year’s time or two years’ time, but if it could be enacted into 
law and if it was judiciously administered it would be of 
benefit to the Federal farm land banks of the United States 
and borrowers who are not able to pay now, although the 
security is good when the market is not panicky. All Mr. 
STEAGALL’s bill proposed was that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury should be authorized and be directed, upon the request 
of any Federal land bank—and now, mind you, see how it is 
guarded—and the approval of the Federal Farm Loan Board, 
to advance or loan to such Federal land bank, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, a sum 
not exceeding $5,000,000. We have 12 Federal farm land 
banks. Any one of them, upon the approval not only of 
their own board of directors but also upon the approval of 
the Federal Farm Loan Board, would be permitted to borrow 
from the United States $5,000,000. This $5,000,000 was to 
bear interest at something like the interest paid by the 
Government on its own obligations, so that the Government 
would not have been out any money in loaning this to the 
various banks. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Is it not true that members of 
the Farm Board came before our committee and said that 
not a bank was asking for any help and that they did not 
need it? Is not that true? 

Mr. DUNBAR. They wanted to create that impression. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Is not that what they said? 

Mr. DUNBAR. No; not exactly. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. What did they say? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from In- 
diana has expired. 

Mr. WASON. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. DUNBAR. They admitted that some of the banks 
were hard pressed for money, but that the system as a whole 
did not need the money, and if not they need not apply for 
the loan. Let me give you an instance. Louisville, Ky., has 
jurisdiction over the State of Indiana, and they are pressing 
the people in Indiana to pay their mortgage loans now due. 

Those people are not in a position to pay them, and they 
can not pay them, but if the Federal Land Bank of Louis- 
ville was to borrow $5,000,000 from the Federal Treasury 
and pay the Federal Treasury interest on that money, they 
could use their discretion where they thought the loan was 
good and quietly extend the time for a year, and in that 
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manner the foreclosure would not be effected, and they 
would not obtain an incumbrance in the way of a farm 
which to-day can not be realized on, and by being able in 
the use of good judgment to extend the time on some of 
these loans, in the end the borrower and the bank would 
have been benefited. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. But they said they did not 
need the money in order to extend the loans or interest 
due on loans. 

Mr. DUNBAR. It does not make any difference what 
they say in the matter. I know that in Indiana they are 
embarrassing farmers who are trying to borrow money to 
save their homes and I know that if they were given an- 
other year’s time it would be beneficial to both the Federal 
Land Bank of Louisville, and also to the borrowers who live 
in Indiana. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. The gentleman need not tell 
me anything about people being embarrassed because of 
borrowed money. I have been so embarrassed all my life. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DUNBAR. Yes. 

Mr. DAVIS. They are actually foreclosing on many farms 
in Tennessee now. 

Mr. DUNBAR. They are actually foreclosing on many 
farms in Indiana. I know of an instance where a man was 
in comfortable circumstances for the county in which he 
lived. He very foolishly took advantage of loans which 
might be obtained from the Federal Farm Loan Bank at 
Louisville and gave mortgages on his farms and then loaned 
the money at a higher rate of interest on other farms. 
Those farms have depreciated in value 50 per cent, and he 
is not in a position to repay the Federal Farm Loan Bank 
at Louisville. Because of that he can not pay. But if you 
could give that man another year or two and let the Federal 
Farm Loan Bank of Louisville know they are backed to the 
extent of $5,000,000 more money so that they will not be 
pressed and can exercise judgment, that man will be able 
to repay his loans. 

Furthermore, this $5,000,000 would enable a Federal farm 
loan bank to make additional loans to the extent of $5,000,- 
000 on securities that never would be disputed, and they 
would increase their earnings to that extent. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DUNBAR. I yield. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Does the gentleman think they 
should make a loan to a man like that, who borrows money 
at a low rate of interest from the farm loan banks and 
loans it out at a usurious rate? His act was contrary to 
law. That man ought to be made to pay his obligations. 

Mr. DUNBAR. Not under the circumstances. The Fed- 
eral Government permitted the loans and he did not loan at 
a usurious rate. I think under the circumstances in this 
case he should be given an opportunity to get on his feet. 
Not only that man but hundreds of others may be enabled 
to weather the storm. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Duxnan] has expired. 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. JOHNSON]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman and mem- 
bers of the committee, I desire your attention a few minutes 
while I call attention to Report No. 2710, which report 
accompanies House Joint Resolution 500. This is a joint 
resolution from the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization proposing to suspend 90 per cent of the quota 
immigration for a period of two years, and to place numeri- 
cal limitations on the straight-out immigration that may 
come to the United States for permanent domicile for the 
two years. 

This proposal is the fourth measure put forth by the 
House Committee on Immigration and Naturalization dur- 
ing the Seventy-first Congress in an effort to find a way to 
find a bill that could pass for restriction to meet the present 
emergency. The fourth bill, the one I am now discussing, 
eliminates all reference to any effort to control the migra- 
tion of the people of the Philippines, which our committee 
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found was one of the stumbling blocks to consideration. We 
found that a large membership on both sides preferred to 
have that subject divided. [Applause.] 

I note the smile of approval of my good friends, the 
commissioners from the Philippines, and I may say to them 
here and now that there is no doubt in my mind that the 
mere fact that the House committee has stricken the Philip- 
pine exclusion paragraph from the bill will do as much as 
any other one thing to keep the subject alive, and I pre- 
sume the gentlemen from the Philippines will be gratified 
because the immigration question will be the entering wedge 
that will cause consideration in both branches of the 
question of the independence of the Philippine people. 
C[Applause.] 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I yield. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I understand that while the committee 
has reported out a bill eliminating the Philippine feature at 
the same time your committee has reported out a separate 
bill providing for placing a quota against Philippine immi- 
gration? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. That is correct. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Is the gentleman’s committee going to 
insist upon action upon both bills at this session of Con- 
gress? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. That is not an easy ques- 
tion to answer, because of the responsibilities of any chair- 
man with regard to the will of his committeemen, as ex- 
pressed by their votes. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. It is not a difficult question. It is a 
fair question. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Perhaps the gentleman 
has heard the story of the business meeting of the members 
of a church, where the minister made a tremendous appeal 
that the congregation forgive and forget certain charges. 
Then the ballot was cast and there was a black ball. The 
minister had to make a still stronger appeal for forgive- 
ness and forgetfulness, and finally one old maid in the con- 
gregation, perhaps 60 years old, rose to her feet and said, 
“I have belonged to this congregation for nigh onto 40 
years and in all that time it has been one round of forgive 
and forget, and I am getting tired of it.” [Laughter and 
applause.) 

Mr. BANKHEAD. But the gentleman does not answer my 
question. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Now the application of 
the story is this: There is never a time that this committee 
does not have a hundred or more bills on its calendar, and 
many of them active and under consideration. We get nu- 
merous of these out on the House Calendar and then by the 
persuasive power of the Members and others interested, 
including those who consistently oppose restriction, oppose 
deportation, and oppose registration, many of these little 
“forgiving ” bills like helping out Chinese wives, fixing the 
citizenship of the Virgin Islanders, and so forth, get by and 
are passed. But when it comes to one of these big bills that is 
a difficult bill with teeth in it, then there is trouble. The 
alarm is sounded, and there is so much fear that the meas- 
ure will offend some one or hurt the sensibilities of aliens 
in this country, that the House seems to become literally 
charged with emotion and fear of battle. 

The gentleman from Alabama is a member of the power- 
ful Rules Committee and he knows as well as I do, that if I 
do not propose to weaken in my duties as chairman, that I 
must advocate every piece of legislation that. comes from 
our committee unless I file minority views. He knows also 
that between now and adjournment the time is so limited 
that if I make a positive stand for, first, earnest considera- 
tion of this temporary suspension bill; and, second, a 
strong stand for recognition for suspension of the rules for 
the enlargement of the deportation clauses of the act of 
1920 so as to reach some of the great convicted alien crimi- 
nals who have not been convicted of crimes involving moral 
turpitude, but who are a danger and a menace; and, third, 
recognition for consideration of a short, sharp bill of four 
lines describing an international alien communist as ineligi- 
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ble for admission, and deportation if found, I know the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Alabama will help, and I think 
he will agree that nonprivileged Immigration Committee will 
have done a lot of good work. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. Jonnson] has expired. 

Mr. WASON. I yield to the gentleman from Washing- 
ton two additional minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. There are several other 
bills from our committee and but for the fact that some 
of them have priority views filed against them they might 
have a chance through unanimous consent. Now, in further 
answer permit me to say I have served here for 18 years. 
I have worked in nine of these short sessions. I know from 
action that it is almost impossible to spur most of the com- 
mittees except the Appropriations Committee into action or 
produce committee quorums much before January 5 or 10. 
Then it takes at least a month to bring hard-fought, 
intricate, technical bills to the House Calendars before 
about February 15 or 20. Then comes the great scramble 
for rules, for recognition by the Speaker, for suspension of 
rules, and so on. Every chairman urges the bills of his 
committee considered at once, by any or all methods, willy- 
nilly, hard scrabble, knockdown and drag out, or any other 
way. I marvel that the Rules Committee and the Speaker 
of this Congress, or any preceding Congress since I came 
here in 1913, have done as well as they have to keep orderly 
procedure in the last 20 days of the short session, par- 
ticularly since another legislative body is famous for letting 
important matters pile up. [Applause.] It takes the earn- 
est, orderly efforts of all of us to keep our legislative body 
going in order, separating the wheat from the chaff, and 
in all my service I have not seen as many as 10 Members 
who have carried their feelings over the defeat of one meas- 
ure, or the failure to secure its consideration, over into 
revenge or spiteful action against any other bill. 

Now, I do not propose dilatory tactics, and I took the floor 
this afternoon for the express purpose of asking the Mem- 
bers to secure and read carefully Report 2710 on House Joint 
Resolution 500, a resolution by the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr, JENKINS]. Read that part of the report with regard to 
border crossing from Canada and Mexico, and the state- 
ments that great movements of thousands daily back and 
forth over these borders—thousands daily—will not be dis- 
turbed. I am sorry to say that the thousand copies in the 
document room this morning are about all gone, but another 
supply will be ready in the morning. 

Please note the fact that the limitations on these con- 
tiguous territories indicate small figures, about 6,400 per 
annum for Canada, does not mean at all that this limitation 
affects the people coming from Canada to any great extent, 
except immigrants for permanent domicile, because the non- 
immigrants will, if this bill becomes law, come into these 
United States from Canada and Mexico just as they have 
always done, subject only to the other laws as to health and 
matters of that kind. All of the crossings at the borders 
will go on each and every day as it does now. Read the 
report and you will see there that one situation was created 
by a sort of “fiction.” That may have been necessary in 
1928 on account of the difficulty in connection with daily 
border crossings to the United States of workers. The “ fic- 
tion” was agreed to in the departments and was held to be 
necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wash- 
ington has again expired. 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman three 
additional minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I will try to explain the 
border-crossing situation. The fiction was this: In 1927, 
after the quota law had been in effect three years, there was 
a great deal of trouble about people coming in from Canada 
to work in the United States and going back each night. 
As a matter of diplomatic exchange it was finally agreed 
that a person working here on this side and sleeping over 
there on that side should be considered as being domiciled 
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in the United States. That seemed to help that problem. 
But what happened? After we had that fixed through a 
sort of gentlemen’s agreement, then it became necessary to 
accord to all those with that status exactly the same treat- 
ment accorded by the law and the regulation as every other 
alien; that is to say, the right to leave the United States 
for a temporary visit of six months and to return without 
paying additional head tax and securing a visa. 

That did not seem to cause great trouble until the unem- 
ployment situation came on in the United States with a 
rush and to a very considerable degree. The right of the 
alien who had paid the head tax and secured the visa to 
return within six months is the question. As I said, a bar- 
gain was made. The remaining number of beneficiaries will 
be reduced to zero within a few months. This bill, if en- 
acted, does not go into effect until July 1. 

Both departments agree that no saving clause is needed 
in this piece of legislation to carry out the bargain. That 
has been made in the name of this Government, and it 
should be kept. Every man who has paid his head tax, who 
is in or out of the United States, and who in the past has 
been given a status will have his full six months in which 
to return. This is a right given under an Executive order 
now in existence. It is a fair proposition, and the above 
arrangements made will not be disturbed. I feel certain 
about this, and there is not a Member from any of the 
northern line of States who, when he understands it, need 
be afraid of this bill for one moment. If I can secure a 
method for bringing it up on the floor, I feel sure it will 
pass by 65 to 75 per cent of all the membership. But the 
majority of our committee needs the active help of just as 
many of you as possible to get this legislation up. Most of 
you spoke for it in the elections last fall. It is indorsed by 
the Secretary of State and Labor. It is for the United 
States. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 
Washington has again expired. 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Curistcav]. 

Mr. CHRISTGAU. Mr. Chairman and members of the 
committee, I wish to discuss briefly a serious situation in 
the agricultural industry at the present time. Most of the 
Members of the House are undoubtedly familiar with the 
fact that farm prices are now lower than at any time since 
1912. This is due in large part to the fact that six and a 
half million farmers of the country can produce more food 
than this Nation can consume. Just recently a situation 
developed in the dairy industry which makes that a very 
unprofitable enterprise. During the last two years the dairy 
industry has been expanded by an increase of 6% per cent 
in dairy cows. Last fall the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue by a ruling permitted the use of palm oil in the 
manufacture of oleomargarine, thereby obtaining a yellow 
color for that product without subjecting it to a 10 cents 
a pound tax. The dairy industry, already weakened by 
expansion, was hit a severe blow by that ruling. Unless 
something is done that ruling will completely nullify any 
legislation enacted in the interest of the dairy farmer during 
the last 10 years. It completely nullifies the tariff on butter 
and any benefits that may be derived from the marketing 
system set up under the agricultural marketing act. It 
puts agriculture away back where it was in pre-war days 
as far as prices on dairy products are concerned. 

I am confident that if a rule is permitted for the con- 
sideration of the Brigham bill, which places a tax of 10 
cents a pound on all colored oleomargarine, and the same 
becomes a law it will have a very beneficial effect upon the 
prices of all farm products. It will make it possible for 
those farmers who have gotten away from the production of 
surplus crops and have gone into the dairy industry with 
the hope of improving their conditions to at least save their 
investments. 

I do not know how many members of the Rules Committee 
ever milked a cow. If they realized how difficult it is to 
extract butterfat from a cow, or the risk a man undergoes 
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if the cow is a little bit temperamental, I am quite confident 
the Rules Committee would give us a rule to permit the 
membership of this House to vote on the Brigham bill to 
place a tax on yellow-colored oleo, which is so seriously 
competing with the products of the dairy industry at the 
present time. We have a farm in the State of Minnesota 
and I invite the members of the Rules Committee of the 
House to spend a week on our farm and attempt to milk the 
cows there twice a day, and then determine in their own 
minds whether they would want any man to continue at 
that occupation with butterfat at about 30 cents a pound. 

Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CHRISTGAU. Yes. 

Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. What, if any, provision is 
made in the Brigham bill in the way of protecting the dairy 
industry from uncolored oleomargarine? During the year 
1930 the packers of this country put into the retail market 
and sold 255,000,000 pounds of uncolored oleomargarine, 
which displaced that many pounds of pure butter. What, 
if any, provision is in the bill to protect the industry from 
the real competition? 

Mr. CHRISTGAU. I do not understand that the real 
competition is from the uncolored oleo. Of course, there is 
competition, but the manufacturer of yellow-colored oleo 
or butter-colored oleo is the one whose product is replacing 
butter at the present time, and I do not know of any legis- 
lation that could be enacted that would protect them from 
the colored oleo other than complete prohibition of the 
manufuacture of oleo. 

Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. Why not place a revenue 
tax of 10 cents a pound on uncolored oleomargarine, the 
same as on colored oleomargarine? 

Mr. CHRISTGAU. I think we ought to start on the col- 
ored oleo first. 

Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. This would afford the real, 
substantial protection that the dairy industry is absolutely 
needing at the present time. 

Mr. CHRISTGAU. I would support that kind of a meas- 
ure, I will say to the gentleman, if that was found to be 
the only way to solve the problem. 

Mr. PEAVEY. Will the gentlemen yield? 

Mr. CHRISTGAU. I yield to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin. 

Mr. PEAVEY. Can the gentleman give the Members of 
the House who are interested any information as to whether 
or not a rule is going to be granted and whether the 
Brigham bill will be brought before the House before the 
close of this session? 

Mr. CHRISTGAU. I wish I could give the gentleman 
from Wisconsin some information along that line. I am 
sure the people all over the country would be interested in 
knowing the situation. I am very hopeful about it, and I 
hope that when we do consider it, it will be in time for an- 
other body to act upon the legislation so that it can become 
law. [Applause.] 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. BOYLAN]. 

Mr. BOYLAN. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of 
the committee, a week or two ago we had some discussion on 
the floor here about the employment of undercover agents 
by the Department of Justice. At that time I took excep- 
tion to some of the remarks made, and I spoke in defense 
of the man who was the warden at the Atlanta Penitentiary. 
I communicated with him and I have a letter from him 
which I will read to you. I know you are interested in the 
orderly course of justice, and especially I know the lawyers 
in this House who believe the laws should be enforced in a 
proper and orderly way, will be interested in the contents 
of this letter. It is as follows: 


Sea BREEZE BEACH CLUB (INc.), 
New York, February 14, 1931. 
Hon. Joun J. BOYLAN, 


House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

My DEAR CONGRESSMAN: May 1 thank you for your kind remarks 
in reply to Congressman LAGUARDIA, as contained in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD of January 22, 1931. $ 

The practice under Mrs. Willebrandt was to cause agents to 
be convicted of fictitious crimes in the Federal courts and com- 
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mitted by Federal judges to Federal penal institutions. Such as, 
when Peter Hanson, afterwards known as convict No. 26206, At- 
lanta Penitentiary, was committed by Arthur J. Tuttle, district 
judge, in Detroit, the commitment being certified under seal of 
the court. As a matter of fact, Peter Hanson was none other 
than William Larson, agent of the Department of Justice. He 
was assigned by Mrs. Willebrandt as a spy to secure evidence with 
reference to prohibition, income tax, and Federal prisons. 

If it were true that it was the policy of the Attorney General to 
from time to time, with the knowledge and consent of wardens of 
penal institutions, commit agents, it certainly would not have been 
necessary to go through to the point of securing an indictment 
against the agent by a Federal grand jury for a crime which the 
agent did not commit and then either have the agent plead guilty 
or convicted and regularly sentenced by a Federal judge. 

After the agent, Larson, under the name of Hanson, was com- 
mitted to Atlanta and remained there from January 6 to April 10, 
he was suddenly transferred by order of Mrs. Willebrandt from 
Atlanta to Leavenworth on April 10, 1928, and then again on order 
of Mrs. Willebrandt he was released by Warden White on April 19, 
1928. In other words, Mrs. Willebrandt arrogated to herself the 
judicial and presidential powers, in that at her will she caused 
the commitment of men to prison and at her order she ordered 
their release, disregarding the well-defined rules and principles 
23 parole and release. Her espionage system was nationally 
extended. 

The records at McNeil Island Penitentiary show that on August 
6, 1926, she extracted from said penitentiary one Raleigh Faulkner, 
convict No. 5778, for use as a spy on free citizens. Faulkner had 
served less than three months of a 2-year sentence for conspiracy 
to violate the prohibition act, and he emerged by virtue of a tele- 
gram signed by Mrs, Willebrandt dated August 3, 1926. When 
Faulkner was released the warden at McNeil received a receipt 
from an agent of the Internal Revenue Service upon which was 
the following indorsement— 

Released to the custody of the undersigned for two weeks for 
the purpose of aiding in investigation of the United States Reve- 
nue Service under authority of telegram dated at San Francisco, 
August 23, 1926.“ 

Signed by Mrs. Willebrandt, Assistant Attorney General. How- 
ever, while Faulkner was borrowed from the penitentiary, os- 
tensibly for two weeks, he was out on spy duty from August 6 
to November 24, on which day he was delivered into my custody 
at Atlanta by John A. Conwell, of the Intelligence Unit of the 
Treasury Department. 

It is interesting to note the history of this man who was 
selected by Mrs. Willebrandt as a Federal investigator: 

1910. One year, county jail, Seattle. Name of crime not given. 

1912. As Raleigh M. Faulkner, United States prison, McNeil 
Island, three years, counterfeiting, convict No. 2185. 

1916. Eight months, Pierce County jail, Tacoma, Wash., smug- 


gling. 

1917. As A. M. Falconer, Seattle, convict No. 13929; disposition 
not given. 

1918. Pierce County jail, 12 months and fined $6,000. 

1920. As Raleigh Faulkner, United States prison, McNeil Island, 
liquor conspiracy, 15 months, convict No. 5454. 

What reliance or credence would anybody put on or in the 
investigations conducted by such a person? Particularly when a 
reward of commutation is held out, as is evidenced in the case of 
a convict, Lloyd L. Miller, No. 22968, who was trans- 
ferred to Atlanta from Leavenworth on September 12, 1926. 

On November 7, 1926, Miller wrote a letter to Attorney General 
Sargent, containing the following: 

“On September 12 I was transferred here from Leavenworth 
Prison because of the investigations staged on Warden Biddle 
and other officials. There I was a head electrician, and was 
alone over a department controlling also the outside phone sys- 
tems, and from this department I operated an electric dictaphone 
on the warden for more than eight months, also the late Doctor 
Yohe and the deputy warden. Therefore, I know practically every- 
thing that is contained in the records of the investigation, a 
large part of which I provided, including correspondence to Sen- 
ators and Congressmen and from them.” 

It is apparent that in sending this letter to the Attorney Gen- 
eral Miller wanted his reward “for services rendered” in spying 
upon Warden Biddle- This was one of a series of undercover 
operations which for one whole year had been in full blast at 
Leavenworth under orders of Mrs. Willebrandt, which were exe- 
cuted by Thomas C. Wilcox, her agent, in the Bureau of Investi- 
gations, who was recently dismissed by the mayor of Detroit, 
Murphy, as police commissioner. 

In that investigation, made by the same man, Thomas C. Wil- 
cox, only the dregs of the penitentiary were interviewed—perverts, 
morons, confirmed criminals who had lost good time for viola- 
tion of prison rules, fabricated stories under promise of commuta- 
tion, parole, or restoration of lost good time. These stories as 
fabricated were transmitted by Agent Wilcox to John Edgar 
Hoover and in turn were passed on to Mrs. Willebrandt, and are 
the things to which Congressman LaGuarpia refers. However, 
at no time has anyone ever dared to make a written charge against 
Biddle, the former warden of Leavenworth, or against me. That 
vicious probe, however, forced Warden Biddle, a trustworthy 
officer, into the necessity of a resignation from the service almost 
parallel to my own. 

Miller was subsequently commuted. Even after Mrs. Wille- 
brandt's spy system was exposed by the Atlanta Constitution, she 
received no official rebuke from any source, and, utterly disregard- 
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ing the congressional committee’s report and defying both press 
and public, she caused another fraudulent commitment, 

On the 21st day of February, 1929, with seeming regularity, I 
admitted at Atlanta Penitentiary a convict named Joseph Mon- 
tana, alias John Mason, true name, as it later developed, Fred J. 
Lackey, and actually a Department of Justice agent. Montana 
had undergone incarceration but 13 days’ service of his 3-year 
sentence when, with the same suddenness as in the Hanson case, 
I was visited at the prison on March 6, 1929, by Thomas C. Wilcox, 
armed with an order from Mrs. Willebrandt directing me to release 
to Wilcox, F. J. , Special agent, who, as Joseph Montana, 
was incarcerated in Atlanta Penitentiary. While reading her order 
I received a telegram, as follows: 

JohN W. Snoox, Warden: 

Release Joseph Montana, who is special agent this department, 

to T. C. Wilcox, special agent in charge Bureau of Investigation. 
MITCHELL. 


I telephoned A. H. Conner, Superintendent of Federal Prisons, 
and he informed me that he was totally ignorant of the incarcera- 
tion of Montana or the order for his release, but that I had best 
comply with it. Thereupon I delivered Montana to Wilcox, who 
promptly released him. 

In order that the judge might be advised, presuming he had 
been an innocent party in the conspiracy to incarcerate a Govern- 
ment agent as an actual convict by falsification 6f official docu- 
ments, I wrote Judge Hough as follows: 

Hon. BENson W. HOUGH, 
United States District Judge, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Dear Sm: On February 21, 1929, Joseph Montana, alias John 
Mason, whose prison number is No. 29023, was received at this 
penitentiary under sentence of three years for violation of the 
national motor vehicle act. The commitment bears the signature 
of Harry F. Rabe, clerk of the District Court of the United States, 
Southern District of Ohio, and the seal of the United States dis- 
trict court is affixed thereto, certifying that the sentence was 
imposed by your honor on February 20, 1929. 

On March 6, 1929, by order of Attorney General Mitchell, Mabel 
Walker Willebrandt, Assistant Attorney General, together with 
telephone instructions by A. H. Conner, superintendent of Federal 
prisons, I delivered Joseph Montana, No. 29023, into the custody 
of Thomas C. Wilcox, special agent of the Department of Justice. 
My information is that immediately upon the departure from the 
penitentiary Mr. Wilcox released Montana and he is now at liberty. 

I am calling this matter to your attention as the judge who 
imposed the sentence, as I am not aware of any law authorizing 
the Department of Justice to liberate a convict whose sentence 
has been put into operation except by Executive clemency, parole, 
expiration of sentence, or order of a court superior to the one at 
which sentence was imposed. 

Very respectfully, 
JoHN W. Snook, Warden. 


To which I received the following reply: 


CoLumsvus, OHIO, March 29, 1929. 
Hon. Jonn W. SNOOK, 
Warden United States Penitentiary, Atlanta, Ga. 

Dear Sm: Upon my return to Columbus, after an absence of a 
couple of weeks, I find your letter of March 18. 

I remember the disposition of the Montana case to which you 
allude. It was disposed of as one of the cases on the criminal 
schedule at Cincinnati, during the month of February, when I 
was handling the business at that station. The defendant was 
brought into court for arraignment, having been charged with 
violation of the national motor vehicle theft act. Upon being 
arraigned, he entered a plea of guilty and was sentenced to the 
penitentiary for a period of three years. Subsequent to this 
time, I have heard nothing in reference to his case, but assumed 
that a commitment was issued and the defendant conveyed to 
the penitentiary. 

I believe that the statement of the legal rules applicable is the 
correct statement as appears in the last paragraph of your letter. 
I shall make further inquiries in the premises. 

Respectfully, 
BENSON W. HOUGH, 
United States District Judge, 


uae Hough, on June 3, 1929, according to the Chicago Tribune. 
stated: 

“That it was at the request of United States Judge Smith 
Hickenlooper, of the circuit court of appeals, that he consented 
to sentence Lackey for a crime that had not in fact been com- 
mitted. Judge Hickenlooper had just been promoted to the court 
of appeals, and therefore was unable to favor Mrs. Willebrandt 
himself. Judge Hickenlooper refused to answer any questions re- 
garding the matter, saying it was none of the business of the press 
or public.” 

It would be interesting indeed to call the Federal judges who 
made these commitments to state whether or not they knew 
that the commitments were fictitious and that they permitted the 
seal of the court to countenance a fraud. 

The official records of the Atlanta Penitentiary during the time 
I was warden speak for themselves. In justice to me, LAGUARDIA 
should produce any records he has on which he bases his remarks. 

At no time was a report submitted to me of any spy or under- 
cover agent while I was at Atlanta. By experience and training I 
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was qualified for the position I held, and I: believe that the insti- 
tution of a spy system is un-American, destructive of the morale 
of the prisoners, and an encouragement to the depraved and 
vicious to besmear and besmirch and lie so as to secure commuta- 
tion or other personal reward. No court should lend itself to a 
false commitment, and the Department of Justice, above all, 
| should keep its hands clean. No result justifies dishonorable and 
vicious means to acquire same. 
With kind personal regards, I am, 
Sincerely yours, 


Jonn W. Snoox. 


During the reading of the letter the following colloquy 
occurred: 

Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOYLAN. I yield. 

Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. Does the gentleman say that 
is a true statement of facts? 

Mr. BOYLAN. Yes. 

Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. The gentleman vouches for 
the statement that Mrs. Wildebrandt, acting as Assistant At- 
torney General, had a person enter a plea of guilty, and the 
United States district judge sentenced that person to the 
penitentiary, that person not having committed the crime 
and no evidence was produced that he had violated the law? 

Mr. BOYLAN. I do not know about the evidence, but I 
know that that was the course of proceeding, and the man 
was committed to the penitentiary. 

Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. Does not the gentleman re- 
gard that as a most dishonorable and despicable proceeding? 

Mr. BOYLAN. I certainly think it is; and that is why I 
am reading this letter to the House. 

Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. I think it has done more 
harm and brought more disrepute into the enforcement of 
the law than have those who violated the law. [(Applause.] 

Mr. BOYLAN. I believe with the gentleman, and that is 
why I am giving the House the information I have. 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Kentucky IMr. THATCHER]. 

Mr. THATCHER. Mr. Chairman and members of the 
committee, I wish your permission to speak a few words of 
a personal character, a few words in personal tribute to our 
distinguished chairman of the Appropriations Committee. 

This, as you know, is the last appropriation bill for the 
session. I have had the honor to serve on this committee 
during the eight years I have been in this body, and 
throughout that service I have been struck with the fine 
spirit of harmony and unanimity of purpose of the commit- 
tee’s membership. 

I can recall no instance in my service where any question 
before the Appropriations Committee was determined 
through partisan considerations. I think it is fortunate 
that in a committee of this character, whose members con- 
stitute, in a measure, the shock troops of the House, because 
of the responsibility imposed—I say I consider it to be most 
fortunate that the committee has been able to operate in 
that spirit. 

During the first portion of my service the distinguished 
chairman of the committee was the late and greatly 
lamented Martin B. Madden, one of the most efficient chair- 
men of that committee we have ever had. I think I can 
say in all truth and sincerity—and I believe I voice the 
sentiment of the committee—regardless of party considera- 
tions, when I declare that our present chairman, WiL R. 
Woop, is a worthy successor of the late Chairman Madden. 
CApplause.] 

He has discharged, in a splendidly effective manner, the 
burdens and duties imposed upon him by the chairmanship. 
He has been able to do this, not only because of his efficiency, 
his great knowledge of legislative matters, State and Na- 
tional, but because, also, of his zeal and courage. Certainly 
no finer quality can distinguish any legislator than that of 
courage; and that quality our distinguished chairman pos- 
sesses in eminent degree. 

I may suggest in passing, that the cooperation of the 
distinguished gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Byrns], the 
ranking member on that committee, has always been of the 
most efficient and splendid character. It is significant that 
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the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, repre- 
senting the majority party in this body, is also the chairman 
of the congressional committee of his party, and that the 
ranking member of the committee on the Democratic side, 
Mr. Bynxs, is also chairman of the Democratic congressional 
committee. Both these distinguished honors came to these 
two men not only because of party service, but because also 
of outstanding public service. Yet neither of them seems to 
let the left hand know what the right hand doeth; and with 
peculiar skill, it seems to me, they have been able always to 
distinguish between party considerations, which have their 
place outside of the committee, and national considerations, 
which, alone, should prevail inside of the committee. [Ap- 
plause.] I am glad to pay these tributes to these dis- 
tinguished gentlemen. 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. THATCHER. Yes. 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I join my friend from Ken- 
tucky in the eloquent tribute which he has paid to the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. I do not 
believe there is a position in the House or in the Congress 
which involves so great a responsibility, and I may say so 
much labor as that of the chairmanship of the Committee 
on Appropriations, a committee which has the duty of in- 
vestigating and recommending to Congress appropriations 
involving billions of dollars every year. I join my friend in 
what he has said with reference to the fairness, the ability, 
the earnestness, and the courage of our distinguished friend, 
the present chairman of that committee. Having served 
with him on two of its important subcommittees during the 
past several years, in fact, ever since he has been chairman, 
I know something of the prodigious labor that he has 
performed, and particularly during this session, and I know 
something of his very great and intelligent and courageous 
‘efforts to hold down these immense appropriations in the 

interest of the taxpayers generally. [Applause.] 

Mr. THATCHER. I thank the gentleman from Tennes- 
see. He has said what I wished to say much better than 
I could say it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky has expired. g 

Mr. BYRNS. I yield the remainder of my time to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. BLACK], 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Chairman, at the end of each session 
the last word is had by the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Titson]. It is fulsome with praise of the administra- 
tion and lavish with mist over its shortcomings. Usually 
the job is a difficult one, but TrLson is always equal to the 
task. To give the Republican valedictory this year would 
need the brains of an Einstein, the wizardry of a Houdini, 
and the tones of Rudy Vallee, but Trson will do the trick. 

However, history is entitled to a true version of this ses- 
sion, so here goes: The outstanding accomplishment of the 
administration was a successful assault on Webster’s Dic- 
tionary. Hoover won the White House when radio was given 
the verdict over raddio, but the raddio will turn. Naturally 
he began to play with words. Disdaining the short and ugly 
word “food” as having no place in American sociology, but 
of vast importance in Russian, Italian, and Belgian life, he 
struck food from Webster's, and, with the aid of Doctor 
Jekyll and Mr. Hyde, of the Department of Agriculture, he 
substituted “rehabilitation.” This was not done excepting 
at the cost of a great amount of human misery, political 
and otherwise. 

The White House and the Capitol had at each other in 
a terrible fury, the one shouting its slogan, “ No dole,” and 
the other crying, “ Food for the love of Allah, food.” Hoover 
would make mad faces at Congress, and then send Walter 
Newton over to say he didn’t mean it. Finally the relievers 
went into a huddle and came out with “rehabilitation.” In 
the meanwhile the humanitarian allowed the children to 
watch the pigs eat. Hoover compromised everything—the 
country, Congress, his party, and himself. 

Hoover brought about another lexicographical change. 
The word panic ” grated on his ears, so he had the Cabinet 
members, including the greatest Secretary of the Treasury 
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since Andrew Mellon, recite in sympathetic unison five 
hundred times a day the word “prosperity.” They were 
going around the streets with their tongues hanging out 
crying “ Prosperity.” For a while the people thought that 
the seat of government was at St. Elizabeths Hospital. 
Finally to the mind of the engineering genius there came a 
light, and thereafter, lo and behold, the word panic” was 
to be known as depression and the word “ prosperity ” was 
to be known as “ depression,” or vice versa. As Lincoln split 
rails, Hoover split hairs. 

Early the good people were surprised to learn that the 
word “ limited” in the language of the engineer when ap- 
plied to tariff revision meant “unlimited.” Mr. Grundy 
was the crossword puzzle artist who added the “ un” for the 
occasion. Hoover was always careless about words, getting 
Democratic and Republican, English and American all 
mixed up. 

Of the engineer the folks expected miracles, and we found 
that the age of miracles had not passed. A group of 
weather-beaten little travelers, headed by Rip Van Wicker- 
sham, sought shelter in the White House from the storms 
without. They creaked and groaned pitifully, “ Master, we 
are wet.” Hoover drew himself proudly to his full height, 
and, a la Mussolini, waved his arm over them, saying, 
“Brethren, thou art dry.” Dry they became as dust, and 
blew away, nevermore to be seen by mortal man. 

The chief fell down, though, on one miracle. Congress on 
the bonus gave him a Bronx cheer when he tried to make us 
believe that Andrew Mellon was Alexander Hamilton. Even 
the Angel Gabriel Treapway nearly choked when he an- 
nounced this funny reincarnation. 

This, my comrades—with apologies to Ham FisuH—in brief, 
is the to date and unexpurgated history of the engineer. As 
the Harding administration gave America the era of “ offi- 
cial dishonesty,” Hoover has given us the age of “ intel- 
lectual dishonesty.” So be it. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Mr. WASON. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. COYLE]. 

Mr. COYLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention 
of Congress and the country to the results of two experi- 
ments in State ownership and operation of cement plants, 
which are now matters of public record and from which, I 
feel sure, the advocates of more Government in business 
can take little comfort. 

In presenting these conclusions I speak as one of the Rep- 
resentatives of the largest cement-producing districts in 
the country, the Lehigh Valley of Pennsylvania. 

My interest in this question was aroused because almost 
every winter when State legislative bodies convene, political 
agitation appears in some section of the country or other 
for a publicly owned cement plant. 

Often my colleagues in Congress coming from States 
where such agitation has become pronounced have asked 
me for information as to the history and economic value of 
publicly owned cement plants, and until recently I have been 
able to give them only a general answer. However, for some 
time past I have been collecting data on this subject, and, 
after a serious study of this material with the assistance of 
several trained and responsible accountants, I now submit 
the results of that study, which I believe to be a complete, 
impartial, and accurate one. 

There are at present two State-owned cement plants in 
operation in the United States—one at Chelsea, Mich., and 
another at Rapid City, S. Dak. 

The Michigan plant is manned by convict labor. It was 
leased by the State in 1923. The lease provided for purchase 
by the State in five years or less and under this provision 
Michigan became owner of the plant in 1925 at a cost of 
$500,000 plus inventory of stock and certain minor addi- 
tions. 

Since State operation started the plant has been a center 
of controversy and dissension—political and otherwise. It 
has been variously characterized as “a political football,” 
“a boon to the State,” “a white elephant ”; and these con- 


1931 


flicting opinions forced their way into every political cam- 
paign. The quality of cement has been criticized and de- 
fended, the price at times has been held excessive and higher 
than that charged by private manufacturers, the cost of 
manufacture has been condemned as exorbitant, and the 
convict-labor principle has been condemned in a continuous 
barrage of charges and countercharges which have clouded 
the real facts at issue. 

But there is now little necessity for becoming involved in 
controversy or figures concerning the Michigan plant. Re- 
sponsible State officials concede its failure and are casting 
about for some method of disposing of it. Last year State 
Treasurer Frank McKay submitted to the State adminis- 
trative board a recommendation that the plant be sold, since 
the records of his office showed that on July 1, 1930, the 
plant was $742,295 “in the red.” 

Governor Green, who was then in office, summed up the 
situation in a statement appearing in the Detroit Free Press 
of July 1, 1930, in which he said: 

The plant cost $500,000 and another $200,000 has been spent. 
The cost was to have been met by the plant's profits, but there 
has been nothing but an annual deficit since. 

A more recent editorial in the same newspaper, under the 
date of January 17, 1931, seems to express the sound opin- 
ion of the State. This editorial concludes with the fol- 
lowing language: 

The plant has been a hundred per cent liability from the begin- 


and has cost the taxpayers a good many hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars. 

It is not so very many months since Governor Green admitted 
that the Chelsea cement plant constituted one of the real puzzles 
of his administration which he has been unable to solve. The 
legislature is in a different position. It has the power, at least, 
to junk the shebang, write it off as profit and loss, and so pre- 
vent further drain. 


The South Dakota experiment is not so unquestionably a 
failure. Certain of its sponsors and—fairness compels me 
to admit—many of the citizens of the State still cling to it 
as of some value. In certain official quarters it is stated 
that the South Dakota plant has not lost money but, unless 
the best auditing advice I can secure is inaccurate, this 
plant has cost the State upwards of $400,000 in losses. 

Before presenting the figures which prove this serious 
loss a word about the history of the plant seems pertinent. 
It had its genesis in the Non-Partisan League movement in 
South Dakota. In 1917 the State legislature authorized the 
submission to the voters of an amendment to the constitu- 
tion establishing a State-owned plant. This amendment was 
carried by a popular vote and a cement commission was 
appointed and allotted $25,000 to explore materials and in- 
vestigate sites. A bond issue of $1,000,000 for building and 
operating the plant was authorized and this issue was later 
increased to $2,000,000. Construction was begun at Rapid 
City in 1923 and the plant was in partial production in 1924. 
In 1925 an additional $275,000 was appropriated to put the 
plant in operation. 

According to the profit and loss statement issued by the 
South Dakota State Cement Commission for the period end- 
ing June 30, 1930, the plant has earned $668,684.40 since 
January 1, 1925. Obviously the discrepancy between this 
claim of substantial profit and my figures deduced from the 
same Official statement showing a loss of $411,977.89 must 
be accounted for by different methods of bookkeeping and 
by failure to make depreciation allowances and other charges 
approved by modern accounting practice and which are 
recognized as important factors in appraising the success 
or failure of any carefully regulated industrial enterprise. 

The following table contains a complete schedule of earn- 
ings by years from January 1, 1925, to June 30, 1930, with 
proper deductions made for losses not contained in the bal- 
ance sheets or the profit and loss statements. These deduc- 
tions include interest on bonds, insufficient depreciation and 
loss of taxes—all of which items are fundamental in de- 
termining the financial and economic status of a going con- 
cern—whether its ownership be private or public. 
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South Dakota State cement plant—Statement of losses not con- 
tained in balance sheet or semiannual profit and loss state- 
ments 


BESS 
583885 
8 SES 


121, 103. 77 

1 Calculated on basis of 5 per cent annually against depreciated fixed assets. This 

3 „ lepreciation has been approved for the cement industry by the 
8. Treasury Department. 


8 
In addition to the loss shown above the State has lost the interest on bonds from 
issue to beginning of 1925, tion. 


date of the first year of opera’ 
Loss to — a a RUPE, ae $229, 577. 89 
This interest amounts 
$270,000 for 3 pears 3 months, at 6 per cent $52, 650. 00 
$1,730,000 for 1 year 6 months, at 5 per cent. 129, 750. 00 
182, 400, 00 
LN lS eae eed. ARS See SERENE ee 411, 977. 89 


By some curious bookkeeping a profit of $90,560.07 was 
claimed for the first six months of 1930, when a glance at 
the above table will show an actual loss of $1,879.38 when 
the accepted practices of industrial accounting are followed. 

The financial record of the South Dakota plant stamps 
as questionable, at least, the business acumen and foresight 
of the commission first appointed to explore the possibilities 
of a State-owned plant. Included in the findings of this 
commission was the following prophetic utterance: 

That with the prospective demand and use of cement in South 
Dakota within the next five years we are of the opinion that a 
cement plant located at Rapid City would save the people of the 
State twice the cost of building the plant. 

It would be the part of charity, perhaps, to dwell no longer 
on the evaporation of this prophecy and to let the prophets 
explain how the vision of a $2,000,000 profit transformed 
itself into the reality of a $411,000 loss. 

In addition to these losses there are other items of expense 
to be considered which are not entered in the official report 
of the South Dakota Cement Commission, notably the 
Salaries of State employees whose chief duty is concerned 
with the production of cement but whose names are carried 
on other pay rolls. 

If a further example of the difficulty in successfully ad- 
ministering a publicly owned cement plant is necessary, I 
might point to the experience of Los Angeles, which, in 1909, 
began operation of a municipal plant to provide cement for 
an aqueduct. 

After some years of operation this plant, which cost 
$890,000, was sold for $450,000, and in the meantime it is 
estimated that the city paid $1.31 per barrel more than the 
price at which it could have purchased cement from private 
manufacturers. 

I wish to emphasize the fact that the cement manufac- 
tured at the South Dakota plant is sold at the market price 
except in unusual cases. It is sold, moreover, not only in 
South Dakota but its sale is pressed in adjoining States. 
This latter imposition involves a phase of Government en- 
croachment which has dangerous ramifications and which 
has been violently condemned by sound economists, but it is 
beyond the scope of my discussion to-day. 

I do not desire to intrude myself into the increasingly 
bitter controversy over public versus private ownership, but, 
in all good faith, I would advise State governments that if 
they elect to intrude themselves into private enterprises they 
avoid the cement business, which stands to-day with an idle 
capacity of 100,000,000 barrels. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, it is not my purpose to speak with reference to this 
bill. This is the last appropriation bill of a general char- 
acter that we will have to do with during this session of the 
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Congress. I congratulate each and every member of this 
Committee of the Whole upon the signal help that they have 
given in passing all the appropriation bills heretofore and 
for their cooperation in the speedy passage of this one. We 
want to get this bill over to the other end of the Capitol as 
quickly as possible so that there can be no blame whatever 
attached here for an extra session of Congress. Also, I 
extend my sincere thanks for the splendid cooperation that 
I have received from first to last from the members of the 
Committee on Appropriations. As stated heretofore, there is 
no politics in the Committee on Appropriations, and only on 
one or two occasions, and those years ago, have I ever seen 
in the deliberations of that committee an attempt at playing 
politics. 

I would be remiss if I did not take advantage of this 
opportunity also to express my profound regard and sincere 
appreciation to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Byrns]. 
[Applause.] He has been helpful always, never obstructing 
for a single moment. He has given the best of his time, of 
his intellect, of the experience that he has acquired by years 
of service to this committee. I feel that I could go away 
to-night with the appropriation bills yet before me and feel 
content in knowing that the responsibilities were in the 
hands of JOSEPH BYRNS. 

I know that my interest and the interest of the country, 
the interest of Congress and of all concerned would be faith- 
fully conserved. [Applause.] At no time has Mr. Byrns 
ever shown the slightest disposition by reason of his political 
affiliation to take advantage of the exalted position that he 
holds on this committee. I take pleasure in paying him this 
tribute. 

The Clerk may read the bill for amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill for amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Those members of the Committee on Appropriations, Seventy- 
first Congress, third session, comprising the subcommittee on 
Treasury and Post Office Department appropriations, who are 
Members elect to the Seventy-second Congress, or a majority of 
them, during the period from March 4, 1931, and until the con- 
vening of the first regular session of the Seventy-second Congress, 
are authorized to conduct hearings at Washington, D. C., and 
elsewhere, concerning the foreign and domestic air mail and ocean 
mail work of the Post Office Department and the estimates and 
appropriations for such purposes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of 
order on the paragraph just read. 

I wish to say in preface that I do not object to members 
of the Committee on Appropriations going about the country 
making investigations as to matters pertaining to the work 
that comes under their purview, but as this section is drafted 
it would permit the subcommittee on the Treasury and Post 
Office Departments to take a junket to Europe under the 
guise of investigating air mail and ocean mail contracts. I 
do not think it is the intentment of the restrictive Committee 
on Appropriations to have language so broad that even the 
subcommittee could take a nice ride across the ocean under 
the guise of investigating foreign and domestic air mail con- 
tracts. If it is, I would like to have a frank expression from 
the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. WOOD. There is no idea upon the part of the chair- 
man of this committee to take any junket of that character, 
and I think I can safely say with reference to the other 
members of the subcommittee that that was the farthest 
thing from their minds when this item was placed in the bill. 
It may be that by reason of want of knowledge on the part 
of every Member of this House as to the ramifications of 
these air mail contracts and some of the ocean contracts an 
inquiry should be made into the manner in which the con- 
tracts are made, into the working of them, into the schedules 
that have been adopted, and a thousand other things that 
perhaps should be explained, or the committee given posses- 
sion of the facts so that they could explain the matters to 
the House. The only purpose of this item is that possibly 
during the vacation, if in the judgment of the committee 
they think it well, we might make this investigation with 
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reference to the particular items mentioned. As far as I 
know, all the facts necessary to be ascertained could be 
ascertained in the city of Washington. 

Mr. STAFFORD. As I prefaced my remarks, I have no 
objection to investigation being made, but I did have objec- 
tion to the broad language which would permit a committee 
to travel abroad, under the guise of making this investiga- 
tion. If it is not the purpose of the gentleman’s subcommit- 
tee to go abroad, would the gentleman be willing to accept 
an amendment after the word “ elsewhere,” “in continental 
United States ”? 

Mr. BYRNS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I yield. 

Mr. BYRNS. I do not think the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. Starrorp] was entirely fair in his reference to the 
subcommittee and his intimation that it proposed to take a 
trip abroad under the guise of making an investigation; 
I do not think that was just to the members of the com- 
mittee. I do not think it should have come from the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin, who I am sure always wishes to be 
fair. I regret that for the first time the gentleman from 
Wisconsin seems to be making an objection of this kind. 
There have been other resolutions passed, and there is in 
appropriation bills that have been passed already the same 
authority, and I dare say the gentleman made no such un- 
fair insinuation. As the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Woop] said, there is no intention on the part of the sub- 
committee to take a junket trip anywhere. This subcom- 
mittee, of which I have been a member for years and years, 
has never taken a trip and has never sought authority to 
make one; but permit me to show you the situation. The 
Post Office Department appropriation bill carries something 
like $37,000,000 for ship mail subsidy and $20,000,000 for 
air mail subsidy, and your committee is compelled to sit in 
a committee room, in the space of an hour or two of ex parte 
hearings and hear one man or hear one department tell us 
what is being done and what is required, without an oppor- 
tunity to investigate the matter through other sources; 
without an opportunity to investigate the shipping com- 
panies or the air mail companies and to know something 
about what we are asked to recommend to Congress. 

I, for one, have made up my mind that so far as I am 
concerned I am not going to assume the responsibility, as 
one member of that subcommittee, of recommending some 
$60,000,000 this year and perhaps seventy or seventy-five 
million dollars next year without having an opportunity to 
know something about it. That is all I ask. Certainly I 
think it would justify this Congress, and it would justify 
the Government in giving that committee, which is expected 
to go into these details and recommend to you what it 
thinks you should do, an opportunity to get the facts in 
regard to the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. STAFFORD] has expired. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to proceed for five additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I prefaced my remarks very explicitly— 
perhaps the gentleman from Tennessee did not hear them— 
that I had no objection whatsoever to the Committee on 
Appropriations making an investigation or having hearings 
during the recess, as far as this country was concerned; but 
that I did object, and I do so now, notwithstanding the 
strictures or attempted strictures leveled against me, to 
any authority as broad as this, that would authorize a sub- 
committee or any committee to take a joy ride across the 
sea under the guise of investigating foreign mail contracts. 

I also asked the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop], 
before the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Byrns] took the 
floor, whether he would have any objection to incorporating 
after the word “elsewhere” the words “in continental 
United States.” The gentleman from Tennessee took the 
floor and did not give the chairman of the committee an 
opportunity to respond. 
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Mr. WOOD. I may say I do not think there is the re- 
motest possibility of this investigation requiring this com- 
mittee to go out of the United States, but there might be 
that possibility; and if this investigation could not be com- 
pleted without it, the committee would be handicapped in 
conducting the investigation. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I can not conceive where this inves- 
tigation would carry the Committee on Appropriations out- 
side continental United States. 

Mr. WOOD. We have mail contracts all over South 
America. We have contracts with contractors in South 
America. We have all this character of contracts all through 
continental Europe. I wish to repeat that I do not think 
there is the remotest chance of our doing that thing, but 
it might be absolutely necessary. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If the gentleman from Indiana is not 
willing to have incorporated some limitation as to where this 
committee may go, then I must press the point of order. I 
am willing even to go to the extent of saying “in the 
United States and its possessions.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee 
wish to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard on the 
point of order, and I also want to be heard in response to 
some statements that have been made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
StrarrorD] makes a point of order. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I will reserve the point of order, to 
permit the gentleman from Tennessee to make an expla- 
nation. 

Mr. BYRNS. I agree with the gentleman from Indiana. 

I do not think it ever occurred to the committee that this 
would involve any extended trip or anything of that kind. 
This committee is simply seeking an opportunity to look 
into these appropriations so as to come to some intelligent 
conclusion with reference to these mail contracts, upon 
which we only have ex parte testimony. I am not willing, 
as one of those who are expected to look into these matters 
and advise Congress as to whether or not under our hear- 
ings we think the money ought to be appropriated, to accept 
ex parte testimony on appropriations which are growing now 
and have grown from $8,000,000, $10,000,000 to $15,000,000 
every year and have reached $60,000,000 up to this time, 
without having an opportunity, as I say, of looking into the 
facts. I have the idea—I do not know—that most if not 
all this information can be secured here. That I do not 
know, but I do not think there ought to be any limitation 
placed upon the committee in so far as its work is concerned. 

Now, it is only for the purpose, as I say, of getting some 
information on this subject that we ask to have this item 
incorporated in the bill. If the gentleman wants to make a 
reflection upon this committee by his action, that is his 
privilege, and I shall have nothing to say as to that. But, 
for one, if this House is not willing to trust this subcommit- 
tee with this investigation—and whether it will take place 
or not I do not know, for it may not be necessary. If we 
can get the proper facts and information that we want to 
get before our hearings, such an investigation may not be 
necessary; but if this House and the Congress are not will- 
ing to trust this subcommittee with a matter of this kind, 
then I would rather see the whole proposition go out. If 
our investigation can not be made thorough enough and 
broad enough to get all the facts, then it should not be 
made. That is the way I feel about it. But I have the idea, 
Mr. Chairman, that this committee will exercise just as 
much economy and show just as much interest in the Pub- 
lic Treasury as my distinguished friend from Wisconsin. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Because I have abiding faith—by rea- 
son of long service with the ranking Democratic member 
of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. Byrns]—that 
whatever sum is used will not be misspent, because I thought 
I was doing a public service in trying to limit the appropria- 
tion, and having confidence also in the integrity of purpose 
of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, who 
is also the chairman of this subcommittee, and knowing that 
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he will not abuse the privileges vested under this item, I 
will not further press the point of order. [Applause.] 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last two words. I approve of the language in 
this appropriation bill which has caused a member of the 
Appropriations Committee to severely criticize my distin- 
guished colleague from Wisconsin. The trouble with the 
House of Representatives is that it does not provide for 
sufficient investigations, but leaves investigations to be made 
by a bunch of professional investigators and pay rollers over 
on the other side of the Capitol. [Applause.] 

I want at this time to call the attention of the Members of 
the House to the necessity of liberalizing one provision of 
the House rules as found on page 305 of the manual, the 
rule which defines the duties and jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Executive Departments, of 
which committee I have the honor to be a member. 

The late distinguished chairman of the Appropriations 
Committee was one of the strongest advocates favoring the 
creation of this committee in order that the Congress could 
have its hand on the expenditure of public funds. Unless 
this rule is liberalized so that the Committee on Expendi- 
tures can properly function, you might as well abolish that 
committee. In the name of economy and good government 
I believe the next Congress should liberalize this rule, so as 
to authorize the Committee on Expenditures in the Execu- 
tive Departments to subpena witnesses, compel their testi- 
mony, and provide for a lump-sum appropriation for ex- 
penses, so that this committee can operate. If we had this 
authority, and even if we would only investigate the ex- 
penditures in one or two departments, it would have a 
wholesome effect and put the rest of the departments on 
guard. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

= ARCHITECT OF THE CAPITOL 


Capitol Grounds: For additional amount required for care and 
improvement of grounds surrounding the Capitol, Senate and 
House Office Buildings, etc., including the same objects specified 
under this head in the legislative appropriation act for the fiscal 
year 1931, $3,800. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Woop: Page 3, after line 10, insert 
the following: 

„For the installation of a ventilating system for the rooms of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, fiscal years 1931 and 1932, 
$5,210.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


GEORGE WASHINGTON BICENTENNIAL COMMISSION 

For an additional amount for the George W. Bicen- 

tennial Commission, including the same objects specified under 
this head in the second deficiency act, fiscal year 1930, fiscal years 
1931 and 1932, $77,000, of which amount not to exceed $5,000 shall 
be available for transfer to the Commission of Fine Arts for direct 
expenditure for the preparation and display of and exhibit of 
fine arts. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

Will the chairman of the committee inform the House as 
to the total amount of appropriation that has been made 
up to date for the celebration that is to be in charge of the 
George Washington Bicentennial Commission? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes; what has been appropriated, what is, 
carried in this bill and next year’s bill makes more than 
$700,000. 

Mr. STAFFORD. From reading the report, I notice it is 
the purpose to provide busts different from the .kind we 
formerly had in this country, and also tracts for distribution 
to various schools and the like. What is the real purpose 
of this appropriation? 

Mr. WOOD. The purpose of this appropriation, as has 
been stated, is to supply pamphlets and tracts that include 
a great many historic events, and writings and sayings of 
George Washington, 
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Mr. STAFFORD. I notice in the report that it is stated 
that $23,500 is to be spent in connection with agricultural 
fairs, county fairs, State fairs, and farm organizations, and 
$15,000 for the reproduction of busts and photographs. 

Mr. WOOD. This is for the purpose of interesting every 
character of organization in this country in participating 
in this celebration, including agricultural societies and every 
character of civic organization, in order that the whole coun- 
try may in some way participate in the celebration. This 
is not only for the purpose of celebrating the two hundredth 
anniversary of George Washington’s birth, but the purpose 
is to take advantage of this opportunity to disseminate in- 
formation throughout the United States so that this will be 
a celebration not only in recognition of the life and services 
of the Father of this country, but to also instill in the minds 
of the present generation and the generations that are to 
come, appreciation of what this country means, and also to 
inspire proper respect for our laws. 

Mr. STAFFORD. How are these busts going to be dis- 
tributed? 

Mr. WOOD. Through the administration of this commis- 
sion. I see that the gentleman from New York [Mr. BLOOM] 
is present, and perhaps he can tell you. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I notice the executive head of the com- 
mission is present. I have been partly in sympathy with 
the commission’s work, and I would like to know whether 
we are going into a new project, and what is intended under 
the $15,000 appropriation for busts. I was informed the 
other day that some busts had been received by Members— 
is it proposed to distribute them to Members of the House 
and Senate? 

Mr. BLOOM. The $15,000 which has been mentioned is 
not for busts alone. The $15,000 is for busts and photo- 
graphs. The only busts we are going to have at the present 
time will be distributed to Members of the Senate and Mem- 
bers of the House and to governors of the States. : 

We are collecting photographs and pictures of Washing- 
ton from every part of the world. They have never been 
collected before. It will be one of the most valuable collec- 
tions for libraries, newspapers, and different institutions of 
learning throughout the country. 

I will say to the gentleman that this is one time when we 
change the object of the celebration. We are taking the 
celebration to the people instead of having the people come 
to the celebration. 

I have in my office a list of a few of the institutions that 
we are taking the celebration to, and if the gentleman will 
look at it he will see where this celebration is different. I 
would like to have you look at it and see what we are 
doing. You can see how we are administering it, and you 
can see how we are functioning. We are taking the cele- 
bration through every postmaster in the United States, and 
there are 48,910. There are 230,000 churches in the United 
States which we are dealing with, sending them informa- 
tion regarding the history of our country and the history 
and the life of Gen. George Washington. 

Now, please remember that up to the present time only 
40 per cent of the writings of Washington have ever been 
published. We are publishing nearly 100 per cent in the 
definitive sets of writings of Washington, of which there 
will be 25 volumes. In those 25 volumes, the cost of which 
is a part of the $700,000 that has been alluded to, they are 
printing the 25 volumes of the definitive writings of 
Washington. 

Now, do not think that we are spending the money and 
that nothing is coming back. When we are through with 
what we are doing and what we are trying to do the cele- 
bration will not cost the Government very much. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my pro 
forma amendment. 

Mr. MICHENER. Reserving the right to object, I want 
to ask the gentleman how is it coming back? 

Mr. BLOOM. One thing we are doing is issuing a set of 
stamps, and of those stamps we will sell at least a million 
dollars’ worth which will not be used. These stamps will be 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


FEBRUARY 18 


from half a cent up to 10 cents and go into larger denomi- 

nations. We also get practically all of the money that we 

eae pres printing these definitive writings, which will cost 
000. ¢ 

Mr. MICHENER. Where do you get that from? 

Mr. BLOOM. From selling the sets. We are printing 
3,000 sets—1,000 will be distributed to Members of Congress 
and 2,000 sets are to be sold for the cost. of the 3,000 sets. 
So that part of the cost of the celebration will naturally 
come back to the Government. 

Mr. STAFFORD. That is, provided that you sell 2,000 
sets to purchasers at $50 a set. 

Mr. BLOOM. If the gentleman will permit, I will say 
that we are trying to have 6,000 sets printed instead of 
3,000 sets. 

Mr. STAFFORD. There is a bill on the calendar re- 
ported from the Committee on the Library whereby they 
strike out 6,000 and recommend 3,000, 2,000 for sale and 
1,000 for free distribution to Members of Congress. 

Mr. BLOOM. Yes; but the committee having this in charge, 
and representing the greatest publishers in the country 
and the greatest librarians, recommend 6,000. They went 
into the matter carefully. We had nothing to do with that. 
That was recommended by this committee. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, permit me to make this ob- 
servation for fear there may be some misconception of what 
the gentleman has said concerning these busts. The gentle- 
man from New York has said that the commission is giving 
to each Representative and Senator one of these busts. 
These are not to be the personal property of the Congress- 
men to take away with them, but they are to be placed in 
their offices so that when visitors come in there they will see 
a bust of George Washington. I don’t want it to go out to 
the country that the Members of this House personally are 
receiving these busts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Payable to Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians (tribal funds): The 
Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to withdraw from 
the Treasury of the United States the sum of $270,000 with ac- 
crued interest thereon, representing the balance of the amount 
appropriated to satisfy claims of the Sisseton and Wahpeton 
bands of Sioux Indians by the act of July 3, 1930 (46 Stat. 876), 
and to pay the same per capita to Indians found by him to be 
entitled thereto, in accordance with the requirements of the act 
of June 21, 1930 (46 Stat. 793): Provided, That shares due or 
belonging to competent Indians shall be paid in cash, and shares 
of all other Indians, including minors, shall be deposited to their 
individual credit and be subject to existing regulations governing 
individual Indian moneys. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I reserve the point of order on the 
paragraph and ask unanimous consent that the amendment 
be read for information. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will pre- 
sent the amendment for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment proposed by Mr. Woop: Page 30, line 3, strike out 
the word “ payable” and insert “ payment.” 

Mr. STAFFORD. I withdraw the reservation of the point 
of order. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Power plant, Coolidge Dam, San Carlos Reservation (reimburs- 
able): For completing construction of a power plant for develop- 
ment of electrical power at the Coolidge Dam as an incident to 
the use of the Coolidge Reservoir authorized by the act of Con- 
gress approved March 7, 1928 (45 Stat. 200), and under the 
terms and conditions of, and reimbursed as provided in, the act 
of June 7, 1924 (43 Stat. 475), as supplemented and amended, 
fiscal years 1931 and 1932, $6,000, together with the unexpended 
balances of appropriations heretofore made for this purpose, 
which are hereby continued available until June 30, 1932. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Woop: Page 31, line 13, strike out 
the word "reimbursed" and insert “ reimbursable.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Browning school district, Montana: The appropriation of $15,000 
contained in the Interior Department appropriation act, fiscal 
year 1932, for completing the Blackfeet boarding school, Montana, 
is hereby made available for reimbursing Browning School Dis- 
trict No. 9, Glacier County, Mont., for expenditures made in 
the extension and betterment of the public high-school building 
at Browning, Mont., on the Blackfeet Indian Reservation, under 
authorization of the act of May 15, 1930 (46 Stat. 334). 

Mr, LEAVITT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Leavitt: Page 33, following line 20, 
insert: 

“ Prazer, Mont.. School District No. 2: For cooperation with 
School District No. 2, Frazer, Mont., in construction of a public 
high-school building at that place, as authorized by public law, 
652, Seventy-first Congress, $25,000. 

“Poplar, Mont., School District No. 9: For cooperation with 
School District No. 9, Poplar, Mont., in extension and betterment 
of the public high-school building at that place, authorized by 
public law, 657, Seventy-first Congress, $50,000.” 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would like the gentleman 
to state what the purpose of that amendment is. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Chairman, this is to carry out the 
purposes of the acts which were signed on the 14th of this 
month, providing for cooperation of school districts on the 
Fort Peck Indian Reservation and in the construction of 
two schools that are largely attended by Indian children. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Fees and expenses, litigation involving Osage mineral rights, 
Oklahoma (tribal funds): For attorney fees and all other ex- 
penses in connection with litigation involving the validity of acts 
of Congress relating to ownership of mineral rights in and to 
lands within the Osage Nation, Oklahoma, as authorized by and 
in accordance with the act approved January 31, 1931 (Public Act 
No. 583, 71st Cong.), fiscal years 1931 and 1932, $100,000, payable 
from funds on deposit in the Treasury to the credit of the Osage 
Tribe of Indians. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word, and ask the attention of the chairman of the 
committee and of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CramTon]. A few days ago we passed a bill authorizing 
the expenditure of not to exceed $100,000 out of the funds 
of the Osage Tribe of Indians, to be used in the defense of 
contemplated suits that may be brought against them. I 
thought at the time that if we had sufficient discussion on 
the floor of the House it would insure us that all of this 
appropriation would not be asked at this time or used. It 
was my understanding when the authorization bill was 
passed that only a part of the appropriation would be made, 
but all of it would be authorized so that contracts could be 
made. I find now that the entire $100,000 is authorized to 
be expended here, and I am a little afraid that this is going 
to lead to excessive expenditures. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I think I can explain it 
to the gentleman from Oklahoma. I admit that I proba- 
bly have been guilty of negligence in not discussing it with 
him before, but things have been going pretty rapidly here 
and I have not had the opportunity. I remember the posi- 
tion the gentleman took when this matter was before the 
House in the way of legislative authorization. In the hear- 
ings it developed that the Budget had approved only $50,000 
for this purpose, but also it developed in the hearings that 
it was the judgment of the Indian Bureau that it was wiser 
to appropriate $100,000 at this time for the reason that when 
these suits are actually commenced it is possible that all 
of the funds involved that are not obligated by appropria- 
tions will be impounded, and could not thereafter be 
reached. 

By making the appropriation now, before the funds are 
tied up, we make it sure that the money will be available 


if needed, and we are assured by the Indian Bureau that 
just because the appropriation is made, does not mean they 
are going to spend it unless it is really necessary. 

Mr. HASTINGS. I am very glad to have that explana- 
tion. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I felt sure it would meet with the ap- 
proval of the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. HASTINGS]. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Roads and trails, national parks: For an additional amount for 
the construction, reconstruction, and improvement of roads and 
trails in national parks, and monuments, and of national park ap- 
proach roads, inclusive of necessary bridges, in accordance with 
the act approved April 9, 1924, as amended by the act of January 
$1, 1931 (Public Act No. 592, 71st Cong.), including national mon- 
ument approach roads, $2,500,000 to remain available until 
expended. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan offers 
an amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. Cramton: On page 38, line 3, after 
the word “expended,” insert a colon and the words: “ Provided, 
That approach roads to national monuments shall be included 
within the provisions of such act under the same conditions as 
approach roads to national parks, and the limitation therein on 
the amount of annual allocation of funds to national park ap- 
proach roads shall be inclusive of such national monument 
approaches.” 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of 
order on the amendment. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will explain the situation. The gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp] will remember that 
recently a bill was passed authorizing money to be spent on 
approach roads to national parks and national monuments. 
The gentleman will also remember there was a very liberal 
amount of amending done on the floor and in the course of 
that amending the words “ national monuments” were not 
repeated in all of the places. It simply stated in some of 
the places “national parks” and did not couple with that 
“national monuments,” although the whole purpose of the 
act was to serve both. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I was under the impression that it was 
limited solely to approach roads to national parks. 

Mr. CRAMTON. It was not. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not recall any discussion as to 
applying it to approach roads to national monuments, 


Mr. CRAMTON. I do not remember about the discussion, 


but the amendments which the gentleman from Montana 
{Mr. Leavirr] and I offered did not carry the words na- 
tional monuments.” The result is that they are restricted 
in their use of the money beyond what was the purpose. It 
is not expected to use much for national monuments, but 
occasionally it is very desirable. 

In offering this amendment, which is correcting what was 
an error in the amendment of the authorization act, I am 
offering it at the request of the chairman of the Committee 
on the Public Lands [Mr. Cotton], and at the request of the 
gentleman from Montana [Mr. Leavitt], both of whom were 
very active in promoting the original legislation, and who 
desire this correction. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman give an estimate as 
to how much of the appropriation will be utilized for ap- 
propriations for approaches to national monuments? I was 
in sympathy with the idea of appropriating national funds 
for the construction of approach roads for national parks, 
because of the inability of the States to furnish sufficient 
funds, or on account of their being derelict in not projecting 
roads to our national parks. 

Mr. CRAMTON. The law authorizes an appropriation of 
$1,500,000 for both. It is my understanding there will not 
be over ten or fifteen or, at most, fifty thousand dollars 
spent on the approach roads to national monuments. 

Mr. LEAVITT. If the gentleman will yield, the only two 
small projects that I have immediately in mind are one in 
Utah and another in Nebraska. 
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Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the reserva- 
tion of the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Bureau of Prohibition: The provision, contained in the act 
making appropriations for the Treasury Department for the fiscal 
year 1931, regarding the use of funds therein appropriated for 
the Bureau of Prohibition for the payment of storage in private 
warehouses shall not preclude the rental of private space for the 
storage of inflammable property now stored in the Government 
warehouse, New York City. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve a point of order 
to inquire how general is the demand for storage space for 
wet goods captured by the prohibition unit. 

Mr. WOOD. There seems to be great demand. They 
have so much now in the Federal building at New York that 
they are asking to get out of there because of the fact that it 
is explosive. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. STAFFORD. May I say that from my personal 
knowledge, and I believe the gentleman from Indiana will 
confirm me, the reai good old stuff did not have any explo- 
sive qualities, at least before it was drunk. 

Mr. WOOD. There would not be any complaint by the 
gentlemen who are occupying the building if it was old 
stuff, but they are afraid of it. 

Mr, STAFFORD. I do not recall exactly what the author- 
ity of law is for the disposition of captured, ostensibly good 
liquor. 

Mr. WOOD. Any kind of liquor, good, bad, or indiffer- 
ent 

Mr. STAFFORD. I said “ ostensibly.” 

Mr. WOOD. Under the law-it must be held until the 
court orders its disposition. It occurs to me they are a little 
slow about ordering its disposal for they have 250 truck 
loads. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Does the gentleman mean to say there 
are 250 truck loads of liquor in the possession of the Govern- 
ment, that has not been disposed of by decree of the court? 

Mr. WOOD. Two hundred and fifty truck loads. They 
get it in large quantities up there. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Where? Please tell the Members of 
the House so that the country will know. 

Mr. WOOD. There is a statute which requires that all 
these goods shall be stored in Government-owned ware- 
houses. They have this Government building loaded to the 
gunwales, and the people housed on the upper floors are 
fearful of being blown up one of these days. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I hope the gentleman does not think 
that with the continued administration of this unenforce- 
able liquor law we will be called on to erect Government 
warehouses for the storage of the wet goods pending the 
action of the courts in decreeing their disposition. 

Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

United States penitentiary, Atlanta, Ga.: For the United States 
penitentiary at Atlanta, Ga., including the same objects specified 
under this head in the act making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of Justice for the fiscal year 1931, $113,945. 

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. I want to call the attention of the Appro- 
priations Committee to a condition which exists in the 
Atlanta Penitentiary—and which, I am informed, exists also 
at Leavenworth—which condition, I think, is a disgrace to 
this country. The guards at the Atlanta Penitentiary—and 
I am informed that the same is true at Leavenworth—have 
to work 70 hours a week. I have taken this matter up with 
the Director of Prisons, Mr. Bates, and he tells me that he 
made a request of the Bureau of the Budget for additional 
funds in order to correct this situation, but they declined 
to grant the funds. : 

I am not going to offer an amendment to this bill at this 
time but I do want to ask the Appropriations Committee, 
when they have this matter up again, to take that question 
under consideration and make an investigation of it. I am 
satisfied that no Member of this House wants a Government 
employee to work longer hours`in the employment of the 
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Government than the prisoners themselves have to work. 
Yet that is the situation in these penitentiaries. There are 
150 men in the Atlanta Penitentiary, working as guards for 
small salaries, who work 70 hours a week—10 hours a day, 
7 days a week—and they are really in a worse condition than 
the men they are guarding, as far as their hours of work 
are concerned. I hope the committee, when it has this mat- 
ter up next time, will see to it that a sufficient appropriation 
is made for the payment of guards in order that their hours 
may be reduced. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ammunition storage facilities, Navy: The unexpended balance 
of the sum of $1,193,998 appropriated by the second deficiency 
act, fiscal year 1928, for “Ammunition storage facilities, Navy, 
fiscal years 1928 and 1929,” and continued available during the 
fiscal year 1930 by the naval appropriation act for the fiscal 
year 1930, and during the fiscal year 1931 by the first defi- 
ciency act, fiscal year 1930, is hereby continued available until 
June 30, 1932; and the total cost of the establishment and devel- 
opment of a naval ammunition depot in the Territory of Hawail, 
as authorized by the second deficiency act, fiscal year 1928, is 
increased from $3,540,000 to $4,000,000: Provided, That $450,000 of 
the unexpended balance under appropriations heretofore made 
under this title shall be available for the acquisition of land, in 
addition to the amount made available of such pur by said 
second deficiency act, fiscal year 1928: Provided jurther, That the 
total authorized cost of the ammunition storage facilities author- 
ized by said act shall not be exceeded. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I wish to inquire of the chairman of the com- 
mittee whether in the hearings with reference to the various 
increases of authorizations for public buildings and other 
public works there is any testimony showing that the cost 
of construction, by reason of the present industrial depres- 
sion, had decreased; and if so, to what extent. 

Mr. WOOD. The cost of building materials has been 
reduced from 15 to 20 per cent as compared with 1929. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I wish to inquire whether the esti- 
mates were predicated upon the low prices occasioned by 
the industrial depression, or whether the estimates were 
based on former existing conditions. 

Mr. WOOD. These now are based on present conditions, 
but those that were made for buildings—the contracts for 
which had been let—were based upon the old order of 
things. However, in almost every case the bid that has 
been accepted is considerably under the amount of the 
appropriations. All together, those lapses, sales, and so 
forth will add to the general building fund in the neighbor- 
hood of $60,000,000. 

Mr. STAFFORD. What is the average period of time for 
the construction of a public building from the time the 
contract is awarded? 

Mr. WOOD. That depends on the size of the building. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Of course, it varies; but what is the 
average? 

Mr. WOOD. I really do not know. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The building in Chicago has been going 
on for almost a quarter of a century and still has not been 
started. I understand a site has not yet been determined 
upon. 

Mr. WOOD. They determine upon a site and then decide 
to make a change, so that the building has never been com- 
menced. But, as I say, it depends a great deal on the size 
of the building and on how fast the man who has the con- 
tract pushes the building to its final completion. If all of 
these contractors had the push behind them that the man 
had who erected the Department of Commerce Building, 
and who is now erecting the House Office Building, they 
would be built twice as fast as many of them are now being 
built. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

The Clerk read down to and including line 5, page 57. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. SNELL, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
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that committee, having had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 17163, the second deficiency bill, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


SUITS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


Mr. GRAHAM presented a conference report, for printing 
under the rule, on the bill (H. R. 980) to permit the United 
States to be made a party defendant in certain cases. 


FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


A further message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its 
principal clerk announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the reports of the Committees of Conference on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to bills of the following titles: 

H.R. 15256. An act making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, 
and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 16654. An act making appropriations for the legis- 
lative branch of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1932, and for other purposes. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER AT CANNELTON, IND. 


Mr. DUNBAR. Mr. , I ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker’s table the bill (S. 6064) to extend 
the times for commencing and completing the construction 
of a bridge across the Ohio River at or near Cannelton, Ind., 
and consider the same. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman 
regards this as an emergency matter? 

Mr. DUNBAR. It is an emergency matter; yes. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the times for commencing and com- 
pleting the construction of the bridge across the Ohio River at or 
near Cannelton, Ind., authorized to be built by the Hawesville 
& Cannelton Bridge Co., by the act of Congress approved March 
1, 1929, heretofore extended by act of Congress approved May 13, 
1930, are hereby further extended one and three years, respectively, 
from March 1, 1931. 

Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A similar House bill was laid on the table. 


CONSTRUCTION ON GOVERNMENT ISLAND, ALAMEDA, CALIF. 


Mr. CARTER of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
(S. 6105) to authorize the construction on Government 
Island, Alameda, Calif., of buildings required by the Bureau 
of Public Roads and Forest Service of the Department of 
Agriculture and the Coast Guard of the Treasury Depart- 
ment. A similar House bill has been reported by the com- 
mittee and is on the Union Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman regards this as a matter 
of emergency? 

Mr. CARTER of California. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That upon acceptance of title by the United 
States to land on Government Island, in the city of 
Calif., conveyed under authority of joint resolution of July 3, 1930 
(46 Stat. 1018), the Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to cause plans to be prepared, by contract or otherwise, 
and to construct on said land such buildings as may be required 
(a) by the Bureau of Public Roads and the Forest Service of the 
Department of Agriculture for a supply depot, warehouse, and 
shops; (b) by the Coast Guard of the preempt Department for a 
supply depot, warehouse, shops, garage, li quarters for 75 men, 
and a marine railway for boats approximately 75 feet in length; 
and (c) by the Bureau of Public Roads, Forest Service, and Coast 
Guard for a joint administrative building. 

Sec. 2. For the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this 
act and the preparation of the site for the buildings authorized 
hereby, including necessary roads, streets, and bridges, there is 
hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury of the United States, not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $800,000. 


Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, may I inquire of the gentleman from California 
whether this is of such pressing urgency that the bill could 
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not wait until Saturday when it will be called up on the 
Consent Calendar? 

Mr. CARTER of California. The departments are very 
anxious, I may say to the gentleman, to have action on this 
bill, and it has been expedited through the Senate. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman is aware of the fact 
that there is a companion bill on the House Consent Cal- 
endar which would be reached in the regular order on Sat- 
urday? 

Mr. CARTER of California. Yes. 

Mr. LANHAM. If the gentleman will permit, is the bill 
as it passed the Senate, identical with the bill as reported 
by the House Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds? 

Mr. CARTER of California. It is in exactly the same 


Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the reserva- 
tion of objection. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, this bill involves an expenditure of $800,000 and the 
gentleman is asking that it be taken up here without debate, 
by unanimous consent, and passed in half a second. 

Mr. CARTER of California. Oh, no. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman understands through the 
press that the President of the United States has given it out 
publicly that he expects to veto the bill for the relief of ex- 
service men that was passed here in the House the other day 
with only 39 votes against it, and with the largest attend- 
ance we have had in the House during this session, and yet 
the President is going to veto the bill because of alleged 
economy and because he alleges that the Government is not 
able financially to spend the money for our ex-service men 
who are in distress and need of money. Does the gentleman 
think we ought to take up this $800,000 bill under such cir- 
cumstances and pass it in the twinkling of an eye, without 
debate, in the face of a veto that is coming here from the 
White House in a day or two? I hardly think it ought to 
be done. 

Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Cali- 
fornia was not one of the 39? 

Mr. CARTER of California. No; I was not one of the 39. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. This bill came before the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, was given a careful hearing, 
and was reported out by a unanimous vote. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that the 
distinguished gentleman from Indiana should have been 
with us, but was not, and our friend from California [Mr. 
CARTER] did stand by the ex-service men so valiantly the 
other day when we passed their relief bill, and I feel sure 
they are going to stand by them and help us pass the bill 
over the veto of the President, I withdraw my objection. 
[Laughter and applause.] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

A similar House bill was laid on the table. 

H. R. 10560—BANK SLANDER BILL 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp on the bill 
H. R. 10560, and to include an article entitled “ Soviet 
Letter Urges Run on Federal Banks.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, this bill has the 
indorsement of the following officers of the Treasury De- 
partment: 

(a) J. W. Pole, Comptroller of the Currency. 

(b) A. W. Mellon, Secretary of the Treasury. 

(c) R. A. Young, Governor of the Federal Reserve Board. 

(d) This proposed legislation also was indorsed by the 
American Bankers’ Association, as shown in letter, dated. 
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February 26, 1930, from its general counsel, reading as fol- 
lows: 

Your bill * * * to punish libel and slander of national and 
State bank members of the Federal Reserve System has the hearty 
approval of the American Bankers’ Association. Instances are 
most frequent where malicious persons from a variety of motives 
circulate malicious stories affecting the standing and solvency of 
particular banks which very often have the effect of causing se- 
rious injury and loss, The banks certainly need the protection 
of a Federal statute of this kind. 


(e) Congressman Woop, of Indiana, chairman of the Ap- 
propriations Committee of the House, in a speech on the 
floor of the House of Representatives, which appears in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of Friday, January 9, 1931, page 1883, 
made this statement: 

Now that another great disaster has overtaken this country and 
misery has been spread not only over the prairies of our section but 
over the entire land, there is another set of vultures in human 
form that are taking advantage of the situation. They are trying 
to destroy the banking institutions of this country. They have 
been responsible for more bank failures than you imagine. It is 
known that they will go into a town, find out who the depositors 
in a bank are, and then circulate stories which raise a doubt as to 
the solidity of the bank, and that extends until it gathers such 
force as to cause runs upon such bank. That has been done in 
many instances, 

(f) According to newspaper articles from Jackson, Miss.. 
of date January 20, 1931, the First National Bank of Jack- 
son and the Peoples Bank of Utica, 20 miles southwest of 
Jackson, closed their doors because of a gradual withdrawal 
and seepage of deposits, which the directors stated was due 
to a circulation of rumors concerning the banks’ condition. 

(g) According to Associated Press reports, runs have been 
made on banks throughout the United States, causing clos- 
ing of their doors, due, as alleged, to the circulation of false 
reports as to the condition of banks, the deposits in the 
banks approximating from $160,000 to $7,000,000. 

(h) It is a well-known fact that the two days’ run on the 
Perpetual Building Association of Washington was due to 
the circulation of false or malicious rumors. 

On February 5, 1931, the Evening Star had an editorial 
entitled Rumors and Bank Runs,” part of which is as 
follows: 


That this “run” upon the Perpetual Building Association was 
started by the circulation of rumors is suspected. Indeed, there is 
evidence almost of an organized attempt to shake confidence. If 
such is the case somebody has been guilty of an abominable 
action, whether or not it is contrary to statute law to spread 
malicious or irresponsible reports calculated to cause runs on 
financial institutions. It may be impossible to find those who 
caused yesterday's demonstration of panic in this city. But the 
case stands as advertisement of the fact that conviction of cir- 
culating false reports affecting banks and similar organizations 
may result in a term of imprisonment, and this should be a 
wholesome warning against such rumor mongering in the future. 


(i) In the Washington Daily News of January 6, 1931, the 
following item from Philadelphia appeared: 


REWARD AGAINST MALICIOUS BANK RUMORS IS POSTED 


PHILADELPHIA.—The Philadelphia Chamber of Commerce will pay 
a $10,000 reward for “ information leading to the arrest and con- 
viction of anyone spreading false and malicious rumors against 
any financial institution in Philadelphia,” it has decided. 

The action followed reports from business men that they had 
received anonymous telephone calls and letters advising them to 
withdraw their funds from various banks. Three banks have been 
forced to close during the past two weeks. 


(j) Rome C. Stephenson, president of the American 
Bankers’ Association, on January 4, 1931, made this state- 
ment: 


In many bank troubles the only thing wrong with a bank was 
an unduly suspicious and apprehensive state of mind in its cus- 
tomers, created by no act or condition of its own but by baseless 
rumors which sometimes led them to destroy the value of their 
own deposits by demanding them immediately, forcing a bank to 
sacrifice its assets and otherwise disrupt its financial operations. 


(k) These are only a few instances of the many which I 
have read and heard of whereby solvent banks, as well as 
banks carrying frozen assets, had to close their doors due to 
circulation of false reports concerning the financial condi- 
tion of such banks, 

(1) I also call attention to the fact that Congressman 
Hooper, of Michigan, introduced a bill during the second 
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session of this Congress to punish persons guilty of deroga- 
tory statements affecting banks or trust companies and that 
Congressman Hatt of Mississippi, a Member of the Fish com- 
munistic committee, recently introduced a similar bill. 

(m) Although a majority of our States have enacted bank 
slander laws, yet any one State law does not reach into 
another State. Therefore when false reports are circulated 
from State to State by telegram, telephone, or radio, neither 
State can reach the offender in the other State. For in- 
stance, a person who may be in California who utters or 
circulates information derogatory to a bank in St. Louis 
can not be prosecuted under the State law of Missouri, nor 
can any law effective in California assume jurisdiction. 
The only recourse in such cases is to enact a Federal law to 
take care of the situation which is rapidly becoming a na- 
tional evil. 

(n) The Washington Post on last Sunday, February 15, 
carried an article by Reginald P. Mitchell, entitled “ Soviet 
Letter Urges Run on Federal Banks—House Committee 
Will Seek Vote This Week for Protection—Malicious Re- 
ports Traced to Radicals—Representative McFappen Stresses 
Necessity of Quick Action,” which is as follows: 


Buttressed by hitherto unrevealed information disclosing that 
communist-inspired propaganda figured prominently in instigat- 
ing bank runs during the last year, the House Banking Com- 
mittee has girded itself to press for passage this week of the 
Brand bill to stamp out the fast-growing practice of circulating 
malicious rumors affecting Federal reserve banks, 

That communists have been a leading agency cradling alarmist 
reports to undermine the stability of banking institutions in va- 
rious parts of the country, irrespective of Federal reserve system 
affiliation, has been proven conclusively by a letter which recently 
entered tho files of a governmental body here. It forms a priceless 
bit of documentary evidence in the sinister red collection increas- 
ing under the vigilant eye of more than one Federal group. 

Across the top of the letters is printed The Communist Party 
of America.” Sent to one of its members, bearing a New York 

k, the communication is typewritten throughout, even to 
its own party name as a signature. 
SPREADING OF RUMORS IS URGED 


“All unit leaders are being urged to notify the workers of the 
bad conditions of all United States banks,” the warning letter 


begins. 

Yet in the face of flaming torches of this sort countless other 
rumormongers, with not the slightest apparent connection with 
the world revolutionists, have fabricated the wildest sort of yarns 
to foment a run, and to the latter class is generally attributed 
the source of the alarmist reports starting withdrawal sieges in 
the East during recent weeks. 

The dissemination of fictitious rumors throughout the Nation 
in the last twelvemonth has occasioned so many financial dis- 
turbances, leading in not a few instances to outright banking- 
house failures, that the House Banking Committee has taken up 
the cudgel with redoubled efforts to seek an effective remedy—at 
least, the best legislation obtainable at the moment. 

To Representative Louis T. McFappen of Pennsylvania, chairman 
of the committee, goes the credit for pushing passage of the needed 
measure particularly on the heels of developments here and in 
this region in late weeks. 


FEELS LEGISLATION IS NECESSARY 


“It is an old axiom that things can not be clearly seen until 
they hit you in your own home,“ Representative MCFADDEN es- 
y y. “We certainly trust, however, that the condi- 
tions that have existed here in the East, in New York City recently, 
and within the last week in Washington—the unn runs on 
established stable institutions—will not have to happen through- 
out the country to bring this matter strongly enough home to 
each individual, I still strongly feel that this legislation is neces- 
sary, and I have been working and will continue to work for it to 
my utmost ability.” 

The Brand bill, taking its name from Representative CHARLES 
H. Brann of Georgia, a member of the committee, is proposed as 
an amendment to the Federal reserve act, to read: 

“Whoever maliciously, with intent to deceive, makes, publishes, 
utters, repeats, or circulates any false report concerning any na- 
tional bank, or any State member bank of the Federal reserve 
system, which causes a general withdrawal of deposits from such 
bank, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and shall upon 
conviction in any court of competent jurisdiction be fined not 
more than $1,000, or imprisoned for not more than one year, or 
both.” 

HOUSE COMMITTEE APPROVES 

The House banking committee last Wednesday went on record 
unanimously in favor of immediate passage of the Brand bill, and 
at its direction Representative McFappen asked House leaders to 
permit consideration of the measure this week. He was assured 
that it would be called up. 

The bill bears the hearty indorsement of Secretary of the 
‘Treasury Mellon, the Federal Reserve Board, the Comptroller of 
the Currency, the American Bankers Association, the Association 
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of Casualty and Surety Executives, and various other notable 
bankers canvassed. While the District Bankers Association has 
never taken any action on the bill, officers of the organization 
were authority for the statement that they knew of no bankers 
here who held the slightest opposition to the measure. 

Secretary Mellon, in a letter to the committee on April 4, 1930, 
called attention to the fact that “similar legislation has been re- 
peatedly recommended by the Comptroller of the Currency in his 
annual reports to Congress.” 

THIRTY-SEVEN STATES HAVE SLANDER ACTS 


Considerable amazement has been registered in the absence of 
any Federal legislation to cover any phase of this subject. Thirty- 
seven States and Alaska have enacted a slander and libel of bank 
act, for the most part more severe in their own States than the 
Brand bill, but obviously the State laws encompass only their own 
Commonwealths. 2 

Thus, where false and malicious reports may be circulated from 
State to State by wire, telephone, or radio, neither State can 
reach the offender. Only can an offender be nabbed in one of 
these 37 States when he spreads a malicious report about a bank 
in the same State, and in late months the interstate circulation 
of these fake rumors has attained an astonishing rise. 

Not many weeks ago, to quote the substance of a confidential 
Government report, certain residents of a Florida city received 
anonymous long-distance calls from outside the State that a bank 
in their home city was in a shaky condition. 


NAME IS REFUSED 


“Who is this?” they invariably asked. 

“I can't tell you, but you'd better get your money out,” came 
the answer. 

Withdrawals from the bank ensued, but the run was finally 
curbed. 

In a large city not far from Washington the tenants of certain 
down-town office buildings were telephoned by mysterious persons 
that such and such a bank is shaky and you'd better withdraw 
your money.” Several million dollars were taken out in a sus- 
tained run, but the financial house, solidly backed by other banks 
there, withstood the run. 

Another interesting case, also a Government exhibit, tells of a 
little Kansas town whose residents received cryptic telegrams, 
reading: Get money out of Blank Bank.” They were signed only 
“Wall Street.” A run was said to have closed the bank. 

The Brand bill will affect the 8,052 financial institutions which 
are members of the Federal reserve system, on the basis of the 
last bank tabulation. They include 7,033 national banks and the 
1,019 member State banks. Of the 39 financial institutions in the 
District, it will affect only the 12 national banks here, leaving out 
the 22 savings banks, the 5 trust companies, and the 26 bubilding 
and loan associations, none of which are in the Federal reserve 
jurisdiction. 

TERMS LONG ARGUED OVER 


The terms of the Brand bill have had a stormy history. They 
were embodied by Representative McFappren for the first time in 
his national bank bill, introduced on February 11, 1924, and re- 
incorporated in his bill of May 26, 1924, and his subsequent 
measure which is widely known as the McFadden banking bill, 
enacted into law on February 25, 1927, with the malicious-rumor 
terms stricken out. 

These deleted provisions were bitterly assailed by a “State's 
rights ” group in the House, contending that the States should be 
left to handle their own banking affairs, regardless of the interstate 
nature of reports circulation. 

“The striking from my bill of this provision has never been 
clearly understood by me, and although I have not myself reintro- 
duced it in any subsequent bill, a similar provision has been in- 
cluded in a bill in each Congress since that time,” Representative 
McFappen explained. However, the apparent single opposition 
thereto has so far seemed to prevail.” 

Opposition to the provisions has simmered down apparently to 
one man, Representative C. WILLIAM RAMSEYER, Republican, of 
Iowa, who fought the present Brand bill when discussion on it was 
sought on January 19. 

SIMILAR BILLS KILLED 


With the committee last week determined to concentrate its 
efforts on the Brand bill, it automatically put out of consideration 
a similar bill of Representative JosEPH L. Hooper, of Michigan, a 
member of the committee, and another by Representative ROBERT 
S. Hatt, of Mississippi, covering in the main penalties for boy- 
cotting and blacklisting banks. It was stated that the bill of the 
Representative from Georgia, introduced last March 6, was chosen 
as a courtesy because of the distressing banking conditions which 
have prevailed in his home State and section. 

The full text of the communist letter, said to be available to 
the House Banking Committee, although not part of its own files, 
follows in large part: 

“All unit leaders are being urged to notify the workers of the 
bad condition of all United States banks. Party units must give 
proper attention to small details and to the small tasks of im- 
mediate work without losing sight of the broad revolutionary per- 
spective, the robbing of their banks by the capitalists, the increas- 
ing length of the bread lines, and the millions unemployed makes 
fertile soil for the American revolution. 

LEGAL UNITS’ ACTION URGED 


Every party member is a soldier in the revolutionary army. 
Every member must work and all forces must be concentrated so 


that legal units can be organized and functioning when the party 
has to go entirely underground. 

“The enlightenment campaign must be concretized; each mem- 
ber must be given a definite task. It is up to the party organi- 
zations to see that the workers are informed that the United 
States banks are unsafe; that the entire capitalist structure is 
crumbling; and that the day of the revolution is growing near.” 

Secretary Mellon, in lauding the Brand bill, declared, in his 
letter to the committee “It is believed that member banks of the 
Federal reserve system are entitled to have protection under 
Federal statutes from such statements when maliciously made 
and with intent to deceive,” for the proposed law would tend to 
deter malicious individuals from making or circulating such false 

| statements. 

It is understood that a number of States have enacted statutes 
similar to that proposed in the bill, which apply to banking insti- 
tutions in those States,” he continued. “It would seem that all 
national and all State member banks should have the benefit of 
legislative protection from malicious attacks of this kind against 
which there appears no other effectual means of protection. The 
proposed bill would also serve to protect against such misstate- 
ments which are made in one State concerning a bank in another 
State, as State laws are not ordinarily effectual against these.” 

STATES WITH LAWS LISTED 

States at present with a slander and libel of bank act include 
New York, Connecticut, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, Penn- 
sylvania, West Virginia, Ohio, Michigan, Wisconsin, Indiana, Ken- 
tucky, Illinois, Missouri, Arkansas, Louisiana, Alabama, Rhode 
Island, Florida, Georgia, South Carolina, North Carolina, Texas, 
Oklahoma, Kansas, Wyoming, Colorado, New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, 
Idaho, W. Oregon, Nevada, California, Iowa (1929), and 
Nebraska (1930). 

Support of the American Bankers’ Association for the measure is 
held significant. Its general counsel advised the committee that 
har bill “ has the hearty approval of the American Bankers’ Associ- 
ation.” 


“Instances are most frequent where malicious persons from a 
variety of motives circulate malicious stories affecting the stand- 
ing and solvency of particular banks which very often have the 
* of causing serious injury and loss,” the association official 
wrote. 


“The banks certainly need the protection of Federal statute of 
this kind which will act as a deterrent to many malicious indi- 
viduals who, in the absence of a punitive statute, can freely cir- 
bien unfounded and injurious statements without fear of punish- 
ment.” 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER AT CULBERTSON, MONT. 


` Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 

the present consideration of the bill (S. 5987) to extend the 
times for commencing and completing the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near Culbertson, 
Mont., an identical House bill being on the calendar. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the times for commencing and complet- 
ing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or 
near Culbertson, Mont., authorized to be built by the State of 
Montana and the counties of Roosevelt and Richland, or any of 
them, by the act of Congress approved July 3, 1930, are hereby 
extended one and three years, respectively, from July 3, 1931. 

Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

A similar House bill was laid on the table. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference 
report on the bill H. R. 15256, making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, and I ask unanimous 
consent that the statement be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement. 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 15256) making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, 
and for other purposes, having met, after full and free con- 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 
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That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 
1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 
23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 
42, 43, 44, 46, 47, 48, 49, 53, 55, 56, 57, 58, 60, 61, 62, 66, 69, 
70, 71, 72, 73, 77, 78, 79, 81, 86, 88, 89, 90, 92, 93, 94, 100, 101, 
103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 113, 114, 115, 117, 
118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, and 128. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 40, 63, 64, 75, 76, 83, 
84, 87, 91, 96, 97, 98, and 112, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
14, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert $2,585,200”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed, insert “ $1,709,340”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
17, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $4,497,720”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 41: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 41, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert $223,572”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 45: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert $58,120”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 50, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert $56,260”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 51: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 51, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert $345,740"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 52: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
52, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert 
“ $80,000 ”; and the Senate agree to the same. ; 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
54, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$1,420,360”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 59: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
59, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert 85,826,126; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 65: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 65, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: “ $130,000, of which not to exceed $10,000 may be 
expended for range utilization research in cooperation with 
the United States Range Livestock Experiment Station at 
Miles City, Mont.”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 67: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
67, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $13,084,620”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 68: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
68, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
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In lieu of the sum proposed insert $16,954,620”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 74: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
74, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$72,306”: and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
80, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert $1,947,201”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 82: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 82, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $188,035 ”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 85: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
85, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $2,863,740”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 95: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 95, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Restore the sum stricken out by said amendment, and on 
page 68 of the bill, in line 17, strike out “ $395,880 ” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof “ $383,380 ”; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 99: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 99, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert $5,731,336”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 102: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
102, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$7,241,136”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 116: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
116, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$3,747,930”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 129: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
129, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: $330,000”; and on page 87 of the bill, in line 
2, strike out “ $15,610 ” and insert in lieu thereof “ $20,610 ”; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference have not agreed on amend- 
ments numbered 130 and 131. 

L. J. DICKINSON, 
Rost. G. SIMMONS, 
JoHN W. SUMMERS, 
J. P. BUCHANAN, 
JOHN N. SANDLIN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Cuas. L. McNary, 
W. L. JONES, 
Wm. J. HARRIS, 
JOHN B. KENDRICK, 
E. D. SMITH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 15256) making ap- 
propriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, submit 
the following statement in explanation of the effect of the 
action agreed upon and recommended in the accompanying 
ċonference report as to each of such amendments, namely: 
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AMENDMENTS DEALING EXCLUSIVELY WITH UNDER-AVERAGE SALARY 
INCREASES 


The following amendments, as to which the accompany- 
ing report recommends that the Senate shall recede, deal 
exclusively with under-average salary increases: 1, 2, 3, 4, 
5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 26, 27, 28, 29, 
31, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 43, 44, 46, 47, 48, 49, 55, 56, 57, 58, 
69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 77, 78, 79, 86, 88, 89, 90, 92, 93, 94, 100, 101, 
104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 113, 114, 115, 117, 118, 
119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 126, 127, and 128. 

AMENDMENTS ADJUSTING TOTALS, ALLOTMENTS, AND DISTRICT OF 

COLUMBIA SALARY LIMITATIONS 

Recommendations in the accompanying report as to the 
following amendments are in adjustment of totals, allot- 
ments, and District of Columbia salary limitations, to con- 
form to the recommendations with respect to the amend- 
ments involving appropriations: 17, 18, 30, 32, 33, 40, 52, 59, 
60, 62, 67, 68, 75, 80, 81, 85, 99, 102, 103, and 116. 

Recommendations as to other amendments are as follows: 

WEATHER BUREAU 


On No, 14: Strikes out the Senate increase of $10,000 for 
the establishment of a full-service meteorological station at 
Missoula, Mont.; provides an increase of $8,000, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for forest-fire weather-warning service; 
and strikes out the Senate increase of $30,320 for under- 
average salary increases. 

On No. 16: Retains the Senate increase of $4,240 for 
extending airways weather service in Alaska; strikes out the 
Senate increase of $10,160 for airways weather service be- 
tween Washington, D. C., and Boston, Mass.; and eliminates 
the Senate increase of $8,260 for under-average salary in- 
creases. 

BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY 

On Nos. 24 and 25: Eliminates the Senate increase of 
$10,000 for poultry feeding and breeding research, and of 
$4,030 for under-average salary increases. 

BUREAU OF PLANT INDUSTRY 

On No. 41: Retains the Senate increase of $12,520 for 
pathological investigations, including studies of hardwood 
diseases and heart rots; and strikes out the Senate increase 
of $1,668 for preliminary investigation of the Dutch-elm 
disease. 

On No. 42 blister-rust control in the West: Eliminates 
the Senate increase of $25,000, and of $300 for under- 
average salary increases. 

On No. 45: Retains the Senate increase of $10,000 for the 
study of downy mildew of hops in the Pacific Northwest; and 
strikes out $440, composed of $220 inadvertently included in 
the bill as it passed the House for under-average salary 
increases, and an additional $220 inadvertently added to ‘the 
bill by the Senate for the same purpose. 

On No. 50: Appropriates $1,980 instead of $5,000, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, for blueberry investigations in the 
Southeast; strikes out the Senate increase of $5,720 for in- 
vestigations of troublesome weeds; and eliminates the Senate 
appropriation of $420 for under-average salary increases. 

On No. 51: Appropriates $80,000 instead of $90,000, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, and $73,080 as proposed by the House 
for maintenance of horticultural station at Cheyenne, Wyo. 

On No. 53: Strikes out the Senate appropriation of $35,000 
for the establishment of an agricultural experiment station 
at Hermiston, Oreg. 

On No. 54, under the appropriation for “ Horticultural 
crops and diseases: Strikes out Senate increases of $15,000 
for studies concerning processing and handling of dates, 
and $5,000 for experiments in citrous-fruit-handling prob- 
lems, including coloring features, in Florida; retains Senate 
increases of $10,000 for experiments and studies concerning 
pears, $10,000 for Satsuma-orange investigations in north- 
ern and western Florida and southern Georgia, $10,000 for 
grape investigations in the Gulf and South Atlantic States, 
and $5,000 for nut-culture investigations in Northern and 
Eastern States; and appropriates $10,000 instead of $25,000 
as proposed by the Senate for investigation of problems in 
the production of high-quality fruits, and $10,000 instead of 


$20,000 as proposed by the Senate for a further increase 
of the appropriation for investigation of western yellow 
blight or curly top of tomatoes. 

FOREST SERVICE 


On No. 61: Strikes out the Senate increase of $50,000 for 
control of white-pine blister rust in western national 
forests. 

On No. 63: Inserts a comma. 

On No. 64: Retains the Senate appropriation of $15,000 
for establishment of a forest experiment substation in the 
sand-hill region of North Dakota. 

On No. 65: Retains the Senate appropriation of $10,000 
for range-utilization research in cooperation with the range 
livestock experiment station at Miles City, Mont., together 
with an amendment to correct the spelling of the word 
“ range.” 

On No. 66, under the appropriation for “Forest prod- 
ucts ”: Strikes out the Senate increases of $15,000 for de- 


velopment of an antishrink treatment for wood, $10,000: 
for improving the use of wood in frame buildings, and 


$8,700 for investigating methods of improving the lasting 
qualities of paint and finishes on wood. 


BUREAU OF CHEMISTRY AND SOILS 


On Nos. 74 and 76: Appropriates $40,000 as proposed by 
the Senate, instead of $30,000 as proposed by the House, 
for the establishment of a field laboratory for naval stores 
research work in the South; strikes out the Senate increase 
of $224 for under-average-salary increases, and inserts the 
words “owned by the United States or,” with respect to 
the site for the laboratory. 

BUREAU OF ENTOMOLOGY 

On No. 82, Argentine-ant control: Appropriates $15,000, 
instead of $6,380 as proposed by the House and $20,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 83, Mexican bean beetle: Retains the Senate ap- 
propriation of $5,000 for investigations in the control of the 
Mexican bean beetle in the dry sections of New Mexico. 

On No. 84, tobacco moth: Retains the Senate appropria- 
tion of $10,000 for investigation of the tobacco moth. 

BUREAU OF BIOLOGICAL SURVEY 

On No. 87: Inserts the word “than,” inadvertently 

omitted. 
BUREAU OF PUBLIC ROADS 

On No. 91: Inserts a semicolon. 

BUREAU OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS 

On No. 95, forestry studies in Europe: Strikes out the 
Senate appropriation of $12,500 for expenses of a forester 
to study forest-land utilization and other forestry matters 
in Europe, and amends the bill by making a corresponding 
reduction in the allotment for collecting and disseminating 
information relative to the world supply of and need for 
American agricultural products, etc. 

On No. 96, market inspection of canned fruits: Retains 
the Senate appropriation of $30,000 for the inauguration of 
a market-inspection service on canned fruits. 

On No. 97, Market-news service: Inserts the word 
“ tobacco.” 

On No. 98, market-news service: Retains the Senate ap- 
propriations of $13,500 for establishment of a market-news 
service on livestock at Louisville, Ky.; $2,600 for extension 
of leased-wire service on livestock to Ogden, Utah; $30,000 
for inauguration of a market-news service on tobacco, and 
$20,000 for establishment of a market-news service on live- 
stock at Casper, Wyo. 

PLANT QUARANTINE AND CONTROL ADMINISTRATION 

On No. 112, European corn borer: Retains the Senate 
increase of $210,000 for prevention of the spread of the 
European corn borer. 

SOIL-EROSION INVESTIGATIONS 

On No. 129: Provides an increase of $50,000, instead of 
$100,000 as proposed by the Senate, for soil-erosion inves- 
tigations and proposes an amendment to the bill adjusting 
the amount to be allotted for salaries in the District of 
Columbia. 
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IN DISAGREEMENT 

The committee of conference have not agreed with respect 
to the following amendments: 

No. 130: Reenacting the “Joint resolution for the relief 
of farmers in the storm and/or drought stricken areas of 
Alabama, Florida, Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Virginia, Ohio, Oklahoma, Indiana, Illinois, Minnesota, 


North Dakota, Montana, New Mexico, and Missouri,” ap- 


proved March 3, 1930, making the same applicable to the 
crop year of 1931 with respect to the States of Alabama, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida, and 
appropriating the funds collected from the loans of 1930 in 
the latter States for the same purposes, for the crop year 
of 1931, in such States. 
No. 131: The total of the bill. 

L. J. DICKINSON, 

Rost. G. SIMMONS, 

JoHN W. SUMMERS, 

J. P. BUCHANAN, 

JOHN N. SANDLIN, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


The conference report was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the first amendment 
in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 130: Page 91, after line 7, insert; 

“That the act of Congress entitled ‘Joint resolution for the 
relief of farmers in the storm and/or drought stricken areas of 
Alabama, Florida, Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Vir- 
ginia, Ohio, Oklahoma, Indiana, Illinois, Minnesota, North Dakota, 
Montana, New Mexico, and Missouri,’ approved March 3, 1930, and 
fully set out in United States Statutes at Large, Seventy-first 
Congress, second session, volume 46, chapter 68, be, and the same 
is hereby, reenacted and made applicable to the crop year of 1931, 
with this limitation, that only the funds collected from the loans 
of 1930 in the States of Alabama, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Georgia, and Florida, made under said act be available for the crop 
year of 1931; that said funds so collected be, and they are hereby, 
appropriated and made available for the p of carrying out 
this resolution for the crop year of 1931, in the States of Alabama, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida.” 


Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and con- 
cur to the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lieu of the Senate amendment Insert the following: 

“To enable the Secretary of Agriculture, for the crop of 1931, 
to make advances for loans to farmers in the States of Alabama, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida who suffered 
storm and/or drought losses to crops in 1929 and 1930 where he 
shall find that an emergency need for such assistance exists, for 
the purchase of seed of suitable crops, fertilizer, feed for work 
stock, and/or fuel and oil for tractors used for crop production, 
upon such terms and conditions and subject to such regulation 
as he shall prescribe: Provided, That a first lien on all crops 

growing, or to be planted and grown, during the year 1931 shall in 
the discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture be deemed suffi- 
cient security for such advance or loan, to be immediately avail- 
able $2,000,000.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the 
gentlemen from Iowa. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amend- 
ment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 131: Page 92, line 1, 
“ 213,055,702 ” and insert 8214. 109,670.“ 

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and 
concur with the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $215,579,082.” 
The motion was agreed to. 
CONDITION OF JUNIOR OFFICERS IN THE ARMY 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend my remarks in the Recorp in regard to some 
deplorable conditions among the junior officers of the Army 
of the United States, with a letter respecting it received to- 
day. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


strike out the figures 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I want to call attention 
of the Members of Congress to the miserable condition of 
some of our junior officers in the United States Army. These 
splendid young men, well educated, honest, industrious, and 
loyal, in many cases with wives and other responsibilities, 
are facing hardships and degrading conditions. Their com- 
pensation is meager to the point of niggardliness. They are 
required to dress well and neatly, and meet other require- 
ments, and face responsibilities calling for the expenditure 
of money. This can not be done in decency on their present 
pay and allowances. There are but a few days more in this 
Congress, and some attention must be paid this matter, and 
relief given immediately by the passage of the pay bill or 
some pay bill to relieve the intolerable conditions, if we are 
not to be shamed. Here is a letter I received to-day from a 
captain in the service which ought to stir out of apathy 
those of us responsible for the delay in passing an adequate 
pay bill. 

The letter is as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 16, 1931. 
Hon. Roy G. FITZGERALD, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. . 

My Dear MR. FITZGERALD: I am presuming, as a former constit- 
uent as well as an Army officer, to present some facts concerning 
the situation confronting the junior officers in the Army. 

Your sympathetic attitude toward their problems is well under- 
stood. I shall therefore get promptly to a brief presentation of 
facts. 

Since 1919 I have served several years in China, in Japan, as 
language officer, brief intervals in the Philippines, Hawaii, Pre- 
sidio of San Francisco, Fort Benning, Ga., Madison Barracks, 
N. Y., and Washington, D. C. In that service with troops and 
staff, as a lieutenant and captain, I have become intimately ac- 
quainted with the situation in which the second and first lieuten- 
ants find themselves. 

Since 1925 that situation has been acute. Since that time their 
hopes have been sustained by promised relief. For the past six 
years they have been expecting relief. Now they are on the 
ragged edge, financially and morally. Unless a congressional com- 
mittee to consider pay and promotion is formed before the 4th 
of March from Members who will continue to serve in the new 
Congress, the naming of such a committee will be delayed until 
next December. That, in all likelihood, will mean the passage of 
another session without relief legislation. 

I can assure you that long before that the morale of the junior 
Officers will definitely have been destroyed. If it is destroyed, it 
will work progressive damage to the Army. 

I am personally acquainted with scores of lieutenants who have 
been trying to keep out of debt on a salary of $143 a month. 
Their wives are working as models and clerks in department stores, 
as day governesses, in whatever capacity they can obtain decent 
work. Last week I had a pair of them in to dinner. After dinner 
the wife broke down and cried; said how much she had enjoyed 
her dinner; that it was the first steak she had had in eight months. 

My next-door neighbor pays his negro chauffeur $150 a month 

and furnishes his meals, but that has nothing to do with the case 
in hand. 

It is in the nature of men, when they voluntarily choose a cer- 
tajn profession for their life work, to give the best that is in them 
to their daily task. This whole-hearted interest in their work on 
the part of the men in the uniformed services of the United States 
is popularly, and properly, characterized as “devotion to duty.” 
It is poor business for this country to jeopardize such devotion to 
its interests by denying its loyal servants a living wage. When a 
man begins to debate whether he can give his family a quart of 
milk or a pint of milk a day his attention is distracted from his 
work, his enthusiasm wanes, and the bright flower of “devotion 
to duty“ becomes that faded and colorless thing known as the 
perfunctory performance of allotted tasks.” 

In considering the general pay revision proposals I can not 
believe that Congress adequately has been made aware of the 
plight of the first and second lieutenants. It has not been possible 
for the Army, or their friends outside the Army, to fully present 
their case. 

They themselves are wholly inarticulate. 

They deserve special and immediate consideration above all 
other grades of the service. 

I wish to say, in conclusion, that in making this plea for the 
two junior grades I have no personal ax to grind. Whether the 
pay of other grades is raised or not is immaterial to me. Both my 
wife and I have independent incomes and it is my intention soon 
to leave the service. 

Because I have been more fortunately situated financially it 
has been my privilege to have been able to tide a number of these 
young officers over family emergencies during the past five years. 
Yet in each instance I vividly remember the pitiful embarrass- 
ment, akin to shame, that each applicant displayed. Each episode 
was a painful one for both of us. It is not easy for an honorable 
man of fine sensibilities to ask for a charity loan. 

I deplore to see the high-minded young officer in such a situa- 
tion—forced on him, not by his own improvidence but by the 
neglect of his Government. 
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In bri forward these facts I am mindful not only of his 
predicament but of the future efficiency and reliability of the 
Army. 

Sincerely yours, 


WARREN J. CLEAR, 
Captain of Infantry, United States Army. 
HOSPITALIZATION BILL 


Mr. DOXEY. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of my colleague 
from Mississippi [Mr. HarL], who is ill, I ask unanimous 
consent that he may extend his remarks in the RecorD on 
the hospitalization bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HALL of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, at the solicita- 
tion of the officials of the American Legion of my State 
and in cooperation with the legislative department of the 
American Legion of this city, I introduced H. R. 14561, in 
which I asked for $600,000 additional hospitalization fa- 
cilities for the hospital located at Gulfport, Miss., and I 
now desire to thank the entire committee for the patient, 
courteous, and ample consideration given this bill. I espe- 
cially desire to thank the subcommittee whose duty it was 
to thresh out into feasible and workable condition the many 
claims for the consideration of much hearings in order to 
reach an equitable solution of the many vexatious questions 
involved. 

To the chairman of this subcommittee, the gentlewoman 
of Massachusetts [Mrs. Rocers] and her coworker on the 
committee, Mr. Ranxrn, of Mississippi, I am indebted for 
much consideration, patience, and assistance. 

While I regret that there are some Congressmen disap- 
pointed, and who honestly believe that they sheuld have 
received hospitals, I earnestly wish that in the near future 
all the deserving places and extensions may be secured. 
While I would have preferred the expenditure of $600,000 at 
Gulfport, I am sincere in expressing my belief that the 
$500,000 carried in this bill will be ample for the present 
needs of the disabled veterans within the zone accommo- 
dated by this institution. f 

For the information of the Congress let me state that the 
hospital at Gulfport is the only hospital within the State 
of Mississippi, and not only does it accommodate the World 
War veterans of Mississippi, but a considerable zone com- 
prising other States beyond the confines of Mississippi. 

I desire to state to the Congress that the hospital at 
Gulfport is for restricted neuropsychiatric cases. The World 
War veterans of Mississippi, sick and afflicted, sent to hos- 
pitals for other diseases, are compelled to go beyond the 
borders of my State for hospitalization. Many of them at 
the present are unable to secure hospitalization, yet I realize 
that our Government and the committee is meeting the 
Situation and the needs as rapidly and as consistently as 
can be expected under this great problem which confronts 
our Nation. 

I am one of the Congressmen who opposes any extension 
of the contract hospital theory. This Government of ours 
should be, and I believe is, amply able, both in wealth and 
in wisdom, to provide sufficient hospitals of its own to be 
controlled and managed by General Hines to relieve and to 
restore to perfect health those diseased boys who are 
capable of recovery and to take care to the end those 
unfortunates who are incurable. I believe it is impossible 
to care for the sick and the disabled under the contract 
plan. Certainly there will more or less seep in graft and 
other abuses, neglect, and various conditions inimical alike 
to the disabled veterans and to the Government, and I shall 
at all times support a liberal governmental policy as ex- 
pressed by the chairman in her remarks in explaining 
this bill. 

I feel that the greatest extension possible of the hospital- 
ization of the veteran will be accomplished by the expendi- 
ture of this $12,500,000, and I offer no apology to any tax- 
payer of America for my enthusiasm and vote for the pas- 
sage of this enactment. Personally I would support a much 
larger appropriation for this purpose, but realize that 
hospitalization in the way of additions and improvements 
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to the present hospitals, the erection and establishing of 
more throughout the Nation, will come before the Congress 
annually for the next few years, and therefore I am content 
that this much is achieved in this direction at this time. 
The condition of my own State is appalling and for the 
information of the Congress I desire to call attention to a 
letter received from Forrest G. Cooper, department com- 
mander of the American Legion in Mississippi, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF MISSISSIPPI, 
THE AMERICAN LEGION, 
January 15, 1931. 
Hon Rost. S. HALL, 
United States Congressman, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN HALL: It is noted that H. R. 14661 is to be 
discussed before the committee on or about January 22. The 
American Legion and American Legion Auxiliary of this State 
are intensely interested in this particular bit of legislation since 
its passage would help solve the very difficult hospitalization 
problem in this State. 

After going into the matter as to whether or not Mississippi 
needed additional hospitalization facilities, tt was the unanimous 
opinion of the State executive committee that many Mississippi 
veterans are now, and have been, in actual need of immediate 
hospitalization. You may certify this statement, in part, by re- 
ferring to the records of the bureau in Washington; however, 
those records will not give you a true picture of conditions here. 
For instance, there are held in the overcrowded State insane 
asylum at this time 12 veterans, some of them not because they 
are insane but because of lack of Government bed space; there 
is 1 in Natchez and 2 in Biloxi jails, also. It is very difficult to 
obtain space for 202 (10) cases in the Gulfport Hospifal for the 
simple reason that we are told at every turn by the bureau“ No 
beds available.” 

We have spent and continue to spend money for veterans who 
should be in hospitals for treatment. It is true that many of 
these conditions could be taken care of and are being taken care 
of by private and charity hospitals. Yet it must be remembered 
that these men, most of them, have no funds and should receive 
these services under section 202 (10). In going over the hospital- 
ization problem in this State with our service officers and post 
adjutants, the men who actually know the needs of disabled 
veterans, we find that in many cases now the veterans are told 
to wait and defer application for hospitalization, in the hope that 
the crowded conditions will disappear later. The true picture, 
then, is that hundreds of veterans of this State are in need of 
hospitalization, and because of lack of proper medical attention 
now we will have many of them on our hands as totally disabled 
in the next few years. We know that if members of the Veterans’ 
Committee in Congress were to come to Mississippi and visit our 
American Legion post, they would report the bill out unanimously. 

The American Legion of Mississippi has, in the past and will 
in the future, hesitate to request assistance from State and Na- 
tion except when we find by experience and fact that such a move 
is for the welfare of that State and Nation. And now, we earn- 
estly plead that our Government do not fail us in our need for 
these additional hospital beds. 

We are more than willing to bear our part for these unfortunate 
veterans and believe, in our hearts, that it would be far more 
humane, more just, and more economical to have beds awaiting 
veterans, at all times, than to have veterans awaiting beds. 

Trusting that you will convey greetings and words of confidence 
to our many friends in Congress and with kindest regards, I am 

Sincerely, 
Forrest G. COOPER, 
Department Commander. 


This gives the Congress some idea of the present situation 
in Mississippi and it is needless to state that we must antici- 
pate that the number of sick and disabled boys will increase 
rapidly during the next few years. 

Let me say, also, for the information of the Members of 
Congress who may not know that the hospital at Gulfport 
is one of the most delightful locations in America. It is 
located in the ozone section of the South, the most healthy, 
the most inviting, surrounded by every influence and en- 
vironment conducive to the life and happiness of a disabled 
soldier. 

The State of Mississippi, through its legislature, had ar- 
ranged for centennial celebration of the statehood prior to 
1918. This beautiful location was selected on one of the 
most delightful points on the Gulf of Mexico. Engineers 
and landscapers had demonstrated great ability in laying 
out this plot for this celebration. Several beautiful build- 
ings were constructed and much interest throughout the 
State in anticipation of the celebration; but, unfortunately, 
the world was engulfed at that time in the last Great War, 
and at the time the celebration was to be had the darkest 
and most devastating period of the war was being enacted. 
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Mississippi had contributed her quota in-man power and 
wealth and patriotism to this horrible catastrophe, the equal 
of any State in the American Union. When the heart and 
mind of Mississippians were so engrgossed with the serious- 
ness of the war the celebration, unfortunately, was deemed 
unwise. Therefore the expenditure, the patience, and the 
ingenuity that my people had expended toward the cele- 
bration were valueless, so far as the original design. 

When the Government desired to locate a hospital in Mis- 
sissippi, the State patriotically ceded this valuable plot with 
the improvements to the National Government, for a reason- 
able consideration, which has been extended and beautified 
by the Government. 

The appropriation made at the last session of Congress 
further extended the facilities at Gulfport, which I rejoice 
to report is now proceeding, and with this additional $500,000 
I think this hospital will be sufficiently equipped to take 
care of the present pressing demand. I think it is much 
better the Gulfport hospital was given $500,000 lump sum 
than to have had any particular number of beds allotted. 
I am of the opinion those in charge of the construction 
now being carried on will be in better position to expend the 
$500,000, without reference to the number of beds, to greater 
service than if the Congress had limited the number. 

I have full faith in General Hines, the Director of Vet- 
erans’ Affairs, and believe that the appropriation that the 
Congress has given to this hospital will have the best facil- 
ities for the accommodation of the greatest number possible 
to achieve under all the circumstances. 

Yes; I appreciate the consideration of the subcommittee, 
the report of the committee and the service of every Mem- 
ber of Congress from Mississippi, as well as the two distin- 
guished Senators in manifesting their great interest and un- 
relinquished zeal in securing this additional need. 

Permit me to add also that I have never contacted a sick, 
afflicted World War veteran in the Gulfport Hospital that 
has not expressed himself charmed with its location, who 
is not electrified by the magic waters and unexcelled breezes 
of my coast country, and who has not been stimulated and 
refreshed by the touch of the southern hand, and who 
does not delight in the gentle, the loving, caressing southern 
sentiment that engulfs this beautiful institution. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I shall ask for the adoption 
of an order in regard to to-morrow’s exercises. It has be- 
come important that we transact some business to-morrow 
afternoon after the completion of the memorial exercises. 
The order that was passed some time ago for the memorial 
exercises provided that upon the completion of the exercises 
the House should immediately adjourn. I now present an 
order providing that immediately after the completion of 
the memorial exercises the House shall continue to stand 
in recess until 2.30 o’clock p. m., and then continue the 
consideration of the deficiency appropriation bill. I ask 
unanimous consent that the order heretofore made be va- 
cated. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask now for the present 
consideration of the order which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That on Thursday, February 19, 1931, immediately 
after the approval of the Journal, the House shall stand at recess 
for the purpose of holding memorial services as arranged by the 
Committee on Memorials under the provisions of clause 40-A of 
Rule XI. The order of exercises and proceedings of the service 
shall be printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and all Members 
shall be given the privilege of extending their remarks in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Following the completion of the memorial exercises the House 
shall continue to stand at recess until 2.30 o'clock p. m., as a 
further mark of respect to the memories of the deceased. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TILSON. Yes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Is it embraced within the gentleman's 
idea that there shall be nothing done except to finish the 
deficiency appropriation bill? 
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Mr. TILSON. There may be conference reports. 

Mr. BLANTON. There could be a bunch of conference 
reports that would continue the consideration of the bill and 
keep us here until late to-morrow night, when we had 
understood there would be no business transacted to-morrow. 

Mr. TILSON. If it be necessary, we should have to do so. 
The gentleman must not think that we can stop business 
entirely. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from Connecticut must 
understand that it has been generally understood by the 
membership that nothing would be done to-morrow except 
the memorial exercises. He now puts on us another half 
day’s work. 

Mr. TILSON. We must get through with this appropria- 
tion bill at the earliest possible moment. 

Mr. BLANTON. It does seem to me that the gentleman 
ought to confine work to be done to-morrow to the appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. TILSON. I do not think that is quite fair to the 
House. 

Mr. BLANTON. I shall not in any way obstruct the busi- 
ness of the House. 

Mr. TILSON. No other business is planned to come up 
than that which I have mentioned, although something 
might arise that may be important. 

Mr. BLANTON. I shall not throw any monkey wrenches 
into the machinery. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the order? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the order. 

The order was agreed to. 

BUSINESS ON MONDAY, FEBRUARY 23, 1931 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
on Monday, the 23d, the House meet at 11 o’clock a. m., 
and that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Beck] may 
proceed for one hour on the subject of George Washington. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to 
Mr. Brann for three days, on account of illness. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED 


A bill of the Senate of the following title was taken from 
the Speaker’s table and under the rule referred as follows: 

S. 5789. An act for the relief of the United States Ham- 
mered Piston Ring Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee had exam- 
ined and found truly enrolled bills of the House of the fol- 
lowing titles, which were thereupon signed by the Speaker: 

H. R. 318. An act for the relief of William S. McWilliams; 

H. R. 566. An act for the relief of Charles Smith; 

H. R. 589. An act for the relief of Abram H. Johnson; 

H. R. 780. An act for the relief of George Selby; 

H. R. 783. An act for the relief of Mary Neaf; 

H. R. 1526. An act for the relief of Thomas J. Hayden; 

H. R. 2505. An act for the relief of William Parish; 

H. R. 2550. An act for the relief of Joseph Pulitzer; 

H. R. 2584. An act for the relief of Thomas F. Sutton; 

H. R.2729. An act for the relief of Anna E. Stratton; 

H. R. 3368. An act for the relief of Joseph Marko; 

H. R. 4269. An act for the relief of William L. Wiles; 

H. R. 4731. An act for the relief of Frederick Rasmussen; 

H. R. 4876. An act for the relief of Joseph Bratton; 

H. R. 5470. An act for the relief of Mary L. Dickson; 

H. R. 5926. An act for the relief of Lillian N. Lakin; 

H. R. 6259. An act for the relief of Alma Rawson; 

H. R: 8736. An act to authorize and direct a preliminary 
examination of the Hocking River for the distance it flows 


through Athens County, Ohio; 

H. R. 9215. An act for the relief of Jessie Axton; 

H.R. 9326. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to 
carry into effect provisions of the convention between the 


1931 


United States and Great Britain to regulate the level of 
Lake of the Woods concluded on the 24th day of February, 
1925,” approved May 22, 1926, as amended; 

H. R. 10017. An act to provide for a survey of the Mouse 
River, N. Dak., with a view to the prevention and control 
of its floods; 

H. R. 10542. An act for the relief of John A. Arnold; 

H. R. 10652. An act to authorize the Secretary of Com- 
merce to purchase land and to construct buildings and facil- 
ities suitable for radio-research investigations; 

H. R. 11268. An act for the relief of Mary C. Bolling; 

H. R. 11820. An act to authorize issuance of a patent for 
certain lands to J. R. Murphy; 

H. R. 12094. An act to provide for conveyance of certain 
lands in the State of Alabama to vocational or other educa- 
tional uses or to dispose of the lands upon condition that 
they shall be used for such purposes; 

H. R. 12284. An act to provide for the construction of ves- 
sels for the Coast Guard for rescue and assistance work on 
Lake Erie; 

H. R. 14049. An act to provide for special assessments for 
the paving of roadways and the laying of curbs and gutters; 

H. R. 15064. An act to reserve 440 acres of public-domain 
land for addition to the Temecula or Pechanga Reservation, 
Calif.; 

H. R. 15267. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the cancellation, under certain conditions, of pat- 
ents in fee simple to Indians for allotments held in trust by 
the United States; 

H. R. 15877. An act to authorize exchanges of land with 
owners of private-land holdings within the Craters of the 
Moon National Monument; 

H. R. 16159. An act authorizing an appropriation of the 
sum of $15,000 to defray the expenses of the Pan American 
Commercial Conference, to be held in Washington, D. C., 
in 1931; 

H. R. 16215. An act authorizing the sale of surplus power 
developed under the Grand Valley reclamation project, 
Colorado; 

H.R. 16248. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to 
exchange with the Rosslyn Connecting Railroad Co. lands 
on the Virginia shore of the Potomac River near the west 
end of the Arlington Memorial Bridge; and 

H. R. 16913. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to 
extend the provisions of certain laws to the Territory of 
Hawaii,” approved March 10, 1924. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o’clock 
and 13 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to- 
morrow, Thursday, February 19, 1931, at 12 o’clock noon. 


COMMITTEE HEARINGS 


Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of 
committee hearings scheduled for Thursday, February 19, 
1931, as reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several 
committees: 


COMMITTEE ON THE CENSUS 
(10.30 a. m.) 
To consider bills relating to reapportionment. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. WOOD: Committee on Appropriations. H. R. 17163. 
A bill making appropriations to supply deficiencies in certain 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, and 
prior fiscal years, to provide supplemental appropriations for 
the fiscal years ending June 30, 1931, and June 30, 1932, and 
for other purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 2712). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. GRAHAM: Committee on the Judiciary. A report 
pursuant to House Resolution 191 on the investigation of 
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Hon. Harry B. Anderson, United States district judge in 
Tennessee (Rept. No. 2714). Ordered printed. 

Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 17037. 
A bill for the enrollment of children born after December 
30, 1919, whose parents, or either of them, are members of 
the Blackfeet Tribe of Indians in the State of Montana, and 
for other purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 2716). 
Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona: Committee on Military Affairs. 
S. 17. An act to amend section 12 of the act entitled “An 
act to readjust the pay and allowances of the commissioned 
and enlisted personnel of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, 
Coast Guard, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and Public Health 
Service,” approved June 10, 1922, as amended; with amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2718). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Pennsylvania: Committee on Military 
Affairs. H. R. 95. A bill authorizing good-conduct-medal 
award to enlisted men of the Army; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2719). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SWICK: Committee on World War Veterans’ Legisla- 
tion. H. R. 17116. A bill to amend the World War vet- 
erans’ act, 1924, as amended, by providing allowances for 
widows and children and dependent parents of veterans 
of the World War; without amendment (Rept. No. 2721). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. McSWAIN: Committee on Military Affairs. S. 5732. 
An act to authorize the acquisition for military purposes 
of land in Orange County, N. Y., for use as an addition to 
the West Point Military Reservation; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2723). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McSWAIN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 
14811. A bill to authorize an appropriation for the purchase 
of land and buildings thereon joining the West Point Mili- 
tary Reservation, N. Y., and for other purposes; with 
amendment (Rept. 2724). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Pennsylvania: Committee on Military 
Affairs. H. R. 15923. A bill to prohibit the recovery of any 
indebtedness to the United States from either the principal 
or the interest due and payable to any depositor in the 
military or naval service; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2725). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Committee on Indian Affairs. 
H. R. 16953. A bill to authorize the Secretary of the In- 
terior to purchase certain land in California for addition 
to the Cahuilla Indian Reservation, and issuance of a pat- 
ent to the band of Indians therefor; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2726). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. REED of New York: Committee on Education. S. 
5139. An act to extend the provisions of certain laws re- 
lating to vocational education and civilian rehabilitation to 
Porto Rico; with amendment (Rept. No. 2727). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. SIMMS: Committee on Claims. H. R. 10506. A bill 
for the relief of Carl F. Castleberry; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 2715). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 
16932. A bill for the relief of Thomas C. LaForge; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2717). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. MAPES: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. S. 3199. An act authorizing refunds to certain rail- 
roads of interest erroneously collected on account of over- 
payments under sections 209 and 212 of the transportation 
act, 1920, as amended; with amendment (Rept. No. 2720). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was discharged from the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 17159) granting a pension to Mary Jane Delozier, and 
the same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 17163) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in certain appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, and prior fiscal years, to 
provide supplemental appropriations for the fiscal years 
ending June 30, 1931, and June 30, 1932, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Texas: A bill (H. R. 17164) to amend 
the tariff act of 1930 to authorize export-debenture certifi- 
cates on agricultural products; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. LUDLOW: A bill (H. R. 17165) to authorize the 
construction of a laundry building at Fort Benjamin Harri- 
son, Ind.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ABERNETHY: A bill (H. R. 17166) to amend the 
second deficiency act, fiscal year 1930; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 17167) to add certain lands 
to the Boise National Forest; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. IRWIN: A bill (H. R. 17168) to provide for the 
settlement of claims against the United States on account of 
property damage, personal injury, or death; to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES of Michigan (by request of the War De- 
partment): A bill (H. R. 17169) to authorize the Secretary of 
War to sell the Washington-Alaska Military Cable and Tele- 
graph System; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KIEFNER: A bill (H. R. 17170) to legalize a bridge 
across the St. Francois River one-fourth mile south of 
Greenville, Wayne County, Mo.; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McLEOD: A bill (H. R. 17171) to provide for the 
furnishing of food to children attending schools in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. WOLVERTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 
17172) to authorize the erection of a United States Veterans’ 
Bureau hospital in northern West Virginia; to the Commit- 
tee on World War Veterans’ Legislation. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 17173) to amend the 
act of March 4, 1923, entitled “An act to provide for the 
classification of civilian positions within the District of 
Columbia and in the field service,” and amendments there- 
to; to the Committee on the Civil Service. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 17174) ex- 
tending jurisdiction to the United States Court of Claims in 
suits arising from the issuance of seamen’s insurance by the 
Bureau of War Risk Insurance of the Treasury Department 
during the period between June, 1917, and June, 1920; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. EVANS of California: A bill (H. R. 17175) to 
amend section 882 of the Revised Statutes; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 509) to 
authorize the United States Shipping Board to sell to the 
Port of New York Authority certain property of the United 
States situated in the city of Hoboken, N. J.; to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. REED of New York: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
510) authorizing an annual appropriation for the mainte- 
nance of headquarters for the National Council of Intel- 
lectual Cooperation for the United States; to the Committee 
on Education. 

By Mr. SHOTT of West Virginia: Joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 511) to transfer into the classified civil service all vet- 
erans of any war employed by the Government in unclassi- 
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fied positions who have been honorably discharged from the 
military or naval service of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on the Civil Service. 


MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented 
and referred as follows: 

Memorial of the State Legislature of the State of New 
York, memorializing the Congress of the United States to 
proceed forthwith to a treaty with Canada for the develop- 
ment of the International Rapids section of the St. Law- 
rence River; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. O'CONNOR of New York: Memorial of the Legis- 
lature of the State of New York, urging enactment of a 
treaty with Canada for the development of the International 
Rapids section of the St. Lawrence River; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CULLEN: Memorial of the Senate of the State of 
New York (the Assembly concurring) that the President of 
the United States be appropriately memorialized to proceed 
forthwith to a treaty with Canada for the development of 
the International Rapids section of the St. Lawrence River 
at the earliest possible date and in accordance with the 
plans agreed upon by the joint board of engineers and sub- 
mitted to President Coolidge December 27, 1926 (S. Doc. 183, 
69th Cong., 2d sess.), or such amendment to or changes in 
said plans as may be subsequently adopted by such board; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. REILLY: Memorial in the nature of a joint reso- 
lution passed by the Wisconsin State Legislature, memorial- 
izing Congress of the United States to enact legislation to 
reimburse all veterans of World War the amounts which 
they paid as premiums on war-risk insurance while in the 
ih ne of the United States; to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. BOYLAN: Memorial in the nature of a resolution 
adopted by the New York State Legislature, memorializing 
the President of the United States to proceed forthwith to a 
treaty with Canada for the development of the International 
Rapids section of the St. Lawrence River, etc.; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CANFIELD: A bill (H. R. 17176) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elizabeth Wells; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CULKIN: A bill (H. R. 17177) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Cynthia A. Merrill; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 17178) granting a pension 
to Margaret White; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 17179) granting an 
increase of pension to Janette Eskridge; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GLOVER: A bill (H. R. 17180) for the relief of 
Catherine Bell; to the Committee on Claims. P 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 17181) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Martha J. Doty; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REED of New York: A bill (H. R. 17182) granting 
an increase of pension to Maria C. Atherly; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

9932. By Mr. BEEDY: Petition favoring House Joint 
Resolution No. 356 providing for an amendment to the 
United States Constitution excluding unnaturalized aliens 
when making apportionment for congressional districts; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9933. By Mr. BLACKBURN: Petition of Price T. Smith, 
Leila Brown, Della Douglas, and 47 other citizens of La 
Grange, Ky., praying for the enactment into law of the 
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Sparks-Capper stop alien representation amendment; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

9934. By Mr. BLAND: Petition of citizens of Hampton, 
Va., urging passage of proposed Sparks-Capper stop alien 
representation amendment (H. J. Res. 356); to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

9935. Also, petition of citizens of Hampton, Va., urging 
support of proposed Sparks-Capper stop alien representa- 
tion amendment (H. J. Res. 356); to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

9936. By Mr. BRIGGS: Communication of Court Star of 
the Sea, No. 228, of Galveston, Tex., voicing opposition to 
the passage of Senate bill 4582; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. i 

9937. By Mr. BOYLAN: Letter from the executive secre- 
tary of the Social Service Commission, New York City; urg- 
ing the passage of the Wagner public employment office bill; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9938. Also, letter from the secretary of the Women’s City 
Club of New York, urging the passage of the Wagner public 
employment office bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9939. By Mr. CANFIELD: Petition of Matilda Heiskell, of 
Lawrenceburg, Ind., and 26 other citizens of Dearborn 
County, Ind., urging the passage of the Sparks-Capper 
amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9940. Also, petition of Mrs. James Jacques and 38 other 
citizens of Indiana, urging the passage of the Sparks-Capper 
amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9941. Also, petition of Blanche C. Carr and 12 other citi- 
zens of Hartsville, Ind., urging the passage of the Sparks- 
Capper amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9942. By Mr. CARTER of California: Petition of Mrs. E. G. 
Wilcox and members of the Ephepheta Society of Catholic 
Women, of Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage 
of Senate bill 4582, regarding the distribution and sale of 
contraceptive literature; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9943. Also, petition of Lulu Mulhern, Grand Regent Court, 
No. 159, Catholic Daughters of America, and 300 others of 
Oakland, Calif., protesting against the passage of Senate bill 
4582; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9944, Also, petition of the Alumnæ Association of Notre 
Dame San Jose-Belmont, of Berkeley, Calif., protesting 
against the passage of Senate bill 4582, regarding the dis- 
tribution and sale of contraceptive literature; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

9945. By Mr. CHINDBLOM: Petition of Anna R. Downes, 
Chicago, II., on behalf of Women’s Catholic Order of Forest- 
ers, opposing Senate bill 4582 and other legislation, designed 
to remove restrictions on birth-control information; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

9946. By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of Charleston Four Corners, N. Y., 
favoring the enactment of the Grant Hudson motion picture 
bill, H. R. 9986; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

9947. Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Montgomery County, N. Y., favoring the enact- 
ment of House bill 9986; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

9948. Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Canajoharie, N. Y., favoring enactment of the 
Grant Hudson motion picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9949. By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of Federation of Jewish 
Women’s Organization of Greater New York (Inc.), in con- 
vention assembled, urging that any legislation further re- 
stricting immigration should make adequate provision for 
admitting the relatives of citizens and resident aliens who 
are, under our present immigration laws, entitled to non- 
quota or preferential quota status; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

9950. By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of Miami Valley 
Guernsey Association, of Hamilton, Ohio, Harry J. Smith, 
secretary-treasurer, of R. R. No. 4, Dayton, Ohio, protesting 
against permitting butter substitute to be colored with un- 
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bleached yellow palm oil unless subjected to the 10-cent tax; 
to the Committee on Agriculture, 

9951. Also, petition of League of Women Voters, in Day- 
ton, Ohio, by Doris Carothers, executive secretary, and Mrs. 
Walter G. Schaeffer, urging favorable action on House Joint 
Resolution 292 and Senate bill 255, the latter relative to 
infancy and maternity control; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

9952. By Mr. FOSS: Petition of 135 residents of Gardner, 
Mass., favoring payment of soldiers’ adjusted-compensation 
certificates at their matured face value; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

9953. Also, petition of 34 citizens, residents of Winchen- 
don, Worcester County, Mass., urging immediate cash pay- 
ment at full face value of the adjusted-compensation cer- 
tificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9954. By Mr. HICKEY: Petition of Mrs. Orie W. Simpson 
and other residents of Goshen, Ind., urging passage of the 
Sparks-Capper stop alien representation amendment (H. J. 
Res. 356) ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9955. By Mr. JAMES of Michigan: Petition of citizens of 
Calumet and Laurium, Mich., urging support of the Sparks- 
Capper stop alien representation amendment (H. J. Res. 
356) ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9956. By Mr. KELLY: Petition of citizens of McKeesport, 
Pa., praying for payment of adjusted-compensation certifi- 
cates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9957. By Mr. KINZER: Petition of the Sacred Heart Social 
Club, of Lancaster, Pa., against passage of Senate bill 4582; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9958. By Mr. MAPES: Petition recommending the Sparks- 
Capper alien representation amendment, providing for an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States exclud- 
ing approximately 7,500,000 unnaturalized aliens from the 
count of the population of the Nation for apportionment of 
congressional districts among the States, signed by 40 citi- 
zens of Grand Haven, Mich.; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9959. Also, petition recommending the Sparks-Capper 
alien representation amendment, providing for an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States excluding 
approximately 7,500,000 unnaturalized aliens from the count 
of the population of the Nation for apportionment of con- 
gressional districts among the States, signed by 35 citi- 
zens of Grand Haven, Mich.; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9960. Also, petition recommending the Sparks-Capper 
stop alien representation amendment (H. J. Res. 356) pro- 
viding for an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States excluding approximately 7,500,000 unnaturalized 
aliens from the count of the population of the Nation for 
apportionment of congressional districts among the States, 
signed by 50 citizens of Kent City, Mich.; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

9961. By Mr. PATMAN: Petition of Harry J. Cronen and 
479 other veterans of both Spanish-American and World 
Wars, urging an amendment to House bill 15621, in order 
that no veterans will be denied benefits of disability allowance 
because of willful misconduct, who are suffering from par- 
alysis, paresis, or blindness; to the Committee on World War 
Veterans’ Legislation. 

9962. By Mr. ROBINSON: Memorial of H. J. Conrad, 
recording secretary, and other members of Julien Lodge, 
No. 379, International Association of Machinists, Dubuque, 
Iowa, relating to trusts and monopolies; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

9963. Also, resolution from F. C. Barney, secretary, Cha- 
pin, Iowa, which was passed at a recent meeting of the 
Holstein Breeders of Iowa, strongly urging the passage of 
House bill 15934, placing a tax on oleomargarine colored to 
resemble butter; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

9964. By Mr. SANDERS of New York: Petition of the 
Catholic Women's Federation of the city of Rochester, N. Y., 
opposing enactment of Senate bill 4582; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 
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9965. Also, petition of the Catholic Women’s Club, of 
Rochester, N. Y., opposing enactment of Senate bill 4582; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9966. Also, petition of Lena Hill and 22 other citizens of 
Medina, N. Y., urging enactment of the Sparks-Capper bill, 
providing for constitutional amendment excluding aliens 
from the count for representation in Congress; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

9967. By Mr. SELVIG: Petition of Nashua Farmers Co-op 
Creamery Co., Nashua, Minn., favoring passage of the Brig- 
ham bill, H. R. 15934, to impose a tax of 10 cents per pound 
on all yellow oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

9968. Also, petition of American Legion Posts of Waubun 
and Mahnomen, Minn., favoring immediate cash payment of 
adjusted-service certificates at face value to veterans that 
desire payment thereof; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

9969. By Mr. SPARKS: Petition of 22 members of the 
Loyal Workers’ Sunday School Class, under the auspices of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Lincoln, 
Kans., favoring Federal supervision of motion pictures as 
provided in the Grant Hudson motion picture bill, H. R. 
9985; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

9970. Also, petition of the Ladies’ Aid, of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Logan, Kans., favoring Federal super- 
vision of motion pictures as provided in the Grant Hudson 
motion picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

9971. Also, petition of Priscilla Club, of Menlo, Kans., 
under auspices of the Women’s Club, for the Federal super- 
vision of motion pictures as provided in the Grant Hudson 
motion picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

9972. By Mr. SWICK: Petition of Wesley Douglass, R. F. D. 
3, Beaver Falls, Pa., and 38 members of Beaver County 
Pomona Grange, No. 68, Patrons of Husbandry, urging the 
enactment of the Sparks-Capper amendment, H. J. Res. 356, 
excluding unnaturalized aliens from the count of population 
for reapportionment of congressional districts among the 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9973. By Mr. TREADWAY: Resolutions of Eastern States 
Farmers’ Exchange, Springfield, Mass., protesting against 
the exemption from the usual 10-cent tax of oleomargarine 
colored by the use of unbleached palm oil; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

9974. By Mr. YATES: Petition of business men of the 
city of Chicago, III., protesting against any action of Con- 
gress for the cashing in whole or in part of the World War 
veterans’ adjusted-service certificates; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

9975. Also, petition of citizens of the State of Illinois, urg- 
ing the passage of legislation for the immediate payment of 
the adjusted-service certificates at full face value; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE 
THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 19, 1931 
(Legislative day of Tuesday, February 17, 1931) 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian, on the expiration 
of the recess. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Under the unanimous-consent 
order of yesterday the Chair lays before the Senate the 
bill (H. R. 17054) to increase the loan basis of adjusted- 
service certificates, which was reported from the Senate 
Committee on Finance without amendment. 

Mr. COPELAND obtained the floor. 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR STATE, JUSTICE, AND OTHER DEPARTMENTS— 
CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I have here the conference 
report on House bill 16110, making appropriations for the 
Departments of State, Justice, Commerce, and Labor for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1932. It is a complete report. 
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I do not think its consideration will require any time. If 
it does, I should not want to interfere with the debate on 
the bill which is now before the Senate. With that under- 
standing, I ask unanimous consent for the immediate con- 
sideration of the conference report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New 
York yield for that purpose? 
er es I do, assuming that it will lead to no 

A 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington 
has stated that he would not press it if it does. 

Mr. JONES. Yes; I would withdraw my request for 
present consideration if it should lead to any debate. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, may I ask 
the Senator from Washington if the report represents a 
complete agreement? : 

Mr. JONES. Yes; it does. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be received. 

Mr. JONES submitted the following report: 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 16110) making appropriations for the Depart- 
ments of State and Justice and for the Judiciary and for the 
Departments of Commerce and Labor for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 
9, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 
28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 
45, 46, 47, 48, 52, 53, 54, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 
74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 
91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 
107, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 122, 
123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 
136, 137, 138, 139, 140, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 148, 149, 
151, 153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, and 160. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 
147, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: “$1,960,588; in all, $1,985,588”; and the Senate 
agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: “ $2,000,000,” and on page 14 of the bill, in line 2, 
after the word “ expended,” insert the following: “: Pro- 
vided, That in expending appropriations for the foregoing 
purposes obligations shall not be incurred which will require 
expenditures in excess of the total of $10,000,000 now author- 
ized by law ”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert $1,587,709 ”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 49: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
49, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: “$328,160; in all, $343,160”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
50, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $646,700”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 51: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
51, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
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In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$80,000”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 55: That the House recede from 
‘its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
55, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert $8,992,640”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 51: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
61, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$736,280”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 62: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
62, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $1,013,131"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 63: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 63, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $518,220 ”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 64: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 64, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert $387,592’; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 65: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 65, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $78,200”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 66: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 66, 
‘and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert $62,599 ”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 67: That the House recede from its 
| disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 67, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
i lieu of the sum proposed insert $5,334,122 ”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 68: That the House recede from its 
, disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 68, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert $2,055,000 ”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 106: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
106, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$121,790”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 108: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
108, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $653,080”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 120: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
120, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the number proposed insert “sixty-one ”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 121: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
121, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$662,313”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 150: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
150, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$10,534,160”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 152: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
152, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
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In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $2,368,800”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 
W. L. JONES, 
FREDERICK HALE, 
Wm. J. HARRIS, 
KENNETH MCKELLAR, 
Gero. H. Moses, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mitton W. SHREVE, 
Gro. HOLDEN TINKHAM, 
Ernest R. ACKERMAN, 
ROBERT L. Bacon, 
W. B. OLIVER, 
ANTHONY J. GRIFFIN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
‘ CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator from New 
York yield to enable me to suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New' 
York yield for that purpose? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Ashurst George McGill Shortridge 
Barkley Gillett McKellar Smith 
B Glenn McNary Smoot 
Black Goff tealf Steck 
Blaine Goldsborough Morrison Stelwer 
Borah Gould rrow Stephens 
Bratton Hale wanson 
Brock Harris Norbeck Thomas, Idaho 
Broussard Harrison Norris Thomas, Okla 
Bulkley Hastings Nye Townsend 
Capper Hatfield Oddie Trammell 
Caraway wes Partridge Tydings 
y Hayden Patterson Vandenberg 

Connally Hebert Phipps Wagner 
Copeland Heflin Pine Walcott 
Couzens Howell Pittman alsh, 
Cutting Johnson Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 

e Jones Reed Waterman 
Davis Kean Robinson, Ark. Watson 
Dill Kendrick Robinson, Ind. Wheeler 
Fess Keyes Schall Williamson 
Fletcher Sheppard 
Frazier La Follette Shipstead 


Mr. SWANSON. I wish to announce that my colleague 
the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Guass] is necessarily 
detained from the Senate by illness in his family. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ninety Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

DEPORTATION OF CERTAIN ALIEN SEAMEN 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yesterday, while I was addressing the 
Senate on the business then before the Senate and while I 
had the floor, I was interrupted by a special order which had 
been fixed for the hour of 2.30 o’clock, and the business then 
before the Senate was laid aside. By unanimous consent it 
is again laid aside this morning for the consideration of the 
soldiers’ bonus measure. I merely desire to ask the Chair 
whether I have lost the floor by the various forms of pro- 
cedure. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that 
the Senator from Connecticut will be entitled to the floor 
when the unfinished business is again before the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a petition 
of sundry citizens of Clymer and vicinity, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the prompt ratification of the 
World Court protocols, which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHEPPARD presented the petition of Mrs. J. G. Mer- 
ritt and other citizens of Colorado, Tex., praying for the 
ratification of the World Court protocols this winter or 
spring, which was referred to the Commitee on Foreign 
Relations. ` 
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He also presented a letter in the nature of a memorial 
from ladies of the Sacred Heart parish, Houston, Tex., 
remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill 4582, per- 
mitting the importation, distribution, and sale of contracep- 
tive literature and instruments, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts presented petitions of 2,260 
citizens of the State of Massachusetts, praying for the 
prompt ratification of the World Court protocols, which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions numerously signed by sundry 
citizens of the State of Massachusetts praying for the passage 
of legislation making The Star-Spangled Banner the national 
anthem, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAPPER. presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Wichita and Arkansas City, both in the State of Kansas, 
praying for the passage of legislation making the Star- 
Spangled Banner the national anthem, which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Men’s Bible Class and 
the congregation of the College Hill Methodist Church, 
Wichita, Kans., praying for the passage of. the so-called 
Sparks-Capper stop alien representation amendment to the 
Constitution, for the exclusion of aliens in counting the 
population for the purpose of reapportioning the House of 
Representatives, which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. BINGHAM presented petitions numerously signed by 
sundry citizens of the State of Connecticut, praying for 
passage of legislation for the exemption of dogs from vivi- 
section in the District of Columbia, which were referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the New Haven Section, 
Council of Jewish Women, of New Haven, Conn., remon- 
strating against the passage of House Joint Resolution No. 
473, further restricting immigration for a period of two 
years, which was referred to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. 

He also presented a petition signed by approximately 300 
American citizens of Porto Rico, resident in New York, pray- 
ing for the passage of legislation now pending in Congress 
in the interest of Porto Rico, specifically bills creating a 
department of labor, extending aid for vocational education 
and rehabilitation, for agriculture, and to include Porto 
Rico in the general national policy for unemployment relief, 
which was referred to the Committee on Territories and 
Insular Affairs. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Jewish 
Community Council, of New Haven, Conn., remonstrating 
against the passage of legislation providing for the registra- 
tion of aliens, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions numerously signed by sun- 
dry citizens of Hartford, West Hartford, New Haven, West 
Haven, Bridgeport, Bristol, New Britain, Thomaston, Bridge- 
water, New Milford, and Danbury, all in the State of Con- 
necticut, praying for the passage of legislation making The 
Star-Spangled Banner the national anthem, which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions numerously signed by sun- 
dry citizens of Bridgeport, Hartford, Fairfield, New Haven, 
Stafford Springs, Wethersfield, Kent, Hanover, Baltic, Put- 
nam, West Haven, New London, Waterbury, Middletown, 
Forestville, Higganum, Greenwich, Windsor, Washington, 
and Norwalk, all in the State of Connecticut, praying for 
the prompt ratification of the World Court protocols, which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of citizens associated with 
the Florida Chain of Missionary Assemblies, praying for 
the prompt ratification of the World Court protocols, which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Hawaii 
Branch of the National League of Women Voters, Honolulu, 
Hawaii, praying for the prompt ratification of the World 
Court protocols, which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. f 

He also presented a petition of members of the Brother- 
hood Bible Class and sundry citizens of Ansonia, Conn., 
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praying for the prompt ratification of the World Court 
protocols, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

ERNEST A. MICHEL 


Mr, SCHALL. Mr. President, I desire to read into the 
RECORD a telegram from Ernest A. Michel. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the clerk 
will read the telegram. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., February 19, 1931. 
Hon. THomas D. SCHALL, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.: 

Any further delay in the appointment of a Federal judge 
would be unfair to the State of Minnesota, Naturally, as an 
aspirant for such high office, I possess feelings of regret that the 
indorsements of yourself, Senator Suripsreap, the full congres- 
sional ion, our governor, and Chief Justice of our Supreme 
Court as well as my many supporters have been ignored. I shall 
always be grateful to you and to all my other interested friends 
for the generous and splendid support which you and they have 
accorded me in face of an opposition without precedent. While 
I realize, of course, the difficulties which confront every aspirant 
for a Federal judicial office whose professional life has been 
largely concerned with the affairs of the average man, neverthe- 
less I would hardly be human did I not regret and resent what 
I must regard as the unjust and unfair attacks made on me by 
those in high places through the public press. Attacks which I, 
as a private citizen, had to bear in silence. I can not ask you to 
do more, and with gratitude for what you have done I hereby 
release you from further activity in my behalf. I trust I may 
with propriety express the hope that a man will be selected for 
this high office who will always remember in the performance of 
his duty that human rights should be regarded as possessing an 
equality with the rights of property. 

ERNEST A. MICHEL. 


Mr. SCHALL. Mr. President, I also have a short letter 
to the President on this subject, which I ask to have read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the clerk 
will read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Untrep STATES SENATE, 


February 18, 1931. 
The Hon. HERBERT Hoover, 
President of the United States, White House. 

DEAR Mr. Prestpent: Answering your favor of the 18th, I am ex- 
ceedingly sorry that Ernest A. Michel is denied a chance to answer 
the unjust charge made against him by the Attorney General. 
Realizing, however, that Minnesota needs a judge, and in com- 
pliance with your request, I am herewith submitting the names 
of 10 lawyers for the position of Federal judge in Minnesota, as 
per your suggestion, and sincerely hope that you will find from 
among this list one name which will be satisfactory to you: 

Frank Ellsworth, Minneapolis; M. M. Joyce, Minneapolis; Mark 
Wooley, Minneapolis; Thomas McMeekin, St. Paul; Frank Murphy, 
Wheaton; John Roeser, St. Cloud; John P. Devaney, Minneapolis; 
Thomas Mangan, Morris; George R. Smith, Minneapolis; Charles 


THOMAS D. SCHALL. 
MUSCLE SHOALS—CONFERENCE REPORT (S. DOC. NO. 272) 


Mr. McNARY submitted the following report, which was 
ordered to be printed: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the joint 
resolution (S. J. Res. 49) to provide for the national defense 
by the creation of a corporation for the operation of the 
Government properties at and near Muscle Shoals, in the 
State of Alabama, and for other purposes, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the House to the text of the joint resolution 
and agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the language put in by the House insert the fol- 
lowing: 

“That for the purpose of maintaining and operating the 
properties now owned by the United States in the vicinity 
of Muscle Shoals, Ala., in the interest of the national de- 
fense and for agricultural and industrial development, and 
to aid navigation and the control of destructive flood waters 
in the Tennessee River and Mississippi River Basins, there 
is hereby created a body corporate by the name of the 
‘Muscle Shoals Corporation of the United States’ (herein- 
after referred to as the corporation). The board of direc- 
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tors first appointed shall be deemed the incorporators and 
the jncorporation shall be held to have been effected from 
the date of the first meeting of the board. This act may be 
cited as the ‘ Muscle Shoals act of 1931.’ 

“Sec. 2. (a) The board of directors of the corporation 
(hereinafter referred to as the board, shall be composed of 
three members, not more than two of whom shall be mem- 
bers of the same political party, to be appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate. The board shall organize by electing a chairman, 
vice chairman, and other officers, agents, and employees, 
and shall proceed to carry out the provisions of this act. 

“(b) The terms of office of the members first taking office 
after the approval of this act shall expire as designated by 
the President at the time of nomination, one at the end of 
the second year, one at the end of the fourth year, and one 
at the end of the sixth year, after the date of approval of 
this act. A successor to a member of the board shall be 
appointed in the same manner as the original members and 
shall have a term of office expiring six years from the date 
of the expiration of the term for which his predecessor was 
appointed. 

„%) Any member appointed to fill a vacancy in the board 
occurring prior to the expiration of the term for which his 
predecessor was appointed shall be appointed for the re- 
mainder of such term. 

„d) Vacancies in the board so long as there shall be two 
members in office shall not impair the powers of the board 
to execute the functions of the corporation, and two of the 
members in office shall constitute a quorum for the trans- 
action of the business of the board. 

“(e) Each of the members of the board shall be a citizen 
of the United States and shall receive compensation at the 
rate of $50 per day for each day that he shall be actually 
engaged in the performance of the duties vested in the 
board, to be paid by the corporation as current expenses, 
not to exceed, however, 150 days for the first year after the 
date of the approval of this act, and not to exceed 100 days 
in any year thereafter. Members of the board shall be 
reimbursed by the corporation for actual expenses (includ- 
ing traveling and subsistence expenses) incurred by them 
while in the performance of the duties vested in the board 
by this act. 

“(f) No director shall have any financial interest in any 
public-utility corporation engaged in the business of dis- 
tributing and selling power to the public nor in any cor- 
poration engaged in the manufacture, selling, or distribu- 
tion of fixed nitrogen, or any ingredients thereof, nor shall 
any member have any interest in any business that may 
be adversely affected by the success of the Muscle Shoals 
project as a producer of concentrated fertilizers. 

“(g) The board shall direct the exercise of all the powers 
of the corporation. 

“(h) All members of the board shall be persons that pro- 
fess a belief in the feasibility and wisdom, having in view 
the national defense and the encouragement of interstate 
commerce, of producing fixed nitrogen under this act of such 
kinds and at such prices as to induce the reasonable expec- 
tation that the farmers will buy said products, and that by 
reason thereof the corporation may be a self-sustaining and 
continuing success. 

“Sec. 3. (a) The chief executive officer of the corporation 
shall be a general manager, who shall be responsible to the 
board for the efficient conduct of the business of the cor- 
poration. The board shall appoint the general manager, and 
shall select a man for such appointment who has demon- 
strated his capacity as a business executive. The general 
manager shall be appointed to hold office for 10 years, but 
he may be removed by the board for cause, and his term of 
office shall end upon repeal of this act, or by amendment 
thereof expressly providing for the termination of his office. 
Should the office of general manager become vacant for any 
reason, the board shall appoint his successor as herein 
provided. 

“(b) The general manager shall appoint, with the advice 
and consent of the board, two assistant managers who shall 
be responsible to him, and through him, to the board. One 
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of the assistant managers shall be a man possessed of 
knowledge, training, and experience to render him compe- 
tent and expert in the production of fixed nitrogen. The 
other assistant manager shall be a man trained and experi- 
enced in the field of production and distribution of hydro- 
electric power. The general manager may at any time, for 
cause, remove any assistant manager, and appoint his suc- 
cessor as above provided. He shall immediately thereafter 
make a report of such action to the board, giving in detail 
the reason therefor. He shall employ, with the approval of 
the board, all other agents, clerks, attorneys, employees, and 
laborers. 

“(c) The combined salaries of the general manager and 
the assistant managers shall not exceed the sum of $50,000 
per annum, to be apportioned and fixed by the board. 

“Sec. 4. Except as otherwise specifically provided in this 
act, the corporation— 

“(a) Shall have succession in its corporate name. 

“(b) May sue and be sued in its corporate name, but only 
for the enforcement of contracts and the defense of property. 

“(c) May adopt and use a corporate seal, which shall be 
judicially noticed. 

“(d) May make contracts, but only as herein authorized. 

“(e) May adopt, amend, and repeal by-laws. 

“(f) May purchase or lease and hold such personal prop- 
erty as it deems necessary or convenient in the transaction 
of its business, and may dispose of any such personal prop- 
erty held by it. 

“ (g) May appoint such officers, employees, attorneys, and 
agents as are necessary for the transaction of its business, 
fix their compensation, define generally their duties, require 
bonds of them and fix the penalties thereof, and dismiss at 
pleasure any such officer, employee, attorney, or agent, and 
provide a system of organization to fix responsibility and 
promote efficiency. 

ch) The board shall require that the general manager 
and the two assistant managers, the secretary and the treas- 
urer, the bookkeeper or bookkeepers, and such other ad- 
ministrative and executive officers as the board may see fit 
to include, shall execute and file before entering upon their 
several offices good and sufficient surety bonds, in such 
amount and with such surety as the board shall approve. 

“ (i) Shall have all such powers as may be necessary or 
appropriate for the exercise of the powers herein specifically 
conferred upon the corporation, including the right to exer- 
cise the power of eminent domain. 

“Sec. 5. The board is hereby authorized and directed 

“(a) To operate existing plants for experimental pur- 
poses, to construct, maintain, and operate experimental 
plants at or near Muscle Shoals for the manufacture of 
fertilizer or any of the ingredients comprising fertilizer for 
experimental purposes; 

“(b) To contract with commercial producers for the pro- 
duction of such fertilizers or fertilizer materials as may be 
needed in the Government’s program of development and 
introduction in excess of that produced by Government 
plants. Such contracts may provide either for outright pur- 
chase by the Government or only for the payment of carry- 
ing charges on special materials manufactured at the Gov- 
ernment’s request for its program; 

“(c) To arrange with farmers and farm organizations 
for large-scale practical use of the new forms of fertilizers 
under conditions permitting an accurate measure of the 
economic return they produce; 

“ (d) To cooperate with National, State, district, or 
county experimental stations or demonstration farms, for 
the use of new forms of fertilizer or fertilizer practices dur- 
ing the initial or experimental period of their introduction; 

“(e) The board shall manufacture fixed nitrogen at 
Muscle Shoals by the employment of existing facilities (by 
modernizing existing plants), or by any other process or 
processes that in its judgment shall appear wise and profit- 
able for the fixation of atmospheric nitrogen. The fixed 
nitrogen provided for in this act shall be in such form and 
in combination with such other ingredients as shall make 
such nitrogen immediately available and practical for use by 
farmers in application to soil and crops. 
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“(f) Under the authority of this act the board may donate 
not exceeding 1 per cent of the total product of the plant 
or plants operated by it to be fairly and equitably dis- 
tributed through the agency of county demonstration agents, 
agricultural colleges, or otherwise as the board may direct 
for experimentation, education, and introduction of the use 
of such products in cooperation with practical farmers so 
as to obtain information as to the value, effect, and best 
methods of use of same. 

“(g) The board is authorized to make alterations, modi- 
fications, or improvements in existing plants and facilities. 

“(h) To establish, maintain, and operate laboratories and 
experimental plants, and to undertake experiments for the 
purpose of enabling the corporation to furnish nitrogen 
products for military and agricultural purposes in the most 
economical manner and at the highest standard of efficiency. 

„J) The board shail have power to request the assistance 
and advice of any officer, agent, or employee of any execu- 
tive department or of any independent office of the United 
States, to enable the corporation the better to carry out 
its powers successfully, and the President shall, if in his 
opinion the public interest, service, and economy so require, 
direct that such assistance, advice, and service be rendered 
to the corporation, and any individual that may be by the 
President directed to render such assistance, advice, and 
service shall be thereafter subject to the orders, rules, and 
regulations of the board and of the general manager. 

“(j) Upon the requisition of the Secretary of War or the 
Secretary of the Navy to manufacture for and sell at cost to 
the United States explosives or their nitrogenous content. 

“(k) Upon the requisition of the Secretary of War the 
corporation shall allot and deliver without charge to the 
War Department so much power as shall be necessary in 
the judgment of said department for use in operation of all 
locks, lifts, or other facilities in aid of navigation. 

“(1) To produce, distribute, and sell electric power, as 
herein particularly specified. 

“(m) No products of the corporation shall be sold for use 
outside of the United States, her Territories, and possessions, 
except to the United States Government for the use of its 
Army and Navy or to its allies in case of war. 

“ Sec. 6. In order to enable the corporation to exercise the 
powers vested in it by this act— 
da) The exclusive use, possession, and control of the 

United States nitrate plants Nos. 1 and 2, located respec- 
tively, at Sheffield, Ala., and Muscle Shoals, Ala., together 
with all real estate and buildings connected therewith, all 
tools and machinery, equipment, accessories, and materials 
belonging thereto, and all laboratories and plants used as 
auxiliaries thereto; the fixed-nitrogen research laboratory, 
the Waco limestone quarry, in Alabama, and Dam No. 2, 
located at Muscle Shoals, its power house, and all hydro- 
electric and operating appurtenances (except the locks), and 
all machinery, lands, and buildings in connection therewith, 
and all appurtenances thereof are hereby entrusted to the 
corporation for the purposes of this act. 

“(b) The President of the United States is authorized to 
provide for the transfer to the corporation of the use, pos- 
session, and control of such other real or personal property 
of the United States as he may from time to time deem 
necessary and proper for the purposes of the corporation as 
herein stated. 

“Sec. 7. (a) The corporation shall maintain its principal 
office in the immediate vicinity of Muscle Shoals, Ala. The 
corporation shall be held to be an inhabitant and resident 
of the northern judicial district of Alabama within the 
meaning of the laws of the United States relating to venue 
of civil suits. 

“(b) The corporation shall at all times maintain com- 
plete and accurate books of accounts. 

“Sec. 8. (a) The board shall file with the President and 
with the Congress, in December of each year, a financial 
statement and a complete report as to the business of the 
corporation covering the preceding fiscal year. This report 
shall include the total number of employees and the names, 
salaries, and duties of those receiving compensation at the 
rate of more than $2,500 a year. 
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“(b) The board shall require a careful and scrutinizing 
audit and accounting by the General Accounting Office dur- 
ing each governmental fiscal year of operation under this 
act, and said audit shall be open to inspection to the public 
at all times and copies thereof shall be filed in the principal 
office of the Muscle Shoals Corporation at Muscle Shoals 
in the State of Alabama. Once during each fiscal year the 
President of the United States shall have power, and it 
shall be his duty, upon the written request of at least two 
members of the board, to appoint a firm of certified public 
accountants of his own choice and selection which shall 
have free and open access to all books, accounts, plants, 
warehouses, offices, and all other places, and records, be- 
longing to or under the control of or used by the corporation 
in connection with the business authorized by this act. And 
the expenses of such audit so directed by the President shall 
be paid by the board and charged as part of the operating 
expenses of the corporation. 

“Sec. 9. The board is hereby empowered and authorized 
to sell the surplus power not used in its operations and for 
operation of locks and other works generated at said steam 
plant and said dam to States, counties, municipalities, cor- 
porations, partnerships, or individuals, according to the poli- 
cies hereinafter set forth, and to carry out said authority the 
board is authorized to enter into contracts for such sale for 
a term not exceeding 10 years and in the sale of such cur- 
rent by the board it shall give preference to States, counties, 
or municipalities purchasing said current for distribution to 
citizens and customers: Provided further, That all contracts 
made with private companies or individuals for the sale of 
power, which power is to be resold for a profit, shall contain 
a provision authorizing the board to cancel said contract 
upon two years’ notice in writing, if the board needs said 
power to supply the demands of States, counties, or munici- 
palit ies. 

“Sec. 10. It is hereby declared to be the policy of the 
Government to distribute the surplus power generated at 
Muscle Shoals equitably among the States, counties, and 


municipalities within transmission distance of Muscle Shoals. ` 


“Sec. 11. In order to place the board upon a fair basis 
for making such contracts and for receiving bids for the 
sale of such power it is hereby expressly authorized either 
from appropriations made by Congress or from funds secured 
from the sale of such power to construct, lease, or authorize 
the construction of transmission lines within on 
distance in any direction from said Dam No. 2 and said 
steam plant: Provided, That if any State, county, munici- 
pality, or other public or cooperative organization of citi- 
zens or farmers, not organized or doing business for profit, 
but for the purpose of supplying electricity to its own citi- 
zens or members, or any two or more of such municipalities 
or organizations, shall construct or agree to construct a 
transmission line to Muscle Shoals, the board is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to contract with such State, county, 
municipality, or other organization, or two or more of them, 
for the sale of electricity for a term not exceeding 30 years, 
and in any such case the board shall give to such State, 
county, municipality, or other organization ample time to 
fully comply with any local law now in existence or hereafter 
enacted providing for the necessary legal authority for such 
State, county, municipality, or other organization to contract 
with the board for such power: Provided further, That all 
contracts entered into between the corporation and any mu- 
nicipality or other political subdivision shall provide that the 
electric power shall be sold and distributed to the ultimate 
consumer without discrimination as between consumers of 
the same class, and such contract shall be void if a discrim- 
inatory rate, rebate, or other special concession is made or 
given to any consumer or user by the municipality or other 
political subdivision: And provided further, That any sur- 
plus power not so sold as above provided to States, counties, 
municipalities, or other said organizations, before the board 
shall sell the same to any person or corporation engaged in 
the distribution and resale of electricity for profit, it shall 
require said person or corporation to agree that any resale of 
such electric power by said person or corporation shall be 


sold to the ultimate consumer of such electric power at a 
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price that shall not exceed an amount fixed as reasonable, 
just, and fair by the Federal Power Commission; and in case 
of any such sale if an amount is charged the ultimate con- 
sumer which is in excess of the price so deemed to be just, 
reasonable, and fair by the Federal Power Commission, the 
contract for such sale between the board and such distrib- 
utor of electricity shall be declared null and void and the 
same shall be canceled by the board. 4 
“Sec. 12. Five per cent of the gross proceeds received by 
the board for the sale of power generated at Dam No. 2, or 
from the steam plant located in that vicinity, or from any 
other steam plant hereafter constructed in the State of Ala- 
bama, shall be paid to the State of Alabama; and 5 per cent 
of the gross proceeds from the sale of power generated at Cove 
Creek Dam, hereinafter provided for, shall be paid to the 
State of Tennessee. Upon the completion of said Cove Creek 
Dam the board shall ascertain how much excess power is 
thereby generated at Dam No. 2, and from the gross pro- 
ceeds of the sale of such excess power 2% per cent shall be 
paid to the State of Alabama and 2% per cent to the State 
of Tennessee. In ascertaining the gross proceeds from the 
sale of such power upon which a percentage is paid to the 
States of Alabama and Tennessee the board shall not take 
into consideration the proceeds of any power sold to the 
Government of the United States, or any department of the 
Government of the United States used in the operation of 
any locks on the Tennessee River, or for any experimental 
purpose, or for the manufacture of fertilizer or any of the 
ingredients thereof, or for any other governmental purpose. 
The net proceeds derived by the board from the sale of 
power and any of the products manufactured by the corpo- 
ration, after deducting the cost of operation, maintenance, 
depreciation, and an amount deemed by the board as neces- 
sary to withhold as operating capital, shall be paid into the 
Treasury of the United States at the end of each calendar 
year. 

“Sec. 13. The Secretary of War is hereby empowered and 
directed to complete Dam No. 2 at Muscle Shoals, Ala., 
and the steam plant at nitrate plant No. 2, in the vicinity 
of Muscle Shoals, by installing in Dam No. 2 the additional 
power units according to the plans and specifications of 
said dam, and the additional power unit in the steam plant 
at nitrate plant No. 2: Provided, That the Secretary of War 
shall not install the additional power unit in said steam plant 
until, after investigation, he shall be satisfied that the foun- 
dation of said steam plant is sufficiently stable or has been 


made sufficiently stable to sustain the additional weight |. 


made necessary by such installation. 

“ Sec. 14. It is hereby declared to be the policy of the Gov- 
ernment to utilize the Muscle Shoals properties for the fix- 
ation of nitrogen for agricultural purposes in time of peace. 

“Sec. 15. The Secretary of War is hereby authorized, with 
appropriations hereafter to be made available by the Con- 
gress, to construct, either directly or by contract to the low- 
est responsible bidder, after due advertisement, a dam in and 
across Clinch River in the State of Tennessee, which has by 
long usage become known and designated as the Cove Creek 
Dam, according to the latest and most approved designs of 
the Chief of Engineers, including its power house and hydro- 
electric installations and equipment for the generation of at 
least 200,000 horsepower, in order that the waters of the said 
Clinch River may be impounded and stored above said dam 
for the purpose of increasing and regulating the flow of the 
Clinch River and the Tennessee River below, so that the 
maximum amount of primary power may be developed at 
Dam No. 2 and at any and all other dams below the said 
Cove Creek Dam. 

“ Sec. 16. In order to enable and empower the Secretary of 
War to carry out the authority hereby conferred, in the most 
economical and efficient manner, he is hereby authorized 
and empowered in the exercise of the powers of national 
defense in aid of navigation, and in the control of the flood 
waters of the Tennessee and Mississippi Rivers, constituting 
channels of interstate commerce, to exercise the right of 
eminent domain and to condemn all lands, easements, rights 
of way, and other area necessary in order to obtain a site 
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for said Cove Creek Dam, and the flowage rights for the res- 
ervoir of water above said dam, and to negotiate and con- 
clude contracts with States, counties, municipalities, and all 
State agencies and with railroads, railroad corporations, 
common carriers, and all public-utility commissions and any 
other person, firm, or corporation, for the relocation of rail- 
road tracks, highways, highway bridges, mills, ferries, electric- 
light plants, and any and all other properties, enterprises, and 
projects whose removal may be necessary in order to carry 
out the provisions of this act. When said Cove Creek Dam 
and transportation facilities and power house shall have 
been completed, the possession, use, and control thereof shall 
be intrusted to the corporation for use and operation in con- 
nection with the general Muscle Shoals project and to pro- 
mote flood control and navigation in the Tennessee River, 
and in the Clinch River. 

“Sec. 17. The corporation, as an instrumentality and 
agency of the Government of the United States for the pur- 
pose of executing its constitutional powers, shall have access 
to the Patent Office of the United States for the purpose of 
studying, ascertaining, and copying all methods, formule, 
and scientific information (not including access to pending 
applications for patents) necessary to enable the corporat, on 
to use and employ the most efficacious and economical proc- 
ess for the production of fixed nitrogen, or any essential in- 
gredient of fertilizer, and any patentee whose patent rights 
may have been thus in any way copied, used, or employed 
by the exercise of this authority by the corporation shall 
have as the exclusive remedy of a cause of action to be in- 
stituted and prosecuted on the equity side of the appropriate 
district court of the United States for the recovery of rea- 
sonable compensation. The Commissioner of Patents shall 
furnish to the corporation, at its request and without pay- 
ment of fees, copies of documents on file in his office. 

“Sec. 18. The Government of the United States hereby 
reserves the right, in case of war or national emergency 
declared by Congress, to take possession of all or any part of 
the property described or referred to in this act for the pur- 
pose of manufacturing explosives or for other war purposes; 
but, if this right is exercised by the Government, it shall 
pay the reasonable and fair damages that may be suffered 
by any party whose contract for the purchase of electric 
power or fixed nitrogen or fertilizer ingredients is hereby 
violated, after the amount of the damages have been fixed 
by the United States Court of Claims in proceedings insti- 
tuted and conducted for that purpose under rules prescribed 
by the court. 

“Sec. 19. (a) All general penal statutes relating to the 
larceny, embezzlement, conversion, or to the improper han- 
dling, retention, use, or disposal of public moneys or property 
of the United States, shall apply to the moneys and property 
of the corporation and to moneys and properties of the 
United States intrusted to the corporation. 

“(b) Any person who, with intent to defraud the corpora- 
tion, or to deceive any director or officer of the corporation 
or any officer or employee of the United States (1) makes 
any false entry in any book of the corporation, or (2) makes 
any false report or statement for the corporation, shall, 
upon conviction thereof, be fined not more than $10,000 or 
imprisoned not more than five years, or both. 

“(c) Any person who shall receive any compensation, 
rebate, or reward, or shall enter into any conspiracy, collu- 
sion, or agreement, express or implied, with intent to defraud 
the corporation or wrongfully and unlawfully to defeat its 
purposes, shall on conviction thereof, be fined not more than 
$5,000 or imprisoned not more than five years, or both. 

“Sec. 20. In order that the board may not be delayed in 
carrying out the program authorized herein the sum of 
$10,000,000 is hereby authorized to be appropriated for that 
purpose from the Treasury of the United States, of which 
not to exceed $2,000,000 shall be made available with which 
to begin construction of Cove Creek Dam during the calendar 
year 1931. 

“Sec. 21. That all appropriations necessary to carry out 
the provisions of this act are hereby authorized. 

“Sec. 22. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict here-, 
with are hereby repealed. 
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“ Sec. 23. That this act shall take effect immediately. 

“ Sec. 24. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is 
hereby expressly declared and reserved. 

“ Sec. 25. That for 12 months following the passage of this 
act, the President of the United States is hereby given 
authority to lease, for a term not exceeding 50 years, to 
any person, firm, or corporation, the nitrate plants now 
owned by the Government at Muscle Shoals, Ala. Said 
lease shall include the Waco quarry, the railroad switches 
connecting said quarry with the Southern Railway, and 
other structures connected therewith and necessary for the 
operation of said railroad, for the operation of said Waco 
quarry and for the operation of said nitrate plants Nos. 1 
and 2, but not including steam-generating plants. The 
lease shall also include the machinery, tools, and equipment 
connected with said quarry, said railroad switches, and said 
nitrate plants; also, the houses and residences in the vicinity 
of said quarry and said nitrate plants for the purpose of 
housing the employees and others needed in the operation 
of said quarry, said railroad, and said nitrate plants, but not 
including houses and buildings connected with either of 
said steam plants and used and occupied or useful for the 
occupation of employees and others operating said steam 
plants and not including that portion of the reservation west 
of Spring Creek. Said lease shall be made upon the follow- 
ing conditions, to wit: 

„% The rental to be paid for the leasing of such prop- 
erty shall be in such amounts and payable at such times as 
in the judgment of the President shall be fair and just. 

“(b) The lessee shall covenant to keep said property in 
first-class condition during the entire term of said lease. 

“(c) The lessee shall covenant to operate said plants and 
use said property exclusively in the production and manu- 
facture of fertilizer and fertilizer ingredients to be used in 
the manufacture or production of fertilizer, and if, in the 
manufacture of fertilizer or fertilizer ingredients, a by- 
product is produced which is not an ingredient of fertilizer, 
the lessee shall have authority to sell and dispose of such by- 
product as the lessee shall see fit and shall likewise have 
authority to process such by-product so as to prepare the 
same for a market. 

“ Provided, however, That in consideration of the lessee 
complying with the requirements as to the manufacture of 
fertilizer as prescribed in subsection (d) of this section, the 
lessee shall have the right during the term of the lease to 
purchase under provisions of section 26 hereof, an amount 
of primary power from the corporation equal to 15 per cent 
of the amount of power used by the lessee in the production 
of fertilizer, but such 15 per cent of power so purchased 
shall be entirely independent of, and not used in connection 
with the leased premises, nor shall the power so purchased 
be used for the processing or further manufacture of any 
product produced or manufactured on the leased premises 
except such by-products as are not ingredients of fertilizer, 
and in no way shall said power or any machinery operated 
by it be connected directly or indirectly with the power used 
for the production of fertilizer or fertilizer ingredients on 
said leased premises, and no part of the property herein 
leased shall be used either directly or indirectly for any pur- 
pose in connection with the said 15 per cent of power to 
which the said lessee is given a preferential right. 

“ Provided further, That the said lessee shall be entitled to 
such quantity of secondary power, subject to all the condi- 
tions herein set forth applying to said 15 per cent of pri- 
mary power as in the judgment of the President is fair and 
equitable. 

„d) Said lease shall also provide that there must be manu- 
factured under said lease annually at least a prescribed 
amount of nitrogenous plant food of a kind and quality and in 
a form available as plant food and capable of being applied 
directly to the soil in connection with the growth of crops; 
and that such lease shall also contain a stipulation requir- 
ing the lessee to produce within three years and six months 
from the date such lease shall become effective, such fer- 
tilizer or fertilizer ingredients containing not less than 
10,000 tons of fixed nitrogen, and shall require periodic in- 
creases in quantity of such fertilizer or fertilizer ingredients 
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from time to time as the market demands may reasonably 
require. Such lease shall also provide that such increases 
shall, within 12 years after such lease becomes effective, 
reach the maximum production capacity of such plant or 
plants as the board may find to be economically adapted to 
the fixation of nitrogen, if the reasonable demands of the 
market shall justify the same, except when the nitrogen 
produced is required for national defense, or when the mar- 
ket demands for the same are satisfied by the maintenance 
in storage and unsold of such fertilizer or fertilizer in- 
gredients containing at least 2,500 tons of fixed nitrogen, 
but whenever said stock in storage shall fall below the quan- 
tity containing 2,500 tons of fixed nitrogen, the production 
of such nitrogen, and the manufacture of such fertilizer or 
fertilizer ingredients shall thereupon be resumed. Said lease 
shall also provide that the sale of such fertilizer or fertilizer 
ingredients to be used as fertilizer by the said lessee shall be 
at a price to include the cost of production and not exceed- 
ing 8 per cent profit on the turnover produced, and the cost 
shall include whatever may be paid to the Government for 
the use of that part of Government property employed by 
the lessee in manufacturing such fertilizer or fertilizer in- 
gredients to be used as fertilizer and also not exceeding 6 
per cent on any capital invested by the lessee in improve- 
ments to existing plants or in additional plants employed in 
the manufacture of fertilizer or fertilizer ingredients to be 
used as fertilizer, and shall include a reasonable actual 
carrying charge (exclusive of 8 per cent profit thereon) on 
the stocks of such fertilizer and fertilizer ingredients as are 
held in storage and unsold for a year or more as the market 
demands as above provided shall be satisfied. There shall 
not be included as part of the cost of producing such fer- 
tilizer or fertilizer ingredients any royalty for the use by 
such lessee of any patent, patent right, or patented process 
belonging to the lessee, or in which the lessee has any in- 
terest, or belonging to any subsidiary or allied corporation, 
or belonging to or controlled by any officer or agent of the 
lessee of any such allied or subsidiary corporation, and if 
the lessee should buy any patent, patent right, or patented 
process with the hope and expectation of thereby reducing 
the cost of manufacturing such fertilizer or fertilizer in- 
gredients, or of processing any by-product as hereinbefore 
permitted, then such sum of money as shall be so paid by 
the lessee shall be considered and treated in the accounting 
of the cost of such fertilizer or fertilizer ingredients as in- 
vestment in the nature of plant account, and not as current 
expenses, and such costs shall be written off on the expira- 
tion of any junior patent or license so acquired. For the 
annual determination of the cost of such fertilizer and fer- 
tilizer ingredients there shall be appointed by the board a 
production engineer, and by the lessee another production 
engineer and by these a firm of certified public accountants, 
and these three shall proceed to ascertain and compute the 
cost of producing such fertilizer and fertilizer ingredients; 
and in the event of any disagreement the two said engineers 
shall select a third production engineer who shall hear and 
consider the contentions and decide the issues, and such de- 
cision shall be binding upon all parties for the year for which 
the determination shall have been made. A copy of such 
audit and decision shall be filed each year with the board 
and by it preserved. The expenses incident to this provision 
shall be paid by the lessee and shall be charged as an item 
in the cost of producing such fertilizer or fertilizer in- 
gredients. If such annual cost determination discloses that 
any purchasers have paid a cost for fertilizer or fertilizer 
ingredients in excess of that allowable under this act, then 
the lessee shall refund such excess to the respective pur- 
chasers. 

“(e) The said lessee shall give to the said corporation a 
good and sufficient bond to be approved by the President of 
the United States, conditioned upon monthly payments to 
the corporation during the term of said lease for all the 
power sold by the said corporation to the said lessee. 

“Sec. 26. The corporation hereinbefore referred to, oper- 
ating the steam plants at Muscle Shoals and Dam No. 
2 and any other steam and hydroelectric power facilities 

constructed or built as hereinbefore 
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provided in this act, shall supply the said lessee with the 
power necessary for the operation of the properties leased 
and for the other manufacturing purposes mentioned in 
subdivision (c) of section 25 hereof at a price which shall be 
deemed fair and just by the President and the board. 

“Sec. 27. For a period of 12 months after the passage 
of this act, all the provisions of this act relating to the 
activities of said corporation in the manufacture and pro- 
duction of fertilizer and fertilizer ingredients and to the 
operation of any of the property authorized to be leased by 
this act are hereby suspended; and if, within said period, 
the President leases the property authorized to be leased, 
such suspension shall continue during the entire time said 
lease is in effect. 

“Sec. 28. If within 12 months after the passage of this 
act no lease is made by the President as herein authorized, 
then authority to make such lease shall cease and sections 
25, 26, and 27 shall, at the end of said 12 months’ period, 
become null and void and all the other provisions hereof, 
which have been suspended for said period of 12 months, 
shall at once go into full force and effect.” 

Amend the title to read as follows: 

“To provide for the national defense by the creation of a 
corporation for the operation of the Government properties 
at and near Muscle Shoals, in the State of Alabama; to 
authorize the letting of the Muscle Shoals properties under 
certain conditions; and for other purposes.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

Cuas. L. McNary, 
G. W. NORRIS, 
E. D. SMITH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
HARRY M. WURZBACH, 
PERCY E. QUIN, 
HUBERT F. FISHER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Chaffee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
passed without amendment the following bills of the Senate: 

S. 5987. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near Culbertson, Mont.; 

S. 6064. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at or near Cannelton, Ind.; and 

S. 6105. An act to authorize the construction on Govern- 
ment Island, Alameda, Calif., of buildings required by the 
Bureau of Public Roads and Forest Service of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and the Coast Guard of the Treasury 
Department. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 15256) making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, and that the House 
had receded from its disagreement to the amendments of 
the Senate Nos. 130 and 131 to said bill and agreed to the 
same with an amendment, in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


The message further announced that the Speaker had 
affixed his signature to the following enrolled bills, and they 
were signed by the Vice President: 

S. 4051. An act authorizing the Pillager Bands of Chip- 
pewa Indians, residing in the State of Minnesota, to submit 
claims to the Court of Claims; 

S. 5987. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near Culbertson, Mont.; 

S. 6064. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at or near Cannelton, Ind.; and 8 
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S. 6105. An act to authorize the construction on Govern- 
ment Island, Alameda, Calif., of buildings required by the 
Bureau of Public Roads and Forest Service of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and the Coast Guard of the Treasury 
Department. 

TRANSPORTATION OF SCHOOL CHILDREN—CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I submit a conference re- 
port and ask unanimous consent for its immediate consid- 
eration. It is the conference report on the bill (H. R. 
12571) providing for transportation of school children of 
the District of Columbia at reduced fares. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I want to ask just what the 
agreement provides as to school children’s fares? 

Mr. CAPPER. The bill as passed originally by the House 
provided a fare of 2 cents for school children in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. The Senate amended the bill so as to 
provide for a one-half fare, which was one-half of the total 
regular rate, or 334 cents. The conferees agreed on a com- 
promise rate of 3 cents for all school children. It is a unani- 
mous report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will be received. 

Mr. CAPPER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 12571) entitled “An act to provide for the transpor- 
tation of school children in the District of Columbia at a 
reduced fare,” having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate and agree to the same with the 
following amendment: 

In line 7 of the engrossed Senate amendment, after the 
word “ exceed,” strike out the language down to and includ- 
ing the word “fares,” in line 8, and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ three cents ”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

ARTHUR CAPPER, 

JOHN J. BLAINE, 

-ROYAL S. COPELAND, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

F. N. ZIHLMAN, 

CLARENCE J. McLeop, 

Mary T. NORTON, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the report? 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, we have a unanimous- 
consent agreement this morning to proceed with the con- 
sideration of the soldiers’ adjusted-service certificates meas- 
ure. I would have no objection to the present consideration 
of the conference report if it leads to no debate. Neverthe- 
less I think it is best to have the regular order. The Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. CopeLanpD] has the floor. If he 
yields for the submission of reports, the introduction of bills 
and matters of that kind, that is different, but it seems to 
me we ought to have the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded. 
The conference report will lie on the table. 

ADMINISTRATION OF RELIEF BY RED CROSS 


Mr. DILL. Mr. President, during the discussion of the 
drought relief measures I did not take any considerable part. 
I voted for the compromise agreement the other day, not 
because I believed in it but because I thought it was the 
best we could get, and that it was better to give help to 
farmers who had security than not to give anybody help 
at all. However, I find in the New York World this morn- 
ing a dispatch from Seattle that leads me to call to the 
attention of the Senate what the Red Cross is refusing to 
do in the way of helping people who are in need of food. 

When the Red Cross made its call for $10,000,000 the people 
of the Northwest, particularly those in my own State, felt 
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that they could not afford to contribute money, that the 
burden of caring for our own people was such that they did 
not think they could do that; but the farmers’ organizations, 
particularly the Grange and the Feed Dealers’ Association, 
were able, they said, to contribute large quantities of food. 
The editor of one of the leading newspapers of Seattle—the 
Seattle Star—telegraphed to a number of editors in the State 
of Arkansas, asking whether or not they could use food if 
the people of Washington would collect it and send it down 
there by freight. The Arkansas editors unanimously tele- 
graphed back and said that the people of Arkansas could 
use it and that they, the editors, would help distribute it. 
Thereupon the Grange and the Feed Dealers’ Association 
proceeded to collect a number of carloads of foodstuffs from 
farmers who could not get a sufficient price to pay the cost 
of production and who had these foodstuffs on their hands. 
Apples, potatoes, and various other kinds of food of which 
they had a surplus were collected and loaded into freight 
cars. The dispatch from Seattle this morning says: 

Several trainloads of Northwest foodstuffs, the donations of 
Washington sympathizers, destined for Arkansas drought sufferers, 
are being held up because the Red Cross to-day recommended that 
the collection of the products be ended. 


The reason why they want them held up is because the 
railroads will not deadhead any more foodstuffs into that 
section of the country. I read further from this dispatch: 

With Seattle falling short in its Red Cross quota for cash, 
Seattle citizens and farmers, the latter headed by the G 


many Tange 
and the State Feed Dealers’ Association, decided to offer food in 
large quantities. 


After they had collected this food the Red Cross says it 
can not be sent to Arkansas and can not be distributed. 

I do not understand just what kind of an organization the 
Red Cross has become when it refuses to distribute food to 
people who need it. The only use for the money collected 
for the Red Cross is to buy food for those who are suffering 
and in distress. When our people in the Northwest have an 
abundance of food and they collect it and are ready to ship 
it the Red Cross comes in and says, “Do not send it; we 
do not want to distribute it; it can not be deadheaded, and 
we will not even pay the cost of the freight.” 

I have had called to my attention an article in the Phila- 
delphia Record of Wednesday, February 18, 1931, showing 
the need in the drought-afflicted sections. The article reads: 

Taking the ultraconservative estimates of the need of the 
drought sufferers in the six States included in the Record's sur- 
vey conducted by Andrew McClean Parker, $15,756,000 will be 
needed for food alone. 

When it undertook the drought-relief work the Red Cross had 
a reserve fund of $5,000,000 available and asked for $10,000,000 
more. The needs of six States included in the $15,756,000 total 
are: 


Won. pigaan aaan $3, 200, 

6 —. A — —— 6, 000, 000 
CCC — abe tO Adel ding PES LE AER AER 1, 320, 000 
go) ee eee — 3,198,000 
ee ee a AF ee ee a RS Sk EER 988, 000 
Arr. 2 ey mre A 1, 059, 000 


And the estimate is made that the total needs of the 21 
States affected aggregate $31,500,000. Yet, with carloads of 
food for these people collected in the State of Washington, the 
Red Cross stops it from being shipped down there because 
it does not want to distribute it! 

I submit that it is an almost unbelievable as well as an 
unheard-of situation in this country when one part of its 
citizens want to give of their surplus and the Red Cross will 
not even see that it is distributed. 


ADJUSTED-SERVICE CERTIFICATES 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 17054) 
to increase the loan basis of adjusted-service certificates. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, we have before us H. R. 
17054. It is hardly necessary to draw the attention of Sen- 
ators to the necessity of expeditious action on this bill. 
I express the hope that Senators will confine their discus- 
sions to the bill. 

I find no fault with what has taken place; but I am fear- 
ful that if we get into all sorts of other subjects the bill 
may be delayed. 
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I hope, therefore, that Senators will confine themselves 
to H. R. 17054. 

‘Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I desire to speak on the 
bill now before us according to the wishes just expressed 
by the Senator from Michigan, in which I entirely coincide, 
although I am opposed to the bill. 

In speaking with a number of Members of Congress about 
this legislation—— 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
for a question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connect- 
icut yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HARRISON. In view of the fact that the Senator 
said he wanted to speak only very briefly, and in view of the 
interest that all Senators have in the passage of this legis- 
lation as quickly as possible, will not the Senator submit a 
unanimous-consent request to limit debate, say, to 15 min- 
utes upon the bill and any amendment that may be offered? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I did not say I was going 
to speak briefly. I said I was going to speak to the point; 
and I should like to speak now, if I may. 

Mr. HARRISON. Would the Senator have any objection 
if I should propose such a unanimous-consent request? 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I think it is too soon to do that. 
I should object. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I wish the Senator would withhold the 
request until some of us have an opportunity to express our 
views. 

As I started to say, I have been impressed by the fact that 
several Members of Congress who have spoken to me about 
this soldiers’ legislation have said that they wished they 
were in the position of having served in the Army instead of 
having been in the position of being in Congress or being 
unable to serve in the Army during the World War. They 
expressed congratulations to me on the fact that as I had 
served in the Army during virtually the entire period of the 
war I was more free to express myself in opposition to 
a bill for the benefit of my fellow veterans than they felt 
that they were. 

Mr. President, during my service in the Army I felt deeply 
grateful for the fact that I was able to serve at a time when 
my country needed my services. I have talked with many 
veterans who felt the same way and who now feel the same 
way, and who feel that this legislation is not justified, because 
it comes at a time of national distress and applies equally to 
those who need and those who do not need assistance. 

The papers stated correctly this morning that in the Com- 
mittee on Finance yesterday I voted for the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH] 
providing for a direct payment—not a loan, but a direct pay- 
ment—of money to veterans who need that money at this 
time; not a loan, the interest on which might use up the 
entire allowance before the end of the period covered by 
the former bonus legislation, which provided the compensa- 
tion certificates, but a payment at this time to veterans who 
need it, because I believe with our great President, Abraham 
Lincoln, in providing for the widows and orphans of the 
soldiers who fight for their country and for the soldiers who 
are in need at any time during their lives. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield. 

Mr. COUZENS. While the Senator is on the question of 
need, I should like to ask if he will define “need” as he 
would have it interpreted by the Administrator of Veterans’ 
Affairs? j 

Mr. BINGHAM. Thatis in a way an academical question 
which I do not desire to discuss, because that amendment 
is not before us. It was voted down in the committee, and 
the Senator well knows it can not pass. I should like, how- 
ever, to vote for that kind of soldiers’ relief; and if the Sen- 
ator himself would prepare anyfhing which would solve the 
somewhat difficult problem, as I agree with the Senator it is 
difficult to ascertain just what soldiers are in need, I should 
be glad to vote for it. 
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Mr, COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator has just quoted from Mr. 
Lincoln, Is the Senator aware of the fact that Mr. Lincoln 
received a bounty for his service in the Mexican War? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not see what that has to do with 
the question before us, Mr. President. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator is taking a stand against 
-any sort of bonus, adjusted compensation, or bounty. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I was not quoting President Lincoln 
against this bill. I was quoting him in his Gettysburg speech, 
and agreeing with the position he took there. 

Mr. President, I have before me two editorials from the 

leading Democratic papers in New York City, printed this 
morning, and bearing on this very question. I might quote 
editorials from Republican newspapers, but in that case I 
, Should be accused of partisanship. 

Every one will admit that the World, of New York, is a 
great Democratic newspaper, and that it has a very able 
| editorial staff, and one of the ablest editors in the United 
States. This morning its leading editorial is headed: 

The claims of the veterans. 


The editor says: 


Senator VANDENBERG has made a concise argument in favor of 
the bonus legislation in which he endeavors to show that the bill 
passed by the House extends only a relatively small new privilege 
to the veterans and imposes only a moderate burden upon the 
Treasury. The whole argument rests on a guess. The bill makes 
the Government liable for a billion dollars. Senator VANDENBERG 
thinks it will have to provide only $430,000,000 in cash. Nobody 
can know for certain. 

It is idle, however, to argue the matter on the basis of whether 
the national finances can stand this particular burden at this par- 
ticular time. Secretary Mellon's failure to persuade Congress 
proves conclusively that the proponents of the measure are not 
impressed by such arguments. They believe that the country is 
very rich and that it can stand a good deal. 


Mr. President, this is what impressed me in this editorial, 
because it goes right to the heart of the matter: 


The real principle at issue is one which most opponents of the 
law have not yet had the courage to bring forward. It is whether 
the able-bodied veterans of the Great War are to be considered as 
-a privileged class of citizens for the rest of their natural lives. 

That is the fundamental principle at stake. It is no small prin- 
ciple. It is a very grave matter in a democracy to recognize over 
3,000,000 men as having especial claims upon the whole Nation. 
It is a very serious matter to have to witness a stampede of the 
Congress of the United States such as is now in progress. It is a 
very disturbing matter to realize that legislative bodies through- 
out the Union will surrender all pretense of considered judgment 
in the face of what they imagine to be the indisputable claim and 
irresistible power of the veterans’ vote. 

The question is whether the financial debt of the American 
people to the soldiers of the Great War is ever to be finally dis- 
charged or whether the Nation is confronted with insatiable claims. 


Mr. President, as a veteran of the war and as a member of 
the American Legion, I regret to see any action taken by 
the Congress which should imply that the veterans of the 
war are insatiable in their claims or in their desires. I 
know that thousands of them, tens of thousands of them, 
are not; and I have no sympathy at this time for this legis- 
lation, which is being railroaded through Congress under the 
plea that if we do not hasten it it may be vetoed by the 
White House. 

To continue the editorial: 


Now, the debt of the American people to those who were 
wounded or otherwise incapacitated in the military service and to 
the dependents of those who were killed is not arguable. It is a 
debt of honor and a first lien upon the wealth of the American 
people. But the debt to those who suffered no injuries is a 
wholly different thing. 

The able-bodied veterans enlisted or were drafted into the mili- 
tary service in a war in which they were not consulted. They 
made real sacrifices, and all of them were, theoretically at least, 
in danger. But by what process of reasoning can it be argued that 
this service established a preferred claim against Americans who 
were too old to wear a uniform, too young to wear one, physically 
unfit to wear one, or ordered by the Government itself to do 
civilian war work? 


I should like to have the proponents of the legislation 
answer that question, Mr. President, for it is one which it is 
difficult to answer. There were thousands of men who would 
have liked to serve in the war but were too old. There were 
thousands of young men, some of them quite close to me, 


who would have liked to serve but were too young. By what 
process of reasoning can it be argued that the service of 
those who were accepted establishes a preferred claim on 
their part against those who were unable to serve? 

Yet the assumption goes almost unchallenged that such a pre- 
ferred claim exists and that it is patriotic to think up new 
measures to give special privileges to veterans. 

Our neighbor, the Herald Tribune, which is opposing bonus 
legislation, said yesterday that at present “the only course for 
those opposed to payments to veterans is to retreat inch by inch, 
making the retreat as slow as possible and opposing every gain by 
the veterans’ organization.” We do not agree that this is the only 
course. There is a better course, which is to challenge the theory 
of the claims of the able-bodied, while continuing to provide to 
the utmost for the disabled. That is the only way which the 
country can be protected from an annual quarrel over new vet- 
erans’ privileges. 

Obviously the leadership in such a course ought to come from 
the President, seconded by those veterans, of whom there are a 
large number, who see the evil of creating a soldiers’ bloc, which 
will grow stronger each year as Congress becomes increasingly 
demoralized by fear of the veterans’ vote. 


Mr. President, I know it will be claimed—it has often been 
claimed—that those soldiers who are opposed to this legis- 
lation are opposed to it because they are not likely to receive 
benefits from it, or they do not need to receive the benefits 
from it, because they are wealthy or well fixed.” It hap- 
pens that there came to my desk only yesterday a letter from 
a Congregational clergyman in Connecticut who served in 
the war and is a veteran. I have never heard it said that 
Congregational clergymen were particularly well fixed in 
this world’s goods. He says: 

Perhaps the soldiers’ compensation loan arguments have already 
closed. But I am appalled by the developing situation—putting 
it up to the President alone to stem the tide by a veto. Surely 
he is not the only representative of Government who can afford 
to be firm at this juncture. 

Two points that have not, so far as I know, been greatly 
stressed are these: 

1. It is hardly arguable that after 12 years ex-service men gen- 
erally need special aid in a time of depression. It is absurd. 
I was in service almost as long as any who enlisted for the period 
of the emergency, a total of 22 months. Even on a minister’s 
salary I am not conscious of an economic setback now for the 
loss of salary then incurred. And as for the veterans who have 
been favored—qua veterans with a job here or a promotion there 
their service has already proved an asset rather than a liability. 

2. The Member of the House who told Mr. Owen Young that he 
would be for this bill if he (Mr. Young) were standing for re- 
election surely overestimated the political power of the Legion. 
Indeed, all but 39 of the House must have done so yesterday. 
It is only as strong as foolish fears of it and petty ambitions can 
make it. A seat in the House can hardly be worth the price of 
such support for a raid on the Treasury—at least, a quiet con- 
science, provided a man voted against it because he thought 
right to, would be of more worth. 


Since I have not consulted the minister about the use of 
his letter, I shall withhold his name at this time; but the 
letter can be seen by any one of my colleagues who desires 
to see it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield. 

(At this point Mr. Smoot reported, from the Committee 
on Finance, House bill 16982, to provide additional hos- 
pital, domiciliary, and out-patient hospitalization for World 
War veterans, which appears elsewhere under its proper 
heading.) 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I am glad the Senator 
from Utah interrupted me to present that bill, because that 
is the kind of bill which it seems to me should be given 
preferential treatment. It provides hospitalization for the 
soldiers who are sick and in need. As a matter of fact, 
that bill, or one like it, was held in the House for nearly a 
year, and had it not been for the stampede with which this 
other legislation was put through and brought over here, 
there is some doubt as to whether if would have passed. 
Yet that should have been sent over here a long time ago, 
it seems to me, or we should have passed one like it. 

Mr. President, there is another editorial on this very 
subject in one of the great newspapers of the country, gen- 
erally conceded to be Democratic, the New York Times. In 
this morning’s copy of the Times I find this leading editorial 
entitled “A Veto Inevitable.” 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
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Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. COPELAND. I have the greatest respect for the 
New York Times and for its owners, but Mr. Ochs would be 
the first one to deny that it is a Democratic paper. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Very well, Mr. President, let it be called 
an independent paper, then. Surely no one can claim it is 
a Republican paper. [Laughter.] 

This leading editorial, in the paper which we have just 
been informed by the Senator from New York is an inde- 
pendent newspaper, is as follows: 

A VETO INEVITABLE 


There has been much foolish talk to the effect that President 
Hoover might be induced to sign the veterans’ bill, which the 
Senate is preparing to pass, probably to-day, with the same kind 
of inconsiderate whoop with which it was put through the 
House. But even if the measure had been modified in minor 
details, Mr. Hoover could not have approved it. This must have 
appeared a foregone conclusion to everybody who read Secretary 
Mellon's adverse statement. That was issued only after long 
conferences with the President. If he were subsequently to 
disavow his Secretary of the Treasury in so critical a matter, noth- 
ing would have been left for Mr. Mellon except to resign. That 
inference lay on the surface of the affair all along. But if any- 
body had lingering doubts what the President would think or 
say, they must have been dispelled by his letter of yesterday 
sent by request to the Senate committee. 

In it Mr. Hooyer stated with succinct force the reasons why 
the veterans’ bill should not be accepted by Congress, and also, 
by necessary implication, why he would be compelled to veto it 
should it be sent to him for signature. The obligation of the 
Government to care for sick and disabled veterans is frankly 
admitted by the President. But this duty has been discharged. 
The needed appropriations, enormous as they have been, have 
been voted by Congress. To-day over 700,000 veterans of the 
World War, or their dependents, are receiving monthly allowances 
from the Government. But now it is proposed to throw the doors 
open to all, sick or well, needy or independent, unemployed or 
actively at work. Amendments offered before the Senate Finance 
Committee to restrict the aid granted by the bill to ex-soldiers 
actually in need or definitely out of work were voted down. Thus 
the measure becomes one of indiscriminate benefit, with an al- 
most insupportable drain upon the Treasury. 

Estimates submitted by Secretary Mellon, together with the 
letter sent to the President yesterday by General Hines, adminis- 
trator of the Veterans’ Bureau, completely blew away the light- 
hearted financial guesses of many Members of Congress. The 
fact is established that if the bill becomes law it will force the 
Treasury to pay out $1,000,000,000—and this at a time when it is 
facing a deficit at the end of the fiscal year amounting to $500,- 
000,000, and must be preparing for short-time borrowings for 
other purposes on a large scale. This is the arithmetical 
up of the financial recklessness which Congress is exhibiting, 
rushing blindly ahead as it is to thrust both hands into the 
Treasury with a defiant cry. Hang the expense! 

Mr. Hoover has now made it abundantly clear that he will with- 
stand this unsettling legislation to the extent of his power. The 
only question is whether enough sober second thought can be in- 
duced in Congress, enough sanity, when wild and whirling words 
are being spoken in the Capitol, to sustain the veto which is 
certain to be forthcoming from the President. As guardian of the 
public finances, as a defender of orderly legislation in behalf of 
the whole country as distinguished from special favors to a class 
threatening political reprisals, he can do no other than refuse 
to approve the veterans’ bill. What happens after that is for 
Congress to decide, Let it not forget that its final action will 
involve, along with the fate of this particular bill, its own prestige 
and fair name with the country. 


Mr. President, I know that there are many veterans who 
are clamoring for bonus legislation at this time. Some of 
the American Legion posts in my own State have sent me 
telegrams and messages urging the passage of legislation 
and appropriations which will provide for the payment of 
the face value of their certificates, at a cost to the Govern- 
ment of between three and four billion dollars. I am con- 
vinced, however, that most of those actions taken by the 
posts were taken by a minority of the veterans, by a minority 
of the legionaires, by men who were in desperate straits 
and desperate need, and who felt that anything they could 
do to bring about some relief should be done. However, the 
House of Representatives and the Finance Committee have 
decided not to grant their request for payment of the cash- 
surrender value or the cash face value of the certificates, 
and I think that decision has been well taken. 

With regard to the question of permitting additional bor- 
rowing, which is now before us, there is no question but that 
one reason why a larger number of soldiers have not bor- 
rowed on their original certificates has been the 6 per cent 
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clause which was placed in them, making the rate 2 per cent 
above the rate at which money could be borrowed from the 
Federal reserve banks. I was not here when that legislation 
was passed, and I do not know the reason why that rate was 
put in, but I imagine that the reason in the minds of a good 
many of the Members of Congress who saw to it that it was. 
put in was a desire to make it possible for a veteran who 
had no other security to borrow at conventional terms—for the 
ordinary rate at which one can borrow at the bank at 6 per 
cent—on his certificate, a limited amount of money to help 
him over the tight place. There was no particular induce-: 


ment to him to borrow money. He got no better terms than 


he could get at a bank, but he received a different kind of! 
security, and one which a bank had not previously been able 
to accept. 

Naturally, there is a great deal of sympathy with the: 
position that a soldier should not have to pay more for the 
money he borrows from the Government than the Govern- 
ment pays when the Government has to borrow, as it will! 
have to do in this case to lend it to him. There is a good 
deal to be said for that, and therefore I suppose we have. 
the 4% per cent rate in this bill. But actually this bill will 
encourage a veteran to borrow money from the Government 
when, under the present situation, under the actual legisla- 
tion which has been passed and is now on the statute books, 
he has no particular inducement to borrow money from the 
Government. 

To-morrow, if this bill shall be enacted, and the veteran 
owes any money to a bank on which he is paying 6 per cent, 
he can save 1% per cent by going to the Government and 
borrowing whatever this bill would permit him to borrow, at 
414 per cent, and using the money he borrows to pay off his 
present loan at the bank on which he is paying 6 per cent, 
it being cheaper for him to borrow from the Government 
than from the bank. In other words, it encourages him, if 
he is in the debtor class at all, to borrow from the Govern- 
ment to the full extent of the allowance under this legisla- 
tion, thereby greatly increasing, in my belief, the number of 
veterans who will borrow, though, as the New York Times 
and the World both say, it is a guess as to how many vet- 
erans will borrow, and how much money will be borrowed. 
It seems to me the lowering of the interest rate will induce 
a very considerable number of veterans to borrow at the 
rate provided. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Connecticut yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I understand that the prevailing 
rate upon loans to-day in the New York Federal reserve dis- 
trict is 4 per cent, instead of 44% per cent. In other words, 
it is lower at the moment than it would be under the 414 
per cent rate. What I want to ask the Senator i 

Mr. BINGHAM. Just a moment. But under the law as 
it stands at present, the veteran would have to pay 6 per 
cent, or 2 per cent more than the rate to which the Senator 
has referred. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. The Senator misconceives my state- 
ment. I understand that the net rate to-day is 4 per 
cent upon loans in the New York district, and I am asking 
the Senator whether that has proven to be an inducement, 
so that there is a larger percentage of loans being made 
to-day in the New York district than in other districts. 
Has the Senator any information on that subject? 

Mr. BINGHAM. None, except what we were told by the 
Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs, General Hines, that the 
number of veterans applying for compensation certificates 
was far greater than ever before, and undoubtedly it was 
with a view of taking advantage of this legislation when 
passed; and also the number of loans has greatly increased 
within the last year, as is natural under the circumstances. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I do not want to interrupt the Sen- 
ator further, but while I have his attention I want to ask 
him one other question. I inferred from the Senator's ob- 
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servations that he thought a majority of the veterans were 
opposed to this legislation. Is that a correct inference? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The majority of veterans whom I know 
are opposed to it. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Does the Senator think that a ma- 
jority of the veterans who are opposed to it, even though 
they are opposed to it, will embrace the privilege after it 
is extended to them? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I know some people who 
are opposed to giving gifts at Christmas time, but I never 
knew one to refuse a gift when it was offered him. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Then is it the Senator’s judgment 
that a majority of the veterans to whom he now refers as 
being opposed to this legislation, in spite of their opposi- 
tion, when the legislation is enacted will rush in to partic- 
ipate in what the Senator describes as a raid on the 
Treasury? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ina similar manner a great many States 
are opposed to Federal aid. A great many States have 
never provided for granting aid for maternity and infant 
hygiene. But when the Federal Government and the Con- 
gress, by a large vote, actually offered the States the money 
they were unable to resist the temptation and accepted the 
offer. With the exception of three or four States, prac- 
tically all of them accepted. It is one thing to be opposed 
to a grant when it is being considered, and it is another 
thing when it is the law, and there is an opportunity to 
secure it, to refuse to accept it. 

Mr. President, I know that a great many soldiers of the 
Great War, I think the great majority of them, virtually all 
of them, were glad to serve their country in time of need. 
I know that they were willing to give their lives for their 
country when the country was in distress and in need of 
their services. After 2,000,000 of us came back from France, 
and we found that those who, for one reason or another, had 
not been accepted for the Army, or had been able to avoid 
the draft, or had been in positions where they had earned a 
great deal more money and were far better off financially 
than those who had served their country, there was a very 
general demand that something be done to equalize the 
situation. That was particularly true in 1921 and 1922, 
when the country was in a period when it was difficult for 
the veterans to get readjusted. 

During the years 1927, 1928, and 1929 the country saw an 
astounding period of prosperity. Over and over again we 
heard it said that this country was the richest in the world, 
that it could afford to spend hundreds of millions on this, 
that, and the other thing, and hundreds of millions were 
being appropriated annually for the needy veterans, those 
who were in physical need, those who were in distress, those 
who were in mental distress, and no one objected. 

The Congress and the President have been very, very 
liberal in their care for the disabled veterans and their 
widows and orphans, although I do think there is more 
that we could do and should do for them. The bill reported 
to-day from the Finance Committee providing for additional 
hospitalization is one of the measures which I think ought 
to pass at an early date, and I hope it will pass before it is 
too late in this Congress. 

Mr. President, although there is no question whatever that 
many veterans would be glad to have the Government pay 
them additional amounts of money, any amount to help them 
out or to give them additional money to spend, there is 
similarly no doubt in my mind that if the question was put 
up to the entire body of veterans as to whether they really 
desire to deliver a body blow at the prosperity and economic 
condition of their country in a time of distress, the great 
majority of them would say “no.” While willing and de- 
sirous of having their country help the disabled and help 
those who are really needy, I do not believe for a moment 
that the great mass of veterans who are not disabled and 
who are not needy desire that the Congress should pass at 
this time a measure which will prolong the days of unem- 
ployment, which will prolong hard times, which will retard 
the return of good times. In other words, I do not believe 
that the veterans who served their country in the World War 
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and were willing to give their lives at that time desire now 
to give their country a serious blow when it is in a time of 
distress and when there are 5,000,000 people out of work 
and when the one thing we need most is a return of normal 
economic conditions. 


Mr. President, I desire to quote from an editorial from 
the leading Democratic newspaper of Connecticut in regard 
to this matter. As I stated before, I could readily secure 
many editorials from Republican newspapers, but if I used 
them I am sure I should be accused of partisanship. I de- 
sire to show that the opposition to this measure comes just 
as strongly from those of Democratic faith as of Republi- 
can, so far as newspapers are concerned, at least those com- 
ing under my observation. No one will question my state- 
ment that the Hartford Times is the leading Democratic 
newspaper of Connecticut and possibly of southern New 
England. On Tuesday, February 17, 1931, it had an edi- 
torial entitled “Dubious Veterans’ Relief.” It reads: 


Possibly the throwing of $700,000,000 of new money into circu- 
lation would stimulate business and help push on the tide of 
returning prosperity. That would not be a surety, because in- 
flation is artificial and on that account inviting to reaction after 
the stimulant has “ given out.” 


I wish some of those in favor of the bill would, when they 
advocate its passage on the floor a little later in the debate. 
answer that argument and prove to our satisfaction that 
this will not be a stimulant and will not cause an inevitable 
reaction when this money has been spent. The Hartford 
Times goes on to say: 


But if it should not be new money, there could be little hope 
that it might help matters. The securities market is to-day cry- 
ing for patronage from lack of which industry continues to walk 
ae and trading halts while mills operate on part time or are 

e. 

Should the bogus loan bill, in reality a bonus bill, be enacted 
the Federal must be prepared to pass out from 
$700,000,000 to a possible $1,500,000,000. The raising of that 
money under any likely method must be done in competition 
with private industrial and commercial finance. It would mesn 
cutting down the demand for private securities by exactly the 
amount which would have to be realized from the negotiation 
of Government securities. Inevitably that would push down gen- 
eral market quotations, including the price of hitherto-issued 
Government securities. The country would gain nothing from 
the performance, but rather be hurt. 

The enactment of this bill into law should fool no one. Framed 
as a loan bill it is a cashing bill and at discount. It is not a 
bill to help only the needy, it represents, like the adjusted-com- 
pensation certificates themselves, a sheer gift from the Public 
Treasury to ex-service men as a class. It is not a pension in the 
limited sense that it represents reimbursement to one or his 
dependents because of an injury he received while in service 
of his country as a soldier. It is not a pension in the limited 
sense that it represents the generosity of the Nation toward 
a former service man who has fallen into want. It is a bonus. 
And it is a precedent. This is not the first time a politically 
minded Congress will be tempted to enact a new bonus law. It 
represents, as did the adjusted compensation bill, of which this is 
a natural child, forerunner of a numerous progeny of similar bills 
to be given birth in the future, the principle of perpetual bounty 
to ex-soldiers. 

The cost of the principle, if far and long indulged, must prove 
almost incredibly colossal. The cost of it is not what concerns us 
so much as the right of it. If it is right to give bonus or pension 
to every former soldier and sailor, regardless of the length of time 
in uniform or the nature of the experience while in it, then the 
Nation should be willing to endure hardship that the debt of 
honor shall be paid. But the right must rest ever on the doctrine 
of reasonableness, on what is for the public welfare under the 
circumstances which may exist. 

The present circumstances, we believe, forecast injury to the 
great majority of citizens, including a majority of ex-service men 
themselves, if a law is enacted which would prolong the existing 
period of depression and not shorten it. 


Mr. President, I should like to repeat that last sentence 
because I believe it is the very essence of the argument 
against the bill which is here proposed to be passed; the 
most- cogent argument against it: 


The present circumstances, we believe, forecast injury to the 
great majority of citizens, including a majority of ex-service men 
themselves, if a law is enacted which would prolong the existing 
period of depression and not shorten it. 

If that is so and Congress has not the virtue and the courage to 
stamp the loan bill with their disapproval, what expectation can 
we have that Congresses in years to come will show a better integ- 
rity? How can we look upon the current prospect otherwise than 
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with alarm, lest it portend even greater sacrifices of the public 
welfare, of the same sort, a few years hence? 

The bill is being rushed along on the argument that unless it is 
hurried through the President may defeat it with a pocket veto. 
If he vetoes it at all, it will be because it is an unreasonable, 
hurtful proposal, and the people should sustain him so unmistak- 
ably that Congress must heed. 

Mr. President, I should like to speak for a longer period 
in opposition to the bill, but I do not wish to be accused of 
prolonging the debate unnecessarily. As a service man my- 
self, as a friend of service men, as a member of the Ameri- 
can Legion since it was organized and indeed during its 
period of organization, I desire, on behalf of many of my 
fellow soldiers who believe as I do, to register an emphatic 
protest against this type of legislation. We do not desire 
that anything should be done for the service men who do 
not need it at this time, which will injure the country, which 
will injure our fellow countrymen, prolong the period of 
depression, and actually in the end be against the interests 
of the ex-service men themselves. 

I should be glad to have an opportunity to vote for any 
measure which would relieve the suffering soldier at this 
time without at the same time putting money unnecessarily 
` in the pockets of those who do not need it. I should be glad 
to vote for any legislation which would relieve the distressed 
and relieve those who are disabled, but I protest, Mr. Presi- 
dent, in the name of the soldiers who believe as I do, that 
this is no time in the history of our country, in view of the 
economic depression, to pass a measure of this kind. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I propose an amendment 
to the pending bill. I propose to amend, in line 10, page 1, 
by changing the rate from 4½ per cent to 3 per cent. I 
offer an amendment to that effect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will lie 
on the table. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I desire to offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
read for the information of the Senate. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 1, beginning with line 
6, strike out through the period in line 11, on page 1, and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

(1) Whenever the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs is satisfied 
that a veteran applying for a loan under this section is in necessi- 
tous circumstances, he may increase the loan basis of the certifi- 
cate of such veteran, provided in subdivision (g) of this section, 
to 50 per cent of the face value of the certificate. In no event 
shall the rate of interest on any loan made after this subdivision 
takes effect exceed 444 per cent per annum, compounded annually. 
The authority vested in the administrator by this subdivision may 
be delegated by him to any officers or employees of the Veterans’ 
Administration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
pending following the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from New York. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


Mr. VANDENBERG, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
which was recommitted the bill (S. 4769) to amend an act 
entitled “An act creating the Great Lakes Bridge Commis- 
sion and authorizing said commission and its successors to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the St. 
Clair River at or near Port Huron, Mich.,” approved June 25, 
1930, being Public Act No. 433 of the second session of the 
Seventy-first Congress, reported it with amendments and 
submitted a report (No. 1659) thereon. 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 5959) authorizing the pur- 
chase of the State laboratory at Hamilton, Mont., constructed 
for the prevention, eradication, and cure of spotted fever, 
reported it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 
1660) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred 
the following bills, reported them each without amendment 
and submitted reports thereon: 

S. 5503. An act authorizing purchase of land and construc- 
tion of building for radio station near Grand Island, Nebr. 
(Rept. No. 1661); and 
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S. 5614. An act to provide for the establishment of a con- 
struction service in the Bureau of the Census of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce (Rept. No. 1662). 

Mr. BORAH, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 9824) for the relief of the 
owners of the French bark France, reported it without 
amendment and submitted a report (No. 1663) thereon. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE, from the Committee on Finance, to 
which was referred the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 244) to 
extend the statute of limitations, and for other purposes, 
reported it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 
1664) thereon. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Finance, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 16982) to authorize an appro- 
priation to provide additional hospital, domiciliary, and out- 
patient dispensary facilities for persons entitled to hospitali- 
zation under the World War veterans’ act, 1924, as amended, 
and for other purposes, reported it with an amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 1665) thereon. 

Mr. BARKLEY, from the Committee on Finance, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 4260) for the relief of the American- 
La France & Foamite Corporation, of New York, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 1666) 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
the bill (H. R. 10658) to amend section 1 of the act of May 
12, 1900 (ch. 393, 31 Stat. 177), as amended (U. S. C., sec. 
1174, ch. 21, title 26), reported it with an amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 1667) thereon. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, from the Committee on 
Finance, to which was referred the bill (S. 4698) amending 
the act entitled “An act making eligible for retirement, 
under certain conditions, officers and former officers of the 
Army, Navy, and Marine Corps of the United States, other 
than officers of the Regular Army, Navy, or Marine Corps, 
who incurred physical disability in line of duty while in the 
service of the United States during the World War,” ap- 
proved May 24, 1928, reported it with an amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 1668) thereon. 

Mr. CUTTING, from the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys, to which was referred the bill (S. 3565) for the re- 
lief of certain purchasers of lots in Harding town site, Flor- 
ida, reported it without amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 1669) thereon. 

Mr. FRAZIER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 6169) to extend the re- 
strictive period against alienation of any interest of re- 
stricted heirs of members of the Five Civilized Tribes, and 
for other purposes, reported it without amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 1670) thereon. 


COPYRIGHT REGISTRATION OF DESIGNS 


Mr. DILL, from the Committee on Patents, submitted the 
views of the minority to accompany the bill (H. R. 11852) 
amending the Statutes of the United States to provide for 
copyright registration of designs, heretofore reported from 
that committee with amendments, which were ordered to be 
printed as part 2 of Report No. 1627. 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


As in executive session, 

Mr. BORAH, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
reported without amendment Executive D, being a certified 
copy of the English text of a convention on commercial 
aviation, adopted at the Sixth International Conference of 
American States, held at Habana, Cuba, from January 16 
to February 20, 1928, which was placed on the Executive 
Calendar. 

Mr. BLAINE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported favorably the nomination of Albert White, of Alaska, 
to be United States marshal, division No. 1, district of 
Alaska, which was placed on the Executive Calendar. 

Mr. HEBERT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported favorably the nomination of Harry M. Reed, of Iowa, 
to be United States attorney, northern district of Iowa, 
which was placed on the Executive Calendar. 
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Mr. PHIPPS, from the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, reported favorably the nominations of sundry 
postmasters, which were placed on the Executive Calendar. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Finance, reported 
favorably the nomination of Emery J. San Souci, of Provi- 
dence, R. I., to be collector of customs for customs collection 
district No. 5, with headquarters at Providence, R. I. (re- 
appointment), which was placed on the Executive Calendar. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unani- 
mous consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. REED: 

A bill (S. 6198) to declare the Missionary Ridge Crest 
Road in the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Mili- 
tary Park to be an approach road to the said park; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: 

A bill (S. 6199) making an appropriation for the purpose 
of beginning the construction of the Cove Creek Dam in 
Tennessee; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. METCALF: 

A bill (S. 6200) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Kenyon (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GLENN: 

A bill (S. 6201) to provide for the payment of property 
damages resulting from certain improvements on the Mis- 
sissippi River; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: 

A bill (S. 6202) to provide for conveyance of a certain 
strip of land on Fenwick Island, Sussex County, State of 
Delaware, for roadway purposes; to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. COPELAND: 

A bill (S. 6203) to increase the amount authorized to be 
appropriated for the expenses of participation by the United 
States in the International Hygiene Exhibition at Dresden, 
Germany; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A 

A bill (S. 6204) prescribing regulations for carrying on 
the business of lighter service from any of the ports of the 
United States to stationary ships or barges located offshore, 
and for the purpose of promoting the safety of navigation; 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SHIPSTEAD: 

A bill (S. 6205) to revive and reenact the act entitled “An 
act granting the consent of Congress to the county of 
Norman and the town and village of Halstad, in said county, 
in the State of Minnesota and the county of Traill and the 
town of Herberg, in said county, in the State of North 
Dakota, to construct a bridge across the Red River of the 
North on the boundary line between said States,” approved 
July 1, 1922; to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO SECOND DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. JONES submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $500,000 for defraying the expenses of operating 
the railroad in Alaska during the year 1932, intended to be 
proposed by him to House bill 17163, the second deficiency 
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FLETCHER submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $20,000 for dredging the channel of Fort Pierce 
Earbor, Fla., intended to be proposed by him to House bill 
17163, the second deficiency appropriation bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

CHANGE OF NAME OF B STREET NW. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the 
amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
404) to change the name of B Street NW., in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes, and requesting a 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 
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Mr. BLAINE. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments, accede to the request of the House for a conference, 
and that the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the President pro tempore 
appointed Mr. CarPER, Mr. BLAINE, and Mr. Kine conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE - 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Haltigan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16654) making appropriations 
for the legislative branch of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed 
his signature to the enrolled bill (H. R. 16654) making ap- 
propriations for the legislative branch of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other pur- 
poses, and it was signed by the President pro tempore. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGE AND APPROVALS 


-A message in writing from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the Senate by Mr. Latta, one 
of his secretaries, who also announced that the President 
had approved and signed the following acts: 

On February 13, 1931: 

S. 5768. An act authorizing the cities of Omaha, Nebr., 
and Council Bluffs, Iowa, and the counties of Douglas, Nebr., 
and Pottawattamie, Iowa, to construct, maintain, and oper- 
ate a toll or free bridge across the Missouri River at or near 
O’Hern Street, South Omaha, Nebr. 

On February 18, 1931: 

S. 8. An act for the relief of Lieut. David O. Bowman, 
Medical Corps, United States Navy; 

S. 557. An act to authorize the disposition of certain public 
lands in the State of Nevada; 

S. 5138. An act to amend the organic act of Porto Rico, 
approved March 2, 1917; 

S. 5456. An act to extend the time for construction of a 
free highway bridge across the Sabine River where Louisiana 
Highway No. 21 meets Texas Highway No. 45; 

S. 5457. An act authorizing the State of Louisiana and the 
State of Texas to construct, maintain, and operate a free 
highway bridge across the Sabine River where Louisiana 
Highway No. 6 meets Texas Highway No. 21; 

S. 5519. An act granting the consent of Congress to Louis- 
ville & Nashville Railroad Co. to construct, maintain, and 
operate a railroad bridge across the Tennessee River at or 
near Danville, Tenn.; 

S. 5688. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of New Hampshire to construct, maintain, and oper- 
ate a bridge or dike across Little Bay at or near Fox Point; 
and 

S. 5817. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to lend 
War Department equipment for use at the Thirteenth Na- 
tional Convention of the American Legion at Detroit, Mich., 
during the month of September, 1931. 

On February 19, 1931: 

S. 5613. An act for the relief of Commercial Loan & Trust 
Co., Monticello, Ark. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGE REFERRED 


A message from the President of the United States, 
making nominations in the Army, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


ADJUSTED-SERVICE CERTIFICATES 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
17054) to increase the loan basis of adjusted-service certifi- 
cates. i 

Mr. REED and Mr. METCALF addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania. 
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Island wish to offer something for the Recorp? 

Mr. METCALF. I wish merely to read a short letter. 

Mr. REED. I yield for that purpose, if I do not lose the 
floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will protect the 
rights of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. REED. Iam glad to yield to the Senator from Rhode 
Island. 

Mr. METCALF. I have a short letter from a constituent 
which I should like to read: 


Dear SENATOR: We are advised to write our Senators regarding 
the bonus, and I want to say that I hope if they do anything about 
it, I hope that whatever they get will be in small monthly pay- 
ments, like a kind of salary, because I know if my husband gets 
his money all at once he will have one good spree and then no 
more money, and my brother would leave his family if he got too 
much money at once. Since he came home from across he has too 
much desire to travel. Then I think the Government should keep 
enough money back for them for old age. Many of them just can't 
Save a cent. 

A WORRIED WIFE AND MOTHER. 


Mr. REED. Mr. President, I send to the desk, not to be 
read but to be inserted in the Record in connection with 
what I have to say, a letter from President Hoover to the 
senior Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoot] yesterday regarding 
the bonus. ; z 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
letter will be printed in the Recorp, as requested. 

The President’s letter is as follows: 


THE WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, February 18, 1931. 
Hon. REED SMOOT, 
Chairman Senate Finance Committee, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

My DEAR SENATOR Smoot: I have given thought to your request 
that I should express to you and to the Senate Finance Committee 
my views upon the bill passed by the House of Representatives, 
increasing the loans to World War veterans upon the so-called 
bonus certificates. In view of the short time remaining in this 
session for its consideration I shall comply with your request. 

The proposal is to authorize loans upon these certificates up to 
50 per cent of their face value. And to avoid confusion it must 
be understood that the face value is the sum payable at the end 
of the 20-year period (1945), being based on the additional com- 
pensation to veterans of about §$1,300,000,000 granted about six 
years ago plus 25 per cent for deferment plus 4 per cent com- 
pound interest for the 20-year period. As the face value is about 
$3,423,000,000, loans at 50 per cent thus create a potential lability 
for the Government of about $1,712,000,000, and, less the loans 
made under the original act, the total cash which might be re- 
quired to be raised by the Treasury is about $1,280,000,000 if all 
should apply. The Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs informs me 
by the attached letter that he estimates that if present condi- 
tions continue, then 75 per cent of the veterans may be expected 
to claim the loans, or a sum of approximately $1,000,000,000 will 
need to be raised by the Treasury. 

I will not undertake to enumerate all of the grounds for objec- 
tion to this proposal. There are a number of most serious objec- 
tions, some of which are matters of method and some of which 
are matters of fundamental principle affecting the future of our 
country and the service men themselves. 

I have supported, and the Nation should maintain, the impor- 
tant principle that when men have been called into jeopardy of 
their very lives in protection of the Nation, then the Nation as 
a whole incurs a special obligation beyond that to any other 
groups of its citizens. These obligations can not be wholly met 
with dollars and cents. But good faith and gratitude require that 
protection be given to them when in ill health, distress, and in 
need. Over 700,000 World War veterans or their dependents are 
to-day receiving monthly allowances for these reasons. The coun- 
try should not be called upon, however, either directly or indi- 
rectly, to support or make loans to those who can by their own 
efforts support themselves. 

By far the largest part of the huge sum proposed in this bill 
is to be available to those who are not in distress. 

The acute depression and unemployment create a situation of 
unusual economic sensitiveness, much more easily disturbed at 
this time than in normal times by the consequences of this legis- 
lation, and such action may quite well result in a prolongation of 
this period of unemployment and suffering in which veterans will 
themselves suffer with others. 

By our expansion of public construction for assistance to unem- 
ployment and other relief measures we have imposed upon our- 
selves a deficit in this fiscal year of upward of $500,000,000, which 
must be obtained by issue of securities to the investing public. 
‘This bill may possibly require the securing of a further billion of 
money likewise from the public. Beyond this, the Government is 
faced with a billion dollars of early maturities of outstanding debts 
which must be refunded, aside from constant renewals of a very 
large amount of temporary obligations. The additional 


Treasury 
burdens of this project can not but have damaging effect at a 
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Mr. REED. Mr. President, does the Senator from Rhode | time when all effort should be for the rehabilitation of employ- 


ment through resumption of commerce and industry. 

There seems to be a misunderstanding in the proposal that the 
Government securities already lodged with the to the 
amount of over $700,000,000 as reserve against these certificates 
constitute available cash to meet this potential liability. The 
cash required by the veterans can only be secured by the sale of 
these securities to the public. 

The legislation is defective in that this $700,000,000 of Govern- 
ment securities is wholly inadequate to meet either a potential 
liability of $1,280,000,000 or of approximately $1,000,000,000 esti- 
mated as possible by the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs, and 
provision would need to be made at once for this deficiency. 

The one appealing argument for this legislation is for veterans 
in distress. The welfare of the veterans as a class is inseparable 
from that of the country. Placing a strain on the savings needed 
for rehabilitation of employment by a measure which calls upon 
the Government for a vast sum beyond the call of distress and so 


adversely affecting our general situation will in my view not only 


nullify the benefits to the veteran but inflict in thi 
as a whole. . 


Yours faithfully, 
HERBERT Hoover. 


Mr. REED. Mr. President, I am perfectly well aware that 
no words of mine can change the mind of any Senator. I 
think every Member of the Senate has definitely decided 
what his course will be upon the pending measure. But it 
may be that some faint echo of what I am going to say will 
go beyond the Senate and it is in the hope that it will do so 
that I want to testify to my sincere conviction upon the 
pending bonus bill. . 

In the first place, Mr. President, it is important that we 
should know, and the country should know, that the bill rep- 
resents a complete departure from the theory of adjusted 
compensation which was put into the original adjusted com- 
pensation law. It will be remembered that that law pro- 
vided that for every day a soldier served in this country he 
should have a credit of $1; that for every day he served 
overseas he should have a credit of $1.25; and that to that 
amount should be added 25 per cent in making up the face 
value of the adjusted-compensation certificate. Then, upon 
that amount, the original per diem, plus 25 per cent, should 
be added 4 per cent compound interest for 20 years. That 
made up the so-called face value of the adjusted-compensa- 
tion certificates. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield at 
that point? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Pennsylvania yield to the Senator from 
Michigan? 

Mr. REED. I will yield to my friend from Michigan, but 
I am going to ask the Senators not to interrupt me after 
this. 
Mr. COUZENS. Just at the point where the Senator from 
Pennsylvania was referring to the 25 per cent, I was wonder- 
ing if he would tell the Senate and the country just what 
his interpretation is of the reason for the 25 per cent being 
added to the $500 and the $625? 

Mr. REED. I have never definitely understood. There 
was no talk then about this being interest or compensation 
because of the delay. That might have been in the minds 
of some Senators, but if it was to represent interest, we were 
thoroughly inconsistent, because we did not allow interest 
to those soldiers whose compensation was less than $50, who 
were paid in cash, and we scarcely would have allowed inter- 
est to one group and have denied it to another. However, 
be that as it may, it is now claimed by many Senators, most 
sincerely, that that was interest because of the delay. If it 
was, it does not affect the burden of my thought on the sub- 
ject one way or the other. 

Now, let me again revert to the condition at the time this 
law was passed. We calculated the amount of the adjusted- 
compensation certificates in that fashion. Then, instead of 
paying them in cash to the veterans at the moment, and 
floating a big bond issue to enable us to do it, we put it in 
the form of an endowment policy, the proceeds of which 
are to go to the veteran himself if he lives to the year 1945, 
or if he dies in the meantime are to be paid to his designated 
beneficiaries. That was a typical endowment policy of the 
kind that every insurance company issues and with which 
every American is familiar. Like those endowment policies 
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which are issued by private insurance companies, this Goy- 
ernment policy carries a borrowing privilege. In the ordi- 
nary endowment policy of that character issued by a com- 
mercial company, with annual premiums running on up to 
the endowment date the borrowing power is slightly less 
than the borrowing power under this Government policy. 
The borrowing power on such policies issued by private com- 
panies averages about 21% per cent on the same period as 
the present life of these Government certificates, whereas 
the present loan value of the Government certificates is 
about 22% per cent. In other words, the veteran can borrow 
slightly more under the present law than he could if he 
held an exactly similar policy in a private company. 

Why did we give the veteran an endowment policy in- 
stead of giving him so much cash outright? Mr. President, 
it was for the very good reason that we knew human nature 
well enough to understand that a very substantial propor- 
tion of those men, young as they were, thoughtless as many 
of them were, would squander the money, would dissipate 
it all. I do not mean dissipation in the common accepta- 
tion of the term, but that they would dissipate it by some 
sort of extravagance, the purchase of articles that were not 
necessary and were not permanent or beneficial to their 
families. We all knew that; common sense told us that; 
and so we put their compensation in the form of an endow- 
ment policy which would be an asset for the man in his 
later years if he lived so long or for his wife and his chil- 
dren if he did not live so long. 

The wisdom of that policy could not be more perfectly 
proved than by the experience we have had since the certif- 
icates were issued, for we find that 80 per cent of the 
veterans who die leave no other asset than this endowment 
policy that was given to them by the Government. Eighty 
per cent of them have no other estate to leave to their wives 
and their children and their other dependents than those 
very certificates with which we are now proposing to deal 
so drastically. So we ought to remember that when we 
anticipate the ultimate payment that will be due on these 
certificates in a certain semse we are not spending Govern- 
ment money, but we are spending the money of the widows 
and the children who in 80 per cent of the cases will have no 
other money to support them after the soldier is dead. Let 
us think a little soberly about that, Mr. President, when we 
talk so recklessly about advancing this money now. 

What are we doing with the veterans’ adjusted-service 
certificates? The pending bill theoretically is a loan bill; 
theoretically it increases the loan value of the policy from 
221% per cent of its face to 50 per cent of its face value; 
theoretically the veteran borrows it and the policy is his 
collateral; but practically, Mr. President, it is a scheme for 
the immediate payment in cash of the present-day value of 
the certificate, because should a veteran borrow up to 50 
per cent under the terms of this bill and should he not pay 
any interest or principal—as about 98 per cent of them who 
have borrowed so far have not done—that is to say, 98 per 
cent of the veterans who have borrowed on their certificates 
down to the present time have paid neither principal nor 
any installment of interest—should he borrow up to 50 per 
cent and should he refrain from paying interest or principal, 
then by 1945 the interest on his loan, even at the low rate 
specified in the bill, will have absorbed more than 99% per 
cent of the face value of the certificate, so that, if the certif- 
icate be for a thousand dollars, he will actually then receive 
in cash four dollars and some odd cents. All the rest will 
have gone into the repayment of his so-called loan. So we 
might as well face the facts and realize that when the 
soldier gets 50 per cent now in a so-called loan he is actually 
cashing in his certificate at its present-day value. 

Mr. President, it must be obvious that that is a complete 
departure from the principle of the endowment insurance 
policy which was written into the original adjusted compen- 
sation act. Congress, without saying so, is making a com- 
plete volte-face and is destroying that policy, deliberately 
adopted after long discussion, and it is not even honest 
enough to admit that that is what it is doing. 

Remember, Mr. President, that the original bonus bill was 
discussed literally for years. It represented mature consid- 
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eration, so far as anything Congress does can do so, and now, 
if you please, we are reversing that matured policy of pro- 
tecting not only the veteran in his old age but protecting his 
relatives; and we are proposing to do so by a bill which was 
not printed until last Saturday, which was considered in the 
House under such a rule that no amendment was admissible, 
a bill the testimony on which before the House committee 
was not printed until last Monday, a bill which was rushed 
over to us after about an hour’s consideration in the House, 
was hurried in the Finance Committee of the Senate on 
yesterday morning and reported to the Senate yesterday 
noon, and which, although the testimony regarding it before 
the Finance Committee, embraced in a miserable little 
pamphlet, was not printed until this morning, is going to be 
rushed through this afternoon. That is the kind of con- 
sideration that we are—— 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. REED. I am sorry, but I must decline to yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania declines to yield. 

Mr. REED. That is the kind of consideration that we are 
giving a measure which overturns this well-settled policy 
of veteran relief. 

Mr. President, there are about four and a quarter million 
veterans living to-day. They are dying at the rate of ap- 
proximately 80 per day. The death rate would be about the 
same if they were not veterans, for that is the average 
according to the American experience tables of mortality. 
About three million and a quarter of them hold bonus 
certificates. 

I want the Senate and the country to bear in mind just 
what we are already doing for these veterans. In the first 
place, by the war risk insurance act passed during the war 
time we are giving them anywhere up to $10,000 of insur- 
ance on the most favorable terms on which insurance is paid 
for anywhere in this world to-day. By the war-risk insur- 
ance policies, which most of the prudent soldiers have con- 
tinued down to the present time, we are protecting them 
not only against the event of death but the event of total 
disability and disappearance of earning power, so that a 
totally disabled veteran carrying one of these policies has 
it mature immediately on his disability occurring and is the 
recipient of the installment payments which the policy 
provides. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, how many of those 
policies are outstanding? 

Mr. REED. Of the number of policies now in existence 
I am not certain. I think about 20 per cent of the original 
number are still alive, but I am not certain of the exact- 
ness of that figure. : 

Next, we have enacted the World War disability compen- 
sation act, and by that act and its amendments we have 
put into effect the most liberal system of compensation for 
disability in the military forces that was ever adopted by 
any country at any time in the history of this world. We 
have made it so liberal that it is almost absurd. Does the 
country realize, I wonder, that if a man served one day in 
a quartermaster’s office at some place in the Mississippi 
Valley back in 1918 and that same man went crazy in 
December, 1924, he is conclusively presumed to have lost 
his mind as the result of his one day’s service in the Middle 
West in 1918? 

Does the country realize that if a man was drafted to 
come out of some miserable tenement in a crowded city 
and was taken to a camp in summer time in 1918 to live on 
better food and under better sanitary conditions than he 
ever saw before in his life, if that man developed a symptom 
of tuberculosis as late as 1924 it is conclusively presumed 
to be the result of his war service? 

I am stating extreme cases; but there are many cases, 
many cases that are extreme that are getting the benefit 
of those presumptions; and yet, they were put in by a 
Congress that was solicitous that no meritorious case should 
escape and that men who really were sickened by long ex- 
posure in the trenches or men who really were unbalanced 
by being under shell fire for prolonged periods should not 
by any technicality be deprived of the compensation that 
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was justly due them; and I do not object to those provisions. 
It is better that we pay 10 men whose disabilities have 
nothing to do with the war than that we should neglect 
one disabled man who in all honesty is suffering from his 
war experience; but that is what we have put in effect. 

The schedule of payments under that law is so much 
more liberal than anything we have ever seen before for the 
veterans of any war that it deserves to be borne in mind by 
the country. We appreciate the service of our war veterans; 
but surely they themselves must appreciate that the country 
has not been unconscious of its obligation to them. 

Then, next, we passed the bonus bill. That we are all 
familiar with. That gave everybody an insurance policy 
without his paying for it. 

Then, next, we passed the emergency officers’ retirement 
bill, by which it is provided that if an emergency officer is 
30 per cent or more disabled, he gets three-fourths of his 
base pay as an officer for the rest of his natural life. We 
have found in experience that officers who were in the Army 
only two days are now retired on the theory that their dis- 
ability is a result of their war-time service. We have found 
a shocking condition that obtains down here in the Veter- 
ans’ Bureau, about which I spoke the other day where the 
retiring board that sits in judgment on these cases, and is 
supposed to look out for the interests of the United States 
in this matter, is itself retired; the medical officer on the 
retiring board is himself classified as one of these bene- 
ficiaries, and is in precious poor position to protect the in- 
terests of the United States from other doctors who appear 
with kidney trouble or liver trouble, or what not, and state 
that they got it from their war service. It was the only 
risk to which most of those who were stationed in this coun- 
try were exposed. 

Then, in addition to that, as if we had not already 
strained generosity to the snapping point, last July we piled 
on all these other privileges the general disability pension 
act, by which a World War soldier or sailor who is disabled 
25 per cent or more, and whose disability is admitted by 
everybody to have no connection with the war, is neverthe- 
less pensioned for the rest of his life. That is to say, he 
may walk out into the street and be hit by a trolley or a 
truck to-morrow and he is at once put on the pension roll 
for the rest of his life. 

Mr. CUTTING. Mr. President 

Mr. REED. No; I decline to yield, please. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator declines to 
yield. 

Mr.REED. We have already taken care of the disabilities 
that come from the war service, and we have done it most 
generously; but on top of that we put on last summer this 
disability pension bill, which gives pensions to men whose 
injury or disability has no connection whatsoever with 
their war service. We did that simply because they were 
veterans. . 

On top of all this—and the catalogue sounds long 
already—we have built a most elaborate system of hospitals 
scattered all over the country. When the present program is 
completed, only one State—that is, Delaware—will be with- 
out a veterans’ hospital, and Delaware has them conven- 
iently at hand on both of her borders. We have scattered 
this elaborate system of hospitals over the country, hos- 
pitals into which any veteran at any time, for any cause 
under God’s Heaven, can go and receive the best of treat- 
ment absolutely free of charge. I do not mean just for his 
service disabilities. Of course, that has always been so. We 
have always accepted them for treatment for that; but 
whatever be a veteran’s ailment, if it arose only yesterday, 
and came from some street accident, he is accepted at these 
hospitals; he is given the very best care and attention, and 
it is all absolutely free of charge. If he is insane, he is taken 
into veterans’ hospitals for mental cases. If he has tuber- 
culosis, he is taken into veterans’ hospitals that are appro- 
priate for that disease. To-day we have 34,000 men in 
hospitals at the expense of the Government, without one 
penny of expense to them, and only about one-fifth of that 
number are there because of their war-time service. 


Those of the Senate who have been patient enough to 
listen to this catalogue must agree with me that this Nation 
has been singularly aware of the debt of honor that it owed 
to its disabled veterans, and that it has not quibbled or 
stood on technicalities in the ascertainment of the causal 
connection between their war service and the disability 
from which they suffer to-day. We have not quibbled in 
our generosity but we have extended it open-handed, and at 
this minute, Mr. President, 700,000 persons are receiving 
benefits under one or the other of those measures other than 
the bonus. Of course, everybody is getting the bonus; but 
under the disability provisions, the hospitalization provi- 
sions, the disability pensions, in one method or another, 
700,000 persons are to-day receiving those benefits; and we 
are spending more than any country in the history of the 
world ever spent to that end. At this minute we are spend- 
ing at the rate of $570,000,000 a year on those 700,000 
persons, or about $800 apiece. 

There never was anything like it before; and we are all 
glad it is being done. I do not suppose there is a corporal’s 
guard found within the sound of my voice that would say 
that we have done too much for the disabled. 

Now, Mr. President, we are coming to a bigger and a more 
serious question, and that is how far is a war veteran not 
disabled, not in distress, but able-bodied, solvent, getting 
along in his work, entitled to be singled out to receive bene- 
fits from his National Government that other citizens of the 
United States are not entitled to receive? It is the biggest 
question that is involved in this whole bit of business. It is 
not whether we are going to take care of our disabled. That 
is admitted by everybody. It is not whether we are going 
to take care even of the veteran in distress. We have all 
said that we were ready to do that; and the amendments 
that were offered and were rejected yesterday in the Finance 
Committee provided for taking care of veterans in distress. 
But this measure as it now comes to the Senate from the 
committee provides for taking care of veterans who are not 
disabled, who are not in distress, whose need is absolutely 
no different from that of any other American citizen who is 
healthy and prosperous. 

Why under heaven should we in this time of stress in the 
national finances pour out the money of the Treasury in 
floods for the benefit of a particular group of American 
citizens at the cost of all of their fellow American citizens 
who have to provide the money? Because we are not being 
generous when we pass this bill. We are not generous at all. 
We are giving away somebody else’s money, and it is not the 
money of some impersonal American Government Treasury. 
It is money that is going to be worked out by the sweat of 
other American citizens, and we are giving it to one group 
of those citizens and making their fellow citizens work to 
earn it. 

That is not generosity. The question is, Is it fairness? 

Mr. President, I suppose there is not any incident in my 
whole life of which I am so constantly proud as I am of the 
fact that it was my privilege to serve in the American Army 
at the front in France. It is not pleasant to have to get up 
and argue against giving benefits to veterans. It is not 
pleasant to tell associations of veterans that they are all 
wrong when they are asking for things like this. It is rather 
noticeable that the American Legion did not ask for this 
thing until it was pretty well crowded into it, and then it 
asked for it in a rather faltering voice; but the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars did ask for it. 

I got a postal card the other day from my own post in 
the Veterans of Foreign Wars. It was a mimeographed 
thing, obviously sent out to all of us who were members of 
that post; and it urged every member of the post right then 
and there to write to his Senators and his Congressman and 
insist on the passage of this bill. I did not get a single letter, 
so far as I know, from any member of that large post—not 
one of them. There was an effort to organize a propaganda, 
and as far as that post went it was a “dud.” It fell flat. 
Nobody responded because the men themselves who think— 
and most of them do think—realized the utter unfairness of 
the thing. 
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Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President 

Mr. REED. I do not yield, Mr. President. I am sorry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator declines to yield. 

Mr. REED. I have tried that before, and I find that my 
speech is mostly made up of somebody else’s remarks. 

I got another letter from a comrade in Pittsburgh, a man 
who lives in a comparatively modest section of the city, a 
man I never knew, who belongs to a post of the American 
Legion that I never even heard mentioned; but one of the 
qualifications for membership in that post is that a man 
must have spent at least a year in service in the American 
Expeditionary Forces. It did not take in the men of a few 
weeks’ experience altogether spent here at home. You had 
to be a year in the Army in France before you could join 
that post; and they had a meeting the other night at which 
over 50 of them were present, and they voted unanimously 
against favoring the passage of the present bonus bill. 

So let us not get it into our minds, Mr. President, that 
these soldiers as a body, 4,000,000 strong, are facing us here 
in Washington with fists clenched, determined to wreck any 
of us who vote against this bill. If they were, a good many 
of us would vote against it if our conscience said we should; 
but I am perfectly certain that they are not. I had a pretty 
good chance to try out that conviction in 1928, and I could 
not discover that it made any difference in the result. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. REED. I would rather not, if the Senator does not 
mind. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator declines to yield. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, those men who enlisted or who 
went along in the selective-service draft in 1917 and 1918 
were coming to the rescue of their country in a time of 
great emergency; and I saw lots of them come in. We put 
over 4,000 of them through the regiment that I was in, and 
I had a pretty good chance to size them up. They were the 
gamest and the most intelligent and the most willing fellows 
that ever I saw. I did not see a single case or hear of a 
single case of a man who seemed to be sorry he was there, 
save one conscientious objector who got over his scruples a 
little later. 

When we went to France there was not one single man of 
that regiment who was even late for embarkation. A num- 
ber of them went A. W. O. L. during the week preceding 
sailing, and I wondered if my judgment of those men was 
wrong, if they could possibly be “ yellow.” Iam happy to say 
that every single man of them came back of his own accord, 
with no arrests and no search for them, Every man turned 
up and was on time at the moment of embarkation. Nobody 
could beat that record. No better evidence of the spon- 
taneity with which they came into the service could be found 
than that. 

When we got to France there were desertions. We had 
desertions of men who were impatient to get to the front, 
and were not willing to wait until our turn came. Every 
deserter went, not away from the enemy but toward him. 
To their honor I am glad to testify to that. Every one of 
them went on ahead of the regiment to the front, and under 
some pretext or another joined up with some outfit already 
there. 

Those men, with that spirit; those men, who had those 
qualities and that gameness and that patriotism, are not 
asking their country to give them a hand-out now in this 
other time of emergency. They know, as well as we do, what 
the Treasury is up against. They know, as well as we do, 
that the income-tax returns which are to come in a couple 
of weeks from now are going to stagger us, they are going 
to be so low. They know, as well as we do, that this coun- 
try is going to have at least a half billion dollars deficit 
this year. They are not asking for this cashing of the 
bonus certificates indiscriminately to all who hold them. 
They want to help the men in distress, of course, and that 
is why they maintain employment offices in all the posts 
of the American Legion and are trying to get every man 
work, to relieve distress, and they would approve with whole 
heart our giving relief to men in distress, men out of work, 
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men about to lose their homes because they can not keep 
up the interest on the mortgage, men who are in difficulty 
because some one in the family has had to go to the hos- 
pital, or there is a big doctor’s bill to pay.. But to make an 
indiscriminate hand-out which amounts to the payment of 
the present-day value of these certificates and the practical 
extinguishment of them as a protection to the man in his 
old age and the family in case of his death, I say no—no 
thoughtful veteran will approve it or ask it. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr, VANDENBERG], always 
persuasive, a day or two ago told us why he believed only 
about three-sevenths of certificate holders would make these 
loans, and he bases that on the statement that only three- 
sevenths of the certificate holders have borrowed under 
the present borrowing provision. This bill would reduce the 
interest rate. This bill would make borrowing an attractive 
thing. The chance of using the money profitably would 
8 much enhanced by the low interest rate specifled in 

Furthermore, instead of being able to borrow a compara- 
tively moderate sum, as at present, this bill would enable 
them to borrow up to an average of 8500, and in some cases 
much more. Many a man will borrow the money from the 
Government and put it to work in some kind of business 
enterprise or lend it out. We found one chap in a soldiers“ 
home, a Civil War veteran, who had a sort of pawnbroker’s 
business in the home, and had made $15,000 out of his 
fellow inmates. There will be lots of things like that turn- 
ing up, lots of perfectly legitimate ways of making money. 
But we are not passing this legislation in order to go into 
the general banking business for the benefit of three and a 
is oie SAE aca RAOR AE EA 
rest. 

General Hines testified yesterday before the Finance Com- 

mittee that he believed that this bill would call for the pay- 
ment of about a billion dollars in money; that he believed 
that about 75 per cent of the veterans would take the 
privilege offered them under the measure. There is nobody 
in the whole United States who knows the mind of the 
average veteran as well as Frank T. Hines knows it. I 
attach much more importance to his estimate than to any 
estimate I could possibly form for myself. 
- Mr. President, I do not base my appeal on the ground 
that throwing another billion dollars on the Treasury in 
time of depression is going to be embarrassing to the Treas- 
ury. I do not base my appeal on that at all. I merely say 
that it is wrong to pass this legislation, because, first, it is 
unfair to encourage the improvidence on the part of the 
veterans which this bill would encourage. Second, that it 
is highly unfair to his wife, if he has one, or to his other 
dependents, because it is their money, in the last analysis, 
we are giving him now to spend, or to squander, or to put 
into the hazards of trade. It is their protection we are 
taking away by cashing these bonus certificates to-day. 

I say, finally, as a veteran—and I think, speaking for a 
very large number of thoughtful veterans—that we able- 
bodied veterans are not entitled to be singled out for any 
preference whatever as against other American citizens. 
The country owes me nothing for what I happened to do 
in the war. I am grateful to have had a chance to go, and 
I do not want to be paid for it; and that is the way most of 
us feel. If I were crippled, if I were disabled, if I were 
even in great distress, I might think, “ Well, the country 
ought to take care of me.” But when those conditions do 
not obtain, when a man comes back as healthy as when he 
went in, or healthier, the country owes him nothing. He 
has done his duty, yes; but every taxpayer does his duty. 
Every man who goes about his day’s work does his duty, 
and does not deserye to be singled out for particular favor 
at the hands of other American citizens who have to earn 
the money he would get. 

Mr. HARRISON and Mr. HEFLIN addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator from Alabama, 

Mr. HEFLIN. I thank my good friend from Mississippi. 
The Chair had already agreed to recognize me. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The present occupant of the 
chair has not agreed to recognize anyone. The present 
occupant of the chair recognizes the Senator he hears first 
address the Chair. 

Mr. HEFLIN. The present occupant of the chair was not 
in the chair at the time to which I refer. The Senator who 
was presiding, who agreed to recognize me, was the senior 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses]. I presume that 
he put my name upon the list in front of the present occu- 
pant of the chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The present occupant of the 
chair keeps no list. 

Mr. HEFLIN. If the present occupant of the chair did not 
have the list, then I excuse the present occupant of the chair. 
I simply stand on my rights and on agreements that I have 
with the Presiding Officer. 

I know that there are those hereabout who do not wish 
to have the bonus paid to these boys who saved not only our 
liberty but the liberties of the world, and they are not in 
favor of expediting this bonus bill. But it is fortunate for 
the boys who followed the flag that there are Senators upon 
this floor who are just as strong for them now as they were 
when they put on the uniform and shouldered their guns and 
marched away to France, 3,000 miles from home. Thou- 
sands of those brave boys died on the battle front in France. 

Mr. President, I shall never forget when the tocsin of war 
was sounded, when the United States Government joined 
fortunes with the Allies, I saw the boys coming up from 
the South, the sons of those who had worn the gray, meet- 
ing here at the Capital boys from the North, the sons of 
those who had worn the blue in the war of the sixties. I 
saw these bright-eyed, upstanding, brave Americans strik- 
ing hands as comrades in a common cause as they marched 
away to a far-away battlefield. 

Thousands and thousands of those boys had good posi- 
tions or occupations which paid them well. They were 
working and earning a living here at home. Many of them 
had gone into their life business, and they were plucked up 
out of it; they flung their fortunes to the four winds in 
order to serve their country. They broke the ties of home 
and loved ones; they bade farewell to all at the call of this 
their country, the greatest government in all the world. 

Mr. President, they crossed a sea infested with deadly 
submarines and met upon the battlefield the forces of the 
most powerful military master of the Old World, the Kaiser 
of Germany. They met the trained soldiers and seasoned 
warriors of Germany, and they were equipped with death- 
dealing implements the like of which the world never saw 
before. When they entered the war this madman from 
Germany had been holding the world at bay for four years. 
The tide turned when they got in action on the battle front 
in France. 

Mr. President, they did not ask what kind of treatment 
would be accorded to them when the war was over and they 
returned home. I dare say they never dreamed that the 
time would ever come when they would walk the streets and 
highways of their homland with Government certificates 
in their pockets, evidence of their country’s indebtedness to 
them, when they were hungry and almost starving, and not 
be able to realize a single dollar upon the obligations of the 
Government they had fought to save. 

I am not surprised that we have opposition to this bill in 
the Senate. And I know that it is well that all interests 
should be represented here, but it is fortunate that at this 
particular time there are enough men in the Senate and in 
the House who will hear the cry of these men, to whom we 
owe a debt of gratitude we can never pay, and will see that 
they do not go away from their Government empty-handed. 

Mr. President, this is not a dole, this is not a gift to these 
World War veterans. It is the payment in fact of an obli- 
gation that this Government owes to them. They are 
already carrying in their pockets these long-deferred tomb- 
stone bonus certificates. (Laughter in the galleries]. That 
is what it is when you refuse to make any part of the pay- 
ment until 14 years more have come and gone. I saw one 
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of these distressed war veterans in my office not long ago 
with one of these tombstone certificates for $855. 

He told me he was so much in need of money that he had 
to pawn his overcoat to borrow $10. My God, Senators, that 
incident presents a sad and pathetic picture. And it is only 
one among tens and hundreds of thousands. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep] said we do not 
owe these men anything, that they are not entitled to any 
different treatment from any other citizen. I disagree with 
him. Owe them anything? We owe them a debt that we 
can never pay. I regret that any one of them should hear 
now or hereafter read a statement made in this Chamber 
that we owe them nothing, no debt of heartfelt gratitude, 
that even at a time like this they should be treated exactly 
as other citizens, citizens who remained at home when the 
war was raging in Europe, citizens who carried on their oc- 
cupations at home, citizens who never lost a day from their 
employment, citizens who were accumulating money and 
putting it into the bank when these brave boys were facing 
the hellfire of German guns on the battle front in France. 
The suggestion that we owe them nothing is shocking and 
abhorrent to me. 

Why, Mr. President, we can never repay them, and God 
forbid that we shall ever prove recreant in our obligations to 
them for their heroic service to our country. I am not in 
favor of permitting the selfish, purse-proud millionaires to 
accumulate millions of money and put it away in vaults and 
keep it out of circulation until the currency or money sup- 
ply of the country is contracted to that point where the 
business of all the people is sick nigh unto death for lack of 
a sufficient circulating medium. I am not in favor of that. 
If these men do not know any better than to continue that 
course, it is going to bring conditions even worse than they 
are to-day. To-day we have nearly a billion dollars less 
money in circulation than we had 10 years ago. Think of 
that. Think of that in a Republic whose industries have 
multiplied on every hand, a Republic whose population has 
increased by leaps and bounds. 

Instead of a currency supply, instead of a circulating me- 
dium keeping pace with growing industry and increasing 
population, it is contracted, decreased, to an alarming and 
dangerous extent, and what have we as a result? We have 
bank credit substituted for a once adequate supply of Amer- 
ican money in circulation. That money has been hoarded, 
taken out of the hands of the people, out of the channels 
of business, and to-day we have a collapse of bank credit 
and a contraction of the currency, which have produced 
economic disorder, stagnation in business, and nation-wide 
distress amongst the American masses. 

And here in the Capital of the Nation some of our ex- 
service men walk the streets hungry. They are suffering 
for the necessities of life. Once while fighting for us they 
were wounded upon the fields of France. 

Mr. President, I have helped in a small financial way 
some of these boys. I am a poor man and not able to do 
very much for them, but I have never refused one of them. 
It may not be much that I can do, but I will help them all 
I can. I have heard of them, when they would ask some 
people for aid, having the question put to, them, Why 
don’t you go to work?” “I can not find anything to do. 
I want to work but I can not find anything to do. The 
army of the unemployed runs into the millions, I am 
another recruit to their sad and increasing ranks. I have a 
Government certificate for money that will not be due untii 
1945, but I must have something to live now. Will you 
help me? 

The able Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED] is one of 
the clearest-headed lawyers I ever heard present a cause. 
He is able and eloquent in any position that he takes. He 
is a man of whom I am very fond personally. But, Mr. 
President, he has not got the viewpoint that some of us 
have. He says the Government does not owe him anything. 
Pennsylvania has already shown her great appreciation of 
him and bestowed a wonderful gift upon him in sending him 
to the United States Senate. [Laughter.] 
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The VICE PRESIDENT (rapping for order). The Chair 
must admonish the occupants of the galleries that under the 
rules of the Senate they are not permitted to make any 
demonstrations of approval or disapproval. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, Pennsylvania sent here in 
the person of this remarkably gifted man one of the ablest 
Senators that has come here since I have been in the two 
Houses of Congress. He has a master mind, but oh, how the 
imaginary tears rolled from his eyes when he told how bad 
it would be on the second lap of the bonus payments if 
soldiers boys failed to keep the interest paid up. How it 
would drag on, double up, and compound until at the end of 
the life of the certificate they would get $4.50 [laughter], 
and all the rest of it would have gone to the Government for 
interest on payments that they could not keep up. 

Mr. President, a government that would let that thing 
happen is not worthy to have a soldier carry its flag and 
fight its battles in time of war. Another Congress will come 
and, in the name of fair play and justice, meet that emer- 
gency. If that occasion arises another Congress will say: 
“ We find that these boys are failing in their payments, not 
through any fault of their own, not because they are idle 
or indolent, but because sickness and misfortune have over- 
taken them. They have been unable to work. On the bat- 
tle front in France they were vigorous and strong. They 
gave their country all they had. They offered their lives. 
We are not going to let those boys suffer now and go hun- 
gry.” Another Congress will then do the fair thing by them. 
I have an abiding faith in my country that we will always 
have a House and a Senate that will meet an emergency 
like that. 

The Senator’s fear that that thing would happen is as 
far-fetched and out of the picture and his tears are as use- 
less, though more copious, as those of the old maid whose 
imagination worried her greatly. The old maid shed copious 
tears when going into a farmer’s big smokehouse she saw 
great big western hams hanging there in all their glory. 
She broke out crying. Some one asked, “ What are you 
crying about?” She said, “I was just thinking about how 
I might have married a farmer, and we might have had a 
lot of children, and we might have had a lot of big hams 
like that hanging in our smokehouse, and one of them might 
have fallen on one of our children and killed it, and what 
an awful thing it would have been.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, the Senator from Pennsylvania is shedding 
tears, he is weeping over a situation that might happen in 
1945 to a poor fellow who, if he gets his money now, al- 
though he is starving, if he gets his money now to take care 
of himself and his loved ones, might perchance throw it 
away in luxurious living and reach 1945 with only $4.50. 
{(Laughter.J Such arguments do not appeal very strongly 
to me. 2 

Unjust criticisms: and unfair insinuations are being made 
of the ex-service men who are asking their Government 
for help at this time. They are not capable of taking and 
handling the little sum of money that we are providing 
for them in this time of their great need. We had no 
doubts and misgivings regarding them in 1917. We relied 
on them to save our liberty and the liberty of the world. 
In those tense and trying days when we read the casualty 
list each morning in the Washington papers showing how 
our brave boys were facing the belching fires of German 
guns and relating how they were fighting and falling in the 
defense of the flag we never doubted them then. We did 
not “throw off on them then. 

We could not praise them too much then. Then we said, 
“They are the bravest soldiers that ever shouldered a gun 
or drew a battle blade,” but now some are “throwing off 
on them. It is said if we let them have a part of the money 
the Government owes them some of them will go off and 
get drunk on it; they will get on a spree. Did anyone talk 
that way about them when they stood between the German 
Army and this Government? Did anyone talk that way 
about them when they stood on the firing line in France 
and back of them was all that we hold dear in America? 
No; we did not talk that way then. 


I will tell you what I heard some of our richest men say 
in those dreadful days when the boys were fighting and 
dying on the battle front for their country. I had them 
tell me when they would read in the paper of some relative 
stricken down in battle: “I would give half my wealth to 
end the war to-morrow. I would give half of what I possess 
to bring this horrible war to a close.” 

It is closed now, Senators, and the story of American 
valor on the fields of France is a glorious heritage for every 
true American. Glorious history that these boys have made. 
They took our flag across the sea, carried it to victory on 
battle front in France, and brought it back covered all over 
with the glory of their valor. Now we are told by some that 
they are incapable of handling money that the Government 
owes them when they are walking the streets weak and 
hungry, in a land where millions and billions of money are 
hoarded. In a land acknowledged to be the richest country 
in all the world. 

Mr. President, I recall some lines that are appropriate 
ere: 

Hoarded wealth forever rotted, unused strength forever failed— 

Tae nae have wrecked the proudest ships of state that ever 
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eee Egypt, falling Helos, and Goth-crushed Rome, hath taught 

at ien; > 
That if 5 would hold his liberty he must ever use his strength. 

Are we going to permit the avaricious men who worship 
their hoarded millions to control our action here to-day? 
Are we going to fail to use our sense and strength in doing 
Simple justice by the country’s defenders? From all over 
the country they have been writing to their Senators. The 
mails are filled with letters from them to you and to me. 
I get telegrams from them asking me to support this meas- 
ure. But the Senator from Pennsylvania says that the mem- 
bers of his post are not wiring him. Of course not. 
Those rich in this world’s goods are not asking for a thing 
like this. The camp to which my friend belongs must be 
composed of gentlemen who ride in big limousines, and, 
perhaps, they are thinking that they might be taxed to help 
pay the soldiers who are not so fortunate as they, so they 
sit back in calm magnificence and say, “I am opposed to 
any such movement as that.” Certainly they are. 

But, Mr. President, this country’s wealth consists not in 
the possessions of the idle rich, not in the gold hoarded in 
Wall Street. It consists of the true and noble manhood of 
our men and the true and noble womanhood of our women. 
I plead here to-day for simple justice for men who have 
shown themselves to be possessed of heroic courage and 
manly honor, and they are asking that we pass this bill to 
let them borrow up to 50 per cent of the money that the 
Government owes them. The Government owes it to them 
now, but they say wait 14 years until the full amount is 
finally due, and the Government will pay it. But the ex-* 
service man says: “I may not be here. If my condition is 
not changed, I will not be here. I am in want. My wife 
and children are in want. Some of us are living in the 
drought-stricken area. Unemployment is all about us. In- 
dustry in many places has closed its doors, and banks are 
breaking all around us. The currency is contracted. 
Money is being hoarded. Business is paralyzed. We are 
industrious. We need help now.” But they are told, “ Oh, 
no; if we should let you have it, you would not take care of 
it.” The idea of talking to a distressed and hungry man 
like that, especially a soldier who has offered his life for his 
country. 

Mr. President, Philadelphia is a great city, a rich old city, 
and so is Pittsburgh. I imagine that there are men in the 
Legion post of my good friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
REED] who would be moved to tears for the ex-service men 
in the same fashion as George Gillespie in the State of 
Ohio was moved to tears when an old schoolmate who was 
stranded, broke flat, strolled in to see him. George Gillespie 
was the president of a bank in a certain Ohio town. This 
friend of his asked a bystander, “ Who owns that sky-scrap- 
ing building there?” George Gillespie.“ Who owns that 
magnificent mansion on the corner of the street yonder? ” 
“George Gillespie; that is his home.” “My, he must be a 
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wealthy man.” “Oh, yes, yes; he is the wealthiest man in 
the town or in the county; he is one of the wealthiest in the 
State. In fact, his wealth runs into the millions.” “Is 
that so?” And this poor fellow’s heart rose up with high 
hope. He proceeded to the bank, he handed in his card, and 
asked, “Is George in?” One of the cashiers very coldly 
looked at him and said, “ You mean, Mr. Gillespie?” “ Yes; 
I want to see him; take that card in.” He had not seen 
George Gillespie in 20 years. 

When George was handed his old schoolmate’s card he 
smiled and said, Yes; bring him right in.” The cashier 
brought George Gillespie’s old friend in. Gillespie greeted 
him most cordially, asked him to have a seat, and handed 
him a fine cigar, and when the sweet aroma from that 
25-cent cigar commenced floating around in the room, and 
George Gillespie and his old schoolmate were talking of 
other days, his friend, desiring to broach the subject upper- 
most in his mind, said: “ George, I am truly glad of your 
great success in the business world. You have accumulated, 
they tell me, a nice sum of this world’s goods; that you own 
this bank; that you are the president of it.” “Yes; that is 
right,” said George, and the clouds of smoke from his cigar 
were floating leisurely away. “And you also own that sky- 
scraping building over there?” “Yes.” “My, my, you 
must bea very wealthy man.” “ Yes; I do not want to boast, 
but I have accumulated quite a good deal.“ Oh, how nice; 
and you own certain other properties here, so that your 
wealth, I am told, runs into the millions? George replied, 
“Yes; I guess that is true.” : 

Then the friend reached for his handkerchief, and said, 
with tears in his voice, “ Things have not gone so well with 
me; I have lost all I had; I just thought of you, George, 
and I have come to you, George, I want you to lend me 
$5,000.” George took out his handkerchief, for he, too, was 
crying now. [Laughter.] He said, “Oh, William ”"—calling 
the cashier— come in here.” Then the friend cried more 
than ever, for he thought he was going to have his wish 
gratified; but George Gillespie, the president of the bank, 
said to the cashier, “Take him out; he is breaking my 
heart.” [Laughter in the Senate and in the gallery.] That 
is the way the members of the post of my friend from Penn- 
sylvania sympathize with and weep over these soldiers. 
“Take them away; they are breaking my heart.” [Laugh- 
ter.] And it almost breaks mine to see them weep. 

Oh, how they like and how they cling to the almighty 
dollar, these dollar-worshipping men. They really do not 
get much out of life. Mr. President, the best philosophy of 
life is that which causes one to feel good personally because 
he is fair and just to his fellow men. He wishes everybody 
well; he wants a policy that will undo excess, that each 
man will have enough. That is the best kind of philosophy— 
the philosophy that will give to every one a fair chance in 
the struggle for existence. It is the philosophy that listens 
to the cry of the struggling poor when they are oppressed. 
It is that philosophy that makes a lawmaker listen to a 
soldier and stand at attention when one of these boys come 
up—God bless him—who has carried that flag and risked 
his all for his country. He met the supreme test and offered 
to make the supreme sacrifice for his country; he offered 
his all upon the altar of his country; he was willing 
to fight, and not only to fight but to die for my country and 
for me. So help me God, I shall never turn my back on 
him. ‘These boys will not call me in vain. I shall hear 
them; I shall respond to them. I stand with uncovered head 
in their heroic presence. I honor them; I love them for the 
fight they made, for the valor they displayed, for the service 
they rendered my flag, for their upright lives as citizens now 
out yonder in the great mass of the people of this great 
Republic of ours. 

Mr. President, many men who remained at home were 
caught in the grip of an awful drought; their substance was 
swept away, and their crops failed; they found themselves 
in such distress that this Government went to their rescue 
and appropriated millions of dollars to be loaned to them 
in order to save them and theirs. And now the boys who 
carried the flag across the sea, living, many ef them, in the 
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drought-stricken sections, others living where industry is 
and labor unemployed, cry out to us, not for a 
gift but for a loan or partial payment out of a debt owed 
them by the Government, or for an advancement, if you 
please, of money the Government has already acknowledged 
it owes to them. This money they seek to obtain is not to 
enable them to invest it so as to make more money. They 
want to get this money in order to live on it, in order to 
supply their needs and the needs of their loved ones. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania tells us how many of 
these boys are being cared for now. I congratulate and 
commend the Government for all that it is doing for the 
disabled veterans. The Senator from Pennsylvania said not 
only that, but if an able-bodied veteran who had served 
his country should get knocked down on the street he would 
be taken to a Government hospital and treated free of 
charge. Yes, Mr. President; and they would feed him dur- 
ing that time. So the philosophy advanced by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania is a suggestion to these men to go on the 
streets and get run down if they want to be supported and 
fed in the hospital by the Government for a time. 

That is it. Oh, yes; that is the only way they are going 
to get help, according to that theory and that philosophy. 
“Young man, are you hungry?” “Yes; I am about to 
starve.” “ Well, stand out there in the street and let one 
of these vehicles hit you [laughter], and if it hits you and 
knocks you down and hurts you badly enough, we will take 
you to Walter Reed Hospital and will minister to your wants 
in your affliction and feed you as long as you are crippled ”; 
and if he is smart he will stay crippled until the panic is 
over and the period of unemployment shall have passed. 
{Laughter.] That is the theory, that is the philosophy 
given us by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. METCALF] reads a 
letter from somebody telling that if a certain fellow gets his 
bonus he will go on a big spree, and that will be all; it will 
be over; that here lately he has shown a disposition to travel 
too much. Is not that nice? ([Laughter.] Are we going to 
regulate the habits of these boys? Are we going to tell them 
where they can go and where they can not go? Are we 
going to tie a string to their movements? We did not talk 
about them like that when they were in France; we did not 
talk about them that way when they were fighting for our 
country. Then we trusted them; we trusted them with our 
all, and we were speaking of your fortunes that they were 
going to save by shedding their blood and giving their lives, 
but now when they come to us in their dire distress we are 
told, “ If we let them have it, many of them will spend it all 
in a little while.” 

So it appears, Mr. President, that this fellow had a “ dis- 
position to travel,” and if we furnish him money he will go 
traveling around the country. Well, let him go where he 
wants to go. There was a time when he did not have any 
say about where he would go; he only went where we wanted 
him to go, and that was on the battle front in France. And 
now we want to curb his “ disposition to travel,” and because 
he would like to travel Congress must refuse to pay thou- 
sands and hundreds of thousands of others who are crying 
for bread and who are about to starve. 

Well, what is the matter with this fellow whose “ disposi- 
tion to travel”? Les; it is said he has a disposition to 
travel. That reminds me of a wild boy who ran away from 
Alabama and went into Texas. He was a tough citizen and 
he got into some kind of trouble out there and was killed. 

Mr. President, a telegram was sent to a father saying, 
“Your son died here to-day. What disposition?“ The old 
man wired back, “ He was of a roving disposition.” [Laugh- 
ter.] The argument made against the bonus bill, which pro- 
vides money for all the veterans, is attacked because one fel- 
low has a “ disposition to travel,” has a “roving disposition.” 
They lost their own blood and left some of their limbs in 
the soil of France; and here they are, these heroes of the 
World War, brave soldiers, in dire distress, calling upon the 
Congress of their country to let them have this loan out of 
money that the Government already owes them. Who can 
oppose them now? 
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Why, Mr. President, the bondholders say it will hurt their 
business, and some of these big business men say it will hurt 
business. 

Mr. President, instead of hurting business, it will be the 
happiest occasion for business that we can provide, putting 
money into circulation. If I had it in my power, I would 
arrange for them to get it all, because I want them to enjoy 
it while they are living. I want them to have it when they 
need it most, Let the future take care of itself. 

One trouble with the average man to-day is that he has 
no faith in the future. He is providing for his boys. He is 
settling money upon them. They have no effort to put forth. 
They have no hardships to endure. They are soft-handed 
fellows. They do not know what it is to get out and work 
for a living. We need to have more of that. We have a 
class of the idle rich who are settling money and estates on 
their boys; and when the old man dies, the boy has all the 
money he can spend in a lifetime. He lives a life of idleness 
and ease. He attends clubs and gambles on the races and 
the stock exchange and other things, and he is not worth 5 
cents to the civilization of his country. 

Let the future take care of itself. Let your boy battle 
as you had to battle. Put him on his American mettle. He 
will provide for the future. Worry about such things is, 
as the poet has said, “forethought gone to seed.” Do not 
worry about these veterans in 1945. They will take care 
of that. Some provision will be made. What I want to do 
is to provide for them now. Now is when they have made 
known to me their wants. Now is when I see their distress. 
Now is when they need my service; and, so help me God, I 
will give it to them to-day! 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, this question of soldiers’ 
relief has been so confused by the press and certain high 
officials, through statements and otherwise, that I know of 
no legislation that has been proposed that has been more 
misrepresented in its effect. 

The proposal here is not a radical one. It is most con- 
servative in character; and I desire to take this occasion 
to express my congratulations to the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives and the Members of that body for get- 
ting together upon such a measure that will give very great 
relief to those who are in distress at this time. 

It is peculiarly strange, Mr. President, that to-day the 
two Senators who speak in opposition to this legislation 
come from the State of Connecticut and the State of Penn- 
Sylvania. They are splendid gentlemen; they rendered fine 
service in the war; and they are, of course, actuated by 
high motives to discharge conscientiously their duty. 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BrnenHam] was not 
here in 1922, nor in 1924, when we had the first fight to give 
to the soldiers some relief. His predecessor, Mr. Brande- 
gee, may I say, however, stood steadfast and foursquare 
with us—even to the extent of overriding the President’s 
veto. 

The senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED] was at 
that time a Member of this body. He voted upon the pro- 
posals both in 1922 and in 1924. It will be recalled that in 
1922 we passed by overwhelming votes, both in the Senate 
and in the House, legislation that was estimated to cost the 
Government $4,000,000,000, to go to soldiers’ relief. After 
that bill was passed, President Harding vetoed it. The 
House passed it over his veto by a vote of 258 to 54. It 
did not receive a two-thirds vote in the Senate, but it passed 
the Senate by a vote of 44 to 28. That shows the senti- 
ment for it. . 

Thus, back in 1922, legislation that was estimated to cost 
84,000,000, 000 passed the Congress; and its final enactment 
into law was prevented only by a very small vote in the 
Senate. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania at that time spoke against 
that measure. At least, he said in his speech on that 
oceasion: 

Mr. President, I am not unmindful of the wise custom of the 
Senate which dictates silence to a new Member, but because of 
the fact that I served throughout the war, with troops, I feel 


that it is my duty to state my reasons for the attitude I shall 
take upon the pending bill. 
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He had just come into the Senate. It was the first speech 
he made, and he spoke against soldiers’ legislation. He said: 

The passage of the bill I believe is favored by a majority of the 
ex-service men of the country. * * * 

Nevertheless, Mr. President, I am going to vote against this bill. 
The plain fact is that the country can not afford to grant this 
request. Our people are staggering under a burden of taxation 
that has never been led, and I believe it is our duty to re- 
frain from adding one ounce to that burden of taxation on any 
excuse whatever. 


Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. HARRISON. I do. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Whose romance is that that the Senator 
is reading from? 

Mr. HARRISON. That is from the speech of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED], who now makes the big 
speech against this bill. 

The Senator spoke against the soldiers’ legislation again in 
1924. In fact, he has opposed legislation for the soldiers on 
many occasions. 

It was a beautiful tribute that he paid to the Government, 
to the fine, generous spirit evidenced by the Government in 
hospitalization legislation and in caring for the sick and 
the afflicted, and passing liberal laws so that they might be 
taken care of. What else would you expect from a patriotic 
and generous Government? Have we done more for those 
people than they were entitled to? There is not a Senator 
here but who believes that we ought to have done everything 
we have done in hospitalizing these soldiers, and in providing, 
through liberal legislation, for their care and treatment and 
compensation. 

Now, Mr. President, getting down to the cold facts of this 
particular piece of legislation, there is an agitation in this 
country for something to be done for the distressed soldiers 
of the land. We have been confronted with many proposals. 
One proposal which has been indorsed by large numbers of 
American Legion camps throughout the country—all of us 
have received many telegrams for it—is to pay to them at 
this time the full face value of the certificates. That, it is 
estimated, would cost $3,400,600,000. That has much ap- 
proval in the country. Another proposal which was made, 
which has very strong backing, was to provide an option that 
they might now cash in on the present value of their certifi- 
cates. I believed in that plan. I thought it was a fine 
idea, and I favored that kind of legislation; but I have come 
to the conclusion that the proposal passed in the House and 
now before us is better than legislation that will give to the 
soldier the right to cash in on the present value of his 
certificate. 

Mr. Mills, appearing before the committee and speaking 
for the Treasury, time and again said that allowing the 
veterans to borrow 50 per cent of the face value of the cer- 
tificates is nothing more than permitting them to cash in 
on the present value of the certificates. That is true. I see 
nothing in that that would deter me from voting for it. I 
am for that. But this proposal goes one step further than 
allowing them the present value of their certificates; that is 
to say, if they should get the 50 per cent loan, they would 
have the insurance to which my friend the Senator from 
Pennsylvania has paid tribute. Indeed, if a soldier should 
borrow to-day the average, which we have been told is $500, 
and it should be 1944 before they could borrow any more, 
under this plan, if the soldier should die, the balance would 
go to his beneficiary. So I have concluded that this is the 
best plan we can adopt to assure the soldiers some relief and 
at the same time to protect their families. 

The distinguished Senator from Pennsylvania talks as 
though we are proposing to lasso these boys and to tie them 
down and demand that they take these loans. Far from 
that. This is not a proposition to compel them to take 
anything. It is only to the men who feel that they are in 
distress, that they need these loans, that they want to bor- 
row from the Government, that we open the avenue through 
which they may travel and procure the loans. 
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Gentlemen who are situated as is my friend the Senator 
from Pennsylvania and others in the country—and there 
are thousands and hundreds of thousands of them—will not 
avail themselves of the loan provisions as we will pass this 
legislation. In the present law there is a loan provision, 
and out of 3,651,000 soldiers eligible for adjusted-service cer- 
tificates only 1,700,000 of them have availed themselves of 
the loan privilege. 

We are told by the experts that during the last few 
months, as times have grown harder and the situation has 
become more distressing, the loan applications have con- 
stantly increased in number. Of course, some new applica- 
tions would be made. But even General Hines, testifying 
before the committee yesterday, stated that in his opinion 
only 75 per cent of the soldiers would apply, and he made 
the further statement that there would not be that number 
who would apply unless the unemployment situation which 
now confronts the country should continue for 12 months 
longer. I hope this situation will not continue 12 months 
longer. Nobody knows how long it will continue. For two 
years now it has gone on. The condition has been uni- 
versal. Some veterans have been moyed to borrow, but with 
the situation as it is, only 1,700,000 of them have availed 
themselves of the loan privilege of the law. 

Of course, we must admit that in all probability the 
1,700,000 who are in distress, and who have borrowed, will 
make application for the additional loans, and that they 
will get them; and that there will be a few more who will 
make applications, and they can get the money. But an- 
other expert from the department testified before the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House that in his opinion only 
60 per cent of the soldiers eligible to borrow would avail 
themselves of this provision. 

Let us take the statement of Mr. Hines and assume that 
this distressing condition will continue another year, which 
people generally do not believe. If we believe the state- 
ment’s coming from high officials in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, it can not be that it will continue that long, because 
now every morning when we read the papers we see an 
optimistic statement from somebody connected with the 
administration to the effect that the panic is over, and that 
times are going to get better. Indeed, we read statements 
in the financial press of the country that the worst is over, 
and that things will improve. So it is hard to believe that 
75 per cent of the veterans will make applications for these 
loans. But if they do, and the unemployment situation con- 
tinues as it is to-day for the next 12 months, it will cost the 
Government only $1,283,000,000. That is the amount we 
must provide, $1,283,000,000. 

Mr. COUZENS and Mr. BARKLEY rose. 

Mr. HARRISON. I shall get to what the Senators have 
in mind to ask me. It will cost $1,283,000,000 if 75 per cent 
of the soldiers make application and the present conditions 
continue for 12 months longer. 

Treasury officials have taken the money which has come 
into the Treasury under the sinking fund law and have 
bought Government securities, and we now have in the fund 
in the Treasury $750,000,000. There is a fund of $771,- 
000,000, but $21,000,000 is reserved to take care of deaths, 
and so on. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
me? 

Mr. HARRISON. I yield. 

Mr. COUZENS. The Senator should deduct from that 
$1,283,000,000 the sum of $325,000,000, which has already 
been loaned, so that it will not be the first amount stated 
by the Senator. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is quite true. Already on these 
1,700,000 applications $325,000,000 has already been loaned, 
and of course that will be deducted from the total amount. 
In other words, even eliminating the loan provision, with 
the amount that is now in the Treasury in securities— 
which of course will have to be sold—the Government, on 
the 75 per cent basis, would have to make appropriations or 
sell bonds to make up the amount, over that in the fund 
now, of only $533,000,000. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
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Mr. HARRISON. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I think the Senator is a little bit mis 
taken, because I think he is using the figure of $1,283,000,000 
as representing the sum if 100 per cent of the veterans ap- 
plied; but if only 75 per cent applied, the amount would be 
$960,000,000. 

Mr. HARRISON. No; I am informed that on the basis of 
75 per cent making application, as given to the committee 
by General Hines, it will cost $1,283,000,000. 

Mr, BARKLEY. If the Senator will read the President’s 
letter, as found on page 159 of the hearings, he will find that 
$1,283,000,000 is the amount without considering that only 
75 per cent would apply. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I am informed, and I 
think the testimony will bear out the statement, that if 100 
per cent of the soldiers eligible to make loans should borrow, 
it would cost the Government $1,711,000,000, but if 75 per 
cent should borrow, it would cost $1,283,000,000. 

Mr, BARKLEY. The Senator is mistaken. In arriving at 
the $1,283,000,000 the President deducts the amount of the 
loans already outstanding. Then we should take three- 
quarters of that to arrive at the actual amount which would 
be required. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, the Senator from Missis- 
sippi is correct, according to the record. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The President is wrong, then. 

Mr. HARRISON. I shall not permit the Senate to become 
confused on that proposition. My recollection of the testi- 
mony is as I have stated it, and the expert who sits by me 
here assures me that I have stated the fact. 

Assuming, then, that 75 per cent of the soldiers make ap- 
plication, and 12 months of unemployment continue, it will 
cost $1,283,000,000, from which there should be deducted the 
$750,000,000 now in the fund, leaving us to appropriate 
$533,000,000. 

Now, let us turn back. If only 60 per cent of the veterans, 
acccording to the testimony of one expert before the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House, should make applica- 
tion, and we assume that the present conditions should con- 
tinue for 12 months as they are to-day, we would find that 
in that event it would cost only $1,026,000,000, from which 
should be deducted the $750,000,000, which would make it 
necessary for us to appropriate only $276,000,000, or for long- 
term paper to be sold to provide for the payments. 

So all of this misrepresentation and impression gathered 
by business people that the whole business structure of the 
country would be torn asunder if we passed the soldiers’ leg- 
islation is not worth consideration. The fact is, that in 1922 
the same argument was presented in opposition to soldiers’ 
legislation by the Secretary of the Treasury that was made 
this year, and in 1924 the precise argument was made against 
the bill which is now upon the statute books that was made 
the other day by the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Undersecretary, Mr. Mills. 

Mr. CUTTING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
me? 

Mr. HARRISON. I yield. 

Mr. CUTTING. I would like to ask the Senator what, in 
his opinion, will be the argument made in 1945 when the 
payments will have to be made under the certificates? 

Mr. HARRISON. That was one of the arguments Mr. 
Coolidge used, when he was President and vetoed the bill, in 
support of his veto. He pointed out that in 1945 it would 
be impossible for the Government to refinance the propo- 
sition so that it could take care of the payments. Back in 
1924 Mr. Coolidge ‘vetoed the bill, and I presume whoever 
may be President in 1945, if he be of one political faith, at 
least—and if he belongs to the crowd represented to-day by 
the Senators from Pennsylvania and Connecticut—he will 
use the same arguments at that time. 

Mr. President, there is nothing in this legislation to cause 
business to become frightened. I was not in favor, and I 
think only a few of the Senators on this side were in favor, 
of permitting the payments to be made for the full face 
value of the certificates at this time. The issuance of 
$3,400,000,000 worth of securities might in some respects 
effect the fiscal structure and business somewhat. But let 
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me call the attention of the President and the Senate to 
the fact that in our debt-retirement program we are seven 
years ahead of time. Back in 1919 we enacted the law 
creating the sinking fund, and putting into the sinking fund 
$252,000,000, with a further provision that the Treasury 
had to buy Government securities, and if they continue 
paying the interest into the sinking fund, in 1952 that fund, 
under that procedure, will amount to $822,000,000. 

The administration came to us in 1922 and said, “Oh, do 
not pass the bill,” and Mr. Harding vetoed it. But men in 
the other body took the matter up and overrode the veto; in 
this body it was sustained by a slight margin. Mr. Harding 
at that time used this language in his message; it reads like 
one of the epistles of the present Secretary of the Treasury, 
or one of the letters from President Hoover to the distin- 
guished chairman of the Finance Committee: 

Our maturing promises to pay within the current fiscal 
88 to approximately 64.000, 000, O00, most of which will have 
to be refunded. Within the next six years more than $10,000,- 
000,000 of debt will mature and will have to be financed. 

That sounds very much like Mr. Mills yesterday before the 
Finance Committee. I read further: 

These outstanding and maturing obligations are difficult enough 
to meet without the complication of added borrowings, every one 
of which threatens higher interest and delays the adjustment to 
stable Government financing and the diminution of Federal taxes 
to the defensible cost of government. 

He said in this message back in 1922: 

After nearly a year and a quarter of insistence and persuasion, 
with a concerted drive to reduce Government expenditure in every 
quarter possible, it would wipe out everything thus far accom- 

to add now this proposed burden, and it would rend the 
ea to economy and saving so essential to our future 
welfare. 

The financial problems of the Government are too little heeded 
until we are face to face with a great emergency. The diminish- 
ing income of the Government, due to the receding tides of busi- 
ness and attending incomes, has been overlooked momentarily but 
can not be long ignored. 

Yet during that same fiscal year, with those sentences 
ringing in the ears of the public, we piled up, drawn from 
the taxpayers of the country, more than $300,000,000 as a 
surplus in the Federal Treasury. 

Yes; we have to refund $10,000,000,000 in the next 10 years, 
said Mr. Harding, yet in an article prepared by Ogden Mills, 
and published on November 2 in the New York Times, he 
speaks in high praise not only of his own efforts, but of the 
efforts of the Secretary of the Treasury as a great financier 
when the Government has refunded $17,000,000,000 of Gov- 
ernment securities within the last 10 years. 

That is what they have done. They have made our finan- 
cial structure more flexible. They have written into some of 
our securities these call provisions without date. They have 
taken up the long-term paper with some short-term paper. 
They have effected a saving of $100,000,000 of interest 
charges. They have built up a financial system that is 
beautiful to behold. The Government is safe and sound. 
That was on November 2, only a few months ago. Indeed, 
this remarkable statement closes with this eulogy to the 
financial structure presided over by Mr. Mellon: 

The interest burden is being steadily alleviated not only by the 
decreasing volume of outstanding obligations, but by a lowering 
of the average rate. The maturity schedule is well balanced and 
under such degree of control as are the necessary flexibility, 
while the Treasury possessed necessary instrumentalities 
Disses ghich CUNE IEAS coe: be ORGIA cn with amen: 
mum of efficiency and economy. 

That is what Mr. Mills said, and yet when he comes before 
the committee with the head of his department, Mr. Mellon, 
to present the opposition to the soldiers’ relief legislation 
he says that its enactment will affect business and will 
cause a refinancing, when he admits in this article that they 
have refinanced during the last 10 or 11 years the sum of 
$17,000,000,000. How is it going to affect the business of 
the country for us to issue some short-term paper for $253,- 
000,000 or for $356,000,000 or for $700,000,000? They have 
been doing that for every year, not a few hundred million, 
but a few billions of dollars, and it has not hurt anything 
yet. 
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Mr. President, I said that in the last 11 years, from 
1919 up to this good hour, we have paid on the retirement of 
our national debt $10,600,000,000. That is a fine accom- 
plishment. It is a great achievement for this Government 
in less than 11 years to have been able to retire and pay 
off $10,600,000,000 of its public debt. In 1919 we owed 
$26,600,000,000. To-day our national debt is less than 
$16,000,000,000. 

In 1919 we said that it was a wise policy, and a policy 
which this Government should pursue, to fix a sinking fund 
at such an amount and upon such a basis that we would 
be able to pay off our public debt by 1952. It was thought 
probable, with the heavy burdens upon us, that in the 
course of 31 years we might get out of debt. We have pro- 
ceeded at such a rapid gait that, as I said, we are seven 
years ahead of schedule time in that respect. We have 
drawn from the taxpayers more than $3,500,000,000 and 
created surpluses in the Treasury—$3,500,000,000 more than 
the requirements of the sinking fund, more than the require- 
ments of the Government. The Treasury has applied that 
$3,500,000,000 to debt retirement, and to-day we only owe 
some $16,000,000,000. 

It was pointed out to Mr. Mellon by some of the members 
of the Finance Committee when he opposed this $3,400,- 
000,000 issue that if we should issue at this time Treasury 
certificates or bonds for $3,400,000,000 it would just about 
take up the gap in the amount that we have drawn from 
the taxpayers in creating surpluses during the last 10 years. 

That is the situation. The Government is getting off 
pretty light in this matter. It will have no trouble. It 
does not behoove one of the high financiers in the 
Department, who wants to see business restored, to try to 
create an atmosphere of uncertainty and confusion that 
might retard business. They know how proficient they have 
been in refinancing and refunding. The position they are 
taking at this time is doing more to discourage business than 
anything else. Yesterday Mr. Mills appeared before the 
committee in opposition to the bill, just the day following 
its passage in the House. He struck a note of discord and 
said it might affect the credit market. What happened? I 
read in the papers this morning that the bond market went 
up yesterday! 

The Treasury has been wrong so many times that I do not 
now recall when it was ever right. It stated in 1924, when 
we passed the law which we are now trying to amend, that 
we would have a deficit, that our fiscal structure would not 
stand the strain; and yet in the fiscal year 1926 we piled 
up a surplus in the Treasury of more than $600,000,000. 
Yes, we may have a deficit this year, but that can be taken 
care of. Let us slow up the payment of the national debt. 
Let us hold back a little while in creating these enormous 
surpluses from the taxpayers and pay off the debt within a 
reasonable time. 

If it is 25 years, let us have the sinking-fund requirements 
such that they will pay it off in an orderly way in that time. 
If we pile up surpluses this year, let us give to the sinking 
fund next year a credit for the surpluses that we have 
made this year. Let us have some orderly payment of the 
national debt. Such a plan will help to restore economic 
normalcy and at the same time the general welfare, 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. HARRISON. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I would like to get the Senator’s 
judgment as a member of the Finance Committee upon 
this proposition. Newspaper critics are constantly saying 
that the adoption of this plan of legislation will inevitably 
itself contribute to a tax increase. I want to ask the 
Senator if it is not a fact that this is a completely self- 
contained credit operation which can not involve any tax 
element whatever? 

Mr. HARRISON. There is no reason in the world for 
increased taxes by virtue of the passage of this legislation. 
I hope, without having any partisanship involved in it, that 
we can evolve some plan touching the orderly retirement 
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of the Nation’s debt to give credit to the sinking fund when 
we pile up surpluses, so that the people will know that it is 
going to be paid off within a fixed time. But we are not 
going to rush into it at such a rapid rate that in 14 or 16 
years it shall have been paid off. 

Every country that has refunded its debt with us has done 
so, not on a 31-year basis but on a 62-year basis, not on a 
4% per cent interest charge but in some instances as low 
as one-eighth of 1 per cent interest charge, such as Italy, 
for instance. We refunded her debt upon a settlement at 
the present value of 23 cents on the dollar and did not 
compel her to pay one cent for three or four years, and 
when we do start to collect some interest, which begins only 
this year, we are to collect from her the enormous sum of 
one-eighth of 1 per cent annually. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. HARRISON. I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator has made 
reference to the public debt of the United States and stated 
that it is approximately $16,000,000,000. It might be per- 
tinent to take into consideration the fact that foreign gov- 
ernments owe the United States about $11,000,000,000. As- 
suming that that indebtedness shall be paid, the balance of 
the debt of the United States would be something in excess 
of $5,000,000,000. Of course the Senator has already re- 
ferred to the fact that the arrangements with the foreign 
governments who owe us contemplate spreading out the 
payments over a long period of time. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is true, and it may be said in 
encouragement to those who might get discouraged at this 
time over our fiscal structure, that we are collecting now 
from foreign governments $180,000,000 a year in interest, 
and it is going to increase each year. Of course this sum 
ought to be applied to the retirement process. It can be 
worked out that within a definite and reasonable time, 
whether it is 20 or 25 or 30 years, we can retire our debt 
and stop gouging the American taxpayer to build up enor- 
mous surpluses and applying them to the retirement of our 
debt. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. HARRISON. I yield. 

Mr. MORRISON. May I ask the Senator if within about 
six years under the present law the Government would not 
have to recognize as much loan value in the present cer- 
tificates as the pending bill provides for? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; that is true. The exact date is 
1937, I believe. 

Mr. MORRISON. The loan value increases each year, 
does it not? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; it increases every year, and 
through the method we now employ, we are merely speeding 
up the date a little as fixed in the law. 

Mr. MORRISON. According to a sort of guess calcula- 
tion, it would be a little more than six years before the cer- 
tificates will have all the value that we now undertake to 
give them. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is true. 

Mr. MORRISON. That is all we are doing, simply antici- 
pating a full financing for the soldiers now to the extent we 
would have to provide under the present law spread over 
the next six years. 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. If in 1924, when we enacted this 
law, we had not created this particular kind or type of 
insurance, but had put it upon the basis of full net single 
endowment premiums, the loan value to-day according to 
rates fixed by the old-line-insurance companies on that 
kind of a policy would be just about what we propose here 
to loan. The old-line policies under that kind of insurance 
would have a loan value of 53 per cent at this time. We 
are only undertaking to loan 50 per cent. 

Mr. President, in conclusion, it is necessary that we get 
quick action upon the bill. I apologize to the Senate for 
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having taken even a few minutes of its time. Those of us 
of the Finance Committee who wanted to pass this legisla- 
tion and give some measure of relief to the soldier boys are 
anxious that nothing shall happen at this time to delay it. 
I hope all of them will not apply for loans under this bill. 
I hope only those in distress will apply for it. But if we get 
anything at all we must not confuse the issue. 

There are many attractive amendments that can be of- 
fered to the bill. The Senator from New York [Mr. COPE- 
LAND] has offered a most attractive amendment proposing a 
reduction of the interest rate from 4% per cent compounded 
annually to 3 per cent. 

I know the Senator’s motive, that he offered the amend- 
ment in good faith, and that he desires that it shall be 
adopted, but I appeal to him at this time, inasmuch as the 
other House has already passed this legislation and only a 
few days remain for action here, if we are going to take 
care of the situation and secure any legislation, not to press 
his amendment to a vote. Of course there are some Senators 
who will be a little fearful of going on record, but I am not 
afraid. 

Mr. President, I propose throughout the consideration of 
this bill, I care not how attractive any amendment which 
may be offered to it, to vote against all amendments. I hope 
every friend of this proposed legislation in this body will do 
likewise. Of course I could go back to my soldier constitu- 
ents and tell them that I voted to reduce the rate of interest 
to 3 per cent when the bill carriers a rate of 4½ per cent, 
and to strike out the compound interest feature, or to 
change the bill here and there, but we do not know what 
the legislative body at the other end of the Capitol will do. 
Should we delay the bill for a few days, then let it wind its 
weary way up Pennsylvania Avenue to the White House, and 
the President should see fit to pocket veto it, as he did a 
previous bill on another occasion, we should then be power- 
less, and would have to go back to our soldier constituents 
without any relief at all. 

So I appeal to every Senator who is in favor of this pro- 
posed legislation to vote down every amendment that may 
be offered to it, and to let us pass the bill as it passed the 
House of Representatives; send it on its way to the White 
House, and if the President shall veto it, we shall have 
sufficient votes in Congress to pass it over his veto. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HARRISON. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator from Mississippi served 
for a good while in the House of Representatives, and I am 
sure he will agree with me when I say that, if we shall put 
an amendment on the pending bill and it goes back to 
the other House, a preferential motion in the House will be, 
if it shall be made, to agree to the Senate amendment; 
and with the large majority in that body which is in favor 
of the bill, as was shown by the vote there, can there be 
any possible doubt that at once the House, if we should 
adopt an amendment, for instance, reducing the rate of 
interest and cutting out the compound-interest feature, 
would agree to such an amendment without any question? 
It seems to me that is what would happen. 

Mr. HARRISON. May I say to the Senator—and say 
it sincerely 

Mr. NORRIS. I know the Senator does. I am not ques- 
tioning his sincerity. 

Mr. HARRISON. I understand that, but I have some 
doubt as to what might happen. I have seen the House 
working, and I think they accomplished much passing this 
proposed legislation. Of course, it would be desirable to 
reduce the rate of interest to 4 per cent, but 4% per cent is 
a very large reduction from what the veterans are now 
paying, the average rate being 544 per cent or 6 per cent. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Government does not have to pay 
that much; and we ought not to try to make a profit out 
of these loans, it seems to me. - 

Mr. HARRISON. I agree with the Senator, and I am not 
going to permit myself to get into a controversy about it. 
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Those of us who are very friendly to this legislation voted 
down in the Committee on Finance, I think, an amendment 
that was offered to that effect, and we agreed to vote down 
any amendment simply because we wanted to pass this bill, 
so good as it is, without trying to change it, for fear that 
amending the measure would occasion a little delay; that 
10 days before the 4th of March would elapse, and the Presi- 
dent might pocket veto the proposed legislation. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr, HARRISON. I yield. 

Mr. VANDENBERG, I want to point out to the Senator 
that there is a further menace in permitting any amendment 
to the bill in respect to the interest rate. As the bill is 
drawn the loans are to come from the certificate-maturity 
fund. 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. And that fund must be invested at 
4 per cent or the loan will not amortize in 1945. Therefore, 
if we are going to reduce the rate of interest below 4 per 
cent it will be necessary to rewrite the entire bill in respect 
of the source of the loan; and if we once set out upon that 
process at this late moment we shall have no legislation 
when we are through. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Michigan is right, 
and I hope the friends of the measure will not get into a 
confused state of mind over the interest rate, which would 
be to the delight of the Senator from Pennsylvania and per- 
haps of the Senator from Connecticut. This is all I desire 
to say. 

Mr. CUTTING. Mr. President, when I heard the speeches 
delivered by both Senators from Michigan on day before 
yesterday I made up my mind to say nothing on this bill, 
for it seemed to me that the senior Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. Couzens] and the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
VANDENBERG] had covered the subject so completely, so con- 
cisely, and so conclusively that there was nothing further 
to be said along the lines which they pursued. However, I 
find, Mr. President, that neither the press of the country 
nor apparently the President of the United States has been 
impressed by those speeches. 

I realize that we must press this bill through by rapid 
action, and that anything that may be said in its favor is 
simply taking up valuable time. I shall, therefore, be as 
brief as possible, but I do intend to say one or two words 
to try to place this measure on what I think the proper 
basis and to look at it in what seems to me the proper 
perspective. 

We have heard this afternoon an interesting speech by 
the distinguished Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED]. 
To those who are familiar with the trend of soldier legisla- 
tion in this country it is easy to see that the Senator from 
Pennsylvania was confusing two entirely different series of 
legislative proposals—legislation for the disabled on the one 
hand, and on the other legislation for the benefit of ex- 
service men in general. I shall not take the time to go into 
detail regarding the speech which the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania made. If the Senator had been willing to yield at 
various points during the course of his remarks, I think that 
all I have to say now could have been said by way of com- 
ment on certain of his assertions. 

I prefer to read two paragraphs from the leading edi- 
torial in the New York World of to-day because it states very 
clearly the prevailing misconception regarding this charac- 
ter of legislation, and I select the New York World because, 
on the whole, it is a sound and fair-minded journal: 

The debt of the American people— 


Says the World— 


to those who are wounded or otherwise incapacitated in the mili- 
tary service and to the dependents of those who were killed is 
not arguable. It is a debt of honor and a first lien upon the 
wealth of the American people. But the debt to those who suf- 
fered no injury is a wholly different thing. 

The able-bodied veterans enlisted or were drafted into the mili- 
tary service in a war in which they were not consulted. They 
made real sacrifices, and all of them were, theoretically at least, 
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in danger. But by what process of reasoning can it be argued 
that this service established a preferred claim against Americans 
who were too old to wear a uniform, too young to wear one, 
physically unfit to wear one, or ordered by the Government itself 
to do civilian war work? Yet the assumption goes almost unchal- 
lenged that such a preferred claim exists and that it is patriotic 
to think up new measures to give special privileges to veterans 

Mr. President, it has always been a source of wonder to 
me that whenever a bill comes before Congress for the gen- 
eral benefit of the ex-service men of the late World War 
there is a cry from certain interests in favor of the disabled, 
and it is an equal source of wonder to me that whenever a 
bill is proposed for the benefit of the disabled exactly the 
same elements are always found in opposition to it. 

I am sure that the memory of the Senate will go back as 
far as last June. At that time a measure was presented to 
the Senate, which I then described as the soundest, the 
justest, the most carefully considered measure of veterans’ 
relief which has ever been passed by Congress. That was 
the so-called Rankin bill as amended by the Finance Com- 
mittee of the Senate and as further amended on this floor. 
That measure passed this body by a vote of 66 to 6; it passed 
the House of Representatives unanimously, but was then 
vetoed by the President, and a substitute, a wholly inade- 
quate measure, enacted in its place. 

This afternoon the Senator from Pennsylvania stood on 
the floor of this Chamber and criticized in unmeasured 
terms the bill which was then substituted, a bill which gives 
a general disability pension, which provides, as the Senator 
correctly pointed out, that a man may obtain a pension for 
disabilities which were not contracted in the service. As the 
Senator said, a man may go out in the street and be run 
over by an automobile, and if he is disabled to the extent of 
25 per cent he may obtain a disability pension. But, Mr. 
President, will Senators recall whose measure that was? 

On the 23d of June last, without any preparatory discus- 
sion, the Senator from Pennsylvania himself introduced that 
measure on this floor and discussed it for an hour or more. 
When he proposed a vote on it, when he introduced it as a 
substitute amendment for the legislation which was then 
pending, it was howled down without even a record vote. 
The measure which the Senate had before it and which it 
adopted over the opposition of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania was passed by a vote of 66 to 6. 

The final measure which the Senate was reduced to ac- 
cepting on account of the opposition of the White House was 
to all intents and purposes the measure which the Senator 
from Pennsylvania introduced on the 23d of June. 

So it was with amazement, Mr. President, that I heard this 
afternoon the Senator from Pennsylvania denounce in the 
most vitriolic terms the measure for which he more than 
any other one man is responsible. 

The same thing has happened time and time again. When 
we have had measures before Congress in the interest of the 
disabled they have been opposed, as the so-called Rankin bill 
was opposed, because, as the President said at the time— 

The financial burden would constitute a serious embarrassment 
to the Government and to the country. 

Mr. STEIWER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
New Mexico yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. CUTTING. I yield. 

Mr. STEIWER. In referring to the argument made earlier 
in the afternoon by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Reep] the Senator has referred to certain criticisms which 
the Senator from Pennsylvania directed against existing 
veterans’ legislation and particularly his criticism against 
the act which was passed early last summer prior to the 
recess. I listened with interest to the statements made by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, and wrote upon a memoran- 
dum pad approximately the language he used in a portion 
of his criticism. He said, among other things, that the 
system we had put in vogue in this country was the most 
liberal system ever adopted by any country in history down 
to this day. And then he said, still quoting him only in an 
approximate way, that the length to which we had gone in 
our liberality was so great as to be almost absurd. 
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I was wondering if the Senator from New Mexico was 
keeping in mind those statements of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania in the observations he just made. 

Mr. CUTTING. Yes; the Senator is quite correct. 

Mr. STEIWER. In that connection am I right in assum- 
ing that it is in that connection that the Senator from New 
Mexico is pointing out that the Senator from Pennsylvania 
more than any other Member of this body was responsible 
for the act of last summer? 

Mr. CUTTING. He was responsible for those particular 
features of the act which I understood the Senator from 
Pennsylvania to criticize as absurd, or as almost absurd. It 
is true that the criticisms of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
were not limited to that particular point; bu. 

Mr. STEIWER. Is it not also true that as to every other 
act to which he referred the Senator from Pennsylvania 
heretofore has always been in opposition? I am speaking 
now of the adjusted compensation act and also of the emer- 
‘gency officers’ retirement act, to which he also made allusion. 
Mr. CUTTING. I think that is true. 

Mr. STEIWER. In other words, our distinguished friend 
from Pennsylvania is either opposed to soldier relief legisla- 
‘tion or, if he supports it, he characterizes it here as being 
almost absurd. 

Mr. CUTTING. I thank the Senator for his observations. 

This piece of legislation, Mr. President, has nothing to do 
with the disabled, of course. It has to do with the ex-service 
men as a whole, able-bodied or otherwise. It is this class of 
legislation which the New York World criticizes, because it 
claims there is no special duty from the Government toward 
those who served the country in time of war as distinguished 
from those who were too old or too young or physically too 
incapacitated for service. 

Nobody claims that the men who served their country 
in the armed forces of the United States were doing any- 
thing special that was not their simple duty. Undoubtedly 
many of those unable to serve deserve just as much from 
their country and were doing their duty to just as great an 
extent. The only ground on which legislation of this char- 
acter can be based is the fact that the men who went into 
‘the service suffered on the whole, by and large, an economic 
handicap which those who were acting in other capacities 
did not suffer. 

When they came back after a year or longer, they found 
themselves for the most part out of employment. When 
business was good, they got jobs. When business was bad, 
on the principle of “ the last man hired, the first man fired,” 
they were the first to go. 

That handicap has not, in the majority of cases, been 
overcome to this day. It was that theory which underlay 
the adjusted-compensation legislation of 1924. It is not 
that these men who were in the armed forces deserved more 
from the country than the others. It is that on the whole 
they gave up more to the country than the others. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania discussed the measure of 
1924, and explained why the Senate had framed this legisla- 
tion in terms of insurance policies rather than in terms of 
cash. I should like to remind the Senate, however, that long 
before that action taken in 1924 the various service men's 
organizations had combined on a proposed measure which 
contained not merely the insurance policies but also various 
other clauses, such as land settlements, and included, among 
others, a cash option. The men who were suffering eco- 
nomically at that time, and who needed the money imme- 
diately, felt that they ought to have an option of getting 
something to tide them over their immediate necessities, 
rather than waiting until 1945 to get the amount of their 
policies. 

I believe that if that cash option had been incorporated 
in the bill passed in 1924 it would have done away with this 
subsequent: agitation—agitation which will keep on until a 
just measure has been passed. That, however, was not done, 
and we must take the situation as we find it. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania has argued at length that 
many ex-service men throughout the country do not want 
legislation of this character. He has quoted particularly 
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certain posts in Pittsburgh. He has told us that on the 
whole the soldiers know what the Treasury is up against; 
that it is up against a deficit, due to the lowered receipts 
from the income tax this year. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that that is a strange com- 
plaint when one considers that the income taxes have been 
lowered through action recommended by the present admin- 
istration immediately after the economic distaster took place 
a year and a half ago. Without criticizing that particular 
statement, however, I want the Senator to recall the exposi- 
tion made yesterday by the senior Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. Couzens] and by the junior Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. Vanpenzerc] showing that in the long run this legisla- 
tion will not cost the Government a cent more than it has 
already pledged itself to pay. 

Adjusted compensation is a debt. That question was set- 
tled in 1924. When people talk about the national debt of 
the country being $16,000,000,000, it occurs to me that it 
would be more proper to say that it is $19,500,000,000. I 
ask the Senator from Michigan if that is not his conception. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, I am unable to see any 
difference between a Liberty loan bond that is due in 1945 
and these certificates that are due in 1945. 

Mr. CUTTING. In other words, the holders of adjusted- 
service certificates are quite as much creditors of the coun- 
try as anyone else to whom the country owes a debt. 

The only difficulty which the Treasury will have is the 
one of selling certain securities in a depreciated market. I 
wonder what guarantee the has that in the year 
1945 it will be any easier to sell $3,500,000,000 worth of secur- 
ities than it is now. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr, CUTTING. I yield. 

Mr. COUZENS. I wonder why the Senator calls it a de- 
preciated market at this time. It seems to me it is a very 
good market at this time. 

Mr. CUTTING. I did not mean that the market was de- 
preciated at this time. As I understand the argument of the 
Treasury, it is that the flotation of these bonds will depre- 
ciate the market. 

Mr. COUZENS. I think that is their contention; but they 
are already high, so it will not make a very great deal of 
difference in the aggregate. 

Mr. CUTTING. I quite agree with the Senator. 

Mr. President, this legislation has been called inadequate. 
It is inadequate. There are many features of the bill of 
which I do not approve, and which no doubt ought to be 
amended if we had the time. The rate of interest is too 
high. I think, however, that owing to the situation which 
exists now it would be almost fatal to amend the bill in 
any respect. 

The ex-service men, on the whole, are in need. It may 
be said that many other sections of our country are in 
equal need, and to some extent that is true. It is not my 
fault that adequate relief has not been extended to a far 
larger proportion of those suffering from the present eco- 
nomic depression. The fact remains, however, that the pro- 
portion of ex-service men out of employment is greater 
than the general proportion of ex-service men in the total 
population, so far as the figures which we have been able 
to obtain have shown. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania, who argued so force- 
fully in favor of insurance policies as against the principle 
of cash payments, used as his principal argument the fact 
that when an ex-service man comes to die it has been 
found in 80 per cent of the cases that the insurance policy 
is the only asset available for his widow and his family. 
It does not seem to occur to the Senator to wonder whether 
if cash payment had been made earlier in the day some of 
these ex-service men might not still be alive. 

There is no question in my mind but that if we do not 
pass some measure of adequate relief to these men there 
will be a great many more deaths among them between now 
and 1945. 

I am in favor of immediate action, without amending 
this bill. Such action may require at some future date a 
more adequate amendment of the adjusted compensation 
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act; but I hope that in the meantime the Senate will pass 
this bill exactly as it is. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate 
only a few moments. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rzn! this morn- 
ing made the statement that his opposition to this bill was 
due to the fact that it would be unfair and unjust to the 
remainder of the country, that it was class legislation for the 
soldiers, and that we have done enough for the soldiers. 

Mr. President, lest we forget, let us go back over the scene 
very briefly. 

When we went into the World War we made no contract 
with the soldier. We passed a draft act. Figuratively 
speaking, we just held out the long arm of the Government 
and took each young man of military age by the nape of 
the neck, and said, “ You come with me. You are to fight 
this war”; and we paid him not what he desired, but just 
what the Government was willing to give. 

Before that time the soldier had been paid $15 a month. 
We raised the pay to $30 a month, and to $33 a month 
where a man had foreign service. Out of this $30 a month, 
what did we exact of him? We required the soldier who 
had dependents to send one-half of it back home; and most 
of them had dependents. In the next place, we required 
that $6 be paid for insurance; and most of them took out 
what was known as World War insurance. Twenty-one 
dollars we took out of his salary of $30; and therefore the 
soldier fought this war at $9 a month, or 30 cents a day. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania says that this readjust- 
ment of compensation is wrong. Let us see whether it is 
wrong. What did that soldier do for 30 cents a day? He 
had to take the risk of going to camp, and we all know that 
when men are herded together in camp disease comes. 
Then he was sent across submarine-infested seas. Then he 
had to take his chance in mud and water in France, fight- 
ing for his country, at 30 cents a day. 

While the soldier was fighting for 30 cents a day, what 
was happening back home? The commonest and most ordi- 
nary laborer got a minimum of $10 a day. Labor never 
made such an income in all of its history. Merchants never 
made such profits. Corporations never made such incomes. 
There never was such prosperity on the face of the earth, 
made possible by the work of our soldiers in the field, who 
were drawing only 30 cents a day. 

Mr. President, there were 23,000 millionaires created by 
the war and by the work of those soldiers. There were some 
250,000 half millionaires created by that war. While the 
soldiers were making 30 cents a day, those of us who were 
left back home had the most marvelous opportunity ever 
vouchsafed to men anywhere on the face of the earth. 

Our soldiers went and won the war and then they came 
back and asked for a readjustment of their pay. Is there a 
man on this floor who would dare rise in his place and say 
that we should not have given them that readjustment? 
Of course we should have given them a readjustment of 
their pay. 

Why do I say that? I have the most ample precedent 
for it. During the same war we took over the railroads of 
the country. We all remember that. We made contracts 
with them, and although we made contracts with them, 
after the war was over we readjusted the pay of the rail- 
roads and gave them $2,000,000,000 at one time. Who was 
here fighting against that readjustment of pay, that bonus 
to one class of our citizens? 

Then came the war profiteers, the contractors themselves, 
who made more money than any other class of our citizens, 
What did we do with them? We passed what was known 
as the Dent Act, readjusting their pay and giving them 
$700,000,000 out of the Public Treasury. 

Not only that, but we loaned to France $2,000,000,000 in 
cash after the war was over, and she paid a bonus to her 
soldiers after the war was over, In other words, the United 
States furnished to France the cash to pay a bonus to her 
soldiers, but we denied it to our own soldiers. We furnished 
money to Italy and to Great Britain, and out of money that 
the United States furnished to Great Britain and Italy after 
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the war Great Britain and Italy paid their soldiers a bonus. 
But the American soldiers were held for years not worthy 
of it. When we gave it to them, what did we do? Did we 
give them the money? We did not do anything of the kind. 
We said, “ Oh, yes; you are entitled to it; you ought to have 
your pay adjusted. We fix the amount, and we will give 
you a note for it and make that note due in 1945.“ Substan- 
tially that is all we have done for our soldiers, We have 
given them a piece of paper. We did generously agree to 
lend them some money on the certificates, limited amounts, 
but the truth is that we gave them only husks; we gave 
them a piece of paper; we told them, “ Yes; you deserve 
readjusted compensation, but we are not going to give it 
to you now. We are going to make you wait until 1945, 
and we will pay you then.” 

Then we said afterwards that we would arrange a sinking 
fund to take care of the certificates when they fell due in 
1945, and we have in the Treasury to-day $771,000,000 for 
that sinking fund, a trust fund for the soldiers, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the distinguished senior Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania do not want to give the soldiers 
that which we have already set apart for them, which is 
about all it will mean. It may go as high as $800,000,000. 
No one really expects it to go higher, Yet we are told that 
we are indulging in class legislation when we are simply car- 
rying out our own promise in a halfway manner. 

Mr. President, this is a just debt. It is not class legisla- 
tion; it is not unfair and unjust to the rest of the country. 
Those who remained at home made the greatest profits in 
all our history, while the boys were serving under our 
flag at 30 cents a day. It is not fair. It is not just, to 
make such an argument against these soldiers. I have 
risen here in my place to-day to resent the idea that we 
are giving these boys a bonus to which they are not entitled; 
that we are giving them compensation to which they have 
earned no title. I say that no body of men in all the his- 
tory of time ever so merited readjusted pay as these boys 
deserve the readjusted pay that has been already fixed by 
our own Government. We are merely giving them that 
which is theirs; that which the Congress has declared to be 
theirs. 

We ought to pass this bill without a word, and the rest 
of the people of the country ought to see and understand the 
proposition. If I had my way, if I could pass the kind of 
bill I would want, I would say that we should at this time 
advance them the $771,000,000 which already belongs to 
them, and take no note or anything else of it, except to 
mark it as a part payment on an honest and a just debt. 
That is what we ought to do, but we can not do it to-day. 
We know that this bill is going to be vetoed. We know that 
unless we pass it to-day it may be pocket vetoed. So we 
have but one alternative, Senators, and that is to pass the 
bill just as it is, and then take care of the other minor fea- 
tures at a later time. 

Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, I do not feel 
that this is class legislation. I feel that this is honest 
legislation, the payment of an honest debt. Think of the 
United States furnishing the cash to pay bonuses to the 
soldiers who fought under foreign flags and then declining 
to pay our own soldiers that which is theirs, and that which 
we have agreed by law to be theirs. It is nonsense. There 
is no reason in it, and I regret that some of the distinguished 
Members of this body and some of the distinguished officials 
of this Government have taken the position that this is 
not a debt of honor, that it is not a just debt, that it is not 
an honest debt which we ought to pay at the earliest moment 
possible. 

I do not believe that the great Government of the United 
States ought to be giving notes to its soldiers. So I shall 
vote for this bill with a great deal of pleasure and satis- 
faction. 

We readjusted the pay of the railroads, and perhaps that 
was all right. We readjusted the pay of the war profiteers, 
and I am not here to say that that was not all right. We 
have readjusted the pay of everyone who took any part in 
the war, even to the simple clerks of the Government. We 
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increased their pay and readjusted their pay, and the only 
ones who have been left out are the soldiers of the country, 
who made it all possible. 

Mr. President, I sincerely hope there will not be a single 
negative vote against the bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, Mr. President, I had not 
intended to say anything with reference to the pending bill 
until I heard the Senator from Pennsylvania make some 
statements which it seems to me ought to be challenged. 
I refer to the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED], 
who is not now in his seat. I would much rather he were 
there, because I should like to have him hear what I am 
about to say. Since he is not present, however, the time 
being limited, I shall undertake to make a very brief 
statement. 

I gathered from the language of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania that, in his opinion, most of the service men of that 
State were opposed to this legislation. Indeed, it was sug- 
gested by him that perhaps they were opposed to any legis- 
lation at this time on this subject. I do not know how much 
the economic conditions in that State may differ from those 
prevailing in Indiana, but I know something of the senti- 
ment of service men in the Commonwealth which I have the 
honor to represent in part in this body. 

Only yesterday the department commander of the Ameri- 
can Legion for the Department of Indiana was in this city, 
and while here received a message from the departmental 
adjutant at Indianapolis giving the result of a vote which 
had been taken among the service men of that State under 
the direction of the department officials. The vote has been 
taken by radio and the State department has undertaken to 
have as many service men yote as possible, whether they 
belong to the American Legion, Veterans of Foreign Wars, or 
whether they be unorganized. I desire at this time, for the 
Recorp, to read a message from the departmental adjutant 
to the department commander, a copy of which he gave me 
yesterday. I quote from that message: 

Vote on cashing adjusted-service certificates taken by radio. 

-one thousand three hundred and thirty-four voted. Ninety- 
five and one-half per cent voted for cash payment in full. Will 


receive more returns by mail Tuesday a Posts still calling 
headquarters. Votes are coming ex-service men and 


OLLIE A. Davis, 
Adjutant, Department of Indiana. 

Mr. President, I think that is a fair statement of the atti- 
tude of the ex-service men in the State of Indiana. It is 
rather significant to me because the American Legion and 
members of that organization and service men generally 
who saw service in the World War are thoroughly conserva- 
tive. There is nothing radical about them. They have 
always been conservative. They did not hesitate to offer 
their lives, upward of 5,000,000 of them, from all parts of the 
country and from every State in the Union, to conserve the 
wealth, the weal, the happiness, and the welfare of the 
American people. 

They are conservative to-day and this is a conservative 
vote. It shows to me conclusively just one thing. Condi- 
tions are bad. They need the money. Many need food, 
clothing, the necessities of life. If it were not for that fact 
they would not have voted as they have. 

Economic conditions in Pennsylvania may be wonderfully 
good at this time. They may be prospering remarkably 
there for aught I know. I am inclined to think, however, 
that in that State they are precisely the same as they are 
in other States of the American Union. Therefore, I am 
inclined to think, though he may be honest in every state- 
ment he makes, that the senior Senator from Pennsylvania 
is thoroughly mistaken in the opinion he has given the 
Senate. I know the Senator said so far as the political effect 
was concerned it made no difference to him. He said he 
tried it out thoroughly in 1928. He had no more to say on 
that subject. Mr. President, I know something of the cir- 
cumstances, I think, of the try-out in that year to which 
he referred. I may say that I would be more impressed by 
the views of the Senator from Pennsylvania on this ques- 
tion if it were not for the opinion I have deliberately formed 
after hearing him discuss legislation for the benefit of service 
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men so many times in the past, which is to the effect that 
generally he is on the other side as opposing such legislation. 

On February 21, 1927, in this body we were discussing the 
provisions of a proposed bill which would reduce the com- 
pensation to certain service men from $80 to $40 per month 
on July 1 of that year. In order that the Senate may know 
that the views of the Senator from Pennsylvania have been 
throughout the years pretty much as those expressed to-day, 
I desire to quote from a statement made by him then in 
the course of the debate, together with more or less of the 
debate or colloquy as participated in by other Members of 
this body. I quote from the statement of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania at that time: 

Mr. President, the section to which the Senator refers does apply 
to many neuropsychiatric veterans who may not be adjudicated 
by the director to be insane, but it applies to thousands of men 
to-day in neuropsychiatric hospitals. Congress did this delib- 
erately more than three years ago, because we all knew, if we were 
willing to be honest with ourselves, that men who were only 

y disabled, and were still in hospitals nine years after 
the armistice, were probably hypochondriacs, or men who were 
staying there to get free board and a large pension besides. We 
knew that would be so, and in order to reduce the population 
in the hospitals of that kind of patient, with the full acquiescence 
of the American Legion and the other veterans’ tions we 
inserted this provision 8 so that the Government might 
not find itself perpetually a boarding house for men who were 
not permanently disabled, but only temporarily disabled, but who 
showed no inclination to get any better. Keeping them on at 
the full rate of compensation for nine years after the armistice 
was an act of great generosity on the part of this Government. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Srecx] then offered this 
comment: 

Mr. Srecx. If I understand the statement of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, there are some 4,300 men who would be affected by 
this provision. As I am informed, the larger number of these 
men are either tubercular cases or “N. P.” cases, as they call 
them. In the first place, I do not believe the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania would charge that they are hypochondriacs. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Many of them are; yes. 

Mr. Steck. To any great extent? 

Mr. Reep of Pennsylvania. Many of them are. 


I skip a few paragraphs in the Recorp and continue read- 
ing from the speech of the senior Senator from Penn- 
sylvania: 

So it goes up. Every time any bill dealing with veterans comes 
into the United States Senate we contest with one another in our 
generosity to give away somebody else’s money to these veterans, 

May I suggest to you, Mr. President, interrupting there 
what I was about to read, that had it not been for these 
veterans, willing to do and die for the flag and the cause 
it represented, there would not have been any money in this 
country, and we would have been in precisely the same 
situation, so far as the American dollar is concerned, as was 
Germany at the conclusion of the war with reference to the 
mark. 

I continue reading: 

Sooner or later we will have to develop enough courage to say “ no.” 


May I interrupt the reading again to suggest that the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania has ever said “no”? I do not recall 
a time when he said yes to any of this legislation. 

I continue reading: 

We have never developed it up to date. Last June we brought 
in what was considered to be a reasonable bill by the two com- 
mittees of the Co: having to do with such legislation. 
section had amendments added to it here on the floor of the 
Senate. Tuberculosis was conclusively presumed to incapacitate 
a man 50 per cent for the rest of his life, when many of the men 
who voted for the amendment had themselves recovered from 
tuberculosis. Every single amendment that is offered on the 
floor is voted into these bills, and it is a thankless job to oppose 
them. Where the end comes I do not know. I suppose the time 
will come when we will give everything that anyone can suggest. 

May I state there that in my opinion when that time 
comes and the soldiers get complete justice it will almost 
break the heart of the senior Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. President, at that time, apologizing for any mention of 
any part I took in that debate, I asked the Senator from 
Pennsylvania this question: 

Does the Senator think that all of these 4,300 veterans are 
loafers? 

Somewhere in the statement of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania there was a suggestion that many of them were 
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loafers and, I think, “ gold-brickers,” though I fail to find 
the term gold-brickers in the Recorp as revised. My 
memory seems clear on that point, and so the question was 
asked: 


Does the Senator think that all these 4,300 veterans are loafers? 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I think that a good many of them are. 


Then I asked this question: 

Does he think that any of them are not? 

He replied: 

I am sure that some of them are not. 

Then I asked this question: 

Would he do an injustice to even one of them? 
The Senator from Pennsylvania replied: 

It is not an injustice to even one of them. 
Then the following colloquy occurred: 


Mr. Rostnson of Indiana. Does the Senator think it is perfectly 
right, on July 1, to reduce the compensation of a disabled veteran 
on the spot from $80 to $40? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I do. 

Mr. Rosrnson of Indiana. Without any preparation? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. It is absolutely fair. He has had 
preparation. He has known for three years this was going to 
happen, and if a man is only temporarily disabled, and if his 
Government provides him hospital care which can not be excelled 
anywhere, provides him with all the food he can eat and the 
housing he needs, and if he has no dependents whatsoever to 
look to him for support, and the Government still gives him $40 
& month for pocket money he is better off than any veteran of 
any war in any country in history. 

Mr. Rosryson of Indiana. Does the Senator think that that is 
an enviable situation to be in? 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Of course, it is not enviable to be 
disabled. 

Mr. Rosrnson of Indiana. Even if it is better than any other 
country has ever done, does the Senator begrudge these veterans 
that additional assistance they get from their own Government? 

Mr. Reep of Pennsylvania. The Senator knows that they are my 
comrades, as well as they are his, and that it is no pleasure to 
stand up here in the Senate and deny them anything that any of 
them would ask. 

Mr. Rosinson of Indiana. But, Mr. President, I would not go 
so far as the Senator from Pennsylvania goes. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Apparently not. 

Mr. Rosrnson of Indiana. And denounce them as loafers. 

Mr. Reep of Pennsylvania. Many of them are loafers. 

Mr. Rosrnson of Indiana. Men who served probably as well as 
the Senator or anyone else served, possibly better, and they are 
bearing now the wounds, the disabilities, that came from that 
service. None of them can go far on $40 a month. Eighty dollars 
is none too much. 

Mr. Reep of Pennsylvania. The Senator speaks as a Senator. 
When he was an officer of the Army he did not hesitate to call 
them loafers. 

Mr. Rostnson of Indiana. I never did, Mr. President. I dispute 
that statement. I do not believe American soldiers are loafers. 
I never accused one of them of being a loafer. [Applause in the 
galleries. } 

The Vice President rapped with his gavel. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Then the discipline of the Senator’s 
outfit must have been strange and wonderful. 

Mr. Rozrnson of Indiana. I do not wonder at a possible lack of 
discipline in the outfit of the Senator from Pennsylvania if he 
considered that his men were all loafers. 


So, Mr. President, with that sentiment emanating from 
the lips of the senior Senator from Pennsylvania on Febru- 
ary 21, 1927, which I think—and I want to be fair—is fairly 
consistent with the remarks generally given to the Senate by 
the Senator on this subject, I do not believe we ought to be 
unduly influenced by anything he should say on this floor 
against this legislation to-day. 

So far as I am personally concerned—and I make bold to 
mention it here—if it were before the Senate at this time 
and in such a way that it might be voted upon and passed 
with any hope at least of enactment before the 4th of March, 
I would cheerfully give my vote to legislation providing for 
the repayment at this time of the entire amount which will 
be due on these certificates in 1945, and I am sure the coun- 
try would not go to the bowwows if such action were taken. 
A country that will not deal generously and considerately 
with those who have worn the uniform in its defense does not 
deserve to be defended when war comes, Mr. President, that 
is a strong statement, and I am glad to stand behind it. 

If this amount of money were now placed in the hands 
of the veterans, or a larger sum, even as much as $3,000,- 
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000,000, in order that the certificates might be retired by 
payment in full, that money would be immediately placed 
in circulation; it would not be hoarded. The ex-service men 
would spend it for necessities. That is proven by the vote 
they have registered out in my State, and which I have 
brought to the attention of the Senate. When the money 
should have been spent it would act as a stimulus to indus- 
try all over the country. 

I am not so certain that men of great wealth alone—and 
I respect them highly and admire them for their genius 
and talent—can bring about a resumption of prosperous 
conditions in this country. The thing required is to get 
the ultimate consumer to purchase what he needs. If the 
man who needs a new overcoat will buy it, the overcgat 
factory can then put on additional employees and manufac- 
ture overcoats. There must be a demand, and the demand 
must finally come from the ultimate consumer, but the 
ultimate consumer can not buy and consume unless he has 
money with which to buy. Being out of employment these 
men who have offered their lives for their country’s cause 
are certainly entitled to generous consideration at the hands 
of the Government, and I sincerely hope that those who de- 
sire to do so will be permitted to borrow money on their 
adjusted-service certificates according to the provisions of 
the bill that is now before this body. I sincerely hope that 
this proposed legislation may pass, and I shall certainly 
vote for it. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I shall occupy only a 
few moments. I am very much disappointed that we have 
not before us legislation dealing even more generously than 
is proposed by the pending measure with the patriots of 
this country, who so loyally responded to the Nation’s call 
in its hour of peril. Some six weeks ago, being apprehen- 
sive that a delay would be brought about which might pre- 
vent a consideration of the question of settlement for the 
soldiers until the latter part of the session, I sounded upon 
this floor a note of warning that conditions as I saw them, 
insidious as I believed they were in many directions, were 
leading to a situation where we should have our hands tied 
so far as treating fairly and liberally with the ex-service 
men. We now have the very situation I feared would 
befall us. 

I believe the pending measure, however, if enacted into 
law, will accomplish a great deal, and that, to a certain 
degree, it will express the gratitude and the appreciation at 
least of a very considerable majority of the representatives 
of the American people, both in the House of Representa- 
tives and in the Senate, for the patriotic service which was 
rendered the country during the great World War. 
Turning back a little more than a decade I witnessed a 
scene of loyalty and devotion to country that has never been 
excelled throughout the world. At the call to arms in this 
great land of ours the very flower of its young manhood 
responded with a courage and a devotion to duty which has 
never been surpassed in any part of the universe. When they 
were called those young men did not begin “ with one accord 
to make excuses” as to why they should not serve the 
Nation in its hour of peril, but, instead, fell in line and bore 
with distinguished glory the loved banner of the Republic; 
but to-day, when conditions throughout the land are deplor- 
able, when there is unemployment, when there is cessation 
of industry to an alarming extent, and this great army of 
American ex-soldiers, many of whom naturally have been 
affected, and as are other citizens, are in need, at least some 
of the citizens of the country and some of our legislators 
would turn their backs upon those ex-service men. The 
soldiers of the World War did not fail the Nation when it 
called, and to-day, when conditions are such that the Nation, 
if it is grateful, can recognize their needs and their unfor- 
tunate financial situation, it should not desert them. 

Mr. President, we have heard a great deal of talk about 
“class legislation.” I did not hear anything said about 
“class legislation” when, following the war, Congress en- 
acted legislation to refund a very large sum of money to the 
railroads of the country, based upon a guaranty which was 
made during the war. Nor did I hear anything about “ class 
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legislation” when we enacted a law providing for certain 
net earnings for the common carriers of the country. Now, 
however, forsooth, when it comes to a matter of helping the 
Nation’s heroes some say it is class legislation.” So gener- 
ous was this Government in dealing with the common car- 
riers of the country, following the Great War, in allowing 
them to make a much larger percentage of earnings than 
they had previously made, that many of the transportation 
companies during the times of prosperity, but, of course, not 
now, exceeded that amount; and only a few days ago I 
noticed in the press that the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion was calling upon one particular railroad for the pay- 
ment to the Government of over $13,000,000 under the recap- 
ture clause of the transportation act which was passed soon 
after the termination of the war. 

Mr. President, we have not dealt so generously with our 
soldiers. We heard all kinds of excuses following the war 
when we first took up the matter of compensation as to 
why legislation of that character should not be enacted, 
but, in the course of time, Congress went ahead and enacted 
@ measure providing for these compensation certificates 
with certain insurance features, and to-day we are con- 
sidering the question as to whether or not we will allow the 
veterans to borrow 50 per cent of the face value of those 
certificates. 

There seems to be some apprehension in certain quarters 
that this proposed action may disturb the financial con- 
dition of the country.. On one side we have the stock 
speculators and manipulators pleading, as it were, for an 
opportunity to be allowed free rein and free opportunity 
to boost and speculate as they desire upon the stock ex- 
change, and some would grant to them that privilege and 
deny to the soldiers of the country their just deserts. 

Of course, the raising of $700,000,000 or $800,000,000 
or a billion dollars might, to some of us, at least, seem to 
be a stupendous undertaking, but only a few days ago I 
read in the press that the purchasers of bonds on the stock 
exchange and through private investors had, within a 
period of three weeks, absorbed $570,000,000 of private se- 
curities, including industrial, municipal, and State bonds. 
Nobody rushed in to say that we would have to regulate 
the stock exchanges of the country, that we would have 
to prevent the industries of the country and the munici- 
palities and States from selling $570,000,000 of bonds within 
such short period; but now, when there is a possibility 
that we may have to raise a few hundred million dollars 
on securities that are already held by the insurance fund 
of the Government to provide for the eventual payment 
of these certificates, we hear the cry that it will disrupt 
financial conditions. What is proposed to be allowed the 
soldier? Not a gift, not a gratuity, but the privilege of 
borrowing money on his own certificate; and yet, some are 
apprehensive that that would destroy the industries of the 
country, and would destroy bond and stock values. It 
will injure them only to the extent that the bear element 
on the stock exchange uses it as a leverage for the purpose 
of bearing down the market. That is about the only effect 
it will work on the stock exchange. 

Mr. STECK. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Florida yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. TRAMMELL. I yield. 

Mr. STECK. e 
that to which the Senator has just referred as to the effect 
the passage of this bill would have upon the stock 
market. The House passed the pending bill day before yes- 
terday; it has been generally conceded by the press and by 
the leaders that the Senate would pass it to-day; it has been 
stated that it might be vetoed by the President, but that it 
would become a law nevertheless. As the Senator probably 
knows, yesterday was one of the biggest days the stock 
market has had for months, and to-day the stock market 
went still further ahead, many of the principal issues reach- 
ing new highs for this year and some of them new highs 
for the past year. So it does not seem that there is any 
basis for the fear expressed by some that the passage of this 
measure will react unfavorably even on the stock exchange. 
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Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I think the Senator’s 
deduction is substantially a proper one. Of course, the 
facts are that the stock market went off very substantially 
day before yesterday, that it rallied a little yesterday, and 
I think about held its own to-day, but I do not think that 
the pending proposed legislation had anything particularly 
to do with that. 

Mr. ASHURST. It did not bring prices down at all. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. There has been a movement on in the 
stock exchange, under the manipulation of certain pools, to 
force advances in the price of stocks so that there can be a 
certain amount of liquidation and distribution carried on 
and the “lambs may be fleeced.“ While that process was 
under way day before yesterday the bear element got a little 
better of the situation and broke the stock market from 
1 to 5 or 6 points, and some stocks even went off 10 points, 
but yesterday again the pool element which was supporting 
stocks boosted them back, not as high as they were prior 
to the break of the day before yesterday but to the extent 
of a very substantial increase. It is stock manipulation pure 
and simple. Legislation had no influence on it; the Senator 
is right as to that; and the pending legislation will not have 
any detrimental influence other than the fact that it might 
be used by that element which desires to bear down the 
stock market. 

The securities now held by the Government can be sold 
in an orderly manner, and no doubt will be. Even if the 

had to raise $700,000,000, it would have no more 
unfavorable effect on the stock market than the sale of six 
or seven or eight hundred million dollars of private securi- 
ties on the stock market. The whole trouble with the situa- 
tion is that there is some selfish interest which desires to be 
let supremely alone while it manipulates the stock and bond 
market for the purpose in many instances of advancing 
prices of stocks which are selling for all they are worth at 
the present time. I do not think we are particularly con- 
cerned about that. 

Of course, I would not favor any financial plan that 
would be destructive to the industries of the country or in- 
jurious to the sound Government financing. I can not see, 
however, that this legislation will be conducive to any such 
result. 

While the bill is not quite so generous as I should like 
to have it in behalf of the soldiers of the country, it seems 
to be the best that we can at this late day in the session 
obtain; and I do not think that within itself it will work 
any harmful effects upon the finances of the country, either 
to the individual or to the industries of the country. 

Under those circumstances I very heartily and gladly sup- 
port the measure, Mr. President. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I have no desire to delay 
a vote on this measure; and I should not burden the Senate 
with any remarks at all except for the fact that as a member 
of the Committee on Finance which reported this measure, 
and as the author of a bill which I introduced more than 
a year ago which was very much more liberal than this one, 
I wish to say just a few words about it. 

As I said day before yesterday, it is unfortunate that this 
legislation has been mantuvered by those who are in control 
of Congress into a position where we must operate on it 
under a stop watch. We are required to pass it to-day, or 
at the latest to-morrow, in order to bring it without the 
10-day period in which the President might take advantage 
of the well-known pocket veto which has been used here- 
tofore for the purpose of killing legislation without taking 
the responsibility of a veto. 

Personally, I have never yet been willing to ascribe to 
the President any such cowardice as would induce him to 
do that. In my opinion, he would either veto the bill or 
approve it, even if it were sent to him within the last 10 
days of this session. That, however, is only an opinion of 
mine; and there is, of course, no certainty with reference 
to it. Therefore, I am going to aid those who seek to pass 
this bill without further delay, in order to take no chances 
on any such development as that. 

I desire to clear up just a little bit of confusion that 
seems to exist in the minds of some Members and in the 
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minds of a great many of the people of the country as to 
what this bill really means in a financial way. 

The President on yesterday wrote a letter to the Senator 
from Utah [Mr. Smoot], which was read to the Committee 
on Finance and which has been inserted in the RECORD 
to-day and published throughout the country in the press. 
There can be no dispute whatever about the real facts as 
to the amount of money involved in the proposal to make 
this additional loan on the certificates of the war veterans. 
The face value of all the certificates outstanding amounts 
to $3,423,000,000. A loan on those certificates of 50 per 
cent, assuming that every veteran who holds a certifi- 
cate would ask for a loan, would, therefore, amount to 
.$1,712,000,000. 

From that $1,712,000,000 must be deducted the amount of 
money which has already been borrowed by the veterans 
under the law which is in existence at this time; and when 
we deduct the outstanding loans from the $1,712,000,000 we 
have left $1,280,000,000, which would represent the maxi- 
mum amount required under the 50 per cent loan pro- 
vision of this bill. That is assuming that all of the vet- 
erans who now hold these certificates would borrow 50 per 
cent after deducting the 22½ per cent that has already 
been loaned upon them, in which case it would amount to 
$1,280,000,000. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Kentucky yield to the Senator from 
Michigan? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Just a moment. 

General Hines has testified that only 75 per cent of the 
veterans can be expected to make these loans, if the present 
business depression shall continue indefinitely. When we 
divide $1,280,000,000 by three-fourths we get $960,000,000, 
which would be the maximum amount required to be loaned 
to veterans, provided General Hines is correct in estimating 
that only 75 per cent of them would apply. 

I now yield to the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, may I call the Sen- 
ator’s attention to the fact that out of the $1,200,000,000 
over $400,000,000 should not be charged to the pending legis- 
lation, because it is an unused privilege already existing 
under the present law. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Oh, yes; absolutely; and therefore is not 
represented by new money, as we call it. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is right. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Some of those who have discussed this 
proposal like to roll under their tongues the words “ ap- 
proximately a billion.” The President, in his letter to the 
Senator from Utah, said “ approximately a billion.” Gen- 
eral Hines was more specific. In his letter to the President 
and in his testimony before the Finance Committee, he said 
the amount involved would be $958,000,000. 

From that $958,000,000 must be deducted $771,000,000 that 
are already in the Treasury. So, when we deduct $771,- 
000,000 from $960,000,000, we find that $189,000,000 is all 
the new money that is involved in the passage of this bill, 
assuming that 75 per cent of all the veterans will take ad- 
vantage of it and borrow the 50 per cent limit under it. 

It is said, and it is true, that this $771,000,000 is repre- 
sented by short-term securities that the Government has 
bought with this money. What difference does that make? 
If a bank holds my money as trustee for me during a period 
when I do not need it, and it uses that money to buy securi- 
ties of any sort in order that it may increase the trust 
fund while I do not need it, does that constitute any reason 
why, when I do need it, the bank should not liquidate those 
securities and reconvert them into cash in order that I may 
obtain what is mine? 

That is the situation here. This $771,000,000 represents 
money that has been collected by the United States Govern- 
ment by taxation from the people of the United States. 
It has been set aside as an accumulation ultimately to take 
care of all of these certificates, amounting to $3,425,000,000. 
In order that that fund might more rapidly accumulate, 
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we have provided that the Treasury shall not let it lie idly 
in the Treasury, but that it shall take this money and in- 
vest it in short-term securities—in other words, buy its own 
securities. So the United States is using that money to 
loan it to itself to buy its own securities in the security 
market. 

Now we have reached the point where those who are en- 
titled to this money need it, because of distress and because 
of the depression which exists. The only transaction will 
be that the United States will take these securities repre- 
sented by $771,000,000, reconvert them into cash, which 
they represented before the Government bought the securi- 
ties, and have that money available for these ex-service men 
who will be entitled to borrow 50 per cent of the face value 
of their certificates. : 

The Secretary of the Treasury tells us that that simple 
transaction will interfere with the financial policies of the 
Government. 

I have great respect for the Secretary of the Treasury. 
He is a very fine old gentleman; but he has been wrong 
so many times that whenever he sees an error anywhere 
he backs up to it as a matter of habit. (Laughter.] His 
Undersecretary, Mr. Mills, came before us yesterday and 
predicted these doleful, disastrous happenings if we pass 
this bill. He said that in the next three years they will 
have to refund more than $8,000,000,000 in Government 
securities. 

What is that? What does that represent? To refund a 
debt is simply to put down one note and take up another; 
and I have been doing that all my life. [Laughter.] On 
yesterday, when Mr. Mills, the Undersecretary of the Treas- 
ury, recounted all these short-term and long-term securities, 
most of which are represented by Liberty bonds that are 
coming due and must be refunded—and it was understood 
when the war was on, and we issued these Liberty bonds, 
that many of them would have to be refunded when they 
became due—when he had added up all of these Govern- 
ment obligations that are coming due within the next three 
years which require refunding, and said that because of that 
financial condition it would be disastrous to pass a bill that 
requires only $179,000,000 of new money, I asked Mr. Mills 
whether he had any doubt whatever that the Government 
of the United States would be able to refund all of this 
$8,000,000,000 at a lower rate than these securities bear at 
this time; and his very prompt answer was that he had no 
such doubt. 

Mr. President, in view of these facts it seems to me there is 
nothing to be frightened about here from a financial stand- 
point. 

I have great respect for Mr. Mills. He is a very able man, 
a man of very high character. I served in the House of 
Representatives with him; but I am afraid that he is suffer- 
ing from chronic Mellonitis. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, I am not satisfied with this bill; and that is 
why I rather resent the idea that those who have been in 
charge of the Congress of the United States have maneuvered 
us into a position where we are compelled to take this or 
nothing. 

For instance, I do not think it is fair to limit this privilege 
to certificates that are more than two years of age. I do 
not know any reason why a man who has received his ad- 
justed certificate within the last two years or within the 
last six months ought not to be allowed to avail himself of 
the right to borrow on it if he needs the money; and that is 
what this bill provides—or, rather, it does not amend the 
law already in existence that precludes the right to borrow 
on a certificate that is not more than two years old. 

I object also to the provision of this bill that requires these 
ex-service men to pay 4½ per cent compound interest. That 
is more than the United States is charging anybody else in 
the United States for the loan of money, and twice as much 
as the rate charged by the United States to some private 
interests for the loan of money. It is more than the United 
States is paying on any obligation that it owes. It is more 
than the Liberty bonds bear. It is more than these short- 
term obligations bear; and none of them bear compound 
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interest, except in the sense that the interest is paid semi- 
annually, and the receiver of that interest may loan the 
money to others and obtain interest on it. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, these defects may be corrected in the future. 

I trust that we shall keep in mind the obligation that we 
have to the men who defended our country. I recognize no 
difference between our obligation to them and the obligations 
we are under to other people, except that if there is any 
difference I feel a stronger impulse to recognize our duty to 
those who surrendered all they had, including their lives, or 
at least offered all they had, in order that the securities the 
rest of us hold might really be worth something in the 
generations to come. 

While I do not believe this bill does full justice to the ex- 
service men, while I do not believe it does full justice to the 
United States itself in recognizing in an unstinted way our 
obligation to the ex-service men, I shall support it; and I 
shall vote against all amendments that are offered to it, be- 
cause I am not willing to take the chance at this late day in 
the session of having any sort of miscarriage, either by de- 
sign or by accident, of the justice which I believe we owe 
these men. 

Therefore I trust that the bill will pass just as it is, and 
pass to-day, and be sent to the White House. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I desire to propose a unani- 
mous-consent agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will read the pro- 
posed agreement. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, by unanimous consent, that after the hour of 5 o’clock 
p. m. to-day no Senator shall speak more than once or longer than 
10 minutes upon the pending bill or any amendment proposed 
thereto. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, in other circumstances 
and under other parliamentary conditions, I should address 
myself to the subject matter at hand more at length, but 
realizing the situation confronting us, and being anxious to 
avoid the defeat of all legislation for the relief of ex-service 
men I shall content myself with expressing in the briefest 
way the course which I shall pursue. 

It has been my thought for some time that the adjusted- 
compensation certificates should be paid in cash at their 
face value. The term “ adjusted-compensation certificates ” 
means what it implies; that is, that in 1924 an obligation 
was recognized, and was adjusted through the issuance of 
certificates evidencing the obligation. The obligation having 
been admitted, recognized, and conceded, should be borne by 
the Government, rather than having the veterans of the 
World War bear it. So, for a long while I have thought 
that a deliberately matured effort should be made to evolve a 
way through which the certificates could be paid in cash and 
at their face value. 

That would merely accelerate the payment of an admitted 
debt. It would not involve the incurrence of another or 
additional debt or the increase of an existing one. It would 
merely accelerate the payment date of an existing obligation. 

T realize, however, that a proposal of that kind now would 
mean the defeat of this legislation. I realize that there are 
those all about us who desire to defeat this legislation. I 
realize that there are pitfalls before us for the defeat of 
this legislation or any other legislation for the benefit of 
veterans. So the friends of the veterans of the World War 
who desire to do something for them should unite in sup- 
porting this legislation, although it is not what we desire and 
what we should like to obtain. 

It is almost unthinkable that we should increase the loan 
value of these certificates with a required rate of interest 
higher than the Government pays for money which it bor- 
rows. I regret that such an exorbitant rate of interest is 
thus provided. But we need not deceive ourselves. In our 
zeal for the veterans we need not jeopardize this legislation 
by blinding ourselves to the situation which actually con- 
fronts us. 

Being unable to pay the certificates in cash at their face, 
my next suggestion would be to pay in cash the present 
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value of each certificate and issue a new certificate for the 
difference between that sum and the face value, but that can 
not be accomplished. I know it as well as does the senior 
Senator from Utah, who smiles when I make the suggestion. 

Mr. President, although entertaining the views which I 
have expressed briefly, realizing the situation with which we 
are confronted, knowing that we must enact this legislation 
quickly and be prepared to put forward an effort to carry 
it over a veto, because all of us contemplate that a veto will 
be forthcoming, I shall support the legislation just as it is 
presented. I shall oppose all amendments to it in order to 
hasten the legislation through the Congress and make cer- 
tain that we effect a plan to increase the loan value of these 
a SY from 22% per cent to 50 per cent of their face. 
value. 

Mr. President, that is my attitude. I content myself with 
explaining the reasons why I shall pursue such course. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. President, under the present law 
the soldiers who desire to do so within the next six years 
could borrow all the money which this new legislation pro- 
vides they may borrow now. The only thing the bill before 
us does is to allow the soldiers who may desire to do so to 
borrow now money which they could borrow during the next 
six years. 

It seems to me that in this time of unparalleled distress 
in our country this is very little to do for the soldiers who 
did so much for us and for the world, simply recognizing the 
terrible state of all business in our country, under which the 
soldiers and everybody else are suffering, and lending them 
now money which they could borrow year by year, and have 
all of it in six years. 

Mr. President, I wish to say that those who undertake to 
speak for business in opposition to this measure do business 
in the United States very great harm instead of good. We 
have been running this country for business for about 10 
years, and under Pittsburgh and Pennsylvania statesmanship 
the country has been left in a condition of prostration such 
as it has never suffered before in its history. 

I submit, Mr. President and Senators, that the voices of 
Andrew W. Mellon and those who speak when he speaks in 
behalf of business have about ceased to be potent, even with 
business in the United States. During a long period we have 
selfishly legislated fer business, until business and the people 
too are well-nigh ruined in this country. I think the hour 
has come when we would better listen to the statesmen, to 
those who speak for humanity, and I look elsewhere, as I 
believe the country has come to do, than to the great Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, the great city bankers, and the great 
city press, which for 10 years without modification or moles- 
tation have controlled the legislative policy of my country. 
If they are not responsible for its prostrate condition, they 
certainly have not prevented it, and I do not believe they 
speak for business, but they appeal to the selfishness which 
they think may be found in the business heart of the country, 
and hope to keep the confidence of the business element. 

Mr. President, business will in my opinion be profoundly 
served by some recognition of this great country’s duty to 
the patriots who saved it and to the great struggling mass, 
and we had better commence to legislate somewhat for hu- 
manity, and recognize that thereby we are more likely to 
help business than if we continue the narrow, grinding, 
selfish policy to which our country has been dedicated since 
it came to follow Pittsburgh business statesmanship. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I have listened with a great 
deal of interest to the discussion of this question, but in 
view of the conditions which surround us, it seems to me the 
most eloquent speech which can be made in behalf of the 
veterans is to vote “aye” on this proposition. I think it 
would be more gratifying to the veterans for enough of us 
to make that speech than to be eulogizing them, and I think 
it is appropriate now, since we have about exhausted the 
other form of speech, that we vote, and I hope we may 
proceed at once to vote on this question, and lessen the 
danger of a pocket veto. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I am in hearty sympathy 
with what the Senator from South Carolina has said. How- 
ever, I have listened patiently to so many of his long 
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speeches that I am going to inflict a short one on him to- 
day, and then we will vote! He need not be distressed; we 
are going to vote to pass the bonus bill in a very short time. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 

Mr. SMITH. I did not have particular reference to the 
Senator from New York, because it is so seldom he takes 
the floor and has anything to say that he should not be 
sensitive about a statement which was intended to refer to 
other people, and not to him. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I accept the apology of 
the Senator. [Laughter.] 

It would be carrying coals to Newcastle to make a speech 
with the thought of converting anybody here to the bonus. 
Everybody is already convinced. 

Mr. CARAWAY. . Except two. 

Mr. COPELAND. It is not with the thought in mind of 
converting anyone that I am on my feet. However, some 
criticisms have been passed on the veterans, criticism both 
from outside the Chamber and inside it. I want to answer 
one or two of them. 

I heard a speech here this afternoon in which the Senator 
said: 

It is unfair to the veterans to single them out for such marked 


favor on the part of the Government. The country owes us noth- 
ing. We merely did our duty. 


I do not question that these men did their duty, and did 
their duty well. But a long time ago the Congress decided 
that we would adjust the compensation of the veterans. 
We did not say we would give them a “ bonus” or a “ gift.” 
In view of the fact that they went to the front, giving up 
their lucrative callings, whatever they might be, we agreed 
to adjust their compensation and return in some measure 
the money they lost by reason of their military service. 

Further, it has been said repeatedly that “a bonus is a 
reflection on patriotism.” I want to ask Senators if the 
patriotism of certain great men I shall mention has ever 
been questioned. š 

Has the patriotism of Gen. Phil Sheridan ever been ques- 
tioned anywhere? Were his bravery and devotion to the 
Union ever questioned? And yet Gen. Phil Sheridan re- 
ceived 160 acres of land as additional compensation for 
services in the Indian war of 1853. 

May I ask if the patriotism and bravery and self-sacrifice 
of Gen. William T. Sherman have ever been questioned? 
And yet for his services in the Seminole Indian and Mexi- 
can Wars he received 160 acres of land in addition to his 
salary as an officer in the Army. 

I want to ask if the patriotism and sense of duty of 
Gen. Winfield Scott have ever been questioned? And 
yet for his services in the Mexican War General Scott was 
given a bonus similar to that given General Sherman. 

Have we ever had occasion to doubt the patriotism of 
Admiral David G. Farragut as midshipman in the War of 
1812 and commander in the Mexican War? Yet he re- 
ceived 160 acres of land in addition to his salary as an 
officer in the Navy. 

Is there any American who is not proud of the military 
genius of Robert E. Lee? He served as a captain in the 
Mexican War and received a grant of 160 acres of land 
under the act of 1850. 

We never in any part of the world fail to boast of the 
achievements of Gen. U. S. Grant. Certainly no one ever 
questioned his patriotism. He received a bounty of 160 
acres of land for his services as a second lieutenant in the 
Mexican War. I found on file in the Pension Bureau a 
letter indicating that General Grant was quite disgusted 
because they had been so slow about sending his bounty 
scrip. 

We celebrated last week the anniversary of the birth of 
the great President Abraham Lincoln. Mr. Lincoln, who 
served 40 days as a captain in the Black Hawk Indian war 
in 1832, received for his services as late as 1850, 18 years 
after the service, 40 acres of land. If any Senator will go 
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on August 21, 1855, making application for 120 acres of 
additional land provided by subsequent act of Congress for 
soldiers in that war. 

Mr. President, it is a very significant thing that the most 
bitter opponent of the bonus idea,” as he calls it, is “the 
greatest Secretary of the Treasury since Alexander Hamil- 
ton —-Mr. Andrew W. Mellon. I shall speak about him in 
a moment. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Government of the United States 
gave to Gen. George Rogers Clark a grant of 76,000 acres of 
land in western Kentucky in recognition of his services in 
the Revolutionary War. I think Gen. George Washington 
himself likewise received a large grant of land. 

Mr. COPELAND. I was about to say that George Wash- 
ington received a grant of land. 

But I want to speak now about Mr. Mellon. A very dis- 
tinguished officer in the Revolutionary War was General 
O’Hara, a fine old Irishman, a brave soldier, a great patriot. 
He received a bounty and was fortunate enough to have 
given to him in this way land in the middle of what is now 
Pittsburgh. If I am rightly advised a part of the fortune 
of the Mellon family dates back to him. [Laughter.] Just 
bear that in mind. 

The Senator I previously quoted said it was “unfair to 
the wife and children,” an “act of improvidence,” to permit 
these soldiers to have a little money right now when they 
need it. This morning a Senator who sits within my vision 
said, “ The trouble with you is that you are too soft-hearted. 
We have to harden our hearts against some of the things 
you ask for.” Soft-hearted? My God, any man is soft- 
hearted who has seen poverty and distress and hunger and 
chill of disease. 

I live in the greatest city in the world, the richest city 
in the world, and the poorest city in the world. In my city, 
as I have said here before, we have a square mile where live 
500,000 persons. There is nothing like it anywhere else on 
the face of the earth. I can take Senators to thousands of 
homes, so called, where 12 live in 3 rooms and where 4 sleep 
in the kitchen every night. When there is hunger in the 
slums of the great cities they can not go out and get an old 
rooster off the farm and parboil him and get something to 
eat from his hardened form. They can not go out and get 
even a few turnips or a pumpkin out of the field. When 
there is poverty in my city they have nothing to eat but 
“the sidewalks of New York.” 

Is it not right that we should give some consideration to 
the veterans who have served us and are now living in pov- 
erty? Is it not right that we should give them some con- 
sideration just now? 

I took from the New York Sun last night an article about 
the unemployment situation in New York. Mind you, and I 
have said this heretofore in joining the appeals of the 
Senators from Arkansas, we asked nothing for our city in 
the recent discussion about human relief; we will take care 
of our own. However, when I know that there are 79 bread 
lines in New York and when I myself saw 9,000 men the 
other day waiting for soup and bread, when I know these 
things and know that among them there are, as this paper 
said, “ More than 1,000 veterans walking the streets of New 
York,” then I am distressed. The article says: 

Commander Richard W. O'Neill announced yesterday that a 
fund of $66,000 to provide food and clothing for 10 weeks for 
unemployed veterans is sought by the disabled veterans of the 
World War. A 

That effort is undertaken because of the veterans who are 
now walking the streets of New York unemployed. We 
must help them. 

Is it improvident, is it unwise, is it anything except hu- 
mane, to help these veterans and give them now some of 
the money which the country has already determined is 
theirs? We should do so because we have said this is not 
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I note the anxiety of the Vice President over the lapse of 
time, so I shall speak now for 10 minutes upon my amend- 
ment to reduce the interest rate to 3 per cent. 

Mr. President, in my office over in the Senate Office Build- 
ing is a box 2 feet long, 2 feet high, and 18 inches wide, 
which came by parcel post yesterday. It contains more than 
10,000 petitions signed by veterans of my State asking for 
immediate full cash payment of the bonus. Let no man 
say that the veterans of the United States do not want this 
legislation. The great majority of the veterans of the 
United States believe that this is adjusted compensation, 
that it is their property, and it should be paid to them at 
once. 

If I had my way about it I should be glad to see them 
paid in full. I introduced a cash bonus substitute for the 
measure pending in the Senate in 1924. We had a vote 
upon my bill. We had 37 votes in the Senate in favor of full 
compensation at that time and 48 votes against it. 

I want to say to my friends in New York, the veterans 
there, that in view of the attitude of the administration, in 
view of the attitude of the Secretary of the Treasury, in view 
of the attitude of those in governmental control, it is im- 
possible to give them at this moment a full payment of the 
bonus or the adjusted compensation. It is a payment which 
has been delayed all too long already, and which they were 
entitled to receive as long ago as the time of the passage of 
the first act. But we can not get that now. We will have 
to take what we can get. The pending measure, as I see it, 
is all that we can hope for or expect at this time. 

Mr. President, let us see about the effect on business. A 
high official of the Treasury Department went over to New 
York four or five weeks ago and spoke at the Bond Club. He 
gave such a pessimistic view of what would happen to the 
country if we passed this bill that the next day there was a 
tremendous decline on Wall Street. That was a decline due 
to the unwise words of the Treasury. 

What has been the effect upon the market in New York 
of this attempted legislation? Was there a fall in the 
market after the House passed this bill? No; there was 
not. Has there been a drop in the market to-day because 
we are going to pass this bill to-day? There has not been. 
It is perfectly absurd to say that the passage of this pro- 
posal will adversely affect business in our country. Quite 
the contrary is true in my opinion. 

When these boys went abroad, we saw regiment after regi- 
ment, division after division, coming to New York for em- 
barkation. We saw the enthusiasm of citizens. Promises 
were made on all sides and everyone was ready to give these 
boys the Woolworth Building or anything they wanted. 

I saw them come back; I saw those wonderful parades up 
Fifth Avenue, the sidewalks crowded with people, the filled 
grandstands, receptions by the mayor and by the committee 
on reception of distinguished guests—because they were our 
distinguished guests. At that time we were ready to give 
them everything. 

Ah, has the milk of human kindness soured? Has the 
heart of America changed? It has not. We had a vote in 
my State over the question of a State bonus, and it was 
carried by a majority of 400,000. I have no doubt about 
the attitude of the public to-day. 

Just because a few people are afraid of their shadows, are 
afraid of ghosts, are afraid of imaginary Indians, because 
they are frightened about what may happen, is no reason 
why we should not pass this measure. I know that the great 
majority of the people of our country, even the conservative 
business people, know that just now it is the proper thing, 
the right thing, the humane thing, the just thing to do. 

Mr. President, I want this bill enacted into law. I am 
just as eager for an early vote upon it as my friend the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH]. 

Since I am supposed to be speaking on my amendment to 
reduce the interest rate to 3 per cent, let me say this about 
it. I have been quite convinced by reason of what has been 
said upon the floor and in private conversations which I 
have had off the floor during the afternoon that it would 
be unwise to make any change in the bill as it came to us 
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charge these boys 4% per cent—to make money out of 
them. It is unthinkable. But we must not hazard the bill. 
If we can not hope for any interest change at this time, 
perhaps it can be had at another time. I am convinced 
that it would be unwise to attempt any change to-day. In 
that respect I share the view of other Senators. 

I ask permission to withdraw the amendment which I pre- 
sented and to express the hope that the bill will be enacted 
in the form we received it from the House. I hope it will 
be passed by such an overwhelming majority that every 
veteran who gave up everything to go across and fight for 
his country, who made any sacrifice for his country, will 
know that the heart of America is still alive and that it 
beats and throbs for the veterans who made those sacrifices. 
Let the families of these veterans know that in this time of 
distress they have not been abandoned. Let us vote the 
money and vote it cheerfully and permit these men to be 
relieved of the misery from which they are suffering at this 
particular time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York [Mr. COPELAND] is 
withdrawn. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, there have been so many 
spirited attacks made upon Mr. Mellon, the Secretary of 
the Treasury, that I am persuaded that they grow out of 
a misunderstanding of the Secretary’s position in this mat- 
ter. Somebody sent me a verse descriptive of Mr. Mellon’s 
attitude. It is entitled That's Andy Mellon’s Way,” and 
it reads: 


He's first in war and first in peace, 
He always stands the test; 

And when he says “ No bonus!” 
We know that that is best. 

And though old soldiers yearn for cash 
To keep the wolf away, 

Our peerless leader never bends; 
That's Andy Mellon's way. 


When hideous war came on the world, 
And filled us all with fear, 
We heard his voice say firmly: 
“Don’t worry, I am here!” 
VVV 
They could not say him na; 
“To hell with ships,” he — .. IU swim!” 
That's Andy Mellon's way. 


At last he reached dear Sunny France, 
And hitch hiked to the front; 

Through shot and shell and shrapnel 
He bore the battle’s brunt; 

He’d dash right at the enemy, 
And run ’em round all day, 

And then he'd chase ’em all the night; 
That's Andy Mellon's way. 


God's sake!” the Germans wildly cried, 
As round and round he'd dart; 
“This here hain't war, its murder; 
Say, fellow, have a heart!” 
He caught their bullets in his teeth, 
He ground ’em into clay, 
He kicked their cannon right and left; 
That's Andy Mellon's way. 


He chased the Crown Prince up a tree, 
Broke Hindenburg’s front line; 

He smacked the shock troops on the snoot, 
And jumped across the Rhine. 

“Don’t shoot!” the Kaiser hollered, 
“I surrender right away!” 

The war it ended then and there; 
That's Andy Mellon's way. 


And now throughout our happy land 
Sweet peace and plenty dwell, 

And everyone is prosperous, 
Lykell, lykell, lykell. 

The soldiers they sell apples, 
Reward enough we say; 

For we must watch our stocks and bonds; 
That’s Andy Mellon’s way. 


(Laughter.] 

I do not know who wrote that verse, Mr. President, but 
I am sure he did not thoroughly understand Mr. Mellon. 
{Laughter.] 

I want to say, Mr. President—and then I am through—that 


from the House. Nevertheless, I think it is outrageous to ' I introduced a bill providing for a 100 per cent payment of 
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the adjusted-compensation certificates. I believed then, and 
I believe now, that such a measure should be passed; but 
I realize it can not be, and therefore I shall support the 
pending bill. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, the ex- 
traordinary economic depression in the country plus the 
widespread unemployment is responsible for this veterans’ 
bill being here for consideration. It is a relief measure. 
Like all other relief measures that have been before Congress 
during the present session, it provides for interest-bearing 
loans to those who may take advantage of this form of 
Government relief. 

Two groups of citizens have sought and are being granted 
relief in the present emergency: Those in the drought- 
stricken areas, to whom the Federal Government has con- 
sented to loan sums of money for certain defined purposes, 
and the veterans petitioning Congress for relief in the pend- 
ing measure, and to whom it is proposed to loan money upon 
their adjusted-service certificates. In the present extraor- 
dinary emergency, relief, so far as the Federal Government 
is concerned, has come to be synonymous with the words 
“interest-bearing loan.” 

Mr. President, I want to picture very briefly to the Senate 
what I think is the situation of many veterans in this coun- 
try and to suggest how I believe their adjusted-service cer- 
tificates should operate to help extend relief to them. Take 
the veteran who is without work, who is Jobless, with no 
income, with his furniture mortgaged. He possesses an 
adjusted-service certificate; it is the only asset that he con- 
trols and possesses. He needs food; he needs money. He 
ought not, in my judgment, to be obliged to borrow on that 
certificate and to pay interest on his loan. That certificate 
has been in his possession for something more than 6 years, 
nearly 7 years, and it matures in 20 years from the date of 
issue, or in 1945. In all fairness to the Government and to 
the veteran, I submit that certificate is worth as an asset 
to the veteran approximately seven-twentieths of its face 
value. In my judgment, it ought to be treated as a savings- 
bank account, and the veteran should have the right to draw 
cash against that certificate, without any loan or any inter- 
est, to the extent of seven-twentieths of its value. We ought 
to be most anxious to encourage the veteran to hold on to 
this certificate and not let it be lost by interest accumula- 
tions that will wipe it out. 

Most of the veterans have already borrowed 22 per cent 
of the face value of their certificates. Therefore, it seems 
to me, this being a relief measure, that the proper course 
to have taken was to limit the drawing against the certifi- 
cates to veterans who are unemployed and in financial dis- 
tress. Perhaps it would be somewhat difficult to determine 
need and dependency and just what veterans should be 
classed within those limitations, but it could and has been 
done. Next, the veteran should have the right to charge 
against his certificate the amount of cash which it is 
worth, based upon seven-twentieths of the face value of the 
certificate, a record to be made on the back of the certifi- 
cate such as would be made in a savings-bank book, of 
course, deducting what the veteran has heretofore borrowed. 
This treatment or arrangement would save to the veteran 
his certificate, his endowment policy less only his with- 
drawal. 

The most vicious feature of the pending proposal is that 
it destroys, wipes out, ends, the endowment feature of the 
certificate, for after he borrows 50 per cent of his certificate 
nothing will be left in 1945 unless the veteran, shall pay 
the annual interest on his loan. 

Why should a hungry veteran or his family 1550 may be 
in distress be asked to pay interest upon money which he 
himself possesses in an account with the Government? I 
appreciate that to press such an amendment as I propose 
at this stage of the proceedings might lead to preventing 
any action upon the House bill and might confuse the 
situation, so that probably no legislation would be enacted. 
I presented the proposition above outlined before the 
Finance Committee and it was defeated by one vote. It 
would remove practically all opposition from the Treasury 
for it would greatly reduce the need of raising a bond issue. 
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Mr. President, I want my position understood. I am for 
legislation, preferably, which would confine this character 
of relief to veterans who are in financial distress and who 
are unemployed, and I am for a cash loan measured by 
seven-twentieths of the value of the face of the certificate, 
the payment to be charged against the certificate, without 
interest. I dislike to send the financially distressed veterans 
to a pawnbroker, even if the pawnbroker is the United States 
Government, as is proposed here. 

I regret exceedingly that the action contemplated under 
the pending bill amounts, if the veteran borrows and does 
not pay his interest, to a destruction of the endowment 
feature of his certificate, which is a very valuable feature 
of aid for the soldier in future years. Therefore it is with 
some reluctance that I shall vote for the bill. However, 
I can see no reason whatever, if we are going to charge 
interest, why the veteran who is in distress, or even the 
veteran who is not in distress, should not have the right 
to borrow more than is permitted by present law. All 
classes of veterans are to have a right to borrow under this 
pending bill, if it is simply a financial transaction, paying 
interest to the Government on the loan. All that we are 
doing here is permitting a veteran to increase his loan, 
charging him interest, and if he does not pay the interest 
permitting it to accumulate so that it will destroy his 
endowment policy which matures in 1945. 

I regret that at this late hour of the session we are in 
a position where we must, in order to provide any relief 
at all, rush this bill through. I repeat, I am sorry to see 
the Federal Government taking the position during the 
present great economic depression that, so far as it is con- 
cerned in granting relief for the farmers in the drought- 
stricken areas and relief for veterans, it knows no other 
policy than that of loaning money with interest. Appar- 
ently interest-bearing loans constitute the only conception 
of relief the Federal Government entertains. It is fortu- 
nate for the jobless and the hungry that the several States 
and their subdivisions do not consider their conception of 
relieving the destitute merely that of issuing loans with 
security to the helpless and jobless who are without money 
or the necessities of life. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, however much I may differ 
from the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED], I 
would not either directly or indirectly or in the remotest 
degree impeach his integrity or his patriotism. He is one 
of the few men on the floor of the Senate who demonstrated 
his patriotism at the battle front during the World War. 
He is sincere and patriotic in his views. 

I am not going to discuss the reasons for this legislation; 
I am simply going to state my position. Before we became 
involved in the World War I did everything that I thought 
I could honorably do to keep our country out of it. Condi- 
tions became such, however, that when the resolution de- 
claring war came before the Senate I felt compelled to vote 
for it, but when I did vote for it I did so, I thought, with 
an appreciation of what those who would have to fight the 
battles of the Republic would have to go through, what they 
would have to endure, I realized that many of them would 
lose their lives and many would come home disabled and 
diseased permanently. I resolved to myself that those of us 
who remained at home would incur an obligation to the 
soldiers who fought that war that could never be paid, and 
that the Government would incur a debt to them that could 
never be settled, and I determined that as time went on 
when any measure was proposed looking to the welfare, the 
comfort, and the care of those who bore the brunt of the 
war it would have my support. 

I sympathize very much with the suggestions of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. WatsH]. I would rather see 
this bill restricted to those who actually need help. I think 
that the soldiers generally would like to have that done. 
I myself have received few, if any, requests from those who 
do not need it to give special support to legislation of this 
character. 

I was very much impressed with the statement the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG] made on day before 
yesterday, showing that while the veterans could now secure 
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loans upon their certificates up to 224% per cent of their 
face value, many of them had not availed themselves of 
that privilege, and that, as I recall, about $400,000,000 
which could be borrowed under that arrangement has not 
been borrowed. So, even under the adverse conditions that 
confront the country, despite the hard times which have 
fallen upon us, and despite the distressing conditions that 
doubtless face many of the soldiers and have been con- 
fronting them for months, $400,000,000 that could have been 
borrowed under existing law have not been borrowed. That 
one fact alone led me to believe that even though we pass 
this legislation in its present form there will be thousands 
and hundreds of thousands of the men who are not suffer- 
ing, who do not especially need these loans, who will not 
apply for them. They are patriots in peace as well as in 
war, and they will do nothing to endanger the welfare of 
their country. That is one fact that makes me feel better 
in regard to this legislation, and that it will not deter the 
coming of prosperity, as many fear, but, on the contrary, 
may be beneficial. 

Without going into the matter further, largely because of 
what I stated a moment ago, I propose to vote for this 
legislation. It is the discharge of a part of a debt that we 
never can pay and that the Nation never can satisfy. I 
think those of us who stayed at home are under obligations 
to do whatever may be necessary for the care and the com- 
fort of those who went to the battle front and fought the 
battle—not only theirs, but the battle of the whole people of 
this Nation. This will not pay the debt to them; and my 
action in the future shall be on the same basis as my action 
now. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, it is now 
5.30 o’clock. To-day is the 19th of February. This session 
closes automatically on March 4. After to-day but 11 
working days remain of this session. If the veterans’ bill 
is to pass and become a law, it must pass the Senate, must 
be enrolled and signed by the respective presiding officers, 
and must be placed in the hands of the Chief Executive not 
later than February 20, which is to-morrow. 

The Constitution, in section 7 of Article I, provides as 
follows: 

If any bill shall not be returned by the President within 10 
days—Sundays excepted—after it shall have been presented to 
him, the same shall be a law, in like manner as if he had 


it, unless the Congress by their adjournment prevent its return, 
in which case it shall not be a law. 


Therefore it is imperative that we act to-day, so that if 
the bill is to meet opposition at the White House we may 
still have time to act after the veto message is received. 

Mr. President, the text of the bill is as follows: 

An act to increase the loan basis of adjusted-service certificates 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 502 of the World War adjusted 
compensation act, as amended, is amended by adding at the end 
thereof two new subdivisions to read as follows: $ 

“(1) For the purpose of this section the loan basis provided in 
subdivision (g) shall at no time be less than 50 per cent of the 
face value of the certificate, and in no event shall the rate of 
interest on any loan made after this subdivision takes effect 
exceed 4% per cent per annum, compounded annually. If at the 
time of application to the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs for 
a loan the principal and interest on or in respect of any prior 
loan under this section have not been paid in full by the veteran 
(whether or not the loan has matured), then, on request of the 
veteran, the administrator shall (1) pay or otherwise discharge 
such unpaid principal and so much of such unpaid interest 
(accrued or to accrue) as is necessary to make the certificate 
available for use as security for the new loan and (2) deduct the 
same from the then existing loan basis of the certificate. 

“(m) Loans made by the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs 
under this section may at his option be made out of the United 
States Government life-insurance fund, or out of the adjusted- 
service-certificate fund created under section 505.“ 

Sec. 2. Section 507 of such act, as amended, is amended to read 
-as follows: 

“Sec. 507. All amounts in the fund shall be available for pay- 
ment, by the administrator, of adjusted-service certificates upon 
their maturity or the prior death of the veteran, for payments 
under section 502 to banks on account of notes of veterans, and 
for making loans authorized by section 502, as amended.” 

Src. 3. There is authorized to be appropriated such amounts as 
may be necessary to provide for the making of loans to veterans 
by the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs under the World War 
adjusted compensation act, as amended. 
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Sec. 4. This act may be cited as the “emergency adjusted com- 
pensation act, 1931.” 

Mr. President, this bill has been termed a soldiers’ relief 
measure. In one way it does provide a small measure of 
relief in extending the loan privilege to 50 per cent of the 
face value of the veteran’s certificate. In another way it 
makes an unjust demand in that it forces the applicant for 
a loan to agree to pay interest on the funds which all agree 
are already equitably due the veteran. I oppose that part 
of the bill, and in the Finance Committee I offered an 
amendment, as follows: 

That no interest shalt be computed or collected at any time on 
any loan or on any portion of any loan corresponding with an 
equivalent to that portion of any adjusted-service certificate 
already equitably due. 

The veterans should not be required to pay interest on 
money already declared and admitted to be theirs. Why 
this legal highjacking of the ex-service men? Let the party 
in power explain. However, at this late hour and with a 
presidential veto staring us in the face, it is thought best 
to accept this bill and get the most we can. When the new 
Congress meets a determined effort will be made to right 
the wrong now about to be imposed upon the families of the 
unemployed, distressed, cold, and hungry veterans of our 
country. 

Mr. President, even the scant relief proposed by this legis- 
lation has been bitterly opposed by the “ big interests,” by 
the income-tax payers, by Secretary Mellon, and even by the 
President himself. 

Why the opposition? What reasons are given as to why 
this relief should be denied? We are advised, first, that the 
veterans do not need the money. Then we are advised that 
if the relief is granted, that the money will be dissipated 
and squandered. The Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Mel- 
lon, opposes the bill because of its alleged effect upon the 
bond market and the financial program of the adminis- 
tration. 

Mr. President, when the financial crash came in 1929 the 
first demand for aid came from Wall Street—that short, 
narrow, crooked New York City street, closed at one end by 
a river and at the other by a graveyard. 

The Wall Street demand was not for a loan at 4% per 
cent, but instead a demand for cash. The President, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and the leaders of the party in 
power proceeded without delay to give them a cash rebate on 
their taxes due in the sum of $160,000,000. 

Let me call your attention to the fact that, while the “ big 
interests ” and the “income taxpayers ” were given the first 
relief, and in cash, all others, including the farmers and the 
soldiers, are being forced to declare themselves virtual pau- 
pers in order to secure a small loan at a rate of interest 
double that paid by the Government on the funds it occa- 
sionally borrows. 

Mr. President, what is the condition to-day of the ex- 
service men of our country? 

Many of them are approaching middle age. As a rule, 
the veteran is married and has a wife and from one to five 
children. They have tried to establish themselves in some 
kind of business, but, for many of them, conditions have not 
been favorable, and to-day far too many of them are in need 
and in distress. Many are in debt—in debt on their homes, 
on their farms, on their businesses, and even in debt for 
food and clothing. 

Those of them in distress need help and need it now. 
Since the ist of the present month I have received an 
average of 500 letters a day. These letters and postal cards 
came, in the main, from veterans of my State. Without 
exception the 10,000 ex-service men who have appealed to 
me are asking for the payment of their certificates in full, 
and, if this can not be secured, then they ask for a liberal 
cash allowance on their certificate, and, of course, they 
object to the payment of interest on funds which all admit 
are their own. 

Mr. President, I can not read all the appeals which have 
come to me, but, in order that a record may be made and 
left, I call attention to just a few to show the nature of the 
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appeal now being made to the Government which these boys, 
on the muddy fields and in the bloody trenches of France, 
fought to preserve and save. 

At the request of Veteran Graves, I present his appeal to 
the Senate: 


Will you please explain to the Senate that we need the World 
War bonus worse now than we ever will? 

If I could get full adjusted compensation now, I could use it to 
pay my interest and taxes, and therefore save my farm, which 
some day will mean far more to my children than the insurance 
will mean to them. 

From the drought-stricken country come appeals as 
follows: 

Veteran King says: 

I am a farmer at present. Our crops failed this year. Raised no 
feed for our stock. Had to buy all the feed to feed stock. Cattle 
and horses are poor. Lost three calves; were too poor for the cold 
weather. Have no money to buy feed for stock, no seed to sow, 
taxes to pay, clothing to buy for self and family. 

If there were ever a time a soldier needed help in this country, it 
is now and right now. Please, Senator, if you will read our letters 
to the Congressmen, they can not turn us down at this starving 
time. 


The following from Veteran Cropp: 


I am writing to you to let you know how badly the World War 
veterans need the bonus, and how I, for one, will use it if I get it. 

This part of Oklahoma is in the drought-stricken district. 
Therefore, as I am a farmer, I need money to try to raise another 
crop and for taxes, 

I need money now more than I ever have, and, I hope, more than 
I ever will. 


From Veteran Brown I have the following appeal: 

Please do all you can to have bonus bill pass, as the money at 
this time will do us more good than later. We need cash to buy 
seed and feed and food so we can make a crop this year. If we 
get no help, we make no crop. If not crop, we go hungry this fall 
and winter. 

Mr. President, will the boys squander their money? 

Let a few of them answer that question for themselves. 

Veteran Shark says: 

I am writing to let you know that I want the cash bonus. I 
want to use mine for buying me a home, since everything is down 
cheap. 

Veteran Bunch knows exactly what he will do with what 
money he can secure. He says: 

Mine would be used to live on to make this year’s crop and 
pay on last year’s debts. 

Veteran Fisher admits he is hungry. He says: 

Am just one of the many hungry people of our country. When 
I get my money for my insurance policy I can pay off my little 
3-Poom home and have a place to live which I am sure to lose 
unless some unforeseen luck befalls me. 

Veteran Paulson says: 

I sure need my bonus money for living expenses, to buy some- 
thing to eat as I am unable to work, even if I could get the 
work. If us vets don’t need our money now we never will, as 
times can’t get much harder. 

Veteran Robinson says he is broke and in debt and wants 
his money before he dies: 

I am writing you in regard to a cash settlement of the soldier’s 
bonus certificate. I need my money now as I am broke and in 
debt and been out of work all winter. I have a wife and two 
children to support and am not able to work. The money will 
do me more good now than when I am dead and gone. 


Secretary Mellon would have the country believe that he 
possesses the major portion of the business brains of the 
present age. Yet, Mr. President, these soldier boys have 
business sense. Hear what veteran Snelson says: 

Am writing you in regards to what I would do with my bonus 
if I should get it in cash. I would most certainly buy me a home 
while land is cheap. I don't think we will live to see the day 
when we would have a better chance. 

Mr. President, some of the boys understand the influences 
operating here. Veteran Jackson, from the President’s own 
State, says: 


So long as the administration is disposed to feel the pulse of 
money instead of the “man,” of course the influence will be 
unfavorable to the men that won the greatest battle in history. 


I have a letter written on a Morton’s Salt” advertise- 
ment. Veteran Leonard knows who dictates most of the 
policies here in Washington. He says: 


In regard to a cash bonus I could use mine to a better advantage 
now than in 1945. I have not had much employment since the 
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last presidential election and it does not look favorable until 
another presidential election. If Mr. Mellon had to go through 
with what us boys did he would not cry so much. If Mr. Mellon 
and a few of his banker friends had to work in the mines on 82 
and 62.50 a day to make a living for his family, instead of sling- 
ing ink for it, he would not holler so loud about a cash payment. 

Mr. President, what will happen to the country if relief 
is extended to these veterans? 

Only those in need will apply for aid. If aid is granted, 
what will follow? Food and clothing will be possible for 
the cold and hungry. This will make business for the mer- 
chants. The demand for goods will help not only the mer- 
chants but will extend to the jobbers, the wholesalers and 
on to the factories. Business for the railways will be in- 
creased. The money will go into the banks and they will 
be helped. The demand for food will increase and the 
farmers will be benefited. At every turn the wage earner 
and the laborer will be in demand and business of all kinds 
everywhere will be stimulated. Will this hurt the country? 

Mr. President, who will be injured by this legislation? 
Only the bondholders, the coupon clippers, and the Shylocks 
of America. 

When the call came for the boys—the flower of our 
youth—to join the colors, they did not object and offer as 
excuses that their pocketbooks would be touched, that their 
business would be ruined, that their health would be in- 
jured, or even that their lives might be destroyed. 

When the call came they responded; and now, when they 
are in distress, they expect the Government to come to 
their assistance. 

Mr. President, what is government for? Is it not to help 
those who need help? Is it not to protect those who need 
protection, and to aid those who can not help themselves? 

I maintain that the best national insurance we can pro- 
vide is to keep America worth fighting for, to help those 
who can not help themselves and to care properly for those 
who have fought our country’s battles. 

For the reasons stated, this being the only relief we can 
get, I am supporting the measure and ask for its immediate 
passage. 

I ask for a roll call upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SMOOT (and other Senators). Let us have the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. President, as I shall not be able to 
vote because of a general pair, I wish to state briefly my 
controlling reasons for opposing this measure. 

I have some question whether the bill will be as helpful as 
its friends claim, or as harmful as its opponents claim; but 
it seems to me it has one fundamental vice which ought to 
prevent its passage. It comes here under the guise of a bill 
for relief; and yet the great majority of those who will 
benefit from it need no relief. It practically amounts to giv- 
ing all veterans immediate cash payment of the present 
value of their certificates. 

The financial rights of the veterans were determined in 
1924. In giving them then this endowment policy it was 
thought wise, both for them and for the Government, that 
there should not be a payment in cash, but that it should be 
deferred until 1945. 

As to the men who came back from the war unscathed, 
sound in mind and body, we decided in 1924 that we would 
adjust fairly their compensation. That adjustment was 
made, and I supposed finally completed. Now comes this 
effort, under the guise of relief, to give them immediate cash 
payment which we then concluded was unwise. 

If the bill gave simply to those who are in need, I think 
there would be no opposition to it; but it gives to a large 
class who really are the least needy, probably, of any class 
which can be selected in the country. They are the men 
right in the prime of life, the men who can best take care of 
themselves; and yet they are the ones whom we select for 
this compensation to-day, and we give it at the expense of 
demoralizing the Treasury. 

I do not pretend to know the intricacies of refinancing 
our Treasury loans. I can not deal with billions of dollars; 
but I have the greatest confidence in the Secretary of the 
Treasury who for 10 years has guided our finances so wisely. 
I rate his financial judgment higher than that of any other 
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man in the country, and he tells us that this will be an 
extremely difficult problem; that it will seriously embarrass 
refinancing our loans, and that it will also probably retard 
the business recuperation of which we are so desirous. 
Therefore this bill gives relief to a large class, a majority 
of whom do not need it, at the expense of the rest of the 
country; it picks out a few to help; and it injures all the 
rest by crippling business. The administration is aiming to 
encourage and expedite business revival, and this hampers 
that accomplishment while giving assistance to compara- 
tively few. The relief it affords is insignificant compared to 
the injury it inflicts. 

Of course I appreciate how embarrassing it is for those 
who are candidates for office to vote against the bill. We 
have heard a great deal in this Congress about the influence 
of the lobby, and how it prevents fair and impartial legisla- 
tion. Possibly the lobby deserves some of that condemna- 
tion, though in the time I have been here I have seen no 
improper control by any lobby. I suppose, some generations 
ago, lobbies did control and bring about improper and cor- 
rupt legislation. It is not so to-day. The danger of biased 
legislation does not come to-day from the lobby. The danger 
is not that we will be biased by hope of reward, but by fear of 
punishment. The danger is our fear of organized minorities. 
We are afraid of the various groups who have selfish inter- 
ests apart from the general, and who press their interest 
upon us. The soldiers’ vote, the labor vote, the wet vote, the 
dry vote, the racial vote, the Federal employees’ vote are 
the factors that to-day make it difficult for a Member of 
Congress to keep his mind impartial and level. 

When a bill comes before us and we see the arguments on 
both sides and are trying to make up an impartial judgment, 
and on one side we see a great group who are selfishly in- 
terested in that legislation, and where future support de- 
pends on the way we vote, and on the other side we see only 
the general public, who we know will be comparatively in- 
different about our vote, who will neither reward us nor 
punish us for it, it is extremely difficult for us to keep our 
even balance. It is hard for us not to feel that justice is on 
the side of the heaviest battalions. 

That is the menace to-day; and the best argument I 
have heard for this bill was that of the man who said that 
if we did not pass it, the desire to cater to the soldiers’ 
votes would be so strong that a worse bill would inevitably 
follow: 

This bill, while it applies a partial and temporary poultice, 
at the same time increases and prolongs the severity of the 
disease; and I shall not vote for it. 

Mr. STEIWER. Mr. President, in his able address to-day 
the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED] acknowl- 
edged the predicament in which we all find ourselves when 
he said that he knew his words would have but little weight 
with his colleagues here in the Senate. He expressed the 
hope, however, that some faint echo of his statements here 
might find its way to the country. 

I am thoroughly convinced that the attitude of the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania does not represent the thought of 
the ex-service men of the country; and if his remarks are 
to find some faint echo in the country, I think it well to 
challenge certain sentiments which he expressed, so that 
the country, in considering that faint echo, will know that 
some of the ex-service men of this body are entirely in 
disagreement with his position. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania talked much of liberality 
on the part of our Government. As an ex-service man, I 
cheerfully acknowledge that in many respects our Govern- 
ment has been most liberal; and I think it right to say that 
the ex-service men of the World War are most appreciative 
of the hospitalization program and of the general efforts 
which our Government has made which tend to rehabilitate 
the ex-service population. I want to say, however, that the 
pending question ought not to be considered upon a basis 
of liberality or the opposite. There is no question before 
us of favoritism for the ex-service men. There is no effort 
here to extend favoritism already shown. The adjusted 
compensation act is just exactly what its name implies. Its 
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title indicates that it is an act to adjust the compensation 
of the World War veterans. The press of the country, at the 
time of its enactment, carried to all the country and to the 
world the idea that Congress, by that legislation, would 
make some amends to the men who had served the flag by 
putting them a little nearer upon a basis of parity with 
those who had remained at home and had served in civilian 
employments. 

I read briefly from one of the two reports made to the 
Senate at the time the adjusted-compensation legislation 
was under consideration: 

The purpose of an adjusted compensation bill is not to give the 
soldier an increase in compensation becausé of his dangerous and 
hazardous service—no one could be adequately paid for this. It 
is to give the soldiers who offered their lives with their service in 
the late war a compensation that will more nearly approach 
that which was paid the lowest-paid common laborer who re- 
mained at home, secure from the dangers of war, and whose 
compensation was increased from 100 to 300 per cent. It is to 
meet in part the economic loss that absence from home and 


opportunities for participating in the financial gains made by 
those at home caused those in the service. 


I am sure that this language correctly represented the 
purpose of Congress, a purpose which, in my view, was 
abundantly justified by the circumstances. 

Mr. President, if we view the act of 1924 merely as an act 
of adjustment in compensation, and if we then conclude that 
our country can safely pay at this time that which might 
well have been paid in cash at that time, the payment we 
are now contemplating should not be regarded in terms of 
liberality or of favoritism, and I think that I am entirely 
right when I say that the ex-service men of the United 
States who have accepted the adjusted-compensation cer- 
tificates have not accepted them in terms of reward or favor- 
itism, but they have accepted them as they were given, 
namely, as an adjustment in compensation. 

I am quite sure, with all deference to my good friend the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, that there will be very con- 
siderable resentment in the ranks of the ex-service men of 
this country at his suggestions made here to-day, that there 
has been too much liberality and too much favoritism for 
the ex-service men in regard to matters which are now 
before us. 

He said the veterans would spend the money if loaned to 
them under the pending act. If I had the time I should 
like to defend the ex-service men against that charge. It 
is my impression that only a few will spend the loan un- 
wisely, and, generally speaking, that the money will be spent 
only by those who are in need and are unable to keep the 
money, but I shall not take the time to discuss that feature 
now. 

Mr. President, if this money is adjusted compensation, it 
is merely the acknowledgment of the moral debt of our 
Government toward the ex-soldiers, and in a most just 
sense the money belongs to the soldiers and not to the 
Government, and I conceive of no just ground upon which 
my friend the Senator from Pennsylvania or any other 
Member of this body would withhold his support of the 
pending bill or would criticize the ex-soldiers merely be- 
cause some of them might exercise the right to spend money 
which is morally theirs. I am sure the ex-service men of 
the United States are not in accord with the view of my 
distinguished friend on that point. 

I will add just a word with respect to the opposition, and 
I hope it will not be thought I am making personal criti- 
cism of those who are opposed to this bill. Of course, they 
are acting under the highest motives, and I respect their 
motives. But it does seem worth a commenting that those 
who are opposing this measure now are those who opposed 
the original compensation act in 1924. I have before me 
the minority report made in the House of Representatives. 
I find it is signed by certain distinguished gentlemen, 
namely, Representative ALLEN T. TREADWAY, Representative 
Joun Q. Tauson, Representative Henry W. Warson, and 
Representative Ogden L. Mills. I think no one of those 
gentlemen voted for the pending bill when it was in the 
House. I am sure that two of them voted against it, and 
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the third, from his position in the Treasury, is boring from 
within and mining from under in his effort to exercise 
Treasury influence against the bill. 

Mr. President, if I felt that this bill would bring any injury 
to my country, of course I would not support it. I feel, on 
the contrary, that it would bring much good to the country, 
and I want to say to Senators one thing which may be re- 
assuring to them. This morning the Director of the Vet- 
erans’ Bureau told me in conversation that an effort would 
be made in the administration of the act, if it is passed by 
the Congress, to allow the benefits to the needy ex-service 
men as a preferential matter, and to hold in abeyance the 
benefits to others until some later time. It will take some 
months at the very best to put the act into effect, and the 
Veterans’ Bureau is going to inquire of applicants as to 
whether they are in need. The director tells me further that 
in that purpose he has the support of the leading ex-service 
organizations of the country, and that altogether an effort 
will be made to have the benefits of the act flow first to those 
in need, and then, in a more remote way, to those who are 
not in need. 

Mr. President, I shall not longer detain the Senate, but I 
want to send to the desk, before I take my seat, a table 
showing the Treasury estimates and the actual deficits and 
surpluses in the Treasury during the last 10 years. I will 
say that this is a table prepared by the legislative reference 
service of the Library of Congress in all respects save the 
column upon the right-hand side, which was prepared in my 
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Office, and that column shows by years, over the 10-year 
period, the errors made in the Treasury estimates. These 
errors range from the smallest error of $38,000,000 up to the 
largest error of $2,200,000,000 per year. The total error for 
the 10-year period aggregates over 84,000, 000, 000 and the 
average error is over $400,000,000 per year. These figures 
are shown by the annual reports of the Secretary of the 
Treasury on the state of finances for the fiscal years in- 
volved. The errors are so great that it becomes apparent 
that the Treasury actuaries live in a realm of conjecture. 
They deal in estimates, averages, and arbitraries. I am one 
of those that feel Mr. Mellon has rendered the country a dis- 
tinguished service in his management of the United States 
Treasury. I do not blame him for the errors in estimates, 
because in the very nature of things he does not make the 
estimates. They are made by the actuaries and accountants. 
The average errors thus made in the next two fiscal years 
would encompass the entire estimated cost of the pending 
bill. It does not seem, therefore, that there is any sound 
reason why Congress should be alarmed by the foreboding 
influence of Treasury estimates. On the contrary, the aver- 
age error is so great that the Treasury estimates need cause 
no feeling of apprehension, and I am satisfied that in the 
country there is no apprehension as to the effect of this 
legislation. I ask that the table referred to may be appended 
at the close of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the table was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


United States receipts and expenditures, Treasury estimates and actual amounts, fiscal years 1921 to 1950, inclusive 
[Note: All amounts in thousands of dollars] 


Total ordinary receipts 


Fiscal year 


1 Based on daily Treasury statements, unrevised 
U. 8. Treasury De 

ment Printing Office, 1921, p. 273 
* Ibid., for 1921, p. 152, 153. 
* Ibid., for 1922, p. 100, 101. 
$ Ibid., for 1923, p. 107, 108. 
* Ibid., for 1924, p. 
? Ibid., for 1925, p. 
$ Tbid., for 1926, p. 176, 178. 
* Ibid., for 1927, p. 30, 32: 
0 Ibid., for 1928, p. 19, 20. 
it Ibid., for 1929, p. 20, 21. 
u Ibid., for 1930, p. 35, 38. 


Total expenditures charge- 
able against ordinary ro- Surplus or deficit 
ceipts Error in 
estimate 
Estimated Actual 
3 —2, 114, 984 3 +86, 892 2, 201, 876 
1 —24, 469 4 +313, 802 338, 271 
s +309, 657 583, 596 
9 4-505, 357 175, 727 
14250, 505 182. 621 
7377, 768 115, 726 
+ +635, 810 252, 731 
+398, 828 55, 
1 +184, 787 147, 707 
} #4183, 789 38, 207 
A E — . 4, 091, 968 
IT. — ::. ˙i:- ˙Äũaꝛ—q— 409, 196. 8 


ment. Annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury on the state of the finances for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1920. Washington. Govern- 


u lbid., for 1930, p. 11. First estimate later reduced to allow for income-tax reduction authorized by Congress, December, 1929. 


Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, in connection with the 
measure for increasing the loan value of the adjusted-sery- 
ice certificates to 50 per cent of their face value, which is 
before us for consideration, I have made a special study of 
all legislation pertaining to the veterans, and as a result I 
would like to introduce in the Recor a brief digest of the 
veterans’ legislation, together with some statistics showing 
that this country has not forgotten the veteran in need, 
and has not forgotten his dependents when he has passed 
to the great beyond. 

I introduce these facts in the Recorp for purposes of in- 
formation, as there may be some who have not had the time 
to give to this subject the hours of study I have devoted to it 
during the past few weeks. 

It was indeed a pleasure for me to find that the disabled 
veterans were being so well cared for by the Government. 
However, I was disappointed when I found that there is at 
present an insufficient number of beds in Government hos- 
pitals to hospitalize the veterans who are in need of treat- 


ment. I intend to devote a large share of my time this year, 
as I did last year, to procuring a sufficient appropriation 
to remedy this condition so that not a single veteran may 
have to wait a single day for the needed hospitalization. 

The laws relating to the veterans are many and are some- 
what complicated but the following is a brief summary of 
the relief a veteran may procure from the bureau: 

1. He may receive compensation for a disability connected 
with his service according to a schedule published by the 
bureau. The amount he may receive varies from $10 to $100 
a month, and in some instances, which are rare, more than 
$100. This was granted by a law passed October 6, 1917. 

2. If the veteran should die of a disability connected with 
his service, compensation may be paid to the widow in the 
amount of $30 a month, and if a widow and one child $40 
a month and $6 for each additional child. Death compen- 
sation may also be paid to the father and mother if they 
were dependent on the veteran for support. The payment 
of compensation to a widow shall continue to her death or 
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remarriage, and the payment to a child shall continue until 
such child reaches the age of 18. 

3. Insurance policies were issued to soldiers during the 
war and after the armistice in amounts from $1,000 to 
$10,000. The premiums were very small although the risk 
was high and no insurance company would write a policy 
under these conditions. After the veterans were discharged 
it is estimated that about 3,000,000 of them permitted their 
insurance to lapse. 

4. Those veterans who still carry their insurance policies 
were paid dividends last year aggregating $6,500,000. 

5. Veterans who carry insurance policies may surrender 
them for cash settlement, and during the year 1930, 5,522 
policies were surrendered for cash. 

6. Veterans may also borrow money on their insurance 
policies according to the terms of the policy. 

7. The bureau will pay $100 for the funeral expenses of a 
veteran and furnish a flag to drape the casket. 

8. Orthopedic and prosthetic appliances are furnished to 
veterans in need of them. 

9. If a veteran is so helpless as to be in constant need 
of a nurse, $50 a month in addition to his compensation will 
be awarded. 

10. In addition to the regular compensation $25 a month 
will be paid to any veteran who suffered an injury resulting 
in the loss of the use of a creative organ or one or more 
feet or hands as the result of an injury received in active 
Service. This provision was incorporated in the bill of July 
3, 1930. 

11. A disability allowance was permitted by the amend- 
ment of July 3, 1930. The allowance, ranging from $12 to 
$40, is paid for a disability not traceable to service, provid- 
ing applicant was exempt from the Federal income tax the 
year before making application. 

12. A veteran who has had a tuberculous disease which 
has reached a condition of complete arrest shall receive com- 
pensation of not less than $50 a month. 

13. Veterans are entitled to free hospitalization. 

14. According to the act of June 27, 1919, veterans in need 
of vocational rehabilitation to overcome the handicap of a 
disability shall receive such vocational training at the ex- 
pense of the Government. At this time the time limit for 
receiving this training has expired. 

15. Under the act of May 24, 1928, all emergency officers 
of the Army and Navy who had a permanent service-con- 
nected disability of 30 per cent are entitled to three-fourths 
of the pay they received when discharged from the service, 

16. Adjusted-compensation certificates in the form of 
20-year endowment policies were issued to the veterans in 
1925 on the following basis: The director, upon certification 
from the Secretary of War or the Secretary of the Navy, as 
provided in section 303, is hereby directed to issue without 
cost to the veterans designated therein a nonparticipating 
adjusted-service certificate—hereinafter in this title referred 
to as a certificate of a face value equal to the amount in 
dollars of 20-year endowment insurance that the amount of 
his adjusted-service credit increased by 25 per cent would 
purchase at his age on his birthday nearest the date of the 
certificate if applied as a net single premium, calculated in 
accordance with accepted actuarial principles and based 
upon the American Experience Table of Mortality and in- 
terest at 4 per cent per annum, compounded annually. 

The annual report of the Veterans’ Administrator for 1930 
states that the amount paid out by the bureau from its 
organization to June 30, 1930, is $5,210,485,043.73. 

On June 30, 1930, 279,539 veterans were drawing compensa- 
tion for service-connected disabilities. 

In addition to the above 11,946 veterans are receiving pay- 
ments on Government insurance. 

Emergency officers’ retirement pay has been awarded to 
6,337 officers. 

During the fiscal year of 1930 death compensation pay- 
ments were made to widows, children, and dependent parents 
of 90,954 deceased veterans, 

Cash payments have been made to 124,057 veterans whose 
adjusted-service certificate did not exceed $50. 
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The following statistics were given by the Veterans’ 
Bureau: 


Monthly checks are sent to 475,000 disabled veterans and 
their dependents, 120,000 beneficiaries of deceased veterans, 
6,337 emergency officers, 17,422 widows and parents and 
other relatives under adjusted-compensation certificates, 
70,513 veterans receive disability allowance, 21,000 veterans 
are in soldiers’ homes, and 31,000 veterans are hospitalized, 
or approximately 700,000 are on the benefit pay roll of the 
bureau. 

The following figures show clearly that the cost of the 
Veterans’ Bureau is steadily mounting from year to year due 
in part to the granting of new claims but primarily due to 
new legislation. With the exception of one year—1929—the 
expense has increased sometimes by $35,000,000, as in 1928, 
and then by $45,000,000 in 1931, and again by $57,000,000 for 
the fiscal year ahead of us—1932. ; 

Appropriations for Veterans’ Bureau are as follows: 


ane . OS RAD TET EE PE $463, 955, 000 
ama Lo Nagra bv I Sag or . ON SL „ 800, 

rr 494, 054, 152 
dunn 000 
c ðᷣͤ sde ent ato Ee ee 547, 475, 000 
June, 1932 (estimated) 604, 909, 011 


The figures given above are for the relief of World War 
veterans, but since the Veterans’ Bureau and the Pensions 
Bureau and the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers have been consolidated it may be worth while to note 
the huge sum the Government is spending to care for veter- 
ans of all its wars. The total appropriation for veterans’ 
affairs for 1931 is $813,464,202, and for the fiscal year 1932 
Director Hines estimates he will need $866,862,612 for the 
administration of veterans affairs. This is an increase of 
$53,000,000 for next year. 

The estimated cost over five years of the amendments to 
the World War veterans’ act, which were passed by Congress 
and approved by the President July 3, 1930, is as follows: 


rr Ee PCa eters trot $31, 555, 050 
DUG, ß r nen amaemini asa 788, 
JUDA IDEI oniga o ai ee p mags aarp 63, 650, 448 
PUI) LI ie REPAS tel ends E A E pears eeaiaapea 68, 909, 448 
JUNO; u . i Lay BC GOS 
::. E A Su BLE UIT 289, 480, 842 


Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that some statis- 
tics and provisions I have assembled relating to the adjusted 
compensation act be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


PROVISIONS AND STATISTICS RELATING TO ADJUSTED COMPENSATION 
Law 


Origin: The adjusted compensation act, known to the public as 
the bonus, had in its inception the thought that the veterans 
had not received sufficient pay during their service. They received 
$1 a day while in 5 but inasmuch as many could not find 
positions immediately after discharge it was the consensus that 
some adjustment of pay should be made to assist them. An act 
was passed making this adjustment, but it was vetoed by Presi- 
dent Coolidge, and immediately repassed by the House and the 
Senate on May 17, 1924. 

Certificates: The adjusted-compensation certificates are 20-year 
endowment policies and the earliest maturity date of those first 
issued will be 1945. 

Basis: In order to compute the credit for these certificates each 
veteran was allowed $1 a day for home service and $1.25 for over- 
seas service, but the amount of credit to a veteran who performed 
no oversea service shall not exceed $500 and the credit of a vet- 
eran who performed in oversea service shall not exceed $625. One 
of the conditions was that the veteran must have been in service 
after April 5, 1917, or before November 12, 1918. 

To whom issued: The certificates were issued to all veterans, 
but not to officers above the grade of captain in the Army and 
lieutenant in the Navy and first lieutenant in the Coast Guard. 

Beneficiary: The veteran has the privilege of 
the beneficiary of the policy subject to the approval of 
tor of the Bureau. However, if the veteran dies before making 
application, application may be made by his dependents, but the 
class of beneficiaries in this instance is to the widow, 


child, father, or mother, if dependent. 
Amounts: The face value of these certificates varies, as each 
veteran had a different period of service to his credit and his age 
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was also a factor in determining the amount of the policy. They 
range from $125 to $1,680. 

The $50 provision: If adjusted-service credit was less than $50, 
no certificate was issued but the amount was paid in cash. 

Time limit: The time limit for making application for these 
certificates expired January 1, 1928, but in an act passed in 
June, 1930, the time was extended to January 2, 1935. 

How paid: At the death of the veteran the full value of the 
certificate is paid in cash to the beneficiary. However, if the 
veteran dies before making application and the application is 
made by a relative, the certificate is paid in four quarterly in- 
stallments. 

Number: The number of certificates issued is 3,451,374, with a 
value of $3,493,460,287 at date of maturity or 20 years from date 
of issuance, or 1945 for those issued in 1925, 

Loans: After a certificate is in force two years it has a loan 
value which increases each year. 

Interest: Interest on these loans is charged at the rate of 2 
per cent above the discount rate of the Federal reserve district 
in which the veteran lives, but in no instance can it be more 
than 6 per cent. The interest at present on loans in the New 
York district is 4 per cent. 

Death claim: Veterans to the number of 89,193 have died, 
leaving adjusted-service certificates which have been paid to the 
value of $90,298,536. 

Loans: Since April 1, 1927, when the first loan was made, a 
total of 2,357,697 loans have been made amounting to $215,435,- 
144. Only 1,300,000 individuals have borrowed, however. 

Redeemed: Of the vast amount loaned only $8,848,815 in loans 
have been repaid. 

Cash payments: As the law provided for immediate cash pay- 
ments if the amount was $50 or less, there were paid under this 
provision 124,057 cash payments to veterans amounting to $4,- 
300,000. 

Quarterly payments: There were 98,540 claims, made by de- 
pendents of veterans who had died, for this adjusted-service 
credit in which the amount was more than $50 for each claim, 
and the aggregate of these claims was $35,000,000. 

Not wanted: It is estimated that 135,000 veterans never ap- 
plied for the certificates to which they were entitled. 

THE PRESUMPTIVE PERIOD 

That an ex-service man who is shown to have or, if deceased, 
to have had, prior to January 1, 1925, neuropsychiatric disease 
and spinal meningitis, an active tuberculosis disease, paralysis 
agitans, encephalitis lethargica, or amœbic dysentery developing 
a 10 per cent degree of disability or more in accordance with the 
provisions of subdivision (4) of section 202 of this act, shall be 
presumed to have acquired his disability in such service between 
April 6, 1917, and July 2, 1921, or to have suffered an aggravation 
of a preexisting neuropsychiatric disease and spinal meningitis, 
tuberculosis, paralysis agitans, encephalitis lethargica, or amcebic 
dysentery in such service between said dates, and said presump- 
tion shall be conclusive in cases of active tuberculosis disease 
and spinal meningitis, but in all other cases said presumption 
shall be rebuttable by clear and convincing evidence. 


Mr. HATFIELD. In conclusion, I can see no objection to 
the legislation, and it will be a great pleasure to me to cast 
my vote in favor of it. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, of course there is no doubt 
about the passage of this bill through the Senate; yet there 
are very few Senators who are satisfied with the bill. Even if 
we reach the conclusion that we should follow the loan pro- 
vision provided in the bill, we are going to charge the soldiers 
4½ per cent interest on the loans they get, and that interest 
is going to be compounded. I wonder whether we all realize 
what that means. I wonder whether we realize that the 
Government of the United States can borrow money for 
3% per cent, and that the Government will make quite a 
number of millions of dollars of profit out of these loans. 

There is no danger of any of the money that is loaned 
being lost. It will be loaned on insurance polices, in effect. 
The security will be gilt-edged. There will be no possibility 
of loss in connection with any of the loans. Yet the bill 
provides that the Government of the United States shall 
make a profit out of the loans. The Government is to charge 
4% per cent interest, and the interest is to be compounded 
in addition to that. 

There is an almost unanimous feeling that we must pass 
this bill just as it is presented to us; that we must not cross 
a “t” or dot an “i,” because if we do, it is said, there will be 
no legislation; other Senators put it in this way: That it 
would so delay the passage of the bill that the President 
would be able to pocket veto the bill. 

I want to call the attention of Senators to the fact that 
it would be possible, even if we passed the bill at this minute, 
for the President to pocket veto it if he wanted to. By the 
time we could get the bill to the President it would be less 
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than 10 days to the end of the session, and the measure 
would not become a law on account of the failure of the 
President to sign it. 

The House of Representatives has already adjourned for 
the day. If we pass the bill to-day, it will have to be 
enrolled and it will have to be signed by the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives while the House is in session. 
That can not take place until to-morrow; it is a physical 
impossibility. That means that when the bill gets to the 
President it will be less than 10 days to the end of the ses- 
sion, Sundays excepted, so that the President would not be 
required to send a veto message. So that argument, it 
seems to me, disappears at once. However, I want to say 
that I have no fear of a pocket veto. If the President vetoes 
the bill, he will send a message of veto to the House of Rep- 
resentatives, as required by the Constitution, as he would do 
even if we did not pass it until next week. 

If I thought there was any use in prolonging the debate 
to offer some amendments to the bill, I would not hesitate 
to do so. From the debate which has taken place to-day it 
is quite evident that no amendment could receive enough 
votes to be adopted. t 

If the Government owes this money to the soldiers, it 
ought to have been accounted for in the accounting of the 
Government as part of the public debt. It has not been so 
accounted for. In all the public-debt statements no notice 
has been taken of the certificates which have been issued 
to the veterans. Yet we will have to pay every cent of 
that money just the same as we will have to pay every bond 
the Government of the United States has issued. It is part 
of the debt of the Government of the United States now, 
and it is only a question as to whether we should pay it now 
or wait until later to pay it. 

Under those circumstances it seems to me the bill should 
have been remodeled in order to eliminate entirely the loan 
feature. 

While I expect to vote for the bill, I did not want to do 
so without first stating that it seemed to me we have not 
gone in this legislation the distance we ought to go and 
are not dealing quite fairly with the soldiers of the Great 
War. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, earlier in the day I presented 
an amendment to the pending bill and it was read for the 
information of the Senate. Owing to the fact that there 
are a number of Senators now on the floor who were not 
present when it was presented, I ask that the clerk again 
read the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Page 1, beginning with line 6, strike 
out through the period in line 11, on page 1, and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: 

(1) Whenever the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs is satisfied 
that a veteran applying for a loan under this section is in neces- 
sitous circumstances, he may increase the loan basis of the cer- 
tificate of such veteran, provided in subdivision (g) of this section, 
to 50 per cent of the face value of the certificate. In no event 
shall the rate of interest on any loan made after this subdivision 
takes effect exceed 4144 per cent per annum, compounded annually. 
The authority vested in the administrator by this subdivision may 
be delegated by him to any officers or employees of the Veterans’ 
Administration. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I am advised that when the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House was considering 
the pending measure, the amendment which I have offered, 
in substantially the same form, was presented, either by 
representatives of the Veterans’ Bureau or by some member 
of the committee. However, it did not meet the approval 
of that important body. Yesterday when the Finance Com- 
mittee of the Senate had under consideration this bill, I sub- 
mitted a motion embodying the material provisions of the 
amendment which has just been read. The committee voted, 
as I recall, 10 against the motion and 7 in support of it. 

As I understand the position of those who are earnest 
advocates of the pending bill, it is that owing to the serious 
depression existing throughout the United States many ex- 
service men are out of employment and need financial aid. 
It is, therefore, urged that the loan basis of adjusted-service 
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certificates should be increased to a maximum of 50 per cent 
of their face value. 

May I say, Mr. President, that I have been glad to sup- 
port measures in behalf of the ex-service men, particularly 
those providing compensation for disabilities from which 
they are suffering as well as measures providing for hospi- 
talization. 

The motion which I offered in the Finance Committee, 
and to which I have just referred, was an expression of my 
willingness and desire to afford relief to ex-service men. If 
I have correctly interpreted the position of Senators who 
have spoken in favor of the bill, it is based upon the ground 
that immediate financial aid is required by many who served 
our country during the World War. The amendment which 
I have offered accomplishes that result and affords to those 
in need the same relief as that which the bill before us is 
intended to afford them. The amendment provides the 
same increase in the loan basis of the certificates of veterans 
as is found in the pending bill. It also carries the same 
rate of interest on any loan that may be made pursuant to 
the terms of the bill before us. 

It would seem therefore, Mr. President, that if the object 
of this proposed legislation is to afford opportunity for vet- 
erans who are in need, to increase loans which they have 
made, or to secure larger loans than they are permitted to 
make under existing law, then the amendment which I haye 
offered would accomplish such results. General Hines when 
testifying before the Finance Committee of the Senate 
stated: 

Now, might I make an observation along the line of what you 
stated a moment ago, Senator REED: In my judgment, if it is only 
the intent of the Congress to try to relieve the distress of veterans, 
there are two ways by which you could limit this matter and, I 
believe, accomplish the purpose desired; and it would probably 


relieve the pressure of ha to raise such a large sum of money. 
One way would be to limit it to those veterans who are in 
distress. 


While that is somewhat an administrative problem, I am con- 
fident that in 99 cases out of 100 the veteran's own statement 
would be almost sufficient to determine the factor of need. 

During the hearing Senator BARKLEY propounded the fol- 
lowing question: 

Would you regard a veteran who has bought a home and paid, 
we will say, $2,000 on it, and was unable to pay the balance, or 
even the interest on it, and it was about to be sold for the debt 
that he owed, as in a distressing situation and such as would 


justify a loan? 
General Hines replied: 
Yes; I would. 


Mr. President, from the testimony of General Hines it is 
apparent that no difficulties would be encountered in carry- 
ing out the law if the amendment which I have offered was 
adopted in lieu of the language which now appears in the 
first section of the bill. There are no administrative difficul- 
ties and veterans in need would be entitled to all the loan 
benefits and privileges provided by the pending measure. 

Mr. President, I submit the amendment and ask for a vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Utah. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There being no further amend- 
ment, the question is, Shall the bill be read the third time? 

The bill was read the third time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill having been read the 
third time, the question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. BRATTON. Let us have the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief ¢ Clerk pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GLENN (when Mr. Dengen’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. DENEEN] has been confined to his home by 
illness for the last three days and is still unable to attend 
the sessions of the Senate. 

Mr. GILLETT (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the senior Senator from North Carolina 
(Mr. Summons]. Therefore I withhold my vote. If per- 
mitted to vote, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. SWANSON (when Mr. GLass’s name was called). My 
colleague the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass] is 
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detained from the Senate on account of sickness in his 
family. He is paired with the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. Bincuam]. If present, my colleague would vote yea.” 

Mr. GOULD (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr, 
Biease]. If he were here, he would vote “yea.” If I were 
permitted to vote, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. KING (when his name was called). On this matter 
I have a pair with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
BROOKHART]. If he were present, he would vote “yea.” If 
I were permitted to vote, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana (when his name was called). 
I have a general pair with the junior Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. STEPHENS]. I understand that on this question 
his views are the same as mine. Therefore I feel at liberty 
to vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. HARRISON (when Mr. STEPHENS’s name was called) 
My colleague the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
STEPHENS] is necessarily absent on account of illness. If 
he were present and not paired, he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. SWANSON (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Waterman]. I understand that if he were present he would 
vote as I propose to vote. I therefore vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PHIPPS (when Mr. WaTerMAN’s name was called). 
My colleague the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WATER- 
MAN] is necessarily absent. I am informed that if he were 
present he would vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have a general pair with the junior 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grassl, who is necessarily 
absent from the Senate. If the junior Senator from Vir- 
ginia were present, he would vote “yea.” If I were per- 
mitted to vote, I would vote “nay.” Under the circum- 
stances, being unable to obtain a transfer of my pair, I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. NORBECK. I desire to announce that my colleague 
the junior Senator from South Dakota [Mr. McMaster] is 
unavoidably absent and has been for several days. If he 
were present, he would vote “yea.” I haye been unable to 
obtain a pair for him. 

Mr. MORRISON. My colleague the senior Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Simmons] is absent on account of ill- 
ness. He has a general pair with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. GILLETT]. If my colleague [Mr. Smoons] 

present and permitted to vote, he would vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 72, nays 12, as follows: 


YEAS—72 

Ashurst Fletcher La Follette Shipstead 
Barkley McGill 
Black Geo McKellar Smith 
Baine Gle McNary Steck 
Bratton Goldsborough Morrison Steiwer 

Hale Norbeck Swanson 
Broussard Harris Norris Thomas, Idaho 
Bulkley Harrison Nye Thomas, Okla, 
Capper Hatfield Oddie Townsend 
Caraway Hawes dge 
Carey Hayden Patterson 
Connally Heflin .Pine Vandenberg 
Copeland Howell Pittman Wagner 
Couzens Johnson Ransdell Walsh, Mass, 
Cutting Jones Robinson, Ark. Walsh, Mont. 
Dale Kean Robinson, Ind Watson 
Davis Kendrick Schall Wheeler 
Dill Keyes Sheppard Williamson 

NAYS—12 
Borah Hast Morrow Reed 
Fess Hebert Moses Smoot 
Goff Metcalf Phipps Walcott 
NOT VOTING—12 

Bingham Deneen Gould Simmons 
Blease Gillett King Stephens 
Brookhart Glass McMaster Waterman 


So the bill was passed. 
ADMINISTRATOR OF VETERANS’ AFFAIRS 
Mr. REED. Mr. President, on yesterday the Finance 
Committee unanimously reported favorably Calendar No. 
1720, the bill (S. 6191) allowing the Administrator of Vet- 
erans’ Affairs, on the relinquishment of his present office in 
good standing, to receive 50 per cent of the salary for the 
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office as now authorized by law. I think there would be no 
discussion about it. All types of talk in the committee were 
ardently in favor of it. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate may consider it out of order now and pass it. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 

Mr. KING. Would that displace the motion to recon- 
sider which is now pending? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would not if it were done by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, may I ask 
the Senator from Pennsylvania what is the amount of re- 
tirement pay to which General Hines would be entitled? 

Mr. REED. One-half of his present pay, but only after 
he has completed 30 years of service as an enlisted man, as 
an officer of the Army, and as Administrator and Director of 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. TRAMMELL. I object until I understand what the 
bill is. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the bill be read for the in- 
formation of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. I object for the present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES 


Messages in writing from the President of the United 
States making nominations were communicated to the Sen- 
ate by Mr. Latta, one of his secretaries, which messages were 
subsequently referred to the appropriate committees. (See 
end of Senate proceedings for nominations.) 

CLAIM OF REDERIAKTIEBOLAGET NORDSTJERNAN, A SWEDISH COR- 
PORATION (S. DOC. NO. 279) 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the President of the United States, transmitting 
a supplemental estimate of appropriation for the Department 
of State, fiscal year 1932, to be immediately available, 
amounting to $56,000, for the expenses of arbitration between 
the United States and Sweden of the claim of Rederiaktie- 
bolaget Nordstjernan, a Swedish corporation, which, with 
the accom: paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY FOR FLOOD CONTROL, SALMON RIVER, ALASKA (S. DOC. 

NO. 278) 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the President of the United States, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a supplemental estimate of appropriation, 
fiscal year 1931, to remain available until expended, for the 
War Department, for survey for flood control, Salmon River, 
Alaska, amounting to $800, which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

PAVING MISSIONARY RIDGE CREST ROAD AND CREST AND GAP ROAD 
(S. DOC. NO. 277) 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the President of the United States, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a supplemental estimate of appropriation, 
fiscal year 1931, to remain available until June 30, 1932, for 
the War Department, for paving Missionary Ridge Crest 
Road and Crest and Gap Road, amounting to $18,885, which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

CONSTRUCTION OF POST OFFICE, TEXAS CITY, TEX. (S. DOC. 
NO. 276) 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the President of the United States, transmitting 
a draft of proposed legislation pertaining to an existing ap- 
propriation for the Treasury Department, for sites and 
construction, public buildings, act of May 25, 1926, as 
amended—Texas City, Tex., post office, etc., amounting to 
$80,000, which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 
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BY THE NAVY DEPARTMENT (S. DOC. 
NO. 275) 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the President of the United States, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, supplemental estimates of appro- 
priations, fiscal year 1932, for the construction of vessels 
by the Navy Department, amounting to $10,000,000, which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


FEDERAL EMPLOYMENT STABILIZATION BOARD (S. DOC. NO, 274) 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the President of the United States, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a supplemental estimate of 
appropriation for the Department of Commerce, Federal 
Employment Stabilization Board, fiscal year 1932, to be im- 
mediately available, amounting to $90,000, which, with the 
accom paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I report favorably, with 
amendments, from the Committee on Appropriations the 
bill (H. R. 16969) making appropriations for the Navy De- 
partment and the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, and I submit a report 
(No. 1673) thereon. I give notice that I shall call the bill 
up for consideration at the earliest possible moment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 


CONSTRUCTION OF VESSELS 


ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


Mr. NYE, from the Committee on Public Lands and Sur- 
veys, to which were referred the following bills, reported 
them each without amendment and submitted reports 
thereon: i 

S. 5753. An act authorizing the Secretary of Agriculture 
to issue permit to the Izaak Walton League of America to 
enter the Wichita National Forest and Game Preserve to 
make and submit plans for the development of a memorial 
commemorating the achievements of said Izaak Walton 
League of America (Rept. No. 1671); and 

S. 6106. An act to authorize the Leo N. Levi Memorial 
Hospital Association to mortgage its property in Hot Springs 
National Park (Rept. No. 1672). 

Mr. DALE, from the Committee on Commerce, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

S. 6132. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
police jury of Richland Parish, La., or the State Highway 
Commission of Louisiana to construct, maintain, and operate 
a free highway bridge across Boeuf River at or near Buckner, 
Richland Parish, La. (Rept. No. 1674); 

S. 6138. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of bridges across the Missouri 
River at or near Farnam Street, Omaha, Nebr., at or near 
South Omaha, Nebr., and at or near Florence, Nebr. (Rept. 
No. 1675) ; 

S. 6140. An act to extend the time for completing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near 
the city of Lansing, Iowa (Rept. No. 1676); 

S. 6148. An act authorizing A. A. Lilly, his heirs, legal rep- 
resentatives, and assigns, to construct, maintain, and oper- 
ate a bridge across the Big Sandy River at or near where it 
enters into the Ohio River, and between the cities of Kenova, 
W. Va., and Catlettsburg, Ky. (Rept. No. 1677) ; 

S. 6153. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Mahoning River near New Castle, Lawrence 
County, Pa. (Rept. No. 1678) ; 

S. 6161. An act granting the consent of Congress to Mis- 
souri Valley Pipe Line Co. of Iowa to construct, maintain, 
and operate a pipe-line bridge across the Missouri River 
(Rept. No. 1679) 

H. R. 15591. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Minnesota to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Brainerd, 
Minn. (Rept. No. 1680); 
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H. R. 15594. An act authorizing the construction of a 
bridge across the Mahoning River at Edinburg, Lawrence 
County, Pa. (Rept. No. 1681); 

H. R. 15767. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Des 
Moines River at or near St. Francisville, Mo. (Rept. No. 
1682); 

H. R. 15860. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
across the Fox River east of Serena in La Salle County, III., 
between sections 20 and 29, township 35 north, range 5 east, 
third principal meridian (Rept. No. 1683); 

H. R. 15861. An act to extend the time for completing the 
construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or 
near the city of Lansing, Iowa (Rept. No. 1684) ; 

H. R. 15862. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to construct, maintain, 
and operate a free highway bridge across the Allegheny 
River at or near Emlenton, Venango County, Pa. (Rept. 
No. 1685); 

H. R. 15869. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Mis- 
souri River at or near Rulo, Nebr. (Rept. No. 1686); and 

H. R. 16113. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a free highway bridge 
across the Mississippi River at or near Hastings, Minn. 
(Rept. No. 1687). 

Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to which were referred the following bills, reported them sev- 
erally without amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

S. 6097. An act for the construction and equipping of a 
hospital on Crow Indian Reservation (Rept. No. 1688) ; 

S. 6098. An act relating to the adoption of minors by the 
Crow Indians of Montana (Rept. No. 1689); 

S. 6099. An act authorizing the classification of the Crow 
Indians of Montana (Rept. No. 1690); and 

S. 6136. An act for the enrollment of children born after 
December 30, 1919, whose parents, or either of them, are 
members of the Blackfeet Tribe of Indians in the State of 
Montana, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 1691). 

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Finance, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 6155) authorizing the ac- 
ceptance by the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs of cer- 
tain lands in Biloxi, Miss., as a site for a branch home of 

the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, re- 
ported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 
1692) thereon. 
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED 

Mr, PARTRIDGE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that on to-day, February 19, 1931, that committee 
presented to the President of the United States the follow- 
ing enrolled bills: 

S. 4051. An act authorizing the Pillager Bands of Chip- 
pewa Indians, residing in the State of Minnesota, to submit 
claims to the Court of Claims; 

S. 5987. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near Culbertson, Mont.; 

S. 6064. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at or near Cannelton, Ind.; and 

S. 6105. An act to authorize the construction on Govern- 
ment Island, Alameda, Calif., of buildings required by the 
Bureau of Public Roads and Forest Service of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and the Coast Guard of the Treasury 
Department. 

ADDITIONAL BILLS INTRODUCED 

Additional bills were introduced, read the first time, and, 
by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HASTINGS: 

A bill (S. 6206) to provide for conveyance of a portion 
of the Liston Range Rear Lighthouse Reservation, New 
Castle County, State of Delaware, for highway purposes; 
and 

A bill (S. 6207) authorizing the Delaware & New Jer- 
sey Bridge Corporation, a corporation of the State of Dela- 
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ware, domiciled at Wilmington, Del., its successors and 
assigns, George A. Casey, of Wilmington, Del.; Clifford R. 
Powell, of Mount Holly, N. J.; their heirs, executors, admin- 
istrators, or assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a 
vehicular tunnel or tunnels under the Delaware River be- 
tween New Castle County, Del., and Salem County, N. J.; 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: 

A bill (S. 6208) for the relief of Meyer Morris (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Claims. 


PREVENTION OF FRAUD BEFORE THE PATENT OFFICE 


Mr. KING submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 699) to prevent fraud, de- 
ception, or improper practice in connection with business 
before the United States Patent Office, and for other pur- 
poses, which was ordered to lie on the table and to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT TO VETERANS’ HOSPITALIZATION BILL 


Mr. ASHURST and Mr. HAYDEN submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by them to the bill (H. R. 
16982) to authorize an appropriation to provide additional 
hospital, domiciliary, and out-patient dispensary facilities 
for persons entitled to hospitalization under the World War 
veterans’ act, 1924, as amended, and for other purposes, 
which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 
ADDITIONAL AMENDMENTS TO ge DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION 

BILL 

Mr. HASTINGS submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $48,852.83 for refunds to railroads for interest 
collected, etc., intended to be proposed by him to House bill 
17163, the second deficiency appropriation bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. SHEPPARD submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $80,000 for acquisition of site and construction 
of a building at Texas City, Tex., intended to be proposed by 
him to House bill 17163, the second deficiency appropriation 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Haltigan, one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker had 
affixed his signature to the following enrolled bills, and they 
were signed by the Vice President: 

S. 2231. An act to reserve certain lands on the public do- 
main in Arizona for the use and benefit of the Papago 
Indians, and for other purposes; 

S. 3277. An act to provide against the withholding of pay 
when employees are removed for breach of contract to 
render faithful service; 

S. 4619. An act to authorize the disposition of effects of 
persons dying while subject to military law; 

S. 4636. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to resell 
the undisposed-of portion of Camp Taylor, Ky., approxi- 
mately 328 acres, and to also authorize the appraisal of 
property disposed of under authority contained in the acts of 
Congress approved July 9, 1918, and July 11, 1919, and for 
other purposes; 

S. 4799. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of bridges across the Missouri 
River at or near Farnam Street, Omaha, Nebr., and at or 
near South Omaha, Nebr.; 

S. 5677. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to prepare and manufacture a medal in commemoration of 
the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the surrender of 
Lord Cornwallis at Yorktown, Va., and of the establishment 
of the independence of the United States; 

S. 5825. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of California to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the Bay of San Francisco from the Rincon 
Hill district in San Francisco by way of Goat Island to 
Oakland; í 

S. 5887. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at Mound City, II.; 
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8. 5921. An act authorizing Dalles City, a municipal cor- 
poration, its successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge across the Columbia River at or near 
The Dalles, Oreg.; 

S. 5952. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River approximately midway between the cities of Owens- 
boro, Ky., and Rockport, Ind.; 

H. R. 318. An act for the relief of William S. McWilliams; 

H. R. 566. An act for the relief of Charles Smith; 

.589. An act for the relief of Abram H. Johnson; 
780. An act for the relief of George Selby; 

783. An act for the relief of Mary Neaf. 

. 1526. An act for the relief of Thomas J. Hayden; 
. 2505. An act for the relief of William Parish; 

. 2550. An act for the relief of Joseph Pulitzer; 

. 2584. An act for the relief of Thomas F. Sutton; 
. 2729. An act for the relief of Anna E. Stratton; 

. 3368. An act for the relief of Joseph Marko; 
.4269. An act for the relief of William L. Wiles; 

. 4731. An act for the relief of Frederick Rasmussen; 
.4876. An act for the relief of Joseph Bratten; 
.5470. An act for the relief of Mary L. Dickson; 
.5926. An act for the relief of Lillian N. Lakin; 

H. R. 6259. An act for the relief of Alma Rawson; 

H. R. 8736. An act to authorize and direct a preliminary 
examination of the Hocking River for the distance it flows 
through Athens County, Ohio; 

H. R. 9110. An act for the grading and classification of 
clerks in the Foreign Service of the United States of Amer- 
ica, and providing compensation therefor; 

H. R. 9215. An act for the relief of Jessie Axton; 

H. R. 9326. An act to amend the act entitled An act to 
carry into effect provisions of the convention between the 
United States and Great Britain to regulate the level of 
Lake of the Woods concluded on the 24th day of February, 
1925,” approved May 22, 1926, as amended; 

H. R. 10017. An act to provide for a survey of the Mouse 
River, N. Dak., with a view to the prevention and control of 
its floods; 

H. R. 10542. An act for the relief of John A. Arnold; 

H. R. 10652. An act to authorize the Secretary of Com- 
merce to purchase land and to construct buildings and 
facilities suitable for radio-research investigations: 

H. R. 11268. An act for the relief of Mary C. Bolling; 

H. R. 11820. An act to authorize issuance of a patent for 
certain lands to J. R. Murphy; 

H. R. 12094. An act to provide for conveyance of certain 
lands in the State of Alabama to vocational or other edu- 
cational uses, or to dispose of the lands upon condition that 
they shall be used for such purposes; 

H. R. 12284. An act to provide for the construction of ves- 
sels for the Coast Guard for rescue and assistance work on 
Lake Erie; 

H. R. 14049. An act. to provide for special assessments for 
the paving of roadways and the laying of curbs and gutters; 

H. R. 15064. An act to reserve 440 acres of public-domain 
land for addition to the Temecula or Pechanga Reservation, 
Calif.; 

H. R. 15267. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the cancellation, under certain conditions, of pat- 
ents in fee simple to Indians for allotments held in trust by 
the United States ”; 

H. R. 15877. An act to authorize exchanges of land with 
owners of private-land holdings within the Craters of the 
Moon National Monument; 

H. R. 16159. An act authorizing an appropriation of the 
sum of $15,000 to defray the expenses of the Pan American 
Commercial Conference, to be held in Washington, D. C., in 
1931; 

H. R. 16215. An act authorizing the sale of surplus power 
developed under the Grand Valley reclamation project, 
Colorado; 

H. R. 16248. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to 
exchange with the Rosslyn Connecting Railroad Co. lands 
on the Virginia shore of the Potomac River near the west 
end of the Arlington Memorial Bridge; and 
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H. R. 16913. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to 
extend the provisions of certain laws to the Territory of 
Hawaii,” approved March 10, 1924. 


RECESS 


Mr. McNARY. Mr. President 

Mr. KING. Is the Senator about to move a recess? 

Mr. McNARY. Iam about to do so. 

Mr. KING. That would not displace the unfinished busi- 
ness? 

Mr. McNARY. It would not. 

Mr. KING. Very well. 

Mr. McNARY. I move that the Senate take a recess until 
noon to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 6 o'clock 
and 15 minutes p. m.) took a recess until to-morrow, Friday, 
February 20, 1931, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS 


Executive nominations received by the Senate February 19 
(legislative day of February 17), 1931 


ASSOCIATE JUSTICES OF THE SUPREME COURT OF THE PHILIPPINE 
ISLANDS 


The persons herein named for appointment as associate 
justices of the Supreme Court of the Philippine Islands: 
Jose Abad Santos, of the Philippine Islands. 
Edmond Block, of Tennessee. 
Carlos A. Imperial, of the Philippine Islands. 
Nehemiah Candee, of Connecticut. 
Delfin Jaranilla, of the Philippine Islands, 
John Ladner, of Oklahoma. 
MEMBER OF THE UNITED STATES EMPLOYEES’ COMPENSATION 
COMMISSION 
Harry Bassett, of Indiana, to be a member of the United 
States Employees’ Compensation Commission for a term of 
six years from March 15, 1931. (Reappointment.) 
APPOINTMENT, BY TRANSFER, IN THE ARMY 
TO FINANCE DEPARTMENT 
Col. Edward Dennis Powers, Coast Artillery Corps (de- 
tailed in Finance Department), with rank from October 1, 
1930. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY 
To be colonel 
Lieut. Col. Joseph Asa Marmon, Infantry, from February 
16, 1931. 
To be lieutenant colonel 
Maj. George Frederick Ney Dailey, Infantry, from Febru- 
ary 16, 1931. 
To be majors 
Capt. Bert Marshall Lennon, Infantry, from February 16, 
1931. 
Capt. Edward Joseph Rehmann, Infantry, from February 
16, 1931. 
To be captains 
First Lieut. Sam Love Ellis, Air Corps, from February 16, 
1931. 
First Lieut. George Godfrey Lundberg, Air Corps, from 
February 16, 1931. 
To be first lieutenants 
Second Lieut. Milton Taylor Hankins, Signal Corps, from 
February 16, 1931. 
Second Lieut. John William Gaddis, Infantry, from Febru- 
ary 16, 1931. 
MEDICAL CORPS 
To be lieutenant colonels 


Maj. Robert Clarence McDonald, Medical Corps, from Feb- 
ruary 14, 1931. : 
Maj. Clemens Wesley McMillan, Medical Corps, from Feb- 
ruary 18, 1931. 
DENTAL CORPS 
To be major 
Capt. William Joseph Adlington, Dental Corps, from Feb- 
ruary 12, 1931. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 19, 1931 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., 
offered the following prayer: 


Almighty God, let thy work appear unto Thy servants, 
and Thy glory unto their children. And let the beauty of 
the Lord Thy God be upon us; and establish Thou the work 
- of our hands upon us; yea the work of our hands establish 
Thou it. Amen. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read 
and approved, 
The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the order agreed to on yes- 
terday, the Chair declares the House to be in recess. 
Accordingly the House stood in recess, to meet at the call 
of the Speaker. 
ORDER OF EXERCISES 


Prelude, sacred selections (1130-12) U. S. Army Band Orchestra 
Presiding Offlcer The Speaker of the House of Representatives 


Invocation The Chaplain, Dr. James Shera Montgomery 
Abide With a 8 Radiotone Quartette 
Scripture reading and prayer The Chaplain 


Roll of: deceased: Mme non adorn ae aae o a 
Devotional silence. 


A Prayer (terior elo) aad ee Mr. Louis Annis 
POT ONG or E cits nana eben coer eat ee Hon. JaMES M. MEAD 
(Representative from the State of New York) 

Come Ye Blessed (baritone solo) Mr. Blaine Cornwell 
TTT Hon. ROBERT LUCE 
(Representative from the State of Massachusetts) 

Nearer My God to Thee Radiotone Quartette 
Saiten... 88 The Chaplain 


MEMORIAL SERVICES 


The Speaker of the House of Representatives presided. 

The Chaplain, Doctor Montgomery: 

Almighty God, unto whom all hearts are open, all desires 
known, and from whom no secrets are hid, cleanse the 
thoughts of our hearts by the inspiration of Thy Holy Spirit, 
that we may perfectly love Thee and worthily magnify Thy 
holy name. Amen, 

The Radiotone Quartette sang Abide With Me. 

The Chaplain, Doctor Montgomery: 

The earth is the Lord’s, and the fulness thereof; the world, 
and they that dwell therein. For He hath founded it upon 
the seas, and established it upon the floods. Who shall 
ascend into the hill of the Lord? or who shall stand in His 
holy place? He that hath clean hands, and a pure heart; who 
hath not lifted up his soul unto vanity, nor sworn deceit- 
fully. He shall receive the blessing from the Lord, and right- 
eousness from the God of his salvation. This is the genera- 
tion of them that seek Him, that seek thy face, O Jacob. 
Lift up your heads, O ye gates; and be ye lift up, ye ever- 
lasting doors; and the King of Glory shall come in. Who is 
this King of Glory? The Lord strong and mighty, the Lord 
mighty in battle. Lift up your heads, O ye gates; even 
lift them up, ye everlasting doors; and the King of Glory 
shall come in. Who is this King of Glory? The Lord of 
hosts, He is the King of Glory. 

Let not your heart be troubled: ye believe in God, believe 
also in me. In my Father’s house are many mansions: if it 
were not so, I would have told you. I go to prepare a place 
for you. And if I go and prepare a place for you, I will 
come again, and receive you unto myself; that where I am, 
there ye may be also. 

And he shewed me a pure river of water of life, clear as 
crystal, proceeding out of the throne of God and of the 
Lamb. In the midst of the street of it, and on either side 
of the river, was there the tree of life, which bare twelve 
manner of fruits, and yielded her fruit every month: and 
the leaves of the tree were for the healing of the nations. 
And there shall be no more curse: but the throne of God 
and of the Lamb shall be in it; and His servants shall serve 
Him: And they shall see His face; and His name shall be 
in their foreheads. And there shall be no night there; and 
they need no candle, neither light of the sun; for the Lord 
God giveth them light; and they shall reign forever and ever. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


FEBRUARY 19 


Break, break, break, 
On thy cold gray stones, O Sea! 

And I would that my tongue could utter. 
The thoughts that arise in me. 


O, well for the fisherman’s boy, 

That he shouts with his sister at play! 
O, well for the sailor lad, 

That he sings in his boat on the bay! 


And the stately ships go on 
To their haven under the hill; 

But O for the touch of a vanish’d hand, 
And the sound of a voice that is still! 


Break, break, break, 
At the foot of thy crags, O Sea! 

But the tender grace of a day that is dead 
Will never come back to me. 


— 


O, yet we trust that somehow good 
Will be the final goal of ill, 
To pangs of nature, sins of will, 
Defects of doubt, and taints of blood; 


That nothing walks with aimless feet; 
That not one life shall be destroy’d, 
Or cast as rubbish to the void, 

When God hath made the pile complete; 


That not a worm is cloven in vain; 
That not a moth with vain desire 
Is shrivell'd in a fruitless fire, 

Or but subserves another’s gain. 


So runs my dream; but what am I? 
An infant crying in the night; 
An infant crying for the light, 

And with no language but a cry. 


I falter where I firmly trod, 
And falling with my weight of cares 
Upon the great world’s altar-stairs 
That slope thro’ darkness up to God, 


I stretch lame hands of faith, and grope, 
And gather dust and chaff, and call 
To what I feel is Lord of all, 

And faintly trust the larger hope. 


Infinite God, the one Father of us all, in this silence may 
we find our song of praise. Our hearts and memories are 
moved over scenes and associates which are no more. Let 
this calm mellow our lives and hallow our thoughts as above 
them cluster those heavenly secrets which the tongue can 
not tell. Over these they brood with a miser’s care. Our 
departed Members have labored through storm; they have 
loitered on the moonlit tide; they have rested, and they 
have waited; and in an expectant moment the heavens 
opened and their souls became immortal. Bless those whose 
hearts are bedewed with love and tenderness. When Thou 
comest in the darkness, when Thy hand is severe, when 
the thorn enters the side and our loved ones are smitten, 
then Thou are most gracious and full of mercy. O Loving, 
Heavenly Father, in the arms of faith we bring all sorrowing 
hearts to Thee, Thou whose name is above every name; the 
One with a marred face, the pierced hand, and the wounded 
side, be Thou the divine herald who goes before, proclaiming 
final peace and perfect happiness. Amen. 


ROLL OF DECEASED MEMBERS 


Mr. William Tyler Page, Clerk of the House, read the fol- 
lowing roll: 


LEE SLATER OVERMAN, SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 


School-teacher; lawyer; private secretary to Governors Vance and 
Jarvis; member and speaker of the North Carolina House of Repre- 
sentatives; choice of his party for United States Senator in 1895; 
twice president of Democratic State conventions; trustee of State 
university and of Trinity College; presidential elector at large in 
1900; five times elected United States Senator and served 27 years, 
10 months, and 9 days. Died December 12, 1930. 

FRANK LESTER GREENE, SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF VERMONT 

Errand boy; stenographer; clerk; newspaper reporter; editor; 
served from private to captain in Vermont National Guard; re- 
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cruited and served as captain, Company B, First Regiment Vermont 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain; adjutant general, Third Army 
Corps, at close of war; commissioned colonel and aide-de-camp on 
governor’s staff; regent, Smithsonian Institution; trustee, Vermont 
Soldiers’ Home; delegate at large, Republican National Convention, 
1908; chairman Republican State convention, 1908; member of 
various State commissions; Member of the House of Representa- 
tives, Sixty-second to Sixty-seventh Congresses; twice elected to 
the United States Senate. Died December 17, 1930. 


STEPHEN GEYER PORTER, THIRTY-SECOND CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF 
PENNSYLVANIA 


City solicitor of Allegheny, Pa.; chairman Republican State con- 
vention, 1912; Member of the House of Representatives, Sixty- 
second and each succeeding Congress; chairman Committee on 
Foreign Affairs; member Interparliamentary Union; member and 
chairman American delegation to Geneva International Confer- 
ence on Opium; chairman Foreign Service Buildings Commission. 
Died June 27, 1930. 


FLORIAN LAMPERT, SIXTH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF WISCONSIN 


Merchant; city comptroller and commissioner of Oshkosh; sheriff 
of Winnebago County; Member of the House of Representatives, 
Sixty-fifth and each succeeding Congress. Died July 18, 1930. 
EDGAR RAYMOND KIESS, SIXTEENTH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF 

PENNSYLVANIA 


School-teacher; business man; member of the Pennsylvania Leg- 
{slature. Member of the House of Representatives, Sixty-third and 
each succeeding Congress. Died July 20, 1930. 


CHARLES MANLY STEDMAN, FIFTH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF NORTH 
CAROLINA 


Served with Gen. Robert E. Lee’s army during the entire Civil 
War; thrice wounded; surrendered at Appomattox; school-teacher; 
lawyer; delegate to Democratic National Convention, 1880; Lieu- 
tenant Governor of North Carolina; president North Carolina Bar 
Association; trustee, University of North Carolina; director, Guil- 
ford Battle Ground Co.; Member of the House of Representatives, 
Sixty-second and each succeeding Congress. Died September 23, 
1930, 

WILLIAM CICERO HAMMER, SEVENTH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF NORTH 
CAROLINA 

School-teacher; principal of two academies; lawyer; mayor, mem- 
ber of city council, and school commissioner of Asheboro; twice 
superintendent of public instruction; solicitor in the superior 
court; owner and editor of a newspaper; United States attorney; 
Member of the House of Representatives, Sixty-seventh and each 
succeeding Congress. Died September 26, 1930. 

CHARLES FORREST CURRY, THIRD CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

Engaged in agricultural and various business pursuits; lawyer: 
member of the California Legislature; superintendent of post- 
office station, San Francisco; clerk of San Francisco city and 
county; secretary of state of California; candidate for Governor of 
California; building and loan commissioner of California; repre- 
sentative to the Panama Pacific International Exposition; Member 
of the House of Representatives, Sixty-third and each succeeding 
Congress. Died October 10, 1930. 

OTIS THEODORE WINGO, FOURTH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS 


Lawyer; member of the State Senate of Arkansas; Member of the 
Sixty-third and each succeeding Congress. Died October 21, 1930. 
JOHN FRANCIS QUAYLE, SEVENTH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF NEW 
YORK 

Deputy collector of internal revenue, first New York district; 
city clerk of Brooklyn Borough; Member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, Sixty-eighth and each succeeding Congress. Died 
November 27, 1930. 

DAVID JOSEPH O'CONNELL, NINTH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF NEW 

YORE 


Publisher; organizer and first Twenty-eighth Ward 
Board of Trade and the Allied Board of Trade of Brooklyn; presi- 
dent of the Booksellers League of New York; delegate Democratic 
National Convention, 1920; Member of the Sixty-sixth Congress, 
and of the 5 and each succeeding Congress. Died 
December 29, 1930. 

Mrs. Norton, a member of the Committee on Memorials, 
standing in front of the Speaker’s rostrum, placed a me- 
morial rose in a vase as the name of each deceased Member 
was read by the Clerk. 

Then followed one minute of devotional silence. 

Mr. Louis Annis sang A Prayer. 

Hon. James M. Mean, Representative from the State of 
New York, delivered the following address: 

ADDRESS OF HON. JAMES M. MEAD OF NEW YORK 
Mr. MEAD. Mr. Speaker, to-day, in keeping with one of 
our oldest traditions, the House assembles to commemorate 


the lives, character, and public services of those of our 
Members who have passed away during the last year. 
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Public men and women, in these times, are too often con- 
demned, their motives misunderstood, and much eyil at- 
tributed to their public acts. Therefore it is well for us to 
make a record of the splendid qualities these men possessed 
and to note the good they were able to accomplish. 

We are profoundly stirred by a contemplation of the cir- 
cumstances which bring us together to-day. A sense of deep 
solemnity overwhelms us as the unanswered roll call pro- 
ceeds. It reminds us of roll calls of the past, in which they 
too participated with us. Their willing and vibrant response is 
but a memory now. Those were the roll calls of the living. 

To-day no audible response is heard in this Chamber, but 
there is a response in the hearts of every Member—one that 
grips us through and through. This is the roll call of the dead. 

A touch of deep sentiment fills us when we recall the mem- 
ory of these men who only a short time ago sat with us here. 

When I remember all 
The friends, so linked together, 
I've seen around me fall, 
Like leaves in wintry weather; 
I feel like one 
Who treads alone 
Some banquet-hall deserted, 
Whose lights are fied, 


Whose garlands dead, 
And all but he departed! 


Since we last assembled in like services, nine of our asso- 
ciates and two Members of the Senate have been called by 
the Divine Master of Men to His eternal home. 

We do not meet to mourn, but, rather, to honor the memory 
of our departed colleagues, who by years of devoted public 
service merit and deserve the tribute we pay them. 

These men, gifted above and beyond the lot of most 
mortals, had forged their way to leadership in the Congress 
and in the Nation. In this unusual group, endowed as they 
were with God’s choicest gifts, could be found the eloquent 
orator, the talented debater, the courageous leader, the ideal 
representative of a great people. In their passing we have 
suffered an immeasurable loss, for ofttimes we looked to 
them for leadership and counsel. They richly merited our 
confidence and affection then; we gladly join to pay tribute 
to their sainted memory now— 

It may be claimed for and said of them: 

They were large figures in the life of the Nation; 

They occupied commanding positions in this Chamber; 

They left a deep and lasting impress on their day and generation. 

They were statesmen in the broadest and truest sense of 
the word. Possessing a fine sense of justice and fairness, 
they strove to carry forward and onward the ideals for 
which the Republic was founded. 

We can say of each one of them, honored as they were by 
being called to the public service in this great body, that they 
courageously embraced the opportunity and carried out the 
responsibilities of the trust reposed in them with singular 
zeal and devotion. Enrolled high on the tablets of a grate- 
ful Nation will be found the names of those whose memory 
we extol to-day. 

This is not a day of sorrow or of mourning. It is rather a 
day of dedication—dedicating our hearts and minds to carry 
on the great work for which this instrumentality of govern- 
ment has been created. 

In this historic Chamber where our sacred dead lived and 
served we pledge ourselves anew to carry forward and on- 
ward the sublime principles for which this Government was 
instituted. 

Their names will be dealt with in the pages of this RECORD 
by friends and colleagues who through years of fellowship 
and close association are better qualified to do justice to 
their memory. 

Nowhere else on earth have legislative bodies exhibited in 
more striking form the unselfish devotion to duty, the 
nobility of service, the grandeur of sympathy and counsel, 
in their tasks, to remedy evils, to protect the weak, to give 
new hope to the lowly, than in this body in which our com- 
rades served so well. 

To understand our age and the needs of our people, to 
raise their hopes, to better their lives, to preserve their free- 
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dom—this is our task; not one of politics, but one that com- 
mends itself to our very hearts and souls, 

Congress, the greatest and most powerful of the legislative 
bodies in the world, is unlike many similar bodies of the Old 
World governments. Here our Members, whether of the 
majority or minority, have an opportunity to serve both in 
their respective committees as well as on the floor of the 
House and Senate. With a large part of our work of a non- 
partisan nature, accomplished in great measure by unani- 
mous consent, or through bipartisan leadership, here op- 
portunity is given to develop, and the individual Member 
may assume his full measure of responsibility in dealing 
with great public questions. By reason of this democratic 
system, aided by the zeal and devotion to the public weal of 
the membership, supported by the citizenship of the Repub- 
lic, our principles of government, instituted by the founders, 
have survived while all about us governments have changed 
from one extreme to another. Throughout their service, 
these, our friends, by their loyalty and fidelity to the public 
service, have enhanced the standing of Congress in the esti- 
mate of our people. 

Congress has always been the defender of human rights, 
the advocate of good government, the relentless foe of in- 
justice, the custodian in some degree of the principles estab- 
lished here that made men free and governments righteous. 
Bitterly assailed at times, and rarely defended, the tasks of 
Congress and the responsibilities of its membership are not 
fully realized or often appreciated by the country. 

The manifold duties of the Members of Congress, the 
exacting routine of the sessions, the ofttimes monotony of 
the committee work, are hidden from the record. Each Con- 
gress considers an amazing amount of work and performs 
a service of historic significance. Such is the verdict of its 
critics. 

These men whom we memorialize to-day understood legis- 
lative procedure. They knew the rules and practices of Con- 
gress; they were experts on such problems as the tariff, ap- 
propriations, constitutional questions, military and naval 
problems, foreign affairs, and multitudinous other matters 
which, coupled with the duties of their office and the tasks 
of their districts, classed them among our most influential 
associates. We could ill afford to lose them. While they 
are gone from us now, their memory will always remain 
among our happiest recollections. 

The greatest men are they who choose the right with 
invincible resolution; who resist all effort to allure them 
from their allegiance; who bear the heaviest burdens with a 
brave heart; who are calmest in the storm and fearless 
under the fire of opposition; and whose reliance on truth, on 
virtue, and on Almighty God is unfaltering. Such were 
these men who have left us the heritage of a good name 
and a noble memory. 

Representing in part as I do here to-day you men and 
women with whom they were associated in legislative life, 
I pay this simple though inadequate tribute to their memory 
in your name and my own: 


Farewell! that word has broken hearts 
And blinded eyes with tears,— 

Farewell! one stays—and one departs— 
Between them roll the years, 


Good-by! that word makes faces pale 
And fills the soul with fears; 

Good-by! two words that wring a wail 
Which flutters down the years, 


Adieu! such is the word for us— 
Tis more than word—' tis prayer,— 
They do not part, who do part thus, 
For God is everywhere. 


And so, with affectionate hearts and warmest personal 
recollections, we bid them an official and fond farewell. 
Mr. Blaine Cornwell sang Come Ye Blessed. 
Hon, Rosert Luce, Representative from the State of Mas- 


sachusetts, delivered the following address: 
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ADDRESS OF HON. ROBERT LUCE, OF MASSACHUSETTS 


Mr. LUCE. We have set aside this day for tribute to the 

memory of eleven of our Members who have 
Drunk the cup a round or two before, 
And one by one crept silently to rest. 

Each of them was the center of a family circle that we 
may not invade with words other than those of sympathy. 
The bitter grief of kindred who loved the dead can not be 
assuaged by a stranger’s pity. Yet if the burden of sorrow 
can be lightened even in small degree by the knowledge that 
others, too, are grieving, our sincere hope is that these 
ceremonies can help toward that end. 

More confident is our hope that when Time, the Healer, has 
dulled the agony of loss, when Memory becomes a solace and 
a pride, what we say and do here will encourage the sorely 
afflicted to let gratitude for a life outweigh grief for a death. 

We whom tears do not blind can already give the fore- 
most place to rejoicing that these men lived, that ours was 
the fortune to know them, that they were our friends. The 
companionships here are among the most precious rewards 
for the sacrifices entailed by public service. No man comes 
here unless he has at least some of the qualities that com- 
mend a man to his fellows. The intimacies that result breed 
regard, esteem, sometimes even affection. When the ties are 
severed by death, we who remain mourn our loss; yet in the 
same breath can mingle grief and gratitude, prayer and 


praise. 

It is but human to wish that these friendships might have 
lasted yet a while longer. More unselfish is our regret that 
our country has been robbed of further service by men of 
experience in public affairs, trained makers of law, skilled 
in statecraft, capable of more of usefulness to mankind. 
While the philosophers are doubtless right in saying that 
death is the sacrifice of the individual for the good of the 
race, in order that other individuals capable of higher use- 
fulness may in turn take up the work, yet why some men 
should be cut off at the height of their powers is beyond 
finite understanding. We can not explain; we must accept. 

Over against what might have been let us put what had 
been. Let us make proud record of high service. For this 
it is not necessary either to particularize or to be extrava- 
gant. To learn whether or not each of them had excep- 
tional capacities, whether or not one and all they excelled 
in every virtue, would be as far from the mark as to inquire 
whether they were without the frailties common to man- 
kind and whether none of them fell short of greatness. The 
important thing is that they were Members of the Congress 
of the United States. We may vary in abilities, we differ 
in judgment, we are not infallible, but there is remarkable 
unity of patriotic purpose here, and when the heat of con- 
troversy has fused our minds into perfected action, we be- 
lieve our countrymen will grant that the massed result 
makes for the common welfare and honors all who have 
shared in its achievement. 

To each of these men who have left us should go his share 
of the credit for this. In his heart he may not have felt 
credit his due. In such moments of discouragement as 
come to all of us, he may have thought himself a failure. 
Yet he was contributing all the time, even though uncon- 
sciously, to that total of wisdom out of which wise con- 
clusion comes. He was exerting influence that through the 
medium of enacted law would affect the fortunes and the 
destinies of uncounted millions living or yet to be born, for 
influence has no bounds of time or space, influence is limit- 
less and immortal. Do you doubt? Go to the Bureau of 
Standards and there, pressing your hands with varying 
force against the ends of a solid steel bar and looking 
through the eyepiece of a powerful microscope, you may 
watch the atoms your puny strength has set a-dancing. 
Stamp your foot and you make the stars tingle. So it is 
that he who here with voice or vote, whether in the obscu- 
rity of a committee room or in the light of this Chamber, has 
given expression to thought, has thereby set in motion a 
force that will never die. His body may return to dust but 
the effect of his work will be felt forever. 
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Who would dare to say that to these men themselves fate 
has been unkind? Who knows whether added years would 
have brought ease and happiness? Who knows whether 
reputation would have waxed or waned? The past, at least, 
was secure. Each could declare: 

Not Heaven i the t has 
But et tin bees 3 I fares had my hour. 

They left us when they had reached perhaps the peak of 
their ambitions. In measure greater or less they had satis- 
fied what Arnold has called “the highest earthly desire of 
the ripened mind, the desire of taking an active part in the 
great work of government.” They had achieved standing, 
influence, power. They had won what men call success. 
Yet the joy of the race ends with the goal. After the victory 
it seems empty, barren. Then may come great weariness. 
The glamor vanishes. There remain the petty cares of daily 
toil, the griefs that come with advancing years, the waning 
of the faculties, the vanity of it all. To many a man death 
is but escape. Of many a man may be said, almost in 
felicitating mood, what Shelley said of dead John Keats: 

Envy and calumny and hate and pain, 
And that unrest which men miscall delight, 
Can touch him not and torture not again. 

In any case, the inevitable was but hastened. Although we 
may get small consolation from reflecting upon the myriad 
of mortals who have paid the debt of nature, yet if we can 
but realize that death is as normal as our nightly sleep, 
then perchance our own fears may be allayed and softened 
be our grief for those who have been called a little while 
before. 

But if death be sleep, shall we awake? Ah, there’s the 
tragic question—the question men have argued through all 
the 2,000 years since Cicero wrote of immortality, and then 
had argued through centuries upon centuries before. No 
orator, no scholar, no philosopher has ever answered that 
question with logic supported by the cold, hard facts that 
we group under the name of science. Yet, all through the 
ages men have persisted in reliance upon something within 
themselves, call it instinct, soul, whatever you will, which 
confirms their faith without resort to the measuring rod or 
the test tube, the microscope or the spectroscope. From 
Faith—the substance of things hoped for, the evidence of 
things not seen—springs the supreme confidence that if a 
man die,-yet shall he live again. 

What form his life may take has been concealed from 
us by an All-Wise Providence. The Buddhist looks forward 
to Nirvana, endless peace. The Mohammedan is incited to 
deeds of valor by the prospect of a sensuous paradise. Each 
Christian sect has its own dreams of the nature of Heaven. 
Nearly all religions agree that whether or not there be a 
period of purification, whether or not there be punishments 
and rewards, in the end there will be a better life than this. 
Here again Faith is our strength and comforter. 

The twin of Faith is Hope. In the darkest hour of grief 
and distress she is beside us to help if only we will take her 
outstretched hand. Let me call on memory for one proof 
of this, culled from the garden of experience. 

Some years ago I had been ill. Body racked by pain, mind 
sunk in gloom, soul dispirited, life seemed to have lost its 
worth. One of you bethought him of my plight and asked 
me to ride with him, hoping to divert me and so help con- 
valescence. Hardly had we started when rain began to fall. 
The streets were drab and dreary. The parks were sodden 
and somber. The very sky wept as in despair. 

Presently our aimless course took us across the river to 
the heights where bivouac the army of the dead. As we 
climbed the hill toward Arlington the clouds began to thin, 
and when we swung round among the myriad graves, passed 
the amphitheater, and came in view of the Tomb of the 
Unknown Soldier, behold, the sun broke through the shroud 
that for a time had robbed the world of its chief blessing 
and delight. 

Would that I had the brush of a Turner to paint the 
scene that spread before us. Nothing more beautiful, more 
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wonderful, more glorious ever enthralled the spirit of man. 
All about us the delicate foliage of early spring, bejeweled 
with clinging raindrops. The green lowland stretching to 
the broad expanse of the Potomac. Beyond the river, amid 
the trees, that triumph of the builder’s art—the Nation’s 
tribute to the sainted Lincoln. Farther on, the public build- 
ings, with the great dome of the Capitol in the distance, 
flanked by the multitude of walls and roofs that house a 
teeming city, all blended into a background so purified and 
glorified and made resplendent by the declining sun that it 
seemed as if we were looking at the marble mansions of the 
celestial city itself. 

Above and beyond was the fleeing storm, black as night, 
with its huge billows of clouds madly rolling and tumbling 
after each other as if goaded by the demons of darkness 
toward the open arms of the engulfing sea, in wild haste 
to escape their relentless foe, mighty Jove himself, monarch 
of the skies. 

In the very center of the scene towered the shaft men 
have reared to honor the name and symbolize the fame of 
the foremost American, George Washington, the shaft that 
points the way from earth to heaven. And over that shaft, 
seemingly almost touched by its tip, arched that most beauti- 
ful of all the wonders of nature—a perfect double rainbow, 
spanning the vault from edge to edge. 

From times doubtless long, long before men made records 
has come down to us by word of mouth the belief that the 
seven-colored bow with which Nature paints the sky after a 
storm is God’s way of inspiring us afresh with hope. So it 
was with me. So may it be with you. 

The promise of the bow was kept. The next day was 
Easter Sunday, the day when the pagan world heralded the 
coming of spring, rejoicing that winter could not keep for- 
ever closed the door of Nature’s tomb, the day when the 
Christian world commemorates the resurrection of the Son 
of God. With a glorious morning life began anew. Once 
more the soul denied the mind, triumphantly declaring— 


There is no death; what seems so is transition. 


Change, yes, and into what shape we know not; but un- 
bounded shall be our hope, supreme our faith, that somehow, 
somewhere, we shall live again. 

The Radiotone Quartette sang Nearer, My God, to Thee. 

BENEDICTION 

The Chaplain, Rey. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., 
offered the following benediction: 

And now may the grace, mercy, and peace of Almighty 
God, our Heavenly Father, abide with us all and keep us 
always. Amen. 

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES 


LEE SLATER OVERMAN 


Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker and Members of the 
House, since the formation of our Government North Caro- 
lina has been represented in the Senate of the United States 
by many able and distinguished men whose high character, 
great ability, and lofty statesmanship have not only reflected 
distinct credit upon our Commonwealth but their services 
have also contributed immensely to our Nation’s glory and 
greatness. 

As shown by the Biographical Directory of the American 
Congress, 33 men have served in the United States Senate 
from North Carolina since the beginning of the First Con- 
gress, March 4, 1789, to the close of the Seventy-first Con- 
gress, March 4, 1931. During this period of 142 momentous 
years our Nation has made the most monumental progress 
ever known in all recorded history. Beginning with a popu- 
lation of less than 4,000,000 and 12 States represented in 
Congress, we have grown to a population of almost 123,- 
000,000 and a total of 48 States. 

This phenomenal progress of our Nation, which to-day 
leads the world in education, industry, finance, and in 
almost every important achievement, has been made pos- 
sible by the wisdom of our governmental authorities and 
the security and stability of our National Government, 
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In the long list of truly great and useful men who have 
so signally served North Carolina in the Senate of the 
United States I doubt if anyone has surpassed Senator 
Overman in the sterling character of services rendered or 
has held a closer place in the confidence, respect, and love 
of our people. Five times in succession Senator OVERMAN 
was elected United States Senator, and served for nearly 
28 years. He was first elected by the legislature of our 
State. After his first election he encountered little oppo- 
sition, proving definitely that his services were not only 
approved by the people of the State but that they were 
truly and deeply appreciated. 

Senator Overman, while a loyal party man, believing in 
the cardinal principles and doctrines of the Democratic 
Party, yet he was without partisan bitterness and narrow- 
ness. Judged by the things he wrought, the work accom- 
plished, and the services rendered, Senator Overman ranked 
with the foremost and greatest who have ever served our 
State. His entire life was filled with a high order of useful 
service to his family, his church, his State, and his Nation. 
His entire private and public life was without stain, spot, 
or blemish, and his every duty, both private and public, was 
discharged with signal ability and unsurpassed fidelity. 

To me the death of Senator OVERMAN was a great per- 
sonal loss. From the time I entered the Sixty-second Con- 
gress until the time of his death, a period of nearly 20 
years, there was scarcely a day when Congress was in ses- 
sion that I did not see him, and on many and numerous 
occasions was helped by his kindness, experience, counsel, 
and wisdom. 

Senator OvERMAN’S home being in the district I have the 
honor to represent caused us to have a common interest in 
many matters of a public nature, and during the 20 years 
of our service together there was never the slightest fric- 
tion or an unpleasant incident to mar our friendship. No 
Member of Congress could have had greater consideration 
or more kindly assistance than Senator Overman extended 
to me during our exceedingly cordial and pleasant service 
together, and a vivid remembrance of which will ever be 
one of the most precious jewels of my life. 


Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to take this op- 
portunity to pay a final tribute to our beloved Senator from 
North Carolina, LEE SLATER Overman. I was appointed by 
you as a member of the committee from this House to at- 
tend the last rites of our friend and colleague in North Caro- 
lina. On that sad but beautiful occasion the entire State 
paid a mute and glorious homage unequaled in its history. 
No living hero ever returned to the bosom of his people in 
greater glory. It was a lovely praise to a man of action and 
achievement who had acquired that greatest of all attributes, 
the genius to be loved. 

Long years of service had given him prestige in the Sen- 
ate, and he exercised a pronounced influence on all national 
legislation during his tenure of office. He was truly a leader 
without show or ostentation, and his great ability was well 
understood by his coworkers, but the real secret of his power 
was deep-rooted in the hearts of his fellowmen. He lived 
by the principle that what we do for ourselves will die with 
us, but that which we do for others is eternal and will never 
die. He was always interested in helping his colleagues in 
both Houses of Congress in all matters of legislation, and 
I personally know of the great work he did for his State and 
Nation, for which he did not always receive his fair share 
of credit. The only reward he sought and desired was that 
inner satisfaction of achievement of helping his fellowman 
which so eloquently speaks true nobility. 

The death of our beloved Senator marks the passing of a 
distinguished American type. He was a shining example of 
the chivalrous Christian statesman of the old South. Dur- 
ing many years, and even before he entered the Halls of 
Congress, I have known him intimately and devotedly, and I 
feel that I can speak of him almost as a son speaks of his 
father. 
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Achievement and power never changed the sweet temper 
of his real self. Had he been permitted to finish his service 
to his country and had he ever returned to private life, he 
would not have been demoted to the ranks of the average 
American citizen, for he never rose above them. His only 
emblem of sovereignty was the coronal of a free-born Ameri- 
can citizen, and he firmly believed that no prince, potentate, 
or electorate could add to or detract from that honor. He 
died in the line of duty; he never failed, but always kept 
the faith. His legion of friends came from every rank and 
walk of life. They were all his people, and he desired no 
greater reward in life than the golden treasure of their good 
will and affection. 

There is little need for me to relate any of his achieve- 
ments in the service of his State and Nation. Those works 
alone can speak more eloquently for him than the tongue of 
any man. They will endure forever, while his greatest mon- 
ument is deeply graven in the hearts of his fellowmen. He 
lived a life of immaculate purity. Within the sacred circle 
of his home no man was ever more blessed with the utter 
devotion of a noble wife, the passionate love of his daugh- 
ters, and the sincere affection of his grandchildren and rela- 
tives. The absolute beauty of his life tells us why the inter- 
est of his fellow countrymen will always be touched with the 
warm light of love. 

He builded well. The Supreme Architect of the Universe 
has come to look upon the work of His apprentice, and see- 
ing that the trestle board is clean, and being well pleased, 
has invited him to take a part in the building of that 
spiritual temple, not. made with hands, eternal in the 
heavens.” 


Mercy and truth are met together: 
Righteousness and peace have kissed each other. 


FRANK LESTER GREENE 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend my 
remarks in the Recorp, I include the memorial address of 
Hon. Frank C. PARTRIDGE on the life, character, and public 
service of Hon. FRANK L. Greene, late Senator from Vermont. 
The address is as follows: 


FRANK LESTER GREENE, son of Lester Bruce and Mary Elizabeth 
(Hoadley) Greene, was born in St. Albans, February 10, 1870. The 
family removed to Cleveland, Ohio, in 1873, where the elder 
Greene, as secretary and treasurer of the Brotherhood of Loco- 
motive Engineers, was for some years intimately associated with 
the late Peter M. Arthur, the noted grand chief of the order. 
Here the first two years of Greene's brief schooling were passed. 
In 1878, his father being stricken with a fatal illness with which 
he lingered nine years, the family, now increased by an infant 
son, returned to St. Albans. 

From that time GREENE, being 8 years old, was put to 
all kinds of honorable labor in order to help support the family 
and keep himself in school a little while longer. He sold news- 
papers on the streets; ran errands; was janitor in a store, opening 
it early in the morning and taking care of fires, etc., shoveled 
paths in the wintertime; worked on a farm in vacations; learned 
to weave cane seats in chairs; and went about from house to 
house soliciting and doing this kind of work. By this means, and 
the ceaseless labors of a noble mother, he was kept in school until 
he was 13 years old, when, practically the last cent gone, on Sep- 
tember 3, 1883, the lad went to work as an errand boy in the audit- 
ing department of the Central Vermont Railway, and his school 
days were over. Having studied shorthand during spare time for 
several years, the boy was transferred to the general freight depart- 
ment of the railroad in 1884 and made a stenographer there, short- 
hand writers in those days being few. From this position he made 
his way to be chief clerk of the department in 1887. 

to the lack of advanced schooling, he purchased books of 
general information and studied far into the night hours in order 
to bring his education up to something like a fair standard, and 
he regularly entered himself in a leading lawyer's office and read 
law in every hour at his command for three years on the same 
lines as if he were to take the examination for admission to the 
heat which he never did, however, simply following his chosen 
newspaper profession with this additional equipment for a study of 
public affairs. 

As early as 1888 GREENE began occasional newspaper work, and 
soon became a regular mdent for the Boston Globe, the 
Troy Northern Budget, and the Rutland Herald besides doing other 
work for other papers. March 1, 1891, he began his career as a 
newspaperman in permanent employment by entering the service 
of the St. Albans Daily Messenger as local reporter. Upon reor- 
ganization of that 9 company January 1. 1892, he was 
made associate editor of the Messenger, and September 18, 1899, 
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he was made editor. He made a 6-month tour of Europe in 1893 
and contributed daily letters descriptive of his travels and observa- 
tions to the Messenger during his absence. For several years he 
furnished a “ Vermont letter ” for the Sunday edition of the Boston 
Globe that became a well-known feature of Vermont news service. 
He was once treasurer of the Vermont Press Association and served 
two terms (1904-5) as its president. 

He was early interested in public affairs and held the office of 
secretary of the St. Albans Board of Trade for many years. He 
was more or less active in various ways in public affairs, and was 
for a long time previous to the organization of the St. Albans 
city government chairman of the Republican town committee. 
As a lad he carried a torch in a Boys’ Blaine and Logan Club in 
an old-time rally in 1884, and when in 1892 he was able to cast 
his first vote he organized and was made president of a Republican 
First Voters’ Club in St. Albans that numbered over a hundred 
young men “started right.” He was at one time secretary of the 
Young Men's Republican Club of Vermont, an organization that 
cut a somewhat influential figure in its day, and took great inter- 
est in the propagation of the ideas of progress and reform in 
State politics that it advocated. He was chairman of the com- 
mittee on resolutions of the Republican State convention of 1910 
and prepared the draft of the platform, and was chairman of the 
Vermont Republican convention in 1914. He was elected alter- 
nate at large to the Republican National Convention of 1904, and 
was delegate at large to the Republican National Convention of 
1908 at Chicago. 

Mr. GREENE was chosen one of the aides on the staff of the 
chief marshal at the celebration of the centennial of St.. Albans 
in 1888. In 1891 he was one of the aides to the chief marshal in 
the celebration at Bennington of the centennial anniversary of 
Vermont’s admission to statehood. He was toastmaster at the 
Fish and Game League banquet at Isle La Motte attended by 
President M in 1897. He was one of the committee of 
escort for Vice President Theodore Roosevelt on the occasion of 
his visit to Isle La Motte September 6, 1901. On that latter occa- 
sion he was with Mr. Roosevelt at the home of Lieut. Gov. Nelson 
W. Fisk when news of the assassination of President McKinley was 
received. Mr. GREENE was selected for the Vermont Day orator at 
the Jamestown Exposition in 1909, but declined the honor. 

In 1906 he served by appointment of Gov. Fletcher D. Proctor as 
chairman of the State commission to examine the normal schools, 
and in 1908, by appointment of Goy. George H. Prouty, was a mem- 
ber of the State commission to prepare proposals of amendment to 
the constitution of Vermont. Mr. GREENE was also commissioned 
by Gov. John A. Mead to be one of the delegates representing 
Vermont at the meeting of the National Civic Federation, held in 
Washington, D. O. 

Mr. GREENE wrote many special articles for newspapers and 
periodicals in addition to his daily grind of editorial work, and 
was the compiler of the much-complimented pamphlet on Ver- 
mont that was distributed by the State commission at the James- 
town Exposition in 1909. He was selected by the State publicity 
bureau to make the official reply to the much-discussed “ Ros- 
siter” article, the circulation of which in metropolitan newspapers 
was doing so much to injure the good name of the State, 

He made occasional public speeches and in this capacity he 
appeared on the platform in probably 175 towns in Vermont and 
in Montreal, New York, Providence, R. I., Hartford, Conn., Boston, 
Mass., Manchester and Concord, N. H., Worcester, Mass., and other 
cities. 

He enlisted in Company B, First Vermont National Guard, Octo- 
ber 4, 1888, and served successively in the various grades of rank 
(with the exception of first lieutenant) from private to captain, 
inclusive. As captain of Company B, he took the command to 
Montreal in 1897 upon the invitation of the Sixth Fusileers of 
that city and participated in the celebration of Queen Victoria's 
Jubilee, afterwards responding to the toast, “ The President of the 
United States,” at the ceremonial luncheon given at the Windsor 
Hotel. Company B was the only command of blue coats on British 
soil on that occasion and the fact was commented on by the 
London Times. 

Upon the call of President McKinley for volunteers in the war 
with Spain he offered his services, raised and recruited Company B, 
First Infantry Vermont Volunteers, and was commissioned its 
captain, being mustered into the United States service May 16, 
1898. During the war he served for some time as adjutant general 
of the Third Brigade, First Division, Third Army Corps. He was 
mustered out of the United States service with his regiment 
November 5, 1898, being confined at the time to his bed with what 
threatened to be a fatal illness of typhoid fever contracted in a 
southern camp. He was thereafter commissioned aide-de-camp 
with rank of colonel to date from October 15, 1898, upon the per- 
sonal staff of Gov. Edward C. Smith and designated, by seniority 
of appointment, chief of staff. 

He was proposed for colonel of the First Infantry, Vermont Na- 
tional Guard, in 1899; adjutant general in 1900; secretary of state 
in 1907; and governor in 1910; but was not inclined to accept pub- 
lie office during that period. 

In 1919 Mr. GREENE went with the Military Affairs Committee 
of the House on a trip through the battlefields of France. The 
tour was an extensive one, also taking in the service of supply 
in the sections back of the front, the purpose being to familiarize 
the committee with conditions in connection with the reorganiza- 
tion of the Army following the World War. On this trip Mr. 
GREENE went into Germany and Belgium, and later saw a good deal 
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of Nice, Monte Carlo, and other French cities for the second time. 
He returned home after about six weeks abroad. 

Senator Greene received from Norwich University in 1908 the 
honorary degree of master of arts “in recognition of your accom- 
plishments in literature and your services in promotion of the 
general welfare.“ In 1915 the same university conferred on him 
the degree of doctor of laws. 

He was elected to the Sixty-second Congress to fill the unex- 
pired term of the late David J. Foster; reelected to the Sixty- 
third, Sixty-fourth, Sixty-fifth, Sixty-sixth, and Sixty-seventh Con- 
gresses as Representative from the first district of Vermont; and 
was elected to the Sixty-eighth Congress as United States Senator 
in place of Hon. Carroll S. Page, who retired because of ill health, 
See re ADO. anes UE AVAE TOT SO RE SPRL aR 

While in the House he devoted himself exclusively to the work 
of the Committee on Military Affairs and participated in all na- 
tional-defense legislation for some time previous to, during, and 
since the World War. During the latter part of his service in the 
House he was a member of the much-anathematized “ steering 
committee,” or higher council of the House Republican organiza- 
tion. Upon taking his seat in the Senate he was given good com- 
mittee assignments, including Military Affairs. When the Senate 
organized for the Sixty-ninth Congress Senator GREENE was made 
chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 

He was a member of the Sons of Veterans, United States of 
America, and had held various offices in the order. He was twice 
(1892 and 1894) unanimously elected commander of the division 
of Vermont. 

He was a member of the United Spanish War Veterans and was 
the first commander of Sergt. William H. Sullivan Camp, No. 7, of 
St. Albans. In 1906 he was elected department commander of 
the Department of Vermont. 

He was a member of the Vermont Society, Sons of the American 
Revolution, and a holder of the medal of honor voted by the 
national society for Spanish War service. He had been president 
and had held various offices in the State society. 

He was a member of the Vermont Commandery, Military Order 
of Foreign Wars, and was its first commander. 

He was a member of the various Masonic bodies up to and in- 
cluding the commandery of Knights Templar and the Mystic 
Shrine, and had from time to time held offices in the various 
organizations, and served a term (1897-98) as the worshipful 
8 of Englesby Lodge, No. 84, Free and Accepted Masons, at 

A ans. 

He was a member and had held several offices in the Vermont 
Historical Society, the Benevolent and Protective Order of Elks, 
and the Vermont Fish and Game League. 

He was an honorary member of the Vermont Veterans’ Associa- 
tion of Boston and a member of Champlain Country Club and the 
Owl Club of St. Albans, St. Albans Rotary Club, the St. Albans 
Rod and Gun Club, and Lakeside Grange, Patrons of Husbandry. 
He also had belonged to the National Press Club and the Army and 
Navy Club, of Washington. 

He was a regent of the Smithsonian Institution in Washington 
from 1917 to 1923, and was a trustee of the Vermont Soldiers’ 
Home and Lyndon Institute. 

He married Jessie Emma, daughter of Mr. and Mrs. Ahira S. 
Richardson, of St. Albans, February 20, 1895, and three children 
have been born to them—Richardson, Dorothy, and Stuart. 


Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Speaker, when FRANK L. GREENE be- 
came a Member of the House of Representatives in the 
Sixty-second Congress I had the good fortune to meet him 
soon after his arrival, as we both lived at the same hotel. 
It was there that I learned to know and appreciate the rare 
qualities of heart and mind which he so eminently possessed. 

The acquaintance thus early begun soon ripened into a 
sincere and lasting friendship. Even after he was advanced 
to the Senate to become one of the real great men in that 
body he never forgot his old friends in the House. For many 
years, after every November election, I would receive from 
him a cordial letter of congratulation. Even after his dis- 
tressing accident the letters of congratulation and good 
wishes would come. They are carefully preserved and rank 
high among the cherished memories which cluster around 
my long expevience in the House of Representatives. 

Senator GREENE was a practical man, rich in that intel- 
lectual treasure which, for want of a better name, we call 
common sense. Love of truth, lofty patriotism, moral 
courage, fearlessness, forgetfulness of self, absolute sincerity, 
and love of humanity constituted the basic foundations of 
his character. 

He had a clear, analytical mind, and few speakers could 
say as much and impress their view more distinctly upon 
their audience. Possessing in the highest degree the esteem 
and confidence of all who knew him, his speeches on every 
public question were received with marked attention, and if 
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any doubted the wisdom of his conclusions, there were none 
who questioned the sincerity of his motives. 

Senator GREENE served in the National Guard for many 
years. He was in the war with Spain, serving as captain of 
his company. He was adjutant general of the Third Bri- 
gade, First Division, Third Army Corps, and at the close of 
the war was commissioned colonel and aide-de-camp on the 
staff of the Governor of Vermont. 

He was a member of the Committee on Military Affairs in 
both the House and the Senate, and as a member of that 
important committee he soon attained an enviable promi- 
nence. Thoroughly familiar with all the details relating to 
the conduct and management of the United States Army, 
there was no Member in either branch of Congress who 
exerted greater influence in all legislative matters in relation 
to our military establishment. 

When he was elected to the United States Senate in 1922, 
Frank GREENE carried with him to that body over 10 years’ 
experience as a leading legislator in the House of Representa- 
tives, and few men have ever entered the Senate better 
equipped for usefulness and service. 

Frank GREENE has passed away, but he is not forgotten. 
He left behind him no great treasures in worldly possessions, 
but he has bequeathed to his family and his friends that 
greatest of all earthly legacies, “An honored name, the 
memory of earnest deeds well done.” 

+ Statesman, yet friend to truth! of soul sincere, 
In action faithful, and in honor clear; 


Who broke no promise, served no private end, 
Who gained no title, and who lost no friend. 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, the passing of Senator 
Frank L. GEEENE removes from public life and service to the 
people of Vermont an able man and a lovable personality. 

Born from the common folks he loved and served so well, 
he kept the faith with them and followed the best traditions 
of his State. Deprived of an education in school after the 
age of 13 years by family reverses, he commenced a process 
of self-education and became a ready and polished writer 
and a lover of all that was best in the literature of his day. 
He began life as an errand boy, worked as a clerk, a stenog- 
rapher, a newspaper reporter, and finally became the editor 
of a daily newspaper. 

He participated in the civic activities of his State, re- 
cruited a company for the Spanish War and served as its com- 
manding officer. Upon being mustered out he was commis- 
sioned as a colonel on the staff of the Governor of Vermont. 

Elected to Congress he served 11 years in the House, where 
his genial and lovable qualities endeared him to all his col- 
leagues, Republicans and Democrats alike. He was a story- 
teller without a peer, with a repertoire of clean wholesome 
tales that held the close attention of all when told in his 
inimitable manner. 

Elected to the Senate in 1922, he entered upon a career 
that promised to make him a leader in that great legislative 
body. This was cut short by an unfortunate accident. He 
continued his duties under most trying conditions with a 
determination that won the admiration of all. 

No legislator of this generation had more warm and de- 
voted friends. When the news of his passing spread through 
the House his former colleagues spontaneously paid generous 
tribute to his rare personal qualities. It was his custom, 
even after the fateful accident, to remember his former col- 
leagues of both political parties with letters of congratula- 
tion after each election, and with notes of sympathy when 
ill fate overtook them or members of their families. He 
never forgot anyone in extending courtesies that came from 
the heart. 

Senator GREENE was firm in his political convictions, never 
surrendering a principle, but generous and warm-hearted to 
those who differed with him. He served his constituents 
with a zeal and a faithfulness seldom matched. He was 
truly a gentleman of the old school. 

He was a convincing and apt speaker and had the faculty 
of maintaining the respect and attention of those in his 
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audience who did not agree with his views on public ques- 
tions. He always gave the reasons for his conclusions, and 
they were accepted as worthy of consideration by the ele- 
ments in his audience hostile to his convictions. In this 
respect his ability resembled that of President Roosevelt. 
He would always take the side on a public question that he 
considered right, regardless of its unpopularity, and his 
convictions were often justified by time. 

When I came to Congress he was unselfishly helpful in 
assistance. He was generous with his time and kindly and 
helpful with advice. I owe much to his help. To me his 
death comes as a personal loss. 

It has been well said that the mold in which nature casts 
her noblemen is not frequently used, but it was used in the 
case of FRANK L. GREENE. 


Mr. BRIGHAM. Mr. Speaker, on the afternoon of Decem- 
ber 17, 1930, in St. Albans, the city he always called his home, 
the life of Senator Frank LESTER GREENE came to a close. 
This event brought deepest sorrow, not alone to his own 
family circle, but to the people of Vermont, whom he had 
served so long and so faithfully, and to those who had served 
with him in the councils of the Nation. 

If we consult the biographical sketch of Senator GREENE, 
we find the following outline of his life: Born in St. Albans, 
Vt., February 10, 1870. He left the public school at the age 
of 13, because of family reverses, and became an errand boy 
in the audit office of the Central Vermont Railway. He 
studied shorthand in leisure hours, and a year later became 
stenographer in the general freight department, being sub- 
sequently promoted chief clerk and holding that position 
until 1891, when he entered the newspaper business as re- 
porter for the St. Albans Daily Messenger. He became 
assistant editor in 1892 and editor in 1899. The honorary 
degree of master of arts was conferred upon him by Norwich 
University in 1908 and doctor of laws in 1915. He served in 
the Vermont National Guard from October 4, 1888, to 1900, 
rising from private to captain. He recruited Company B, 
First Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, in the war with 
Spain, and was mustered into United States service as its 
captain, serving for a time as adjutant general, Third 
Brigade, First Division, Third Army Corps. At the close of 
the war he was commissioned colonel and aide-de-camp on 
the staff of the Governor of Vermont. In 1895 he married 
Jessie Emma Richardson, who, with a daughter and two 
sons, survive him. He never sought nor held an elective 
office until he became a candidate for the Sixty-second Con- 
gress to serve the unexpired term of the late David J. Foster, 
July 30, 1912. He was returned to succeeding Congresses 
until he was elected as United States Senator for the term 
ending March 3, 1929, He was reelected for the term ending 
March 3, 1935. : 

This outline does not say that FRANK GREENE came from 
fine old New England ancestry. His forbears played their 
part in fighting their country’s battles and in shaping the 
affairs of town, State, and Nation. They did not hand on to 
him wealth, but something better—a good name, a fine sense 
of honor, a strong and vigorous body, an alert and eager 
mind, which, coupled with a desire for education, enabled 
him by home study and by experience in the world of affairs 
to acquire the education which was denied him in his youth, 
and then a part of his inheritance was a magic gift of phrase 
which made it possible for him to charm reader or hearer 
with what he wrote or said. With this equipment and with 
ambition to make use of it, and with a gift for friendship 
possessed by few men, Frank Greene had open to him in 
this country of ours, where the channels of opportunity are 
not closed by any distinctions of class or wealth, a career 
which was destined to take him to the Senate of the United 
States. 

When he became a candidate for Congress in 1912 his 
hold upon the affections of the people of his native city was 
such that a Greene club, made up of men from all walks of 
life, was organized to promote his candidacy. Seldom has a 
candidate received such cordial and enthusiastic support as 
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was accorded Frank GREENE in his first campaign for politi- 
tal office. His hold upon the people of the State during his 
11 years’ service m the House became so great that when a 
vacancy occurred in the Senate his candidacy for the position 
was unopposed. 

The late Senator Burton told me that in his opinion Prank 
GREENE, when he was elected to the Senate, had before him 
the brightest future of any man in Washington. He had 
won a reputation among his colleagues in the House for good 
judgment, courage, and dependability; he was a gifted 
speaker, and his State was sure to keep him in the Senate 
for the remainder of his life. 

But fate was to decree otherwise. On the night of Feb- 
ruary 16, 1924, while walking with Mrs. Greene on Pennsyl- 
vania Avenue in Washington, a stray shot from a gun battle 
between a gang of bootleggers and a group of revenue agents 
struck him and inflicted the wound which was ultimately to 
cause his death. Senator Greene made a heroic struggle 
to regain his health. His mind was unaffected and he 
thought as clearly as ever, but his marvelous gift of speech 
was impaired and never restored. During these trying years 
only those who were closely associated with Senator GREENE 
can know how difficult it was for him to carry on with the 
handicap of his affliction. But no one heard him complain. 
He was always cheerful and hopeful, and flashes of his old- 
time humor would come to enliven his conversation. During 
these difficult years the tender, devoted, and sympathetic 
care which Mrs. Greene gave her husband contributed in no 
small degree to making it possible for him to carry on the 
exacting duties of his great office with such satisfaction to 
the people of his State that his reelection came as a matter 
of course. Although his voice was not heard in debate 
after his accident, his votes in the Senate register his good 
judgment and his courage in voting according to his sense 
of right and justice rather than at the suggestion of 
political expediency. 

If we are to appraise the work of Frank Greene in the 
Congress of the United States, we must go behind the pub- 
lished record. In a letter to a friend he said: 


From the outset in Co two things were open to me— 


either committee work or activities on the floor. I chose com- 
mittee work. As a result I am never on the floor during long 
periods of time, except to cast my vote, and so nothing will be 
heard of me outside of my own State. 

No man in Congress was better fitted for debate on the 
floor than was Frank Greene. In fact, he would have been 
an ideal floor leader. This would have brought him nation- 
wide publicity and would have been pleasing to those of his 
constituents who judge their representatives in Washington 
by what they see in the newspaper headlines. But FRANK 
GREENE chose committee work because he saw an oppor- 
tunity to do more for his country if he mastered the detail 
of the problems of one of the great committees of the Con- 
gress and became a recognized authority along the lines of 
the legislation which it handled than if he devoted his time 
to activities on the floor. 

He chose the Military Affairs Committee because of his 
interest in the problems of national defense and his ex- 
perience in the militia of his State and in the war with 
Spain. If the intimate history of the proceedings of the 
House Military Affairs Committee during the World War 
could be written, the work FRANK Greene did for his country 
during that great crisis would stand out as an everlasting 
monument to his memory. 

During this period his party was in the minority in the 
Congress and his position on the Military Affairs Commit- 
tee was with the minority group, but party politics played 
no part in determining the actions of FRANK GREENE at such 
a time. He was first and always an earnest advocate of the 
policy he thought would help to win the war. And when the 
war was over he worked unceasingly for a national policy of 
defense which would prepare his country to protect herself 
if ever again attacked. 

The Nation joins his own Vermont in sincere expressions 
of sorrow that one so well equipped for the public service, 
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one so sincere in his devotion to the welfare of his country, 
should have passed away in the prime of life. His friends 
here in a very real sense share in the sorrow of his devoted 
wife and family. 

In the intimate association which we have with our col- 
leagues in the House and in the Senate we associate with 
each of them some characteristic by which we come to 
know them. If I were to name the distinguishing charac- 
teristic of FRANK LESTER GREENE, I would say, from what I 
have heard from the lips of his colleagues, that he was 
appreciated not alone for his worth as a statesman but he 
was the best-loved man in the Congress of the United 
States. 


STEPHEN GEYER PORTER 


Mr. TEMPLE. Mr. Speaker, under the general leave 
granted to all Members in connection with the memorial 
exercises to our deceased colleagues, I include the following 
resolution adopted by the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


HON. STEPHEN G, PORTER 


Memorial resolution upon the death of Hon. STEPHEN G, PORTER, 
adopted by the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of 
Representatives January 14, 1931 


Resolved, That the committee, bowing before the Divine Will in 
the death of the Hon, STEPHEN G. Porter, its chairman for more 
than 11 years, desires to record its appreciation of his brilliant 
career in the service of the Nation. Appointed head of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs upon the organization of the Sixty-sixth 
Congress in 1919, he was called to direct the legislative work in 
connection with the country’s foreign policy in the crucial period 
of reconstruction at the close of the World War. 

Mr. Porter introduced the House resolution declaring the termi- 
nation of a state of war existing between the United States and 
the Imperial German Government, likewise a resolution terminat- 
ing the state of war between the United States and the Imperial 
Austro-Hungarian Government, and restoring friendly relations, 
These resolutions passed the House and the Senate and were signed 
by the President July 2, 1921. 

On November 7, 1921, he was appointed by President Harding 
to represent the House of Representatives as a member of the 
Advisory Committee to the Washington Conference on the Limita- 
tion of Armaments and was assigned to the chairmanship of the 
subcommittee on the Pacific and Far Eastern question. He took 
an active part in the deliberations of the conference, which de- 
cided that moral and not physical force would insure a lasting 

among nations. 

On February 9, 1922, he was appointed to represent the United 
States on the Pan American Economie Commission, and on August 
1, 1922, he represented the United States at the Centennial of 
Brazilian Independence. Mr. Porter’s broad experience as a Mem- 
ber of Congress during the pre-war and reconstruction periods 
made logical his election and appointment for this and many other 
delicate and important duties. 

He was the author of the resolution remitting the balance in 
China's Boxer indemnity in 1924. He introduced the resolution 
creating the Foreign Service Buildings Commission, became its 
chairman, and until his death was engaged in directing this vast 
construction enterprise. 

An outstanding achievement was Mr. PorTER’s activity on the 
narcotic question, and in which he made the greatest strides 
toward the suppression of the illicit international traffic of habit- 
forming drugs. What he achieved in the direction is the greatest ac- 
complishment in the interest of humanity over the civilized world. 

At the time of his death he was dean of the Pennsylvania dele- 
ne being so elected by the other 35 Representatives from his 

tate. 

An indefatigable worker, he rendered a patriotic service to his 
country in various capacities and held the office of chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs for a greater length of time than 
any of his predecessors. 

Conscious of the Nation’s loss in the death of Mr. Porter, the 
members of this committee individually mourn his passing as the 
passing of a friend and patriotic coworker whose memory they hold 
in affectionate esteem. As a further mark of it is directed 
that this resolution be spread upon the minutes of the committee, 
and that a copy be transmitted to his family. 


Subcommittee. 


Frank S. CISNA, 
Clerk Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


ERK. Mr. Speaker, we are not here so much to mourn 
admiration for the splendid lives that were led 
„q IAES ae Daye MAE kek DY AENOR 


Attest: 


Mr. 
as to express 
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ing our appreciation of the great work done by these splen- 
did Americans. 4 

I speak with a reverent sense of the dignity of the occasion 
and with devout appreciation of the gentle sentiments that 
inspired it. My task would be wholly unshadowed were it 
not for apprehensive thoughts as to my ability to portray 
justly the great and noble character of your departed col- 
league—your friend and my friend—the Hon. STEPHEN G. 
Porter. Even these are in a measure soothed when I recall 
that my omissions will be filled by your knowledge of his 
virtues, and that the imperfections of my portrayal will be 
more than supplied by your vivid memories of his living 
presence. 

I take courage in the belief, there is no such thing as 
death. “He who makes the ear, shall he not hear? He 
who makes the eye, shall he not see? He who inspired this 
faith, shall he not fulfill it?? 

Expressing the views of Bryan on immortality: 

I shall not believe that this life is extinguished. If the Father 
deigns to touch with divine power the cold and pulseless heart 
of the buried acorn and make it to burst forth from its prison 
walls, will He leave neglected in the earth the soul of a man, 
who was made in the image of his Creator? If he stoops to give 
to the rosebush, whose withered blossoms float upon the breeze, 
the sweet assurance of another springtime, will He withhold the 
words of hope from the sons of men when the frosts of winter 
come? If matter, mute and inanimate, though changed by the 
forces of nature into a multitude of forms, can never die, will the 
imperial spirit of man suffer annihilation after it has paid a brief 
visit, like a royal guest, to this tenement of clay? . 

Rather let us believe that He, who in His apparent prodigality 
wastes not the raindrop, the blade of grass, or the evening’s sigh- 
ing zephyr, but makes them all to carry out His plans, has given 
immortality to the mortal. 

Next to the ties of kinship are those of friendship. Our 
acquaintances stand in one classification, our friends in an- 
other. In early life we are less discriminating than we are 
in our more mature years. The distinction between ac- 
quaintances and friends is not so marked as it is when we 
come to properly evaluate that which constitutes true friend- 
ship. It is also true that as we grow older those that come 
within the restricted area of true friends become dearer to 
us as we repose in them all our confidence and affection. 

Men have repeatedly risen to heights of great power and 
service to their fellows, not so much-by reason of their own 
inherent genius or gifts as by, the encouragement of some 
noble soul with whom they have consorted and who gave 
to them both impulse and inspiration. Mr. Porter was such 
to me. Our friendship for each other was a holy and sacred 
thing. It is characterized by affinity of soul. It is one of 
the choicest privileges God permits mankind to enjoy. We 
meet day by day men and women who are impoverished, 
so far as material possessions are concerned, and yet who 
are rich beyond the dreams of avarice in the wealth of 
friendships they hold. These radiant souls are so com- 
pellingly attractive that wherever they go they draw within 
the charmed circle of their influence those who acknowledge 
the sovereignty of their affection. The most utterly noble 
and heroic example of friendship the world contains is that 
of Jesus, of whom it is written that “Having loved His 
own, He loved them unto the end.” From His divine life 
proceeded those memorable words, “ Greater love hath no 
man than this, that a man lay down his life for his friends.” 
What this Master of men has done to generate and promote 
friendship among people of diverse minds is evident in a 
world fellowship that calls itself by His sacred name. He 
has created a brotherhood unrestricted by race, language, 
or tradition. He encourages us to believe that the sacred 
ties of friendship are not severed even by death itself. He 
lifts our vision to behold an eternal Father, whose dominat- 
ing purpose concerning His children is an incomparable 
love. In His own person He discloses the finest type of 
friendship of which the world has knowledge. It is belief 
in the power of this sublime friendship that compels us to be- 
lieve in the ultimate consummation of an universal brother- 
hood. 

I had the good fortune to be associated with Mr. Porter 
over a period of 20 years and during those years it was all 
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teamwork. Together we pulled the van over many rocky 
roads and narrow paths. In each instance the goal so 
sought was in the interest of the Nation and the public 
welfare. 

Mr. Porter was not only a Representative in Congress, 
but over a period of 11 years he served as chairman of that 
important and powerful committee, the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, holding the position for a greater length of time than 
any of his predecessors. 

He was chairman of the Foreign Service Buildings Com- 
mission which is engaged in acquiring office buildings and 
residences in the capitals and larger cities of foreign nations 
for the use of the Foreign Service of the United States. Over 
a period of 120 years our Government sought to own its own 
property in the foreign capitals of the world. Over this 
great span of time legislation after legislation was intro- 
duced in the hope of meeting the requirements, but all failed 
to become law. Since the enactment of the Porter bill, some 
three years ago, over 40 projects are either completed or 
under way. There are possibly 300 more to cover. 

Mr. Porter was also dean of the State delegation, so 
elected by the other 35 Congressmen of the State. I need 
not remind you as to his activity on the narcotic question 
and in which he made the greatest strides toward the sup- 
pression of the illicit international traffic in habit-forming 
drugs. What he accomplished some day the world will bet- 
ter understand. I dare say what he achieved on the subject 
is the greatest accomplishment in the interest of humanity 
over the civilized world. 

Pennsylvania has had no more honor paid to any of its 
Members of Congress than to Mr. Porter, and none of them 
have so distinguished themselves by careful study of the 
congressional problems that were presented to them. Mr. 
Porter became the recognized authority on foreign affairs in 
the Congress of the United States. I need not acquaint you 
with his score of other activities, local, national, and inter- 
national. His counsel was sought by five Presidents of the 
United States. 

In the height of his glory—much too soon for all of us— 
fate called him hence to receive his reward. His physical 
vision has departed; in time his face may melt away from 
view and even from mind, but what he accomplished here 
will live after him. His achievements and his good name 
will survive beyond the grave. 

Mr. Porter’s splendid qualities of mind and heart en- 
deared him to us all. I can never forget the unfailing kind- 
nesses and courtesies he accorded me. His splendid abilities 
were tempered and seasoned by an unfailing and kindly 
humor which lent genial sunshine and warmth to all his 
words and deeds. He invested all he did with the charm 
of a rare and most gracious personality. He performed for 
others a service of the highest and most outstanding char- 
acter, and we, who have survived his departure, can perform 
no finer service than to keep alive and vivid in our minds 
and hearts the story of his life and the chronicle of his 
achievements. The sorrow that his passing has thus sus- 
tained may be softened only by the memory of his splendid 
deeds and character. His aim in life was to be of service 
to his friends and to humanity; and, after all is said and 
done, such service is God's greatest religion; it is Chris- 
tianity in itself. 

The influence of Mr. Porter’s life and character can not 
die with him. His spirit will hover over us and will suffuse 
itself into the thoughts and the hearts and the doings of men 
for years and years to come. Nor here alone will it be 
potent. It has overspread,the Nation. It has gone to the 
uttermost parts of the earth. Everywhere it will remain a 
force for the uplifting of mankind. 


The rains descend, but who can tell what valleys the mountain 
rivulet will fertilize? The sunshine glorifies the hill, the field, 
and the valley, but who can tell where will spring the flowers that 
will suck in the sweetness of light and gather their colors from its 
beams? The storm winds scatter the seeds of tree and grass and 
flower, but who may know where they will clothe the earth with 
verdure or where the forest and the orchard grow? 
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While many problems arise before us, and will continually | ceased, and at the same time he was also elected to the full 


arise anew as our Nation presses forward in its works of 
achievement, there is no one amongst us to-day that does 
not feel that our national life is dedicated to a high mission, 
which will compass about far generations and distant climes 
with its blessings and assure to us and our descendants the 
best gifts ever bestowed by our Creator on man according to 
our virtue and our wisdom. Let us leave, then, to history the 
things of difference which have passed away and speak of 
those great qualities of STEPHEN G. Porter which made a 
deep impression upon all who had the good fortune to know 
him and which will not pass away but return to us all a 
generous heritage. 


Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker and fellow Members of 
the House, I should feel remiss in my duty and obligations 
did I not have a few words to say about my esteemed and 
departed friend, STEPHEN G. PORTER, of Pittsburgh, Pa. 

He came to the Sixty-second Congress at the same time 
I entered it. Our friendship began at that time and lasted 
so long as he lived, and when he passed away I accompanied 
the remains to his home town and saw them laid to rest on 
the sunny side of one of Pittsburgh’s many hills. 

We served on the same committee, the Foreign Affairs of 
the House, for some twenty years. During the war and the 
reconstruction days following he was always desirous of 
aiding and passing good legislation in the interest of the 
people. 

As chairman of the Foreign Affairs Committee he was 
lenient, considerate, and never tried to force his views upon 
the members. As chairman of the Foreign Service Buildings 
Commission he traveled in many climes, having for his first 
interest those sections which were unhealthy and not well 
provided for. In the years to come many Americans travel- 
ing abroad and viewing the beautiful structures belonging 
to the United States will naturally recall the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania whose deep interest and hard work 
largely inaugurated this plan of construction. 

His work on narcotics at the Geneva conference of the 
League of Nations will stand out as one of his most mo- 
mentous efforts, and the bill which he sponsored and which 
became a law while he was sick and disabled is the most 
progressive piece of legislation for the control of narcotics 
upon our statute books. In this work he was internation- 
ally known as one of the men who had done more for the 
control of the narcotic evil than any other man of the 
American Congress. 


FLORIAN LAMPERT 


Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, in these memorial exercises 
we pay tribute to the memory of the nine Members of this 
body who died during the past year. 

It is my privilege to represent in this branch of Con- 
gress the district formerly represented by FLORIAN LAMPERT, 
one of the deceased Members of this House, whom we honor 
to-day. 

The death of FLORIAN Lampert took from the membership 
of Congress a beloved and efficient public servant. 

FLORIAN LAMPERT was born July 8, 1863, at West Bend, 
Wis., and died July 18, 1930, at Chicago Heights Hospital. 

Mr. Lampert’s father was a mason contractor. After a 
short school career, young LAMPERT became a helper in his 
father’s trade. As a young man he located at Oshkosh, 
Wis., now the largest city of the sixth congressional district. 

Shortly after coming to Oshkosh he secured employment 
in a shoe store, where he learned the shoemaker trade, and 
from a shoemaker he evolved into a shoe merchant. He 
early became interested in politics. He served as comp- 
troller of his city for three years, as sheriff of his county 
for two years, and as one of the three commissioners of 
the city of Oshkosh for four years. 

During the late war he was chairman of the Winnebago 
County Draft Board, serving without pay. 

In November, 1918, Mr. Lampert was elected to fill the 
unexpired term of Congressman James H. Davidson, de- 


term. He was reelected for five successive terms. Mr. 
Lampert took his seat in this Chamber at the beginning of 
the short term of the Sixty-fifth Congress. In the Sixty- 
sixth Congress he received several important committee as- 
signments: Committee on the District of Columbia, Com- 
mittee on Patents, Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, and the Committee on the Election of President, 
Vice President, and Representatives in Congress, of which 
latter committee he was made chairman. Mr. LAMPERT also 
served as chairman of the special aircraft committee, ap- 
pointed after the war, to investigate the whole aircraft sit- 
uation. This committee functioned for about two years and 
made a report to Congress, and many of the recommenda- 
tions contained in its report have been written into the air- 
craft statutes of the Nation. 

As chairman of the Patents Committee of this House Mr. 
Lampert rendered valuable services to the patent branch 
of our Government. During his chairmanship, largely as 
the result of his efforts, a law was passed for the reorgani- 
zation of the Patent Office. This law, calling for such reor- 
ganization, was a “bone of contention” in Congress for 
many years, and provided for additional clerk hire and in- 
creased salaries to trained technical examining experts, and 
thereby enabling the Patent Office to retain such services in 
competition with the high salaries offered and paid by pri- 
vate corporations. 

Mr. Lampert’s training as a member of the municipal 
government of the city of Oshkosh peculiarly fitted him for 
service on the Committee on the District of Columbia of this 
House, and there can be no doubt at all but that the District 
of Columbia Committee was his favorite and pet committee 
and to which he gave untiring and valuable service. On 
this committee he was a champion of policemen, firemen, 
and other municipal employees of the city of Washington. 
It was through his untiring efforts that legislation was en- 
acted increasing the salaries of such employees, and also 
legislation that contributed to the general welfare of the 
people of the city of Washington. 

Mr. LamMPerT was an outspoken opponent of municipal 
“blue laws,” and he vigorously opposed every effort to make 
Washington, the Capital of our Nation, a “ puritanical city.” 

During the World War Mr. Lampert gave four sons to the 
service of his country, one of them making the supreme 
sacrifice. 

Coming to Congress immediately after the cessation of 
that great conflict, he was mindful and appreciative of the 
hardships and sacrifices of the soldiers of the Great War. 
He immediately took a deep interest in the soldiers’ welfare 
and the welfare of their dependents, and worked untiringly, 
doing everything possible through legislation to alleviate 
and lessen the burdens and sufferings that had come to the 
service men and their dependents. 

He did not limit his service to the World War veterans 
and their dependents, but his heart went out to the veterans 
of all wars, and those dependent on them, and it is esti- 
mated that he personally supervised the handling of some 
4,000 claims for the relief of soldiers and their dependents. 

FLORIAN LaMPerT was not and made no pretentions to 
being an orator or even a public speaker. He shunned the 
public platform both in and out of Congress. He never 
made a formal speech during his 12 years in this House. 

It is a peculiar fact that the city of Oshkosh, years ago, 
when it was a part of another congressional district, was 
represented in this House for 10 years and in the Senate for 
12 years by another Oshkosh man, who, if my memory 
serves me right, never made a speech in or out of Congress, 
the Hon. Philetus Sawyer. Both men were hard workers 
and got results. 

Mr. LaMpert was a worker and a “doer.” He believed 
in service, and this service went to friends and foes alike, 
without discrimination. The most rabid political opponent 
might feel assured that if he asked FLORIAN Lampert, his 
Representative in Congress, for some favor or service, his 
request would receive the same attention as though it had 
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come from a political friend. No task was too large or too 
small to receive his attention. His creed of service was 
expressed by himself in the following lines: 
Not as a ladder to reach high heaven, 
Not as an altar to any creed, 
But simple service simply given, 
To his own kind, in their common need. 


It was my privilege to know FLORIAN Lampert for many 
years. I knew him during all the period of his official life, 
from the time he was city comptroller to Congressman of 
his district. He was a man of strong personality, a lovable 
man who made friends easily and held them with a viselike 
grip. He was a man of courage and of firm convictions; 
his hold upon his constituents was remarkable and it grew 
stronger with every year of passing time, as was evidenced 
by the increased majorities given him every time his con- 
stituents had an opportunity to register approval or disap- 
proval of his conduct as their Representative in this body. 

The Members of this House who were appointed to rep- 
resent this body at his funeral at Oshkosh had an oppor- 
tunity to get first-hand information of the esteem in which 
FLORIAN LAMPERT was held by his constituents. 

On that beautiful July day there came to the city of Osh- 
kosh, from all over the district, and even the State of Wis- 
consin, thousands of his constituents, friends, and admirers, 
representing all political beliefs, all creeds and nationalities, 
to pay their last sad tribute to the memory of a beloved 
public servant. Such an outpouring of citizenship at the 
funeral of a public man has seldom been witnessed in the 
State of Wisconsin. 

Mr. Lampert’s career is typical of the possibilities open to 
the industrious youths of our land, and it should serve as 
an inspiration to all young Americans. Without the aid of 
wealth, of education, or of influential friends, through his 
own industry and untiring efforts, he won the esteem of his 
fellow men, and slowly climbed the ladder of political fame, 
until it was his privilege to occupy for 12 years a seat in 
this the greatest legislative assembly in all the world. 

Mr. Lamper?’s untimely and tragic death emphasizes and 
brings home to all of us the awful uncertainty of life. On 
the morning of July 7 your deceased colleague left this city, 
at the end of a congressional session, to go to his home in 
Oshkosh, Wis. His aim was to be at home in time to cele- 
brate his birthday in the bosom of his family; 48 hours later, 
as a result of an automobile accident, he was in a Chicago 
hospital, and 10 days later his soul passed to the Great 
Beyond. Thus, full of hope and ambition, within a few 
days’ time he passed out of this life, freed from its troubles 
and responsibilities. 

As a Representative of the sixth district of Wisconsin 
FLORIAN Lampert reared his own monument in the hearts of 
his constituents and left to his mourning family and friends, 
and to the citizenship of his district, and of the State of 
Wisconsin in general, a record of public service that all may 
recall with pride. 


Mr. BROWNE. Mr. Speaker and ladies and gentlemen of 
the House, Representative FLORIAN Lampert, of Oshkosh, 
Wis., was born July 8, 1863, and died July 18, 1930. 

Merchant, city official, county official, and Member of the 
National House of Representatives for 12 years. In all of 
these positions he acquitted himself in a highly creditable 
manner. 

Representative Lampert was a well-educated man, al- 
though he held no degrees from colleges. A strong men- 
tality, a keen observer, he obtained his education by dili- 
gent observation and contact with his associates. He was 
aman of excellent judgment, with strong intuitions, which 
made it possible for him to render a just judgment on ques- 
tions that came before him for decision. 

Entering Congress without any former legislative ex- 
perience, he surrounded himself with efficient helpers and 
was never afraid to ask questions and in a remarkably 
short time familiarized himself with the workings of Con- 
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gress and soon became an efficient legislator whose judg- 
ment upon questions was of a very high order. 
SPIRIT OF TOLERANCE 

FLORIAN Lampert had a mind that was open at all times 
to conviction, and he was always tolerant with the opinions 
of those who differed with him. He was a tribune of the 
people; the humblest person in his district received the same 
consideration from him as the most powerful constituent. 

For many years he was on the District of Columbia Com- 
mittee. Citizens of Washington from all walks of life, re- 
gardless of religion, nationality, or color, were given an 
audience and their grievances or suggestions given considera- 
tion by him. He was always ready to meet and confer with 
the people of Washington and believed that the citizens of 
the District of Columbia, who had no spokesman in Con- 
gress nor any political rights, were entitled to a full hearing. 
He became so popular as a member of the District Commit- 
tee on account of helpful legislation he had assisted in pass- 
ing that I was once informed by a group of prominent citi- 
zens of Washington that if the citizens of Washington had 
the right to vote he could have been elected mayor. 


CHAIRMAN OF THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON AERONAUTICS 


As chairman of the Special Committee on Aeronautics, be- 
fore which some of the most distinguished people in the 
Nation gave testimony, Representative Lampert made an 
excellent presiding officer, conducting the hearings with 
dignity and fairness. The exhaustive and able report of 
the committee, which embodied his ideas, demonstrated that 
he had a very thorough and comprehensive knowledge of the 
subject. 

WORK BEFORE GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS 

No Member of Congress in his time touched elbows with 
more people in the district he represented than Representa- 
tive Lampert. He knew almost everybody in his district and 
was keenly interested in their problems. Every request from 
a constituent had his personal attention, and he was one of 
the most indefatigable, painstaking Members of Congress in 
serving his constituents before the various departments. 

In his passing the people of Wisconsin lost a loyal friend, 
one whose greatest pleasure was in serving them. He never 
inquired whether the favor asked by a constituent was 
within the province of the duties of a Congressman or not; 
it always gave him pleasure to do an act of kindness for 
anyone who asked him. He leaves a name in the House of 
Representatives which will be long remembered by his col- 
leagues and by the entire population of his district, and a 
heritage to the splendid family he leaves behind. 


Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, it was my privilege to know 
our colleague, FLORIAN LAMPERT, as intimately, I believe, as 
any other Member of the House. This enabled me to ap- 
preciate his splendid personal qualities and abilities, possibly 
unknown to the average Member. 

Men in public life by nature of their duties often incur 
the opposition of others who do not correctly understand 
matters of legislation and of official duties with which they 
are confronted. To a marked degree FLORIAN LAMPERT pos- 
sessed the confidence and the friendship of nearly everyone 
in his district. This fact was expressed not alone by failure 
of any and all opposition but it was disclosed by many thou- 
sands of names from all factions and all organizations that 
appeared upon his petitions for each primary. 

These expressions of personal friendship and confidence 
possessed by few individuals resulted from the splendid 
service he rendered all of his constituents throughout his 
term of service in Congress. 

In the midst of his congressional work he was cut down 
through an accident that might have been avoided but for 
his anxiety to rejoin his family on a birthday anniversary. 

I knew FLORIAN Lampert as a friend, as a counselor, and 
as an able man who well deserved the universal friendship 
he enjoyed. 

His loyalty and patriotism and public spirit were of the 
highest character and fairly expressed in the fact that he 
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and his beloved wife gave to the United States during the 
World War the services of five boys, two of them graduates 
of West Point. No more could have been done, and the 
courage and splendid soldierly qualities of his boys, two of 
whom had been remarkable athletes at the State university, 
all came as a deserved heritage from a father who possessed 
all of these qualities. 

It is a privilege to record these sentiments of a man we all 
loved and whose generous heart never failed any of his 
colleagues or his constituents in their hour of need of his 
services. 


Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, as the vast panorama of 
life unfolds to us there come into our lives certain characters 
that touch us more closely and seem more in harmony with 
our purposes and aims than others. Among those are a few 
whose influence is larger because of the very magnitude of 
their characters. FLORIAN LAMPERT was one of those persons 
whose association and companionship I value among the 
treasured experiences of my life. 

But Frorran Lampert’s influence was not only upon indi- 
viduals. He has added greatly to the well-being of the thou- 
sands he represented as Representative in Congress from the 
sixth congressional district of Wisconsin. It was Carlyle, I 
believe, who said, There is in reality no history, only 
biography.” The history of any age is really the history of 
the men who peopled it. The history of the State of Wis- 
consin, and particularly those six counties which he repre- 
sented in Congress, is greater because FLORIAN LAMPERT lived. 

He was one of those rare individuals who, though firm and 
straightforward, was never self-assertive or offensive. He 
won your confidence upon short acquaintance, and in doing 
so impressed you with a conviction of soundness in the 
opinions he expressed. He seldom participated in debate on 
the floor of the House, but his voice was heard as authority 
in the committees upon which he served. Those of us who 
are familiar with legislative procedure know how vastly more 
important intelligent representation in committee is than the 
greatest fluency on the floor of the House of Representa- 
tives. Mr. LAMPERT’S greatest work was done in the com- 
mittee room, through his close association and personal 
contact with his colleagues. 

As a member of the Committee on the District of Columbia 
` he was responsible for many reforms in the government of 
the Capital City. His interest in the firemen and policemen 
of the District won for him the personal admiration of 
every member of those forces. 

As chairman of the Committee on Patents he was respon- 
sible for legislation which affected the Patent Office; and 
here also he performed a signal service for the United States 
in increasing salaries of technical men, so that they could 
afford to remain in Government service and decline the 
offers of private manufacturing concerns. 

LAMPERT was a champion of the interests of the common 
people in every sense of the word. It would be difficult to 
find a man richer in sympathetic understanding. The 
humblest found a refuge and a defender in him. I have 
known him to invite men who were down and out, whom 
he chanced to meet, to his office, and exert every effort to 
find employment for them. No man in Congress ever served 
his constituents more consistently, efficiently, and faith- 
fully. His endeavors to fulfill their wants and needs are 
too numerous to mention. Outstanding among those sery- 
ices is his assistance to World War veterans. He has rep- 
resented the interests of thousands of them before the 
Veterans’ Bureau. However, his service to veterans ex- 
tended beyond World War boys. The veterans of the Civil 
and Spanish Wars also found a friend in him. In fact, he 
declared his motto to be “ Service to all.” 

Straightforward and frank in manner himself, he had no 
tolerance for superficial mannerisms or hypocrisy. Natural 
and direct in conversation, he promptly uncovered any hid- 
den motive in those seeking his support or cooperation on 
legislation. He was always an early riser and generally 
reached his office long before others. Democratic in man- 
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ner of living and approach, it mattered not whether he 
was at the White Eouse, the Capitol, or in his home at 
Oshkosh, he was always the same. He found great comfort 
in his corncob pipe. Where he was, it was, regardless of 
company or place. 

FLORIAN LAMPERT was born at West Bend, Wis., July 8, 
1863, of Swiss parents who came to the United States in the 
forties. He did not have the advantage of a liberal educa- 
tion during his youth. At the age of 13 he began to work 
for his father, who was a mason and builder. During his 
teens his parents moved to Oshkosh, and for several years 
he worked at the bench as a shoemaker. It was not long, 
however, before he became a shoe merchant and built up a 
prominent business at Oshkosh, 

His early interest in civic affairs is evidenced by his elec- 
tion as comptroller of the city of Oshkosh in 1893.. He held 
this position until 1896, when he was elected sheriff of Win- 
nebago County. 

He married Mary Vetter in 1884, and to this union 7 
children were born, 5 boys and 2 girls. One of these boys, 
James, became a lieutenant colonel during the World War. 
This son died in France. Four of his sons served in France 
during the war, all of them holders of commissions, Benja- 
min having the rank of captain, and Florian, jr., and Lester 
that of lieutenant. His wife and all of the children except 
James survive him. 

In 1914 he became one of the commissioners of the city 
of Oshkosh. He continued to serve in this capacity until 
elected to the Congress to fill the unexpired term of James 
H. Davidson, deceased. He was reelected to each Congress 
since, and was returning to his home to enter into a cam- 
paign for reelection to the Seventy-second Congress when 
he met with the unfortunate experience that led to his 
untimely end. 

While city commissioner of Oshkosh during the World 
War he was appointed a member of the district exemption 
board and served upon that board without pay throughout 
its existence. 

It is difficult for me to make much mention of my per- 
sonal relationship with him. FLORIAN LAMPERT was one of 
my closest friends. The recollections of our numerous out- 
ings, and in particular our fishing trips, bring to memory 
some of the happiest days of my life, and with them comes 
the sharp pain of regret that I shall know those days no 
more. He was a great nature lover and fishing was his 
favorite sport. 

I think no greater tribute can be paid a man than to say 
he was a friend to man. FLORIAN LAMPERT was such a man. 


Mr. KADING. Mr. Speaker, my acquaintance with our 
deceased colleague, FLORIAN LAMPERT, began about four years 
ago, when I became a Member of the House of Representa- 
tives. His office was near mine in the House Office Building. 
We met very frequently, and I very soon began to admire 
him because of the good qualities that he possessed which 
enter into the make-up of a real man. He did not have the 
opportunities of obtaining a college or university education. 
His fitness to successfully occupy the high office that he 
held was acquired by his natural ability and his close con- 
tact with men, first in the mercantile business and later as 
a public official, having served as sheriff of Winnebago 
County in his State, comptroller of the city of Oshkosh, and 
as commissioner of Oshkosh under the commission form of 
government, 

FLORIAN Lampert loved his fellow men. His life during the 
time I knew him was in keeping with that beautiful senti- 
ment which I quote in substance, namely, that the world is a 
stage and we while alive are its actors; that our aim should 
be to act our part well; that in passing we should each day 
by a good act or a kind word do our part, because we pass 
this way but once. 

Our deceased colleague acted his part well. It was his 
greatest delight never to lose an opportunity to do a favor 
for any human being when it was possible for him to do so, 
His slogan was “ Service,” and he gave careful and minute 
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attention to every detail of his official duties. While he sel- 
dom took part in the debates on the floor of the House, yet 
his work in the committee room, because of his good judg- 
ment, commanded the respect and admiration of his col- 
leagues. His service as a Representative in the House was 
so generally satisfactory that his constituents reelected him 
at the end of each term after his first election in the fall 
of 1918. 

His genial disposition and kindly manner endeared him 
to. his fellow men, and many were those who would visit 
him in his office because of those qualities. He was a good 
story-teller, had a natural tact to remember faces and names, 
and was able to call all of his colleagues by their first names. 
He enjoyed the good will and friendship of all of his col- 
leagues. 

Our colleague was a lover of the great out of doors. 
Among the recreations that he enjoyed most were attending 
a good baseball game, the horse races, fishing, and hunting. 

His sudden and tragic fate when he became injured in an 
automobile collision while on his way home meant a great 
loss to his State and a great sorrow to his many friends. 
Leaving Washington early one day last July for his home at 
Oshkosh, Wis., by automobile, he felt that it was necessary 
for him to arrive at his home city before the end of the 
second day. While attempting to pass a heavy truck on a 
slippery pavement on the streets of Chicago Heights his 
car skidded, with the result that he received personal injuries 
from which he did not recover. I had occasion to visit him 
twice while he was confined in the hospital at Chicago 
Heights after his injury and before his death, and, while he 
was suffering intensely because of his serious injuries and 
the extreme hot weather, his friendly manner and cheerful 
disposition remained with him to the end. 

In the sudden death of our beloved colleague we are again 
reminded of the truth that there is nothing so certain as 
death and nothing so uncertain as when death will over- 
take us. 

Upon an occasion like this how appropriate it is to reflect 
for a moment upon the sentiment expressed in the language 
of the poet: 

Where are the kings and where the rest 
Of those who once the world possessed? 
They’re gone the way that thou shalt go 
Oh thou who choosest for thy share 

The world and what the world calls fair. 


Take all that it can give or lend 
But know that death is the end. 


Mr. HULL of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, FLORIAN LAMPERT 
had the full confidence and fond esteem of a great majority 
of the people in his congressional district. That high regard 
was felt stronger nowhere than in his home city of Oshkosh, 
where nearly his whole lifetime was spent. Greater tribute 
to the qualities of his manhood and the extent of his service 
to his fellows could not be desired. 

His was a life of friendly service. From the years of his 
young manhood he stood out among those of his commu- 
nity for his friendly attitude toward those who were his 
neighbors and as one whose generous nature constantly 
prompted him to lend the helping hand in any emergency. 
Passing years only added to his disposition as the good 
friend and neighbor and prompted his activities toward a 
wider field. 

As sheriff of his county and mayor of his city, he mani- 
fested the same brotherly interest toward those whom he 
served as had become so natural to him in his associations 
in business life. Actuated by the same kindly spirit, he 
served all alike in fairness and with sympathetic interest. 
He succeeded in his official duties by his painstaking care 
as to his responsibilities and by reflecting the confidence 
given him in the full measure of his endeavors. He had 
pride in the city of Oshkosh. He had pride in his county. 
He had pride in his constituency. Day by day he sought 
to add the bit more and still more to the welfare of all by 
giving freely of his heart and mind. He laid the founda- 
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tion of his congressional career in meeting the demands of 
his people and accomplishing worth-while results in the po- 
sitions which had been tendered him before he sought to 
enter broader fields of service. He knew his people. His 
people knew him. When opportunity came it was gladly 
extended to him by those who saw in it proper recognition 
of what he had done along with the knowledge that broader 
fields meant only broader service on his part. 

In Congress his life and activities became only the more 
strenuous.in his wish to serve. From the first, he was un- 
tiring in attending to every demand made upon him. Com- 
ing into his congressional experience his solicitude was 
immediately directed toward those who were making the 
winning fight for their country in the World War. His five 
sons wore the uniform, one making the supreme sacrifice for 
the flag. Actuated toward all others as toward his own, 
their cause was his own. 

In the years following the war, when the legions were 
returning to their homes and to civil life, the demands of 
thousands for the assistance of their Representatives in ad- 
justing the affairs of the veterans with their Government 
were many—almost innumerable. He found his greatest 
pleasure in meeting them fully. No veteran appealed to 
him in vain. No veteran’s case was completed in his mind 
until the fullest measure of justice had been granted. No 
matter in which a veteran was concerned was too small for 
his attention. None was too important to cause him the 
least dismay in attempting its accomplishment. The vet- 
erans had no better friend. They desired none. 

His endeavors for the veterans did not preclude attention 
equally considerate toward all others. His every constitu- 
ent found him always ready to serve them as well. 

As a member of the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, he was brought into contact with the problems of Wash- 
ington and its people. To his office there was almost an 
unending procession of those who turned to him in matters 
of their own concern. His earlier experience in the munici- 
pal affairs of his home city gave him a broad understanding 
of what was needed and of how to meet the need. Whether 
friend or stranger made the call, the same courtesies were 
extended and none failed from lack of attention or sym- 
pathy on his part. He served men for their benefit and not 
for his own reward. 

One of his sayings was that he “counted that day lost 
whose setting sun found no man’s sufferings relieved or 
wants supplied,” were it possible for him to afford the relief 
or supply the want. 

His attitude of mind toward the many he served was 
manifested in his support of measures and policies in mat- 
ters of legislation. His was not the restricted view that 
government and the assistance of government were intended 
only for the aggrandizement and advancement of the few, 
but for the welfare of all. So he thought, and so he voted, 
and the roll calls of his lifetime found him so recorded. 

The life and activities of this kindly, unselfish man and 
public servant brought hope, cheer, and encouragement to 
thousands. He was one who loved his neighbor as him- 
self, and his rewards were the satisfaction and gratification 
which he obtained in the happiness of others. He well 
deserved the riches of confidence and affectionate regard in 
which he was held in the hearts of all who knew him. To 
other generations and other times his name and fame will 
be passed on by those who had the pleasure of knowing him 
and of his service. 


EDGAR RAYMOND KIESS 


Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, to-day our thoughts turn with 
reverence to the departed Members of this Congress, and I 
wish in my humble way to pay tribute to EDbean RAYMOND 
Kıess, one of Pennsylvania's most stalwart sons. Mr. Kress 
was held in the highest esteem by all who were privileged to 
know him. He was a devoted friend, a wise counselor, a 
gentleman, a kind husband, and devoted father. In his 
sudden and untimely death on July 20, 1930, this great coun- 
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try of ours, the State of Pennsylvania, and particularly the 
sixteenth congressional district, have suffered a distinct loss. 
Had he lived until March 4 next he would have represented 
his district in Congress for 18 consecutive years. 

The major portion of his life was devoted to public service. 
He represented his district in the State legislature for six 
years, and in 1912 was elected to Congress, where he con- 
tinued public service without interruption. ` His record of 
service to his country and his devotion to the affairs of his 
native State will stand in the pages of history as a token 
of his ability, courage, and fidelity to duty. He was a man 
of sterling integrity, sound judgment, faithful to every trust, 
and devoid of desire to bring glory to himself because of 
responsibility shared with his coworkers. He was tender 
and sympathetic toward his fellow men and made due 
allowances for the faults of human kind. His desire for 
harmonious cooperation and achievement of purpose was 
outstanding. He was loved by all who knew him intimately 
for his goodness, kindness of heart, and ever-ready response 
to the call of duty and service. The life of Encar R. Kress 
stands in the memory of those in the community in which 
he lived as a monument to a gentleman and good citizen. 
I have never known a man of such kindness and rare pa- 
tience, of such untiring effort where duty called, and it 
was in that devotion to duty and service to his fellow men 
that he found himself when the end came. 

In the death of Encar R. Kress the country has lost an 
able Congressman; Pennsylvania has lost a valuable leader; 
his constituents have lost a faithful public servant; and I, 
his successor, have lost a great and true personal friend. 
Were it the will of God, and mine to do, I would return him 
to continue his mission in life. 

I can not say, and I will not say, 

That he is dead.—He is just away! 

With a cheery smile, and a wave of the hand, 
He has wandered into an unknown land, 
And left us dreaming how very fair 

It needs must be, since he lingers there. 

And you—oh, you, who the wildest yearn 

For the old-time step and the glad return— 
Think-of him faring on, as dear 

In the love of There as the love of Here. 


Think of him still the same, I say; 
He is not dead—he is just away! 


Mr. DARROW. Mr. Speaker, an old Latin proverb, when 
translated, reads: 
Concerning the dead, speak nothing but that which is good. 


It is not difficult to carry out this injunction when we 

refer to our late colleague, Hon. Encar R. Kress. 
- Epcar R. Kress was a very likable man—sensible, reason- 
able, and dependable; and honored and respected by all who 
knew him. He was my personal and political friend, and I 
will cherish his memory so long as life lasts. Our association 
was always cordial, congenial, and companionable. 

Mr. Kress had already served one term when I became a 
Member of Congress, and from the time of our first meeting 
he commanded my admiration and respect, which grew into 
a lasting friendship. 

His was a busy and active life. He had a long and hon- 
orable career in the public service. His reelection upon 
reelection, with but little opposition, was ample evidence of 
the high esteem in which he was held by his constituency 
and the confidence they so willingly imposed in him. In 
Congress he was recognized as a man of exceptional ability, 
and I consider it an honor to have had the privilege of 
serving with him. 

I mourn his loss sincerely, but, with his family and friends, 
console myself with the reflection that his labors have not 
been in vain. He has left a record worthy of any man. 


Mr. BEERS. Mr. Speaker, it is a privilege and an honor 
to join in paying tribute to the life, character, and memory 
of our departed friend, neighbor, and colleague, Hon. EDGAR 
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R. Kss, whose kindly spirit, gentle nature, and warm hos- 
pitality endeared him to all who knew him. 

The beginning of my acquaintance with him was shortly 
after my election to the Sixty-eighth Congress in 1922. 
During that summer he invited the members of the Penn- 
sylvania delegation and their families to be his guests for 
several days at his summer home at Eagles Mere, Pa. 
Friendships were formed at that time that have lasted 
through the years of my service in Congress. 

It was my privilege to serve with him on two committees, 
Printing and Invalid Pensions, and through this association 
with him I found him to be a hard worker and painstaking 
legislator. He served with courage; he took his work seri- 
ously, and went into every question presented with a thor- 
oughness of a trained business man. I have heard him say 
that the Government was the greatest of all business insti- 
tutions, and one of its chief functions was to so conduct its 
affairs that every citizen shared equally in its blessings and 
benefits. He was of a quiet nature in his conduct in the 
House. He always assumed a clean-cut position on questions 
before the House, and never hesitated upon what his duty 
was toward his State and country. He possessed a high 
sense of duty, and gave to the people of his district and of 
the Nation a loyal and patriotic service. He loved the peo- 
ple who honored him with their confidence, and those people 
loved him in return, as was readily shown by his continuous 
terms of service. They will miss him as we miss him here. 
He came to the end of his earthly pilgrimage full of honors, 
and much beloved by all who knew him and were associated 
with him. } 

He was my personal friend and I was his; and as one who 
deeply regrets his death, I pay my sincere tribute to his 
memory. 


Leaves have their time to fall, 
And flowers to wither at the north wind’s breath; 
But thou hast all seasons for thine own, O Death! 


Mr. McFADDEN. Mr. Speaker, EDGAR RAYMOND KIESS 
was born, reared, educated, lived, worked, and passed away 
in the State of his nativity, Pennsylvania.. The hurrying 
months have come and gone until the circle of years has 
been well-nigh completed since first we met here. Mean- 
while death has invaded our membership all to frequently, 
and but recently it has “laid its pallid hand upon the 
strong man ” and the strong man “is fallen and the flashing 
eye is dim.” Whenever a friend or a relative is taken away 
men are accustomed to pause for a short time from their 
daily activities; some mourn in silence, some give expression 
to the sad sighing of their hearts in words of sorrow that 
fall from their lips, and some there are who for a moment 
reflect upon the significance of birth, the meaning of life, 
and the mystery of death. And yet the problem remains 
unsolved. Whenever a colleague or an associate or one who 
has attained distinction passes away there rises a duty which 
the living owe to the dead. In the discharge of that duty, 
solemn as it is, we are met here this day. Epcar RAYMOND 
Krgss was my neighbor. He came from my State. He was 
my associate upon the floor of this House. He knew many 
of my acquaintances. We have strolled the streets of this 
city together at different times. We often exchanged views 
upon important pending legislation and on varied subjects. 
He was my friend. I grew to know the man, his methods, 
his purposes, his opinions, and his worth. His education, 
his wide range of duties in civil life, his participation in the 
halls of legislation of his State and his country gave him a 
great fund of information of inestimable value in equipping 
him for the serious work upon which he entered Congress. 

He brought to the investigation of any subject under con- 
sideration a trained mind. His arguments were logical, 
forceful, his statements concise, and his judgments sound; 
his mental processes were rapid, his industry intense, his 
integrity was unquestioned, his character above reproach, 
and that, after all, is the best asset a man can have. He was 
resolute and firm in his convictions. His reputation was not 
confined to the boundaries of his own district; it extended 
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far beyond. He was a most potent factor in the delibera- 
tions of the House and a commanding personality therein. 
His voice, his wisdom, his judgment, and his experience will 
be greatly missed in the solutions of those perplexing and 
vexing economic, and social problems which have already 
risen above the horizon of our national life. Some men 
like so to live that when they have gone they will þe 
held in loving remembrance by those whom they have left 
behind; some there are who like so to work that when the 
last dread summons comes they may know that the influence 
and the results of good deeds wrought here may be projected 
far into the future. Our colleague has secured both of these. 
He lived as though he were to die to-morrow, and he worked 
as though he were to live forever. His labors are finished, 
his life is ended, the door was open, he crossed its threshold; 
he is absent but not forgotten. 

To-day we mourn the loss of a trusted associate taken 
away in the full vigor of life, when for him there seemed 
to be in store many years of useful service. His family 
can hardly realize that the one to whom they looked for 
guidance in every crisis is no more. Business men, pro- 
fessional men, strong men in every walk of life mourn his 
departure and realize that he filled a place, gained by his 
own indomitable energy and will, which will be difficult to 
fill. Here in the presence of death all enmity and discord 
cease, and through the gloom men look out on life with a 
new realization that no one can know nor foretell the hour 
when through the twilight and the dark we swiftly pass 
from this to endless life. 

Citizen, -business man, statesman, father, husband, friend, 
the record is written and well written; and on memory’s 
altar will ever glow a wealth of love and affection for one 
who through life was loyal to home and country and 
measured up to the full stature of man. 


How well he fell asleep! i 

Like some proud river widening toward the sea; 
Calmly and grandly, silently and deep, 

Life joined eternity. 


Gone, the light and glory of the day, 
Here, the solemn silence of the night, 
There, the faith that ever leads the way, 

Faith which visions endless light. 


Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I am familiar with no 
ceremonial more beautiful or appropriate than the one 
which we this day are engaged in observing. We renounce 
for the moment the busy activities of official life, and we 
pause to contemplate the character of our departed friend, 
and to record our estimate of the enduring virtues which 
he exemplified. I was introduced to Mr. Kress upon my en- 
trance into the House, at the convening of the Sixty-fifth 
Congress, and, since we were near neighbors in committee 
and on the floor, an acquaintance which might otherwise 
have remained casual ripened into what I am fond of be- 
lieving was a friendship mutually agreeable and sincere. I 
appreciated at once the exceptional qualities of his in- 
tellect; and as daily association afforded opportunity for 
accurate judgment I became more and more impressed with 
the consummate abilities he possessed. He never aspired to 
prominence in the ordinary business of the House. With 
abundant capacity for the most important public service, 
his modesty constrained him to allow to others all that 
conspicuous display which attracts the admiration of the 
world outside. His equipment for the duties which devolved 
upon him was ample, but he had none of the assurance 
which often enables mediocrity to overshadow excellence in 
the public esteem. He was sane of mind, sound of heart, 
sweet of spirit, pure of soul. 

Epcar Raymonp Kress died in the midst of his labors and 
honors and at a time of his greatest influence and usefulness 
in the world. 

Sorrowful tasks are from time to time imposed upon every- 
one. There is none, however, more mournful than that of 
perusing the records of the lives of those whom we have 
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known, or the duty which compels us to utter in public our 
words of praise and affection for the friends, the compan- 
ions, the long-trusted ones, who have gone. These are the 
sad milestones which are placed along the passage of time 
with a fearful certainty and an unsparing equality of dis- 
tribution. These trials, however, must be faced as we look 
into the eyes of fate or listen to its knocking at the door. 
It is for us to meet them seriously, yet in the right spirit, 
without empty and helpless lamentation. 

I counted him whom we mourn to-day as my friend. He 
was a man of fine literary instincts and tastes, a veritable 
scholar in politics. No one could help but be impressed 
with his placid dignity, his serenity, his patience, and his 
quiet courage. 

He was of a gracious presence, of a refined and gentle 
nature, and a man of much higher ability than was ac- 
credited him. He was never given to self-exploitation, but 
those who knew him best had no difficulty in discerning the 
excellent capacity which had given him throughout his busy 
life such a large measure of success and such a host of 
friends who mourn him to-day. 

It seems to be the fashion now to decry legislators and 
all men who appear in a representative capacity. Councils 
of cities, legislatures of States, Senates and Congresses at 
the National Capital, none are immune as bodies, at least, 
from the public switchings which are daily administered in 
many of our magazines and newspapers. We shall wait a 
long time, however, before we shall find any form of elec- 
tion which will represent as truly the will of the people as 
did the district in Pennsylvania which sent EDGAR Kress as 
its Representative in Congress. In his ability, patriotism, 
and high, unquestioned, unblemished character he was an 
ideal representative of the best aims and wishes of the 
people, and without ostentation or sound of trumpet re- 
corded his vote from day to day as he believed for their 
highest good. 

We Americans take great pride in our country, and 


“nowhere is patriotism more intense. We never hesitate to 


give expression to our love of country under all conditions, 
and yet sometimes we seem to be singularly distrustful of 
ourselves and almost void of self-confidence in judging of 
our own work. 

This man performed most patriotic services. In the high- 
est sense he was a public servant. In Congress he expressed 
the will of the people. To a man like this our country, and 
especially his own Commonwealth, owes a large debt not 
merely for his lifelong labors but for the example he set 
and the dignity that he gave at all times to the public 
service. 

But all earthly work must end. Humanity is a procession. 
Our words of farewell to a fellow workman should not alone 
be those of grief that man’s common lot has come to him, 
but of pride and joy for all the good he has accomplished. 
Men so weave themselves into their hour that, for the 
moment, it seems as though much will be interrupted when 
they depart. “ One generation passeth away, and another 
generation cometh; but the earth abideth forever.” The 
progress of the race goes on, and we realize in every step 
more and more its upward purpose. If we and all things 
are not working together for good, if our life is but a breath 
exhaled and then forever lost, our work means little. 

Since our duty to-day is not only to pay tribute to the 
dead but to cheer the living, may we not say to the loved 
ones left behind: 

Early parting is the bitterest experience of human life. 
Death is the dawn of morning. 


The dawn will be eternal life, 
Eternity will see the glad reunion. 


CHARLES MANLY STEDMAN 


Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker and Members of the 
House, I desire to submit a few words of homage and respect 
to the memory of Hon. CHARLES M. STEDMAN, one of North 
Carolina’s truly great and useful men. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


The subject of this address was born in Pittsboro, N. C., 
January 29, 1841, and died in Washington on September 23, 
1930. He was a graduate of our State university and volun- 
teered and enlisted as a private in the War between the 
States. He served under General Lee during the entire war 
and was wounded three times; was with General Lee when 
he surrendered at Appomattox; was a lawyer by profession, 
and one of the most successful members of the bar in North 
Carolina; was lieutenant governor of our State for four 
years; was twice a candidate for the nomination of governor 
and only defeated in each instance by a slight margin. 

Major Stepman and I entered the Sixty-second Congress 
at the same time, March 4, 1911, and served together con- 
tinuously until the day of his death. During this long 
period no Member from any section of the country served 
his people more faithfully or with a higher degree of dis- 
tinction, nor did any Member make a larger contribution to 
the pride and dignity of the House of Representatives. 

Major StepmMan was untiring and indefatigable, at all 
times looking to the best interest of his district and of the 
Nation, and his 20 years’ service in the Congress of the 
United States was a fitting climax to his long and useful life. 

The “imperial” fifth district of North Carolina is one of 
the greatest industrial districts of the Nation, also one of 
the largest in population. Though advanced in years when 
he entered the House of Representatives, no Member was 
more diligent and faithful in attending the sessions of the 
House and his committee meetings; in fact, no one with 
whom it has ever been my honor to serve has rendered a 
higher order of conscientious, constructive service than 
Major STEDMAN. 

On Wednesday, January 29, 1930, I delivered a short 
address in the House on the occasion of Major STEDMAN’s 
eighty-ninth birthday, which I desire to herewith append 
as part of my remarks: 


Mr. DoucHToN. Mr. Speaker, I have asked the indulgence of the 
House for a brief period to call attention to the fact that this is 
the eighty-ninth anniversary or birthday of our distinguished 
colleague and beloved friend, Major STEDMAN, of North Carolina. 

Major SrepMan and I entered this body simultaneously in the 
Sixty-second Congress and have served continuously together since 
that time. During these 19 momentous years no Member of this 
body has served with greater distinction or higher degree of 
fidelity to the public welfare than Major STEDMAN. Neither has 
any Member contributed more to the pride, dignity, and honor 
of the Republic or rendered a finer quality of patriotic service in 
every sense of the word. He typifies the highest type of American 
citizenship. Whether as a private or major serving under the 
immortal Lee in that unfortunate struggle between the States or 
as an able and honored member of the bar of North Carolina 
or holding many high and important public offices in his native 
State or as a Member of this body for so long a period of time, he 
has by his great ability, courtly manners, conscientious devotion to 
duty, his assiduous and untiring energy rendered a service that 
has commanded national recognition, approval, and admiration. 

The words “gentleman” and “statesman” are sometimes used 
formally and carelessly, but in no individual whom it has ever 
been my privilege to know are those words more fully exemplified, 
typified, and personified than in the life of our honored and 
beloved colleague, Major STEDMAN. [Applause.] Never selfish or 
provincial in his consideration of public matters, never even stop- 
ping to inquire how any question would affect his individual wel- 
fare or district, but the only consideration by which he is ever 
guided and controlled is, Is it right and will it promote the gen- 
eral welfare? Duty is ever his guiding motive. 

I know it is deeply regretted by every Member of this body as 
well as the entire country that Major Srepman has decided not 
to again be a candidate for Congress. So insistent and deter- 
mined were his constituents and the country that he continue his 
work here that he had to make three separate and emphatic 
statements that he would not again be a candidate before his 
decision would be accepted and before anyone in his district 
would become a candidate to succeed him. Major STEDMAN feels 
and those nearest and dearest to him feel that he is entitled to 
a much-needed rest, and that it would be more conducive to his 
well-being and happiness to spend the remaining years of his 
life after the expiration of his present term among his North 
wo friends free from the duties and responsibilities of public 

ê. 

I have often heard Major SrepmMan express his deep sense of 
gratitude for the many courtesies shown him by every Member 
of this House, and especially by our able and impartial Speaker. 
He is one of the most appreciative men I have ever known. 

It is my sincere wish, as I know it is of the membership of this 
House and the entire country, that health and happiness may be 
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vouchsafed to you, Major Srrp max, for many years yet to come, 
and that when your life's work is concluded you may hear a 
welcoming voice from the distant shore saying. Come, ye blessed 
of my Father, inherit the kingdom prepared for you from the 
foundation of the world.” [Applause, the Members rising.] 

Mr. Srepman. Mr. Speaker, I desire to thank my friend [Mr. 
DovuGuton] for his kind words. [Applause.] 


Mr. TEMPLE. Mr. Speaker, under the general leave 
granted to all Members in connection with the memorial 
exercises to our deceased colleagues, I include the following 
resolution adopted by the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


HON, CHARLES M. STEDMAN 


Memorial resolution upon the death of Hon. CHARLES M. STEDMAN, 
adopted by the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of 
Representatives February 27, 1931 


In giving expression to their sense of loss in the death of Hon. 
CHARLES M. STEDMAN, the Foreign Affairs Committee desires to 
pay tribute to the many years of illustrious service which their 
departed colleague has given to his State and country. 

There is added to the respect and esteem which his long and 
faithful career earned, from all who were associated with him, 
an especial sentiment attaching to the fact that in the passing 
of Major STEDMAN the House of Representatives bids farewell to its 
last veteran of the War between the States. 

He served the Southland in time of war with wholehearted 
devotion, and at the close of the conflict served the Union with 
a loyalty and patriotism of the highest order. 

Holding him in affectionate remembrance, the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs orders a copy of this memorial to be communicated 
to Major Srepman’s family, with an expression of its deepest 
sympathy with them in the great loss which they have sustained. 

RUTH BRYAN OWEN, 

S. D. MCREYNOLDS, 

Morton D. HULL, 
Subcommittee. 

Attest: 

FRANK S. CISNA, 
Clerk Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, under the permission 
given to me to extend my remarks upon the life and char- 
acter of Hon. CHARLES MANLY STEDMAN, late a Representative 
from North Carolina, I feel that a beautiful tribute written 
by a former editor of my district, Col. Joseph E. Robinson, of 
Goldsboro, is more appropriate than anything that I could 
say. Colonel Robinson’s tribute is as follows: 


The lament of the prophet who was King in Jerusalem that 
“Man goeth to his long home, and the mourners go about the 
streets” finds an echo in our sad hearts to-day as we gather in 
the memorial service to pay our spoken tribute to the memory of 
our revered and beloved friend, the late lamented Maj. CHARLES 
MANLY STEDMAN, of North Carolina, who during his long service 
as a Member of the House of Representatives so demeaned himself 
with courtesy to all and with such innate sagacity and patriotism 
as to win the love and admiration of every Member of the House. 

A volunteer soldier of the Southern Confederacy, on the very 
lintels of young manhood he gave valiant service throughout the 
entire four years of that memorable struggle. He was first at 
Bethel, furthest at Gettysburg, and last at Appomattox, and 
between these eventful epochs he was three times dangerously 
wounded on fields of valor, where brave men on both sides faced 
death and heroes fell, 

Under the magnanimous parole of General Grant to General Lee 
and the remnant of his valiant army of the gray, Major STEDMAN 
returned to his native State, and with a fealty and perseverance 
that proved his patriotism, his loyalty, and his untarnished honor, 
he devoted himself to the rehabilitation of his native State, and 
lived to receive and hold even to the purpling twilight of an 
unusually long life the highest honors of its people, and the spon- 
taneous love of all who knew him, so that it may be said of him 
in the words of the poet Goldsmith— 


“And, all his prospects brightening to the last, 
45 His Heaven commences ere the world be passed.“ 
d now— 


What meed of tribute can the poet pay 

The soldier but to trail the ivy vine 

Of idle rhyme above his grave to-day 
In epitaph design? 

Or wreaths with laurel words the icy brows 
That ache no longer with a dream of fame, 

But pillowed lowly in his narrow house, 
Renowned beyond the name. 

The dewy teardrops of the night may fall 
And tender morning with her shining hand 


May brush them from the grasses green and tall 
That undulate the land 
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Yet song of peace nor din of toil and thrift, 
Nor chanted honors, with the flowers we heap 
Can yield us hope the hero’s head to lift 
Out of its dreamless sleep. 
And now in tribute to the form at rest 
In his last camping ground let’s strew the bloom 
And fragrance of the flowers he loved the best— 
In reverence o’er his tomb.” 


Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of my colleague, 
Hon. Tuomas S. MeMiLLax, of South Carolina, I am offering 
this too brief tribute to a brave soldier, a noble citizen, a 
wise legislator, and a refined and honorable gentleman. 

Mr. Speaker, under general leave to extend remarks, I 
desire to place on the permanent records of the Congress my 
great admiration for the personal character and public sery- 
ices of the late CHARLES MANLY STEDMAN, of North Carolina. 

Major STEDMAN was beloved by every Member of Congress. 
All parties and Representatives of all sections have united in 
attesting their devotion to him. It was, therefore, fitting 
that a chapter of the Children of the Confederacy should be 
named in his honor, and, accordingly, such chapter was 
organized by Mrs. Charles Fisher Taylor, and in that con- 
nection I here print a copy of the resolutions adopted by 
that chapter on March 4, 1931. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., March 4, 1931. 
Hon. THOMAS S. 


MCMILLAN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Mr. McMLLaN: Will you please offer the following to the 
Members of the House of Representatives to-day as a final tribute 
to the late Congressman CHARLES MANLY STEDMAN in recognition 
of his services to his country: 

“To-day, March 4, 1931, being the day on which the services of 
the late Maj. CHARLES MANLY STEDMAN, of North Carolina, in the 
Congress of the United States would have terminated, due to his 
own desire to retire, had he not been called to the Great Beyond, 
we, the charter members of the Major Charles M. Stedman Chapter, 
Children of the Confederacy, Washington, D. C., desire to honor his 
memory by dedicating our young lives to perpetuate the brave 
deeds and valor of this noble American statesman and Confederate 


soldier. 
“Serene LUTREL SMITH. “ CARLYLE PAUL BRENNEMAN. 
“Berry LOUISE MANN. “ WILLIAM PAUL BRENNEMAN. 


“ MARTHA BELLE BUCHANAN. “ MARY FRANKLIN GRAHAM. 
“Ray M. CLARKE. 
“ ROBERT L. SWARINGEN. 
“ MARJORIE SMITH. 
“ IMOGENE SMITH. 


“ Honorary associate members: Gen. W. A. Smith, commander 
North Carolina Division, United Confederate Veterans; Hon. Hugh 
J. Phillips, Mrs. Adolphus W. Wells, Miss Fannie Wolfson, Mrs. 
John M. Wilcox, Mrs. Fisher Taylor Ayer, and Capt. A. S. J. 

ams 


W. ` 
This chapter was organized by Mrs. Charles Fisher Taylor in 
the historic George W Inn, W: n, D. C., where 
Major SrepmMan spent the last years of his life, as an auxiliary to 
the Asha Faison Colwell Williams Chapter, United Daughters of 
the Confederacy.” 
Gratefully yours, Mrs. CHARLES FISHER TAYLOR. 


Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, we are to-day paying respect 
for the last time in this Hall to the representative of a fate- 
ful era in American history, CHARLES MANLY STEDMAN. His 
forefathers were the pioneers of American civilization, they 
had written its organic law and they knew how to construe 
it, they loved every letter of this law and they revolted at its 
wrongful interpretation and could not tolerate indifference 
to it. When called upon to justify their faith human his- 
tory is aghast at their fortitude and bravery—the world will 
never see it surpassed. 

When the calm and enlightened judgment of mankind, 
after the passions of the day have passed away and shall be 
buried with the gallant and noble-spirited men who fell on 
both sides in that gigantic fratricidal struggle between the 
States of this Republic, shall be pronounced, as it doubtless 
will be, upon the right or the wrong of that mighty contest, 
it will be rendered in favor of one side or the other not 
according to results but according to the right involved in 
the issues presented. 

CHARLES MANLY STEDMAN Was never a secessionist, no more 
than Robert E. Lee or Alexander H. Stephens; he interpreted 
the Constitution as the vast majority of those who made it 
did; his paramount duty was to his State. He was a North 
Carolina contribution in its endeavor to sustain its interpre- 


" ENOCH JASPER VANN, 3D. 
“Nancy WELLS VANN. 
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tation of the Constitution. This State, North Carolina, as 
long as human yalor shall find a lodgment in the soul of this 
Nation, may point with exultant pride to its soldiers’ un- 
matched bravery on Cemetery Ridge, at Gettysburg, and to 
its battle unit which was first to break through the Hinden- 
burg line on the battlefields of France. 

The Articles of Confederation, 1778, were an agreement 
between the several States for the purpose of vou 
their political existence and to secure mutual protection. 
That the young Republic was groping along in weakness was 
evident to the master minds of that age; it became necessary 
to adopt our present organic laws, our Constitution; this 
was declared to be a compact between the same sovereign 
States which had entered the Confederation in order to 
“form a more perfect Union.” No State or unit ever in- 
tended to surrender its sovereignty; had it been understood 
that a State could not withdraw from the compact whenever 
it deemed it advisable, not one State would have ever ratified 
this Constitution. 

Mr. Webster’s interpretation of our Constitution—that it 
was not a compact between the States but a solemn contract 
between or among all the people of the several States and 
that it could not be annulled save by a revolution—saved the 
Union and this Republic; it could have only been justified 
by expediency and was finally and fully settled in his favor 
at Appomattox. This Nation is evidently now willing to 
abide this settlement, and I think that it is also willing to 
concede that whatever errors were committed in the final 
interpretation of this great question, the real object of those 
who resorted to secession as well as those who opposed it 
was not to overthrow the United States but to perpetuate 
the principles upon which it was founded. 

Major STEDMAN was superb in almost every human charac- 
teristic; he was as handsome a man as ever sat in the Halls 
of Congress; his mind was so acute and inclusive that he 
could, even after he had reached the age of 80 years, memo- 
rize in a few minutes the context of any speech or document 
he had prepared. But it was not alone his handsome 
physique and brilliant mind which marked him a leader of 
men; the spirit within him endeared him to his fellow men— 
he was brave, chivalrous, and unselfish; he made and kept 
his friends because of his own sincere devotion to them, 
and they felt honored to bestow upon him, a lifetime of 
exalted position and a career of unstinted adulation. Maj. 
CHARLES MANLY STEDMAN, the soldier whose cause was lost; 
the participant in “the greatest civil war known in the 
history of the human race,” the din of its conflict was heard 
around the world, and people of all nations were spectators 
of the scene; the public servant who never prostituted his 
office or betrayed his constituents; and, above all, the gen- 
tleman with a background of many generations renowned 
because of its tender and gentle and brave spirit; this Hall 
and this Government bids you a fond farewell; your like 
shall not be seen here again. 


WILLIAM CICERO HAMMER 


Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of 
the House, I was honored by the widow of Hon. W. C. 
Hammer by being requested to speak for the North Caro- 
lina delegation in Congress at the funeral of Mr. Hammer, 
held in Asheboro, N. C., on Sunday, September 28, 1930. 
I desire to append as my remarks on this occasion the 
address delivered by me at that time, also the address of Hon. 
Josephus Daniels, former Secretary of the Navy, on the same 
occasion. 

TRIBUTE BY MR, DOUGHTON 

I deem it a privilege as well as an honor to have this oppor- 
of adding my feeble tribute of affectionate esteem and 
admiration to the life and character of my beloved friend and 
colleague, W. C. Hammer. I know, however, that no. words I can 
employ can yp og and fully describe my own very high esti- 
mate of the true worth and value of our deceased citizen and 


friend. This vast congregation of people, coming from all sec- 
tions of North Carolina and some from outside of our State, 
testify more impressively to the wide circle of the friends of the 
deceased and the great appreciation the public had of him than 
anything I can say. 


1931 


I have been requested by the family to speak a word on behalf 
of the North Carolina delegation in Congress relative to the char- 
acter and services of our much-loved colleague who was suddenly 
taken from us by the unrelenting hand of death. 

To me personally I must say that the death of Mr. HAMMER was 
a very distinct and very great personal loss. My acquaintance 
with him up to the time he entered Congress 10 years ago had 
been limited, though I had often heard about his work and his 
worth and of his able and capable services as State solicitor and 
United States district attorney. But he had been in Washington 
but a short time until an intimate friendship grew up between 
us which became stronger and more binding day by day until the 
hour of his death. I express but the simple truth when I say that 
Mr. Hammer was not only admired but dearly loved by each and 
every member of the North Carolina delegation, and that his circle 
of admirers and friends not only embraced those who served from 
North Carolina but extended to Representatives from all sections 
of the country. I have often heard members from other States 
express their great admiration of his ability and his integrity. 

The National House of Representatives is one place where a man 
is estimated and appraised at his true worth. A new Member for 
a term or two may be underrated or overrated, but the discrim- 
inating judgment of the House membership as a whole soon 
diagnoses a Member's true worth and value. I know whereof I 
speak and use no words of exaggeration when I say that Mr. 
Hammer had a very high rating in Washington as a national leg- 
islator. His distinguished services in Congress are embodied in 
the permanent records of our country and will ever be a source 
of just pride, not only to the people of the seventh district but 
to the Nation as a whole. No one, not even the critic, could ever 
point to any act or vote of W. C. Hammer's that was not dictated 
by what he believed to be for the best interest of his country. 
To be a successful Member of Congress one must broad 
knowledge, especially of the public affairs of our country; he must 
be industrious and in love with his work and interested in the 
welfare of the people; he must possess fidelity—that is, the faith- 
ful and careful observance of every duty; he must be unselfish. 
All of these virtues Mr. Hammer possessed to a large and rare 
degree. 

The doctrine of justice and fairness to all men was Mr. Ham- 
meEr’s inherent creed. He never faltered in a public or private 
duty, and that is one distinct reason why his loss is mourned and 
his worth treasured and esteemed by grateful people throughout 
the length and breadth of the State and Nation. 

I have known many good men who were not great and many 
great men who were not good, but few men have I known who 
were like Mr. Hammer in that they were both great and good. 
He was endowed with a marvelous intellect and he had a great 
passion for his work in the service of the people. He labored in- 
cessantly and indefatigably night and day to serve his constit- 
uents. In fact, I have reason to believe that his health was 
broken by his assiduous and unceasing labors in behalf of his 
people and his country. I know that he remained in his office 
late hours at night working and studying in order that he might 
be informed and prepared to faithfully and effectively deal with 
the many intricate and perplexing problems incident to his public 
duties. He was diligent in his committee work, which is one of 
the very important responsibilities of legislative service; he was a 
faithful attendant upon the sessions of the House, frequently 
engaging in the debates, and what he had to say was always 
illuminating and interesting. 

One of the outstanding characteristics of Mr. Hammer, as I 
knew him, was his religious loyalty to his friends. It has never 
been my privilege to know any man who excelled him in this 
in ts Mr. Hamner is dead or has passed away, but his memory 
will ever live in the hearts and affections of those who had the 
privilege and pleasure of knowing him and being the beneficiaries 
of his true and loyal devotion and fidelity. My acquaintance with 
him will ever be one of the outstanding and precious treasures 
and pleasures of my memory. 

He was a man of force and conviction, and nothing on earth 
could swerve him or cause him to deviate from what he conceived 
to be the path of duty. He was always true to his church, his 
country, to his friends, and to duty as he saw it. His sympathies 
were with the humble and lowly of humanity. He was simple in 
his habits, unassuming in his manner, considerate of the feelings 
of others, and especially and emphatically a man of the people, and 
the people loved and trusted him as they did few men. Now 
that he has been taken from our midst, one who was a servant, 
guide, and leader of his people in his day and generation, let us 
all hope it was mercifully granted unto him that as he passed from 
the temporal and earthly to the heavenly and eternal that he saw 
the radiant lights of the celestial city and was greeted by the 
music of the eternal morn. May our Heavenly Father send his 
grace and consolation to comfort the sorrowing widow and the 
bereaved relatives and friends. 


TRIBUTE BY MR. DANIELS 


Writing of Lord Palmerston, a gifted essayist said, “He was the 
typical John Bull, possessing all his traits, his prejudices as well 
as his virtues.” When the illustrious Vance died, a like tribute 
was paid to him. Vance was in very essence North Carolina, the 
gift of the mountain section to the State and the Nation. You could 
not think of Vance as having been born or trained in any other 
environment. Like the lofty mountains, the first object upon 
which his infant eyes rested, he had granite and the solidity of 
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character which endure. Like the flow of the mountain streams, 
the first music that fell upon his infant ears, Vance had the merry 
ripple that brightened and sweetened life, Likewise, if we trace 
the life and deeds of WILLIAM CICERO Hammer, we find that he was 
no cosmopolitan, no man of the world, but that he typified this 
county, this congressional district, and this Commonwealth. Its 
past, a part of his forbears, was dear to him; its present, which 
he had helped to make, was his joy and happiness; its future of 
assured greatness gave him pride. “A man he seems of cheerful 
yesterdays and confident to-morrows.” 

His love indeed took in his whole country, but his deepest and 
strongest passion was centered here in this county of sterling 
people; in this church where his hope of immortality was born; 
in yonder courthouse, where he ministered at the altar of justice; 
in his editorial sanctum hard by, where he sought to guide public 
sentiment into the channels of usefulness and righteousness. 

WILLIAM Cicero HaMMER was the product of the spirit of Ran- 
dolph County. Here he was born, here his heart beat in unison 
with that of his countrymen, and here, near the spot where his 
eyes first beheld a fair land, he came when the life sands poured 
slowly to find a painless and peaceful end. He had traveled far 
from his country home. He had become a State figure and he 
was honored in the Nation’s Capital. But always and everywhere 
he incarnated the simple virtues and love of the soil and regard 
for neighbors, characteristic of the people of the county he loved 
and served with whole-hearted devotion. He journeyed in his 
youth to Maryland to complete his education, but he came back 
home to bestow upon his county whatever of knowledge and lead- 
ership he had garnered. He was called to, high judicial station, 
and won wide and deserved approval by the high courage he dis- 
played in the great office to which he brought fidelity and ability. 

He won commendation by the sort of devotion to public duty 
ingrained by Randolph tradition and Randolph teaching. e 
counsels of his party his advice was sought. It was the counsel 
of conservatism, of prudence, of justice and equality, the flower 
of Randolph's sense of order, and of fundamental democracy. 
In Congress he championed with zeal and power those measures 
which he believed would promote the weal of the average man. 
He was aroused to indignation only toward those who would 
advance favoritism and those who would slam the door of equal 
opportunity in the face of the aspiring many. The guaranty of 
equal rights was to him a religion. 

He was a servant of his constituents, a servant in the noble 
sense that calls all high men to place their talents and powers 
under contribution to those who can not plead their own cause. 
The honors which he won in Congress had value to him chiefly 
when his course found approval by his home folks. 

This county has produced sun-crowned men, but the product 
has never lost sight of the path of duty and rectitude. Typical 
of Randolph's leaders may be mentioned Braxton Craven, whose 
heart was with the people near him, and his crowning ambition 
was by better educational advantages to help them to rise with 
him; or Lemuel S. Burkhead, who narrowly missed the bishopric, 
carrying the gospel first to those in his neighborhood and then 
to broader fields; or Jonathan Worth, governor in crucial days, 
whose Quaker qualities shown in a notable administration, dis- 
tinguished for tenaciously and wisely holding the rudder true in 
a changing world; John Milton Worth, illustrating financial 
probity and wisdom as the State's treasurer and in the develop- 
ment of industry; and other equally strong men of like solidarity 
and worth whose names and deeds give Randolph its proud place 
in the galaxy of North Carolina counties. 

Among these illustrious names there shines to-day, and will 
shine to-morrow and all the to-morrows, the honored name of 
WILLIAM Cicero Hammer, who incarnated the sturdy virtues in- 
digenous to Randolph County, and that simplicity and freedom 
from parade which are the hall mark of his countrymen. 

“When I die,” said Queen Mary, “ you will find Calais written 
on my heart.” Love of home and home folks, devotion to the 
soil from which he sprang, comradeship with the friends of youth 
and mature years, with a passion for public service—these were 
engraved on the heart of WILLIAM CICERO HAMMER as he passed 
from labor to rest. 


Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Speaker, it was my pleasure to be 
acquainted intimately with Hon. WILLIAM C. Hammer and to 
know him as a man and as a public servant. 

He was a real human being, with sympathy for the unfor- 
tunate and admiration for the intelligent. He was out- 
spoken for what he thought was right and never trimmed 
sail to opposition. 

He was always courteous but had no patience with evil. 
His was a noble soul inspired with a zeal to legislate for the 
good of the whole people, and especially for his beloved 
North Carolina. I sat next to him on the great Judiciary 
Committee of the House, and we consulted often on matters 
requiring our attention. 

He was diligent and possessed a bright mind. We all 
miss him and his chair at the committee table is vacant, 
but I know we will meet again in the supreme court of the 
universe, where no injustice can be done, 
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CHARLES FORREST CURRY 

Mr. LEA. Mr. Speaker, our late colleague, Hon. CHARLES 
Forrest Curry, was born at Naperville, Du Page County, Ill., 
March 14, 1858. He was descended from a long line of pio- 
neers. His direct ancestors settled in the Colonies prior to 
the Revolutionary War. They and their descendants pressed 
westward from the eastern coast as the pioneer line advanced 
with America’s expanding territory. 

The maternal grandfather, Leonard Lucky Kimball, was 
indeed a California pioneer. He arrived there in 1846, two 
years before the gold discovery, three years before the 
famous gold rush, and four years before California, without 
any Territorial probationary period, was admitted into the 
Union full grown as a State. 

Our deceased colleague was a son of Charles Henry Madren 
Curry and Emma Jane (Kimball) Curry. The father died 
in San Francisco in 1897 and the mother in Sacramento in 
1912. 

Mr. Curry’s education was acquired in the common 
schools, the Episcopalian Academy at Mineral Point, Wis., 
through private tutors, and one year’s attendance at the 
University of Washington at Seattle. 

In 1872, when a boy of 14 years of age, he moved with 
his parents to Seattle, Wash., and in the following year 
to California, where he established his residence for the 
remainder of his life. 

Mr. Curry’s residence in California was in San Fran- 
cisco. In his early years in our State he engaged in agri- 
cultural pursuits, including stock raising, lumbering, and 
the mining business. 

In 1891 Mr. Curry married Lillie Alice Siperly, of San 
Francisco. Of this union two children were born, Charles 
Forrest Curry, jr., and Miss Florence Alice Curry, both of 
whom now survive their father. He is also survived by a 
sister, Mrs. Ann Minnie Peterson, and two nephews, Leonard 
Charles Curry and Emmett James Peterson. The son re- 
cently had the high honor of being elected to Congress as the 
successor of his father. í 

Mr. Curry was a member of Washington Lodge, No. 20, 
Free and Accepted Masons, of Sacramento, Calif.; Sacra- 
mento Aerie, No. 9, Fraternal Order of Eagles (charter mem- 
ber and first aerie president); Sacramento Lodge, No. 6, 
Benevolent and Protective Order of Elks; Lambda Chapter 
of the Phi Sigma Kappa Fraternity; member of Henry W. 
Lawton Camp, No. 1, United Spanish War Veterans, Val- 
lejo, Calif. 

He served one term as a member of the Assembly of Cali- 
fornia, having been elected in 1887. He was admitted to 
the bar of California in 1888, but did not choose the law 
as his life work. In 1890 he was appointed superintendent 
of Station B post office in San Francisco and served four 
years. He resigned this position to run for county clerk 
of the city and county of San Francisco, to which office he 
was elected and served one term of four years. 

In 1898 Mr. Curry was elected secretary of state of the 
State of California, and served for three terms of four 
years each, retiring voluntarily in January, 1911. In the 
administration of this office he introduced many innova- 
tions for its more efficient and satisfactory conduct, and 
became one of the best-known men in public life in Cali- 
fornia. 

In 1910 he was a candidate for Governor of California. 
In 1911 he was appointed building and loan commissioner 
by the governor of our State. In 1911 he was appointed as 
a representative of the Panama-Pacific International Expo- 
sition to the Pacific Coast and Intermountain States. In 
this capacity he was markedly successful in securing from 
the legislatures and governors of those States authoriza- 
tions and funds for their participation in the Panama- 
Pacific International Exposition in San Francisco in 1915. 

In 1912 Mr. Curry was elected as a Representative in 
Congress from the third district of California to the Sixty- 
third Congress. He thereafter served continuously in that 
capacity without substantial opposition until his death, 
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which occurred here at Washington Friday, October 10, 1930. 
At the time of his death he had been renominated by all 
parties for reelection to the Seventy-second Congress. 

Perhaps the outstanding accomplishment of Mr. Curry 
in Congress for the benefit of California was Sacramento 
River fiood-control legislation. Mr. Curry secured an ap- 
pointment as a member of the Flood Control Committee 
when it was originally organized in February, 1916. Prior 
to that time he had given much earnest and skillful atten- 
tion to the problem, preparing the way for the organiza- 
tion of this special committee, as well as for the ultimate 
adoption of flood control of the Sacramento River as a Fed- 
eral project. This was not a routine accomplishment se- 
cured, as a matter of course, by pursuing established methods. 

The inclusion of the Sacramento River project was a de- 
parture from the flood-control program of the Federal Gov- 
ernment. The Mississippi River had been practically the 
sole object of the Federal Government’s flood-control pro- 
gram. Against strong and conservative opposition the Sac- 
ramento Valley was given its place in the program. Mr. 
Curry brought to this effort all his initiative, diplomacy, 
courage, tenacity, and practical understanding of congres- 
sional methods. From being almost alone in his fight, in a 
remarkable way he developed a cooperation and support 
that resulted in the placing of Sacramento Valley in the 
program of 1917, and which ultimately resulted in legisla- 
tion by the Sixty-ninth Congress under which the Federal 
Government assumed a responsibility of over $17,000,000 in 
executing this vast project at an expense of $51,000,000. 

The fiood-control problem in the Sacramento Valley had 
its genesis in the romantic gold period and its reckless hy- 
draulic mining. The débris filled or obstructed the channel 
of the Sacramento River and its tributaries for more than 
100 miles. The streams left their beds and became a fright- 
ful menace to one of the most productive valleys in the 
United States. Thousands of homes and millions of acres 
were affected. 

The completion of the flood-control program will give 
protection against floods to these people in their homes and 
lands. Mr. Curry’s responsible aid and support of this great 
project has become part of the history of the Sacramento 
Valley of California. His name will be associated with this 
accomplishment forever. 

The 18 years which Mr. Curry spent in Congress were 
active and fruitful years. He gave of his time and energies 
to countless matters in which the people of our State were 
interested and enumeration of them or a portrayal of the 
extent to which he served his State through these activities 
is impractical and impossible. It was a form of service of 
which there is no adequate measurement. Some of the 
accomplishments particularly connected with his name may 
be mentioned. 

He was the champion, advocate, and defender of the Mare 
Island Navy Yard. The site of this yard was selected by 
Admiral Farragut for the United States prior to the Civil 
War. In the intervening decades since that time the yard, 
grounds, buildings, machine shops, and other facilities, at 
an expense of $50,000,000, have been developed to a high 
state of efficiency. The proposal to establish a naval base 
in the lower San Francisco Bay was looked upon by Mr, 
Curry as an attempt to scrap eventually the facilities at 
Mare Island. With jealous regard for that institution, with 
dogged tenacity and skillful diplomacy, he thwarted what 
he regarded as this menace to the future of Mare Island 
Navy Yard. To this cause he gave of his strength to the 
last degree. His understanding of congressional methods of 
procedure and his generalship, with his ability to guide his 
cause among the conflicting currents of congressional ac- 
tivities and interests, at that time made the result possible. 

Mr. Curry secured enactment of legislation providing for 
a deep-water channel—24 feet in depth—from Stockton to 
the sea. This channel opens up the productive inland San 
Joaquin Valley to modern ocean-going vessels. He secured 
a 35-foot channel to the important war and peace time 
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industries of the north San Francisco Bay area. This chan- 
nel is more or less a forerunner of industrial development 
that will eventually be located on the upper San Francisco 
Bay to a vast extent. 

Through his efforts a minimum 10-foot river channel was 
secured to the site of Sacramento, on the Sacramento River, 
100 miles from San Francisco. Through barges and modern 
river transportation the vast productive area contributory 
to Sacramento is afforded the benefits of cheap water trans- 
portation. Mr. Curry’s activities in connection with water 
transportation also included a proper channel and turning 
basin for the Mare Island Navy Yard. 

Mr. Curry was the author of the act which granted per- 
mission to the Southern Pacific Railroad to bridge the 
Strait of Carquinez, thus saving from one to two hours in 
railroad transportation to the coast. It was also with his 
assistance that a permit was secured from the War Depart- 
ment for a highway bridge over the strait, thus bringing 
the bay area much closer to northern California. 

Mr. Curry was author of a bill which proposed the forma- 
tion of a department of national defense, with three coequal 
branches—the Army, Navy, and the air. This bill and the 
public interest it inspired contributed to that public opinion 
which finally recognized the necessity of an adequate air 
defense of the United States. Mr. Curry’s advocacy of that 
idea, and of the organization of our defense which he pro- 
posed, materially contributed to the advancement of the 
Army and Navy air programs, and the establishment in the 
Department of Commerce of an aeronautics branch dealing 
with civilian aviation. 

From 1919 until his death Mr. Curry served as chairman 
of the Committee on Territories of the House. He took a 
deep interest in special matters belonging to the jurisdiction 
of his committee. He made a report to Congress on which 
legislation was finally based authorizing the construction of 
the Alaska Railroad. He took an important interest in 
other legislation looking to the development of Alaska. It 
is probable that if Mr. Curry had enjoyed better health he 
would have taken a still more active and useful part in the 
affairs of that Territory. He was physically deprived of the 
opportunity to give Alaska the service he desired. 

He sponsored legislation intended for the rehabilitation 
of the Hawaiian race and the development of that Ter- 
ritory. 

Mr. Curry had a keen mind and was a student of public 
affairs. While he was secretary of state he was the author 
of a compilation of the United States Constitution and the 
constitution of the State of California. He was the author 
of numerous articles in magazines on political and eco- 
nomic subjects. He was the author of Alien Land Laws and 
Alien Rights and Anthropology of the Japanese Race. 

It would be a very inadequate review of the career of Mr. 
Curry in Congress that would confine attention to his activ- 
ities concerning only the affairs of his district and State. A 
Member’s political success is so frequently determined by 
his relation to his district matters that we are prone to 
overlook the broader and more important service that a 
Member of Congress may perform for his country as a whole. 
Mr. Curry had qualities that added to his worth as a na- 
tional representative. He had an understanding of history 
and of government that furnished a constant background 
or chart for his attitude on governmental questions. He 
had a definite philosophy of government. He had an un- 
derstanding of the functions of government, and his career 
in Congress was marked by a logical consistency and pur- 
poseful attitude on public affairs. 

Among all those who represented California in this body 
Mr. Curry has a distinctive place. He had much more than 
an ordinary equipment for the functions of a Congressman. 
He inherited the pioneer qualities of initiative, courage, per- 
sistence, ruggedness, and the disposition and ability to meet 
misfortune and defeat uncrushed and unconquered. He was 
long schooled in public life before he came to Congress. He 
knew the diplomacy of public life. He knew the practical 


psychology of men. He learned the congressional machine. 
He had industry and adaptability. He was undismayed by 
temporary defeats. He understood the weaknesses of demo- 
cratic government. He might become impatient with delay 
but still pursued his pathway to the end. 

Mr. Curry was appreciative. He was quick to resent an in- 
justice or an injury. He was unforgetful of kindnesses. His 
promise was sure to be kept to the letter, without evasion or 
fiinching. He was outspoken in his viewpoint of public ques- 
tions. He hated sham and deception. He loathed dema- 
goguery. If he was unwilling to take an action or support a 
measure as requested, he would promptly state his position 
to those who solicited his aid with surprising frankness and 
candor. He would probably tell his visitor the reasons for 
his attitude, which ordinarily such a person would learn 
only by surmise or by whispers from friends. Much of his 
effectiveness in Congress was due to the fact that he refused 
to give his time and energies to many of those debatable 
purposes by which the time of so many Members is con- 
sumed. His sanity, his stability, and his reliability were 
qualities that went far in establishing him in that splendid 
prestige he enjoyed in the House. 

The qualities of Mr. Curry can not be fully understood 
without recognizing the physical impairment from which 
he suffered during the last 14 years of his life. Perhaps 
no day in those 14 years had he been free from pain. 
Every day he worked with an impaired body, much of the 
time with a physical handicap that would have broken the 
spirit and defeated the purposes of most men. In all those 
years there was never an hour nor a minute that his duties 
and his mission to serve his district, State, and country 
were not his dominating motives. Even when confined to 
the four walls of his room his mind and affections were in 
the Sacramento Valley; they were in the committee where 
he worked; they were in the Capitol of the Nation where 
Congress met, Members and friends came to his sick bed 
and took away a determination to help carry on his work 
and purposes. 

California has had many worthy sons in this body, doubt- 
less she will have many more in the future. California 
and this Nation are worthy of all and more than her sons 
are able to give. Our colleague, whose memory we now 
honor, performed a service here of lasting benefits to his 
State, of credit to his people, and to his own everlasting 
honor. 


Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I have served in this House 
for 24 years. During this long period of time I have had the 
pleasure and the honor to serve with approximately 2,000 
gentlemen, but I do not recall one whom I have held in 
higher esteem than the gentleman from California, Mr. 
Curry, whom we so sadly miss, and whose acquaintance I 
made shortly after he became a Member of this House. 

In my recollection there was no man more courageous and 
devoted to his duties than he. Because of his splendid 
qualities and his great ability he rose to be a very influential 
Member of Congress in a shorter space of time than any 
other man whom I can now recall. 

And although in his later years unfortunate illness pre- 
cluded his customary activity on the floor of the House, I 
nevertheless feel that there are very few men who have 
equaled his accomplishments for his district and his people. 

Not only was his influence great in this body, but I know 
from personal knowledge that he could, in his own charac- 
teristic way, obtain more from the departments than could 
most Members. 

Because of his splendid qualities, his courageous activities, 
and his broad and liberal views, he was respected and loved 
by all. In his passing not only his district and the State of 
California but the Nation has lost a valuable Representative 
and legislator. 

Of him it can be truly said— 

His life was gentle, and the elements 


So mix’d in him, that Nature might stand up 
And say to all the world, This was a man!” 
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Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, CHARLES Forrest CURRY 
was one of California’s outstanding citizens. Having set- 
tled in that State in his early years, practically the entire 
period of his mature life was devoted to the service of his 
State and the Nation. How well he rendered that service 
is attested by the regularity with which he was promoted 
to higher honors by the people for whom he labored. From 
a modest inception his career as a public servant ripened 
with the years into one of distinguished service and the 
high honors which were his reward for a work well done. 

The period of CHARLES Forrest CURRY’s life in California 
was the period of much of the great development of that 
State. Those were the years of the builders, and among 
those builders none was more courageous, more devoted, or 
more faithful to the great work than was the man whose 
memory we honor to-day. He believed in his State and its 
future, and so believing he gave his best to bring its great 
destiny to a full realization. 

He loved his country and its Constitution, and with con- 
scientious zeal he was ever ready to defend their integrity 
and protect them against open or insidious attack. He was 
a true patriot, a typical American. 

CHARLES F. Curry was a man of strong character. He 
had decided opinions and was ever ready to declare them. 
He courageously espoused the right and as bravely con- 
demned the wrong. A character such as his was bound to 
make its possessor outstanding among his fellow men. 

He was a true friend. He was loyal. He was generous, 
and many a life has been made happier because of the 
warmth of the friendship of CHARLES Forrest Curry. 

To-day California joins with the Nation in mourning the 
passing of a faithful citizen, a devoted public servant, and 
an outstanding man. 


Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, in 1915, while a member of the 
Indiana commission to the Panama-Pacific Exposition held 
at San Francisco, Calif., it was my good fortune to meet and 
become acquainted with Julius Kahn, John I. Nolan, and 
CHARLES F. Curry. 

Each of these gentlemen was then a Member of this 
House, and each of them while still a Member of this House 
passed to the Great Beyond. CHARLES F. Curry was the last 
one of the three to cross the bar. 

When I came to Washington as a Member of the Sixty- 
fourth Congress, Mr. Curry was one of the first Members 
that I met. We renewed our acquaintance that soon ripened 
into a friendship that remained unbroken to the end. His 
friendship was a possession worth while; it was true and 
without alloy. There was no sophistry in his make-up. 
Mentally honest, plain and frank in speech, there was no 
mistaking where to find him with reference to any matter 
of public importance. A man of strong convictions, his con- 
victions being founded upon reason and good judgment. He 
had had a vast and varied experience in public affairs before 
he came to Congress, filling many offices of honor and trust 
in the State of California. Through this schooling in public 
affairs, and by reason of native ability, he came into this 
broader field of action splendidly equipped to serve the peo- 
ple of his district and State. He served them well and long, 
and as a fitting tribute to this service he is entitled to have 
inscribed upon the stone that marks his last resting place, 
“Well done, good and faithful servant.” A man of rare 
courage, he had no fear of life and he could have had no 
fear of death. When it came to release him from pain and 
long suffering, death was the golden key that opened the 
palace of eternity, there to rest his weary body while his soul 
took its flight to the God who gave it. He died as he 
lived, a man. 


Mr. FREE. Mr. Speaker, Hon. CHARLES Forrest Curry 
passed to the Great Beyond in the city of Washington, D. C., 
on October 10, 1930, and in his passing California has lost 
one of its outstanding citizens and one of its ablest Repre- 
sentatives in the Congress of the United States. 
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Mr, Curry was born at Naperville, Du Page County, II., 
on March 14, 1858. He was the son of Charles Henry Mad- 
ren Curry and Emma Jane (Kimball) Curry. His maternal 
grandfather, Leonard Lucky Kimball, was a California 
pioneer, having arrived in California in 1846. 

Mr. Curry was a descendant of a long line of pioneers, 
his direct ancestors not only settling in the Colonies years 
prior to the Revolutionary War, but with the push of civi- 
lization westward, went well in advance of the western 
movement and settled our western frontiers. 

He attended the common schools and the Episcopal 
Academy at Mineral Point, Wis., and studied one year at 
the University of Washington at Seattle, Wash., and later 
received instruction under private tutors. He was ad- 
mitted to the bar in San Francisco in 1888. 

He removed with his parents to Seattle, Wash., in 1872, 
and to San Francisco, Calif., in 1873. His father died in 
San Francisco, Calif., in 1897, and his mother in Sacra- 
mento, Calif., in 1912. 

Mr. Curry led a varied life. Rather early he engaged in 
agricultural pursuits, and the cattle, mining, and lumber 
business, but he had a natural love for politics, accompanied 
by a very keen and analytical mind for the analysis of 
political questions. 

In 1887 he was elected to the Assembly of the California 
State Legislature and served one term. In 1890 he was ap- 
pointed superintendent of Station B post office in San Fran- 
cisco, where he served for four years, resigning to become a 
candidate for county clerk for the city and county of San 
Francisco, to which position he was elected in 1894, serv- 
ing a term of four years. He left this position to become a 
candidate for the position of secretary of state, to which 
position he was elected in 1898, and served in that capacity 
for 12 years, voluntarily retiring in 1911. He had been a 
candidate for Governor of the State of California in 1910, 
but was unsuccessful. After his retirement from the office 
of secretary of state, he was appointed building and loan 
commissioner of the State of California in 1911, and at the 
same time was named as California’s representative to. the 
Panama-Pacific International Exposition to the Pacific 
Coast and Intermountain States for the purpose of getting 
those States to provide funds for participation in that ex- 
position, which opened in San Francisco in 1915. In 1912 
he was elected to the Congress of the United States from 
the third district of California, and seryed continuously in 
the Congress up to the time of his death. 

In addition to his services on various committees he was 
selected for the position of chairman of the Committee on 
the Territories of the House of Representatives in 1919, and 
continued as chairman of that committee until the close of 
his earthly career. 

As a Member of the Congress, he was particularly active 
in advocating an adequate national defense and the proper 
development of aeronautics and aviation as a part of that 
defense. He early advocated the organization of a depart- 
ment of national defense, with three coequal branches— 
Army, Navy, and air—and was very largely responsible for 
the authorization of the Army and Navy program of air 
defense, and the establishment in the Department of Com- 
merce of an aeronautical branch in charge of civilian avia- 
tion. 

He championed flood-control legislation, was an original 
member of the Committee on Flood Control of the House of 
Representatives, was instrumental in securing legislation 
providing for the flood control of the Sacramento River, a 
project costing $51,000,000, of which $17,600,000 is to be 
spent by the Federal Government. The millions of fertile 
acres of productive land and the millions of dollars of prop- 
erty protected from destruction by flood will remain as per- 
petual monuments to his foresight. 

He was also active in securing legislation providing for a 
deep-water channel from the city of Stockton to the sea, 
thereby opening the inland San Joaquin Valley to ocean- 
going vessels. Largely through his efforts a channel of 
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35-foot depth was secured for the upper San Francisco Bay 
area, which is one of the greatest industrial centers of the 
State of California. He was instrumental in securing a 
minimum 10-foot river channel to Sacramento for the trans- 
portation of commerce to and from that city, and secured a 
proper channel and turning basin for the use of ships going 
to the Mare Island Navy Yard. 

It was largely through his efforts that legislation was en- 
acted which permitted the construction of the Southern 
Pacific Railroad bridge over the Strait of Carquinez, which 
means a saving of from one to two hours in railroad travel 
to and from the Pacific coast. He was also exceedingly ac- 
tive in securing a permit from the War Department for the 
erection of a highway bridge over Carquinez Strait, thereby 
bringing the bay area hours closer to northern California. 

As chairman of the Committee on the Territories he was 
exceedingly active in sponsoring legislation on behalf of our 
Territories, and in compliment to him the town of Curry, on 
the Alaska Railroad, carries his name. 

He was the author of Alien Land Laws and Alien Rights 
and Anthropology of the Japanese Race, and was the com- 
piler of the work on the Constitution of the United States 
and of the State of California, and wrote numerous articles 
in magazines on political and economic subjects. 

He was a member of Washington Lodge, No. 20, Free and 
Accepted Masons, of Sacramento, Calif.; Sacramento Aerie, 
No. 9, Fraternal Order of Eagles (charter member and first 
aerie president); Sacramento Lodge, No. 6, Benevolent and 
Protective Order of Elks; Lambda Chapter of the Phi Sigma 
Kappa Fraternity; member of Henry W. Lawton Camp, No. 
1, United Spanish War Veterans, Vallejo, Calif. 

Mr. Curry was indeed an unusual character. He was 
always honest, straightforward, and sincere. No man nor 
woman can say that he ever deliberately deceived them. He 
was exceedingly frank in all of his dealings. He studied the 
problems that came before him as a legislator carefully, 
made up his mind as to what was the right thing to do, and 
then defended his position fairly and honestly and earnestly. 
He hated duplicity and held no respect for the political 
trimmer. He felt that public questions should be determined 
on their merit and not by political influence. 

He was a sincere and loyal friend, and never hesitated to 
assist any friends who were in need. 

He was a patient sufferer for many years, having been 
injured in an automobile accident a long time prior to his 
death, and spent much time in pain and suffering, but with- 
out complaint. For years he carried on his duties uncom- 
plainingly when those of us who knew him best knew that 
he was doing so despite extreme physical suffering. 

He was extremely kind to young men, and never lost an 
occasion to assist a young man in establishing himself in 
life. When I was first elected to Congress I sought and 
received advice and assistance from him which was in- 
valuable to me, and I prized his judgment on public and 
political matters and will always cherish the intimate asso- 
ciation which I was privileged to have with him over a period 
of many years. 

CHARLIE Curry, as he was popularly known, is no longer 
with us, but he has left behind cherished memories. He 
will always be known as a loving husband and father, a 
true friend, and an able statesman. California has lost in 
him one of its outstanding citizens. 

He married Lillie Alice Siperly in 1891 in San Francisco. 
Of this union were born a son, Charles Forrest Curry, jr., and 
Miss Florence Alice Curry, who survive him. He is also sur- 
vived by a sister, Mrs. Anne Minnie Peterson, and two neph- 
ews, Leonard Charles Curry and Emmett James Peterson. 


Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, it was my pleasure to know 
personally and very well our late colleague, CHARLES F. 
Curry. Since I have been a member of this House I have 
served with him on a committee of which he has been 
chairman for a number of years. 

Mr. Curry never espoused a cause unless he was sure he 
was right, and he was always positive and clear in his posi- 
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tion on matters before him; always kind and considerate, but 
ever firm in his convictions of the right. He had the esteem, 
confidence, and respect of every Member of the House, and 
he well earned this confidence by his frank and courageous 
adherence to the right. 

He faithfully served his constituents in this House for 
nearly 18 years. Though frequently in ill health, he con- 
tinued to serve with a courage and determination most un- 
usual. He never permitted anything to lessen his service to 
his constituents and to the country. While lying on a sick 
bed he frequently directed the work before him and never. 
complained of any ailment further than to say he would be 
all right. 

I think I have never known a man under such circum- 
stances of ill health with the cheer and great courage of 
Mr. Curry. He made friends easily because he was always 
afriend. His word was never questioned. He had that old- 
fashioned rugged honesty, and this was outstanding in his 
public and private conduct. 

In the death of Mr. Curry I have lost a long-time and 
true friend; this House has lost one of its most valuable 
Members; his constituents and the people of the country 
have lost a most valuable legislator. 


Mr. SWING. Mr. Speaker— 


To all earthly things there is a beginning and to all an end, 
save only man; the fiesh withers and turns to dust but the soul 
lives on. The morning-glory lifts its head from dark sleep at 
dawn, follows the course of the sun, smiling happily on all of 
nature, till evening comes to find it drooping to slumber once 
again. So it is with man; and if it is in another sphere he 
awakens on the morrow, it is a better sphere. 


With this beautiful thought Mr. Curry began his tribute 
to his colleague and fellow Californian, the late John 
Arthur Elston; and how better can I refer to the departure 
of his own spirit than to say as he said, that the morning- 
glory that lifted its head from sleep at dawn drooped to 
slumber as evening came, to awaken on the morrow in a 
better world. 

What a splendid life our colleague lived—so full of action 
and accomplishment; and yet if you want to know of his 
successes, if you want to know of his honors, if you want 
to know of the offices that were bestowed upon him by his 
county, his district, his State and Nation, you must get it 
elsewhere than from him. With typical modesty and witha 
natural dislike for show or pretense he for years allowed 
nothing else to go into the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp than the 
mere recital of his name, party, and residence, followed by 
the simple statement, “ Elected to the Sixty-third and each 
succeeding Congress.” 

And yet he was deeply appreciative of the honors con- 
ferred upon his by his constituents. Referring to the privi- 
lege of serving in Congress, Mr. Curry said on the occasion 
of the death of his colleague, Hon. Henry Z. Osborne: 

To be elected by a constituency as its Representative in Con- 
gress is one of the greatest honors that can come to an American. 
But to represent a constituency term after term ably, acceptably, 
and well, forgetful of self-interest and with an eye single to the 
welfare of the public, is achieved by few. 

How aptly that language describes the faithful service Mr. 
Curry gave his State and Nation for nearly 18 years—yes, he 
was faithful unto death. The long illness that afflicted him 
wasted his physical strength but did not dim the vigor and 
brilliance of his intellect, and from his sick bed he gave his 
constituents greater service than many Members are able to 
give when well. 

But his constituents knew him, loved him, and appreci- 
ated his worth. His last home-coming saw a turnout in 
tribute to him by the grateful city of Sacramento, greater 
probably than was ever paid any other man. Out of 104 
who have been honored by California with membership in 
the House of Representatives, only one, the late Julius 
Kahn, saw a longer service than Mr. CURRY. 

For six years, as the dean of the California delegation, 
he gave freely of his time, counsel, and assistance to the 
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younger members, promoting at all times harmonious co- 
operation for whatever was for the upbuilding of any part 
of the State. 

There was another side to Mr. Curry’s life which lay deep 
within. A born fighter, a hard hitter, a good hater of evil 
and sham though he was, there burned a light in his soul 
and in his long days of confinement and suffering he had 
time to commune with God. It mellowed him and softened 
his spirit; likewise it comforted and sustained him during 
that trying period and prepared him to accept the inevi- 
table with resignation. 

I well recall the earnestness and conviction with which he 
spoke at the memorial services of the late Lawrence J. 
Flaherty, when he expressed his faith in God and immor- 
tality of man. His own soul spoke when he said: 

If all there is of existence is this earthly life of trial and 
trouble and tribulation, of sorrow and sin, of health and sick- 
ness, of joy and grief, of success and failure—if it is only a narrow 
isthmus between the shores of the boundless oceans of two eterni- 
ties of oblivion, then one might well say of life— 

“Man hath a weary pilgrimage 
As through this world he wends.” 


But we know, "It is not all of life to live, nor all of death to 
die.” As Longfellow says— 


“There is no death! What seems so is transition: 
This life of mortal breath 
Is but a suburb of the life elysian, 
Whose portal we call Death.” 


Job is supposed to be the oldest book in the Bible, and Job 
asked the question— 

“Tf a man die, shall he live again?“ 

And later answered the question by saying: 

For I know that my Redeemer liveth, and that He shall stand 
at the latter day upon the earth; and after my skin, even this 
body is destroyed, then without my flesh shall I see God, whom 
I shall see for myself, and mine eyes shall behold and not 
another.” 

Modern science accepts as a fact the first words in the Bible— 

“In the beginning God created.” 

And the greatest scientists say all science can do is to try to 
interpret and apply the laws of God. Scientists can not create 
matter nor life. They can mold, develop, and use them, but not 
call them into being. 

“ Whoever plants a seed beneath the sod 
And waits to see it break away the clod, 
Believes in God.” 


What Mr. Curry said of Mr. Flaherty was likewise true of 
himself, for he too had— 

An unshaken faith in the goodness of God and in the immor- 
tality of the soul; that belief strengthened him and helped him 
bear with equanimity, courage, and Christian fortitude his painful 
sickness and sustained him in his hour of death. 

I can close with no better words to describe our colleague’s 
character and virtues than to use his closing tribute to our 
late colleague, John I. Nolan, for Mr. Curry truly— 

Was one of the most courageous and kindliest of men. Always 
ready to fight for the right as he saw the right, always ready to 
help those who needed help, and always ready and willing to doa 
kindness, he was tireless in doing good. He spent himself and 
sacrificed his life for others, and when he passed the shores of the 
dark river of death he was undoubtedly welcomed on the eternal 
shore of peace and bliss with the greeting: 

“ Well cone. i koon good and faithful servant; enter thou into the 
joy of thy Lord 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, in the passing of Hon. 
CHARLES FORREST CURRY the Congress lost a Member whose 
record of service to his district, his State, and Nation pre- 
sents an example worthy of our study and emulation. This 
record was outstanding in close application to official duty, 
and aggressive action to carry forward for consideration 
and favorable action the projects essential for the welfare 
of his State, where national interests were involved noa 
legislation by Congress essential. 

The Member of Congress is fortunate who may — 
identified with and become a leading factor in the enact- 
ment of legislation for projects of national importance and 
also of vital interest to his own State and congressional 
district. 
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The Member of Congress must by virtue of industry, 
ability, and established confidence among his colleagues 
achieve and retain leadership in respect to such projects in 
order that favorable legislative action may be secured. 

Congressman CHARLES F. Curry and his record of achieve- 
ments furnish a striking example of this, 

During my first term in Congress the conclusion was 
reached that a separate committee should be created deal- 
ing with the problems of flood control. It was my good 
fortune to be selected as a member of this committee, and 
it was there that my pleasant and cherished associations 
with Mr. Curry, who was also a member of the committee 
from the State of California, began. Hon. Benjamin G. 
Humphreys, of Mississippi, was the first chairman of the 
Committee on Flood Control. The two problems of out- 
standing importance coming for first consideration by the 
committee were the controlling of floods in the alluvial valley 
of the Mississippi River and on the Sacramento River, Calif. 

Mr. Humphreys, who had previously served on the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and who was recognized by 
all as an outstanding authority on flood control, immedi- 
ately became the directing force in the preparation of the 
flood control act of March 1, 1917, in so far as it dealt with 
the problem of flood control on the Mississippi River. Like- 
wise that portion of the act providing the legislative plans, 
including the approval and adoption of the flood-control 
project on the Sacramento River, Calif., was in the main 
the handiwork of Congressman CURRY. 

This statement, I feel assured, can be made without de- 
traction from the credit due other members of the commit- 
tee or our colleagues in the Congress for services rendered 
in this the basic step in the inauguration of legislation for 
flood control as a national problem or without suggesting the 
inference that the interest of those who led the way to the 
approval of this legislation was confined to the projects 
adopted. 

The flood control act of 1917 provided in a comprehensive 
way for examinations, surveys, and reports thereof to the 
Congress, with recommendations for controlling flood waters 
on streams and waterways in all parts of the Nation. This 
act since its adoption has been and will continue to be the 
basis for legislation pertaining to flood control. 

Mr. Curry espoused the cause of the people of the Missis- 
sippi Valley in their efforts to secure protection from the 
flood waters of the Mississippi River and its tributaries. He 
joined with them in the contention that such protection 
could only be given by the Nation, and for which there 
existed a national obligation. 

This had been the contention of the valley statesmen for 
more than half a century. The obligation is now recog- 
nized and the work for securing ample protection by the 
Federal Government is now in progress, 

We know that our departed friend deemed it a fortunate 
privilege to be instrumental in such an accomplishment. 
The people of this great section of our Nation will ever hold 
in fond recollection and deep appreciation the services ren- 
dered by him and the Members of the Senate and House 
from the State of California in securing the adoption of 
plans by the Federal Government for the execution of the 
greatest internal project in America. 


Mr. EVANS of California. Mr, Speaker, it would be diffi- 
cult to name a Californian who has been more signally hon- 
ored by his State than was the Hon. CHARLES F. Curry, 
late a Member of this body. It would not be possible to 
name a Californian who was more deserving of these high 
honors than was Mr. Curry. 

Most of his mature life was devoted to the public service, 
and his fidelity to duty and loyalty to principle won for 
him a most enviable place in the hearts of the people whom 
he faithfully served. 

CHARLES F. Curry served his State with distinction in 
the general assembly, as secretary of state, and for a period 
of 18 years as a Representative in the United States Con- 
gress, 
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The people of the State of California were always proud 
of CHARLES F. Corry, both as a citizen and as a public sery- 
ant. They were proud of him as a legislator and gloried in 
his achievement. They were justly proud of his rugged 
honesty, his reputation for severe truthfulness, and his utter 
inability to tolerate hypocrisy. Although burdened by the 
sore hand of affliction during the closing years of his life 
he never failed in his devotion to these characteristic vir- 
tues, nor shirked a responsibility. 

To his sorrowing children and other relatives we tender 
our sincere sympathy. 


Mr. REID of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, to-day has been fit- 
tingly set aside, in accordance with traditions and customs 
of the House of Representatives, in order that we may pause 
in the midst of a busy session to pay tribute to the memory 
of our deceased colleagues who have given up their service 
here for a greater service in the world beyond. 

One of the nine former Members in whose honor we are 
gathered here to-day was the Hon. CHARLES Forrest Curry, 
of California, who passed away in this city on October 10, 
1930, after a long period of illness. Mr. Curry was the rank- 
ing Republican member of the Committee on Flood Control, 
of which I have the honor to be the chairman, and I feel 
that I must give expression not only to my own personal 
feeling of sorrow at the death of my friend but also to 
express the deep sense of loss of our distinguished colleague 
on the committee. 

Mr. Curry was first elected to the Sixty-third Congress in 
the year 1912 as the Representative of the third district of 
California. During the next Congress, the Sixty-fourth, the 
Committee on Flood Control was created, on February 3, 
1916, as a standing committee of the House and given juris- 
diction over all matters pertaining to the control of floods 
throughout the United States. The establishment of this 
committee was largely due to the efforts of Mr. Curry, in 
cooperation with the late Hon. Benjamin G. Humphreys, of 
Mississippi, who was its first chairman. Mr. Curry was 
elected a member of the committee at the time of its crea- 
tion, and served continuously thereon during the next 14 
years. 

The first act for the control of the destructive flood waters 
of the United States, which every year take such an enormous 
toll of human life and property, was reported by the Com- 
mittee on Flood Control during the Sixty-fourth Congress 
and approved by President Wilson on March 1, 1917. That 
act provided for the control of the floods of the Mississippi 
River and of the Sacramento River, Calif., which flows 
through the district represented by Mr. Curry. 

During all of the years of his service on the Flood Control 
Committee Mr. Curry brought to the deliberations of the 
committee an intimate fund of knowledge of the exceedingly 
difficult and intricate problems involved in the question of 
flood control. We, his colleagues on that committee, de- 
pended largely upon his mature judgment and looked to him 
for wise counsel in solving the complex questions of law, 
engineering, and economics involved in the solution of the 
problems presented to us. 

The people of the drainage basin affected by the floods of 
the Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers system owe a vast debt 
of gratitude to Mr. Curry for his labors in bringing protec- 
tion of their lives and property against the devastating flood 
waters, and the people of the great Mississippi Valley are 
likewise indebted to him for his leadership in their behalf. 

During the long months when the committee was consid- 
ering flood-control legislation in the last session. of Congress, 
Mr. Curry gave of his failing strength to guide the com- 
mittee in its deliberations, and spent his life in reckless 
prodigality for the service of his district, his State,/and the 
Nation. 

The great engineering works now being prosecuted on the 
Sacramento and Mississippi Rivers will stand as vast monu- 
ments to the memory of our departed colleague. Hundreds 
of thousands of his fellow citizens will be assured of safety 
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for their lives and their happiness and prosperity increased 
because of his courageous leadership. 

At the first meeting of the Committee on Flood Control 
during the present session, on motion of Mr. Curry’s col- 
league, Hon. PHIL D. Swine, of California, adopted unani- 
mously, the chairman appointed a special subcommittee to 
prepare an appropriate memorial resolution upon the death 
of Mr. Curry. 

The resolution prepared by the subcommittee is as follows: 
MEMORIAL RESOLUTION FOR THE LATE CHARLES FORREST CURRY, REPRE- 
SENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE THIRD DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

Whereas the Almighty Father has seen fit in His wisdom to call 
from this life our colleague, CHARLES Forrest Curry, for many 
years a Representative in Congress from the third district of 
California; and 

Whereas Representative Curry was the dean of the Committee 
on Flood Control, having rendered distinguished service on this 
committee since its creation; and 

Whereas his service to his State and Nation was outstanding in 
its character and accomplishments: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That we, the members of the House Committee on 
Flood Control, express our sorrow at the passing of our friend and 
colleague, and record our sincere appreciation of his valuable serv- 
ices rendered over so many years on this committee and on the 
floor of the House; that a copy of these resolutions be spread upon 
the minutes of this committee, and that a copy be sent to mem- 
bers of the bereaved family. 

W. V. GREGORY, of Kentucky, 

U. S. STONE, of Oklahoma, 

PHIL D. Swine, of California, 
Committee. 

Mr. Curry loved his State, he was devoted to his people, 
he loved his country, and there was no service too hard for 
him, no work too arduous, no day too long to do the work 
of the office to which he had been called. He was devoted to 
the advancement of the country’s interest. He had no 
object in life except to serve his country. 

He was interested in everything that made for the ad- 
vancement of the Nation. He had ideas, he had opinions, 
and the courage to express them. They frequently dropped 
on fertile soil and often resulted in the framing of legisla- 
tion that was advantageous to the country. 

Mr. Curry impressed his personality on the membership 
of this House. He was able to persuade as well as to in- 
struct. He had an integrity all his own. He stood four- 
square to the world; he stood foursquare to every wind that 
blew; he never trimmed his sails to meet the passing breeze; 
he was an American in every particular to which that term 
can be applied. He used his Americanism for the advance- 
ment of the interests of America and for the betterment of 
the American people. He had no other client except the 
Nation. 

He left a record behind him of which we are all proud, of 
which his district and his State have a right to be proud, and 
of which the Nation, too, may well be proud. We do not 
come here to mourn his death. Death is just as natural as 
life. We come and pass through the scene of action, what- 
ever it may be, and pass on; and if, by any chance, we have 
been fortunate to leave behind us some thought that some one 
else, with benefit to the Nation, may take up and carry for- 
ward, then we have been successful in the life to which we 
have been called. If by any chance we have done that 
which calls the attention of the coming generations to the 
worthiness of our action, we have not lived in vain. 

If those who follow us can with benefit to the country 
emulate our example, we have lived a life worth living; and 
when we pass on, although we may be forgotten soon by 
those who are in active service and have other things to 
think of than us, still the work that we did, the views we 
expressed, and the acts that we performed, if they were 
worthy, will leave an impress upon the Nation such as 
will enable it to move forward, to become better, to make 
friends dearer, homes brighter than they ever had been 
before. If we can have enough men of this class, and Mr. 
Curry was one of that class, in the active service of the 
Government, dealing only with the problems that are best 
from their standpoint for the people, we will have a Nation 
that will live and lead in the advancement of humanity. 


5414 


I am one of those who believe that we are to meet again. 
I do not think that we have passed away from contact with 
Mr. Curry. I believe there is another life in which we will 
appear and that we will have contact with those who have 
gone before, where none of the struggles and strifes and 
trials and tribulations which confront us here will dis- 
turb the happiness which we are to enjoy in the life of the 
great future. 

CHARLES Forrest Curry was my friend; I was his; I ad- 
mired his courage and fidelity, his ability, his integrity, his 
patriotism; I revere his memory. I congratulate the coun- 
try on the record of his achievements. He has gone to his 
reward. He is at rest from his labors; may he rest in the 
peace to which his life record entitles him. 

He has left his family the greatest heritage that man can 
bestow—the record of a good, clean, and wholesome life, and 
that of an honorable and useful citizen. Nowhere on that 
record can be found written the word “ failure.” What more 
could mortal man do? 


Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Speaker— 
None knew him but to love him; nor named him but to praise. 


Rest thee, CHARLES Forrest Curry! There is no prouder 
name in the annals of the State of California; none more 
worthy of our homage. We revere thy virtues and honor thy 
memory. 

With the death of CHARLES Forrest Curry California lost 
one of its most distinguished citizens and beloved characters. 
He was intellectual, able, fearless, forceful, logical, and keen, 
but kindly, courteous, charitable, and considerate. 

Nature endowed him with many of her choicest gifts. He 
had a splendid physique. His build and graciousness of 
carriage were unusual—tall and picturesque. He had a 
magnetic personality, a charming twinkle in his eye, and an 
inborn geniality that was akin to genius. His all-pervading 
good nature made him a welcome addition to any group. 

He had all the fire, all the directness of speech, and all the 
qualities of simplicity of form and straightness of thought 
which have made for the greatness of the leaders of the 
West. He never made an effort that he himself did not 
believe in. He was a bold and valiant fighter for whatever 
he believed to be right. His philosophy was: 

This above all: to thine own self be true, And it must follow, as 
the night the day, 

Thou canst not then be false to any man. 

He commanded respect, merited friendship, and achieved 
distinction in both his State and Nation. He was honored by 
his fellowmen because of his great talent and sterling char- 
acter. “It can be said of him when he departed, he took a 
man’s life with him.” 

No name has been more closely linked with the achieve- 
ments, progress, and great development of the State of Cali- 
fornia, and for a longer period of time, than that of CHARLES 
Forrest Curry, for from 1887, when he first entered public 
life, to the date of his death in 1930, his career was one of 
continuous, brilliant service to his State. As a member of 
the California State Assembly, as superintendent of the San 
Francisco post office, as county clerk of San Francisco 
County, as secretary of state of California, as building and 
loan commissioner of California, as representative of the 
Panama-Pacific International Exposition, and as Representa- 
tive in the United States Congress from California, he left 
outstanding accomplishments that have become part of the 
history of his State and county. 

His industry was indefatigable and his patriotism and 
devotion to duty unimpeachable. No task was too hard and 
the word “failure” was not in his vocabulary. He dealt 
with public affairs and governmental problems in a practical 
way, and had the courage of his convictions. You could 
always find out where he stood on any public question, and 
it was not necessary to go around the next day to see if he 
had changed his mind. He was frank, open, and honest in 
all things. He was close to the people—believed in their 
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rights and espoused their cause. He sowed that others 
might reap. 

In his duty to his family he was just as conscientious as 
he was to his public—a devoted and loving father; an affec- 
tionate brother. Truly it may be said of him: 

This was the noblest Roman of them all. 

He only, in a general honest thought 

And common good to all, made one of us. 

His life was gentle, and the elements 

So mix’d in him that Nature might stand up 
And say to all the world, “ This was a man!” 

No monument of marble is necessary to perpetuate his 
memory among his people. The conscientiousness of his 
unselfish service and gratitude for his devotion to their in- 
terests have implanted in their hearts a love of his memory 
more enduring than any shaft of stone. 

Mr. Speaker, CHARLES Forrest Curry was my friend and 
I mourn his passing. 


Mr. WELCH of California. Mr. Speaker, it is my sad 
privilege to join with my colleagues to do honor to the 
memory of the late Hon. CHARLES Forrest Curry, who laid 
down his burden of life and entered into eternal rest on 
October 10 last. 

My friendship with Mr. Curry, extending over a period of 
40 years, will always stand forth as a bright spot in my life 
and as an inspiration. No man was more sincere in his 
friendship, nor more willing to extend a helping hand. It 
was my privilege to know him, and I cherish the memory 
of that privilege. 

Early in life he dedicated himself to the service of the 
people with no thought of personal aggrandizement or per- 
sonal gain. But his great ability and his constructive vision 
were not to be denied, and he rose through sheer merit 
steadily upward to the high position in the councils of the 
Nation he held when the grim reaper took him. His record 
as a public official, extending for 43 years, is a monument 
to him that will never crumble. 

Firm in his convictions, he always battled for that which 
he thought was right, and never swerved from his path, 
however rocky or beset with apparent dangers it might be. 
In his code of life there was no middle ground or room for 
equivocation. He was the very soul of honor. Though ag- 
gressive in battle and strong of will, he was kindly, ever 
ready and willing to hear a grievance and redress a wrong 
for those less fortunate than he, no matter how humble they 
may have been. I knew no man who took more pleasure 
in aiding the helpless and friendless. His door was always 
open. Those seeking assistance would always find in him a 
friend and counselor. 

Mr. Curry bore no malice toward anyone. Neither was 
he revengeful. His acts were motivated upon the golden 
rule. And reliance, without question, could always be placed 
upon his word. 3 

As he earned the trust and faith of the people of Cali- 
fornia so he earned the honor and respect of his colleagues 
during the 18 years he served his district in the House. His 
district contained more diversified interests than any other 
congressional district in the country, and he was mindful of 
each and every one of those interests, watching their devel- 
opment as a father cares for his children as they grow with 
the years. The individual constituent, too, found in Mr. 
Curry a friend in need. No matter, however minor, brought 
to his attention was permitted to die of neglect. Nurturing 
the varied interests of his district would have been a suf- 
cient task for an ordinary man, but Mr. Curry was no ordi- 
nary person. He found time to lend his ability to the cause 
of national defense and to the upbuilding of aviation in 
America as well as to shape our policy toward our Terri- 
tories, Alaska and Hawaii. Labor, too, found in him a 
champion. His friendship toward the men who work with 
their hands was based upon a sincere desire to aid them in 
their problems, His expressed ideas have found their way 
into the statute books, where may be found laws benefiting 
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the mechanic and the artisan. The first arbitration act in 
California was drafted by him. 

Mr. Curry’s devotion to duty is an inspiration to all of us. 
Though beset by ill health for 14 of his 18 years’ service in 
the House, he never wavered from his duty as he saw it, no 
matter how his body was racked by pain, and up to the day 
he was taken from us he directed the work in his office. 
No other man could have carried on under such physical 
suffering. Though sick and confined often to his bed, he was 
so valuable a Representative that his district regularly re- 
turned him to his seat without opposition. 

My sympathy goes out to his bereaved family. I join 
with them in their grief. I have lost a dear and true friend. 
But I am comforted in the knowledge that he went as he 
wished to go—in harness, serving his people—and I know 
that when he arrived on the other side and his life’s work 
was reviewed by Him who has the destiny of all of us in His 
hand it was said: 


Well done, thou good and faithful servant. 


Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Speaker, one of the chief rewards, 
if not the greatest of all compensation, for service in the 
House of Representatives is the opportunity to form the 
acquaintance and enjoy the friendship of men who possessed, 
in such a rare degree, those sterling qualities which char- 
acterized the life of our lamented colleague the Hon. CHARLES 
Forrest Curry. I deem it a high privilege to pay tribute 
to-day to the memory of Mr. Curry, whom I regarded with 
so much genuine affection. 

As a youth of tender years and within a quarter of a 
century after the rush to the new El Dorado he became a 
resident of that State which he loved and served so well. 
He grew up, as it were, with his adopted State, and was 
prominently identified with its affairs for many years, dur- 
ing which time California attained its marvelous develop- 
ment and took its front rank among the first States of the 
Union. He knew the people of California, and they knew 
and loved CHARLIE ” Curry, as he was endearingly known 
from one end of the State to the other. 

It was my good fortune to visit California several years 
ago together with several members of the Rivers and Har- 
bors Committee. Mr. Curry joined us and remained with 
our party for several days as we inspected the major harbors 
of the State. Wherever we went we found many of his 
warm personal friends who were especially glad to see and 
welcome him. 

In politics he was an ardent supporter of the principles 
of his own party, but he was never a bitter partisan and 
was always eminently fair and generous in his contacts with 
those of opposing political faith. His very nature, his su- 
perb and instinctive qualities of a gentleman would not 
permit him to be other than just in dealing with his fellow 
man. He was of that type with whom men might differ, 
but no one could question his integrity; and, therefore, he 
properly claimed the universal respect and esteem of all 
men. 

There was a gentleness of manner about him like unto 
that of a lady, but he had well-defined convictions, was posi- 
tive in his views, and with rare courage he did fearlessly 
the things he deemed honorable. Endowed with a keen in- 
tellect, a reasoning power that was unusually analytical, and 
a vision that was broad, he never trimmed his sails to meet 
every passing political breeze, but always steered that course 
which he deemed wisest and best for his country’s welfare. 

It can well be said of him: 

His life was gentle, and the elements 


So mix’d in him, that Nature might stand up 
And say to all the world, “ This was a man!” 


In the Sixty-sixth Congress I was assigned to the Com- 
mittee on Flood Control, of which Mr. Curry was a most 
valuable member. I recall vividly the first meeting of that 
committee I attended, and where I first made his acquaint- 
ance. His graciousness and courtesy attracted my atten- 
tion, but his vast store of accurate information strongly im- 
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pressed me. He had a just pride in the work of that com- 
mittee, for it was he and the late beloved Ben Humphreys, 
of Mississippi, who in 1916 initiated and succeeded in estab- 
lishing, under the rules of the House, the Committee on 
Flood Control. Until that time the Rivers and Harbors 
Committee had failed to deal substantially with flood prob- 
lems on navigable streams. 

These distinguished statesmen—and they were statesmen 
in every sense of the word—Mr. Curry, of California, and 
Mr. Humphreys, of Mississippi, whose service we miss so 
much, committed the Government to the first large program 
for the control of flood hazards on our navigable rivers. 
Within a year after the committee was formed and began 
to function the plan proposed by these gentlemen for con- 
trolling the flood waters in the Mississippi and Sacramento 
Valleys was written into law, and since that time they have 
been known and will be remembered in the future as the 
fathers of flood-control legislation in the United States. 

With Mr. Curry those problems affecting the national wel- 
fare always came first. He held with tenacity to the funda- 
mentals of the American Government. He might have been 
called a conservative, yet he was progressive in the true 
sense of that term. Entertaining no views that were radi- 
cal or revolutionary, he believed that real progress could 
not be achieved by any movement that tended to destroy 
the fundamental principles or to break down the ideals 
and institutions of his Government. Avoiding extreme and 
ultra views, he sought to preserve and perpetuate this 
Government for posterity. 

California as well as the Nation owes much to the mem- 
ory of CHARLES Forrest Curry. His passing brought pro- 
found grief to his colleagues in both branches of the Ameri- 
can Congress, where the esteem and admiration for him 
was not confined to either side of the aisle that divides us 
politically. His place in the hearts of his colleagues and 
as a national legislator will be hard to fill. We will continue 
to miss him, and we are happy that an admiring constitu- 
ency has sent his able son, who is no stranger here, to 
occupy his vacant chair. 

To his loved ones we extend deepest and sincerest sym- 
pathy. They must find, as we do, consolation in the fine 
record of his well-spent life, which contributed so much to 
the advancement of the people of a great State, whose noble 
traditions he loved so well and whose welfare he always 
sought to secure. 


Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, it is with a feeling of profound 
sadness that I rise to pay my tribute of respect to the 
memory of one of the great men who have served in this 
body -since I have been a Member of Congress—the Hon. 
CHARLES F, Curry, of California. 

A prince once said of a king struck down: 
“Taller he seems in death ”; 

And the word holds good, for now, as then, 
It is after death that we measure men. 

As we come to survey the character of our departed friend, 
his manly figure looms taller as time goes on. A statesman, 
a scholar, and a patriot, he was one of the outstanding 
men of his day and generation and one of the ablest Repre- 
sentatives the great State of California has yet sent to the 
National Congress. 

It has been well and wisely said that— 

Cowards die many times before their deaths; 
The valliant never taste of death but once. 

I have never met a more courageous man, both physically 
and morally, than CHARLES F. Curry. He never knew what 
fear meant. His courage rose with opposition. I have seen 
him stand alone on his side of the House when weaker men 
sought the cover of the cloakroom or— 

Crooked the pregnant hinges of the knee 

That thrift might follow fawning. 
He did not fear death nearly so much as he dreaded being 
wrong. 

He never tasted death but once. 
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In all of the ordeals through which I saw him pass, he 
always brought to my mind the expressions of Julius Cesar 
when he said: 


Of all the wonders that I yet have heard, 

It seems to me most strange that men should fear; 
Seeing that death, a necessary end, 

Will come when it will come. 


- He was a loving and devoted father and brother to those 
dependent upon him, and he left to them the heritage of a 
good name, which is more to be desired than great riches. 
He lived for his children; and as we welcome his dis- 
tinguished son, who takes his place in the next Congress, 
I am reminded of the words of the poet who said: 


An old man, going a lone highway, 
Came, at the evening, cold and gray, 

To a chasm, vast, and deep, and wide, 
Through which was flowing a sullen tide. 


But he turned, when safe on the other side, 
And built a bridge to span the tide. 


Old man,” said a fellow pilgrim, near 
“You are wasting strength with building here; 
Your journey will end with the ending day; 


th 
Why build you the bridge at the eventide? ” 


The builder lifted his old gray head: 

“ Good friend, in the path I have come,” 
“There followeth after me to-day 

A youth, whose feet must pass this way. 
This chasm, that has been naught to me, 
To that fair-haired youth may a pitfall be. 

He, too, must cross in the twilight dim; 

Good friend, I am building the bridge for him.” 


he said, 


OTIS THEODORE WINGO 


Mr. DRIVER. Mr. Speaker, I became acquainted with 
Oris T. Winco in the year 1907, at which time he was serv- 
ing as a member of the State Senate of the Arkansas Legis- 
lature, and at the beginning of his political career. Like 
many of the outstanding characters of the State of Arkansas 
contributing to the material and political welfare of the 
State, he was a native of the State of Tennessee, and entered 
into an active professional career immediately following the 
completion of his education. 

Arkansas was the State of his choice, and his decision was 
based on its promise of success for the aspiring, determined, 
and capable young man. He brought to his work not only 
a trained mind but ambition and an energy unsurpassed. 
Like many young men who depend upon their grit and de- 
termination, he secured a means of livelihood as a teacher 
in the schools of his adopted State, thus following in the 
footsteps of many of his predecessors, and through his voca- 
tion he found a field prolific in the elements of success in 
the legal profession. It was a short step for Orrs Winco 
from his introduction to the practice of law to the attain- 
ment of an eminent place in the profession, securing such 
recognition through his proven ability in such field that 
within a limited time he was selected to represent a con- 
stituency in the highest branch of the legislative body of 
his State. When I met him his ability and capacity were 
recognized by his colleagues, and before the conclusion of 
the first session in which he served he had attained a 
leadership of the body, which was recognized and enlarged 
through the experience gained in that session, and re- 
sulted in his becoming an accepted leader in the session of 
1909. No one man serving in that body departed at its close 
with greater honors. In fact, his success in his subsequent 
candidacy for Congress, in which he defeated two of the out- 
standing men of the fourth congressional district, was largely 
due to the reputation he earned in his State legislative 
service. This same experience constituted a foundation, firm 
and secure, upon which he built for the outstanding suc- 
cess in the national law making body. 

But few men attained the instant recognition accorded 
to my colleague. One of the strongest evidences of his 
versatile mind and the ability to grasp and analyze mat- 
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ters of legislative import is found in his mastery of the 
banking and currency laws of the Nation. He attained a 
position of unquestioned authority in such affairs, and his 
most distinct and outstanding legislative contribution was 
in his seasoned, conservative, and masterly handling of the 
Federal reserve legislation. When he entered upon such 
service he was a novice in the congressional fold, with a 
lowly place on his committee, but soon became a staff of 
dependence for his colleagues without regard to their political 
affiliations. His measure of ability found recognition not 
only in the minds of his committee colleagues but extended 
to the membership of the House, and no one was listened to 
with greater interest in the course of the legislative days 
than was our colleague when he dealt with matters per- 
taining to the national banking laws. His fame extended 
over the country as a whole, and when the State and 
National banking associations assembled he was requested 
to appear on the program, and his able presentations be- 
came the subject of general favorable comment. Notwith- 
standing his eminence as an expert on the questions of 
banking and currency, his well-balanced judgment and 
poise, his ability to analyze and master his subject, enabled 
him to contribute valuably to the forms of legislation gen- 
erally. His ability to reason and convince was responsible 
for many changes on the floor of proposed legislation 
which had received serious consideration by the members. 
of committees composed of able colleagues. He had few 
peers in debate, and his logical and emphatic arguments, 
attaining brilliancy at times, made of him a formidable 
opponent and a dreaded adversary. 

Oris WINGO was an uncompromising adherent to the prin- 
ciples of the Democratic Party, ready and eager at all times 
and under all circumstances to offer convincing argument in 
such behalf and militantly defend them against assault. He 
Was a seasoned campaigner and was ever engaged in the 
political battles of his party throughout the Nation, holding 
membership on the Democratic congressional committee at 
the hour of his death. 

It may be said that he added strength and luster both to 
the State and National legislative bodies. His genial per- 
sonality, combined with his unusual ability, endeared him 
to the people with whom he served. They gave expressions 
of their confidence through repeated renominations without 
opposition, keeping him in a representative capacity for 
eight successive terms, and at the time of his death on the 
21st day of October, 1930, he had received a renomination 
as a candidate for the ninth term without opposition and 
his election was assured. The strongest expression of the 
confidence of his constituency was given following his death 
through the unanimous indorsement of his widow to suc- 
ceed him and her election without opposition as his suc- 
cessor both to the unexpired term and that to which he 
was nominated. The family life of our deceased colleague 
was an unusually pleasant one. He married in the early 
days of his professional life the daughter of one of the 
pioneer families of his State, Miss Effiegene Locke, a woman 
of culture and refinement, who proved a genuine inspira- 
tion in the years of his early activities and struggles, and 
whose devotion through the many years of his active life 
was a source of real strength. As a result of this union 
two children were born. A daughter, Blanche, now the wife 
of one of the prominent young physicians of the National 
Capital, Dr. Leroy Sawyer, jr., and Otis, jr., now a student 
in Princeton University, a young man of great promise, and 
who it is hoped will take up the important work of his be- 
loved sire and carve for himself a position of no less fame 
and honor in the affairs of the Nation. 

In the death of Oris Wiyco the State of Arkansas lost 
one of its most capable servants; the Nation has suffered 
the loss of one of its able statesmen; his family an indulgent 
and devoted husband and father; and his colleagues mourn 
his death. 


Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Speaker, in the death of the Hon. OTIS 
Winco the country and this House sustained a distinct loss. 
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He nad been an invalid for some years and his friends were 
apprehensive about his physical condition, but we were un- 
prepared for the news of his passing. Never once had he 
permitted his weakened physical condition to interfere with 
his attention to his official duties as the Representative of 
the fourth congressional district of Arkansas. With calm 
courage and an intense devotion to duty he insisted on 
attending the sessions of the House even against his doctor’s 
orders, and he frequently participated in the discussion of 
important pending legislation. I have listened to him speak 
when he found it necessary to ask that he be permitted to 
remain seated while speaking. He was one of the most 
aggressive, forceful, and able debaters in the House. His 
keen, analytical mind enabled him to go right to the heart of 
the subject under discussion, and his colleagues never failed 
to listen to him with interest. He had an incisive way of 
speaking, and his rapierlike thrusts never failed to impress 
an adversary that here was a foe worthy of his steel. 


Oris Winco enjoyed the friendship and confidence of all |; 


of his colleagues. Some may have differed with him at 
times on matters of legislation but everyone appreciated the 
lofty ideals and the high and honest purpose which influ- 
enced every act of his official and private life. He was an 
able legislator; a faithful servant of the people who had 
honored him; a devoted husband and a kind and loving 
father. 

Reared in a Christian home and amid Christian surround- 


ings, he was always conscious of the higher duty which we |, 


owe to the divine Master. No greater tribute can be paid 
him than to say that he was a Christian gentleman in the 
truest sense of the term. 

He was blessed with a delightful and devoted family—a 
beautiful daughter, a promising son, and a loving wife who 
watched over him carefully in the last years of his life. She 
was his faithful and valued adviser, and it was a source of 
pleasure and gratification to us here that the people of the 
district which he so faithfully represented appreciated her 
great worth and chose her to carry on in his stead. Mrs. 
Winco is a valuable Member of the House and a worthy 
successor of her distinguished husband. 

In conclusion, I am sure that I will be pardoned for a 
reference to the personal friendship which existed between 
Orts Winco and myself. From the time he entered Congress 
on March 4, 1913, he was my close friend. We were per- 
haps drawn together from the beginning by the fact that 
he was born and reared in the western part of Tennessee, 
which I have the honor to represent in part, and the friend- 
ship begun at that time was cemented by the years and 
continued to the day of his death. I count it as a great 
privilege to have known him and to have had his regard and 
friendship. 
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for Congress. He was courageous, brilliant, and one of the 
ablest men who sat in this House. I have no thought of 
delivering an oration over him. I simply want to speak my 
thoughts about him, for he was one of the most companion- 
able men I ever knew. I shared his hospitality and he 
shared mine; now I miss him. I regret that in the progress 
of nature he has to go. He made as brave a fight as mortal 


man ever made. For three years his companion and wife - 


staved off death by her ever-incessant attention and care of 
him. The people of his district have shown their apprecia- 
tion by sending her here to take his place. No one can take 
the place of Oris Winco. He served his country, his State, 
and his district with fidelity and great ability. After his long 
and arduous service he has found rest in that haven so well 
described by the poet— 


Tell me, ye winged winds, 

That round my pathway roar, 
Do ye not know some spot 
Where mortals weep no more? 
Some lone and pleasant dell, 
Some valley in the West, 

Where, free from toil and pain, 
The weary soul may rest? 


The loud wind dwindled to a whisper low, 
And sighed for pity as it answered“ No.” 


Tell me, thou mighty deep, 
Whose billows round me play, 
Know'st thou some favored spot, 
Some island far away, 

Where weary man may find 

The bliss for which he sighs— 
Where sorrow never lives, 

And friendship never dies? 


The loud waves, rolling in perpetual flow, 
Stopped for a while, and sighed to answer“ No.” 


And thou, serenest moon, 
That, with such a lovely face, 
Dost look upon the earth, 
Asleep in night's embrace; 
Tell me, in all thy round, 
Hast thou not seen some spot, 
Where miserable man 

Might find a happier lot? 


Behind a cloud the moon withdrew in woe, 
And a voice, sweet, but sad, responded.“ No.” 


Tell me, my secret soul;— 
Oh! tell me, Hope and Faith, 
Is there no resting place 
From sorrow, sin, and death? 
Is there no happy spot, 
Where mortals may be blest, 
Where grief may find a balm, 
And weariness a rest? 


Faith, Hope, and Love, best boons to mortals given, 
Waved their bright wings and whispered—‘“ Yes, in heaven.“ 


Oris Winco has left us, Mr. Speaker, but he is not dead. Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, death, the great mystery of the 


His influence is still here, urging each one of us to strive 
for the better and higher things of life. The great spirit 
which was Orrs WiIxco's has been wafted to some other shore 
where somehow and somewhere it lives to enjoy greater and 
better things in the sunshine of God’s own providence. What 
an unsatisfactory, what a cheerless world this would be if 
we did not have this comforting assurance. 


Mr. PARKS. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, we 
come to commemorate the lives of our colleagues who have 
passed over the river since the last session. 

One of the outstanding Members who died was Hon. Orrs 
Winco. I had known him almost ever since he came to 
Arkansas from his native State, Tennessee. 

He was elected to the State senate and was one of the out- 
standing men of that body. His family and mine were so 
closely associated that we took many liberties with each 
other. We lived only 50 miles apart, and many a time we 
met at the river which separates my county from his for a 
social hour together. 

He was not only a superior type mentally, but he was re- 
garded as one of the handsomest men of this body. 

He was jealous of the dignities of this House and resented 
anything that appeared to lower the respect of the country | f 


ages, has again invaded our ranks. The Grim Reaper chose 
a Prince of Israel, for when, on October 21, 1930, the Hon. 
Oris Winco, of Arkansas, entered into his final sleep this 
House was bereft of one of its ablest statesmen, one who 
enjoyed a commanding position of influence in this body, one 
who possessed the confidence and respect of both political 
parties. 

Mr. Winco and I became Members of the Sixty-third Con- 
gress, and that acquaintance, as the years rolled on, ripened 
into a close, warm, personal friendship. With admiration 
and unfeigned pleasure, year by year, I watched my friend 
develop his great intellectual talents and rapidly forge to 
the front as one of the outstanding men in the House of 
Representatives, the largest and most turbulent legislative 
body in our beloved country. In the House a man must win 
his own position, for no matter what great offices and posi- 
tions of power and influence he may have filled in his own 
State they count for naught here. In this body a new Mem- 
ber must demonstrate to his colleagues his fitness for leader- 
ship, and he is appraised by his fellows not by past achieve- 
ments but by his activities here. Mr. Winco was a man of 
the highest public and private character and endowed with 
a fine and logical mind. Devoted to the public welfare and 

faithful to every duty reposed in him, he was studious, 
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energetic, gifted as a speaker, fearless in debate, and wise 
enough to be master of his subject when he took the floor 
for debate. With these attributes, he soon took high rank 
with his colleagues, and at his death was one of the few real 
leaders of our body. He died as a young man, in the zenith 
of his usefulness to the Nation; and in his death his district, 
State, and country have sustained an irreparable loss. 

Some years ago it was my privilege to be shipmate for 
over two months with the Wingo family. Never in my life 
have I known a more thoughtful and loving family. Their 
family life was a benediction to all on the ship. Mr. Winco 
was a tender, solicitous, and devoted husband and father. 
Mrs. WINco's unselfish care and loving administration to 
those whose lives God had joined to hers beggars description. 
It was truly marvelous and won the admiration of us all. 
The beautiful daughter and manly son completed the family 
group, and each of these vied with the other in love and 
adoration for their parents and each other. One can not 
understand why this happy home was made desolate, but 
we must believe that “ God doeth all things well,” and that 
some day we shall understand. Mrs. Winco was her hus- 
band’s devoted and constant companion, shared his hopes, 
ambitions, and sorrows, and no one in their congressional 
district was as well qualified to carry on Mr. Wrinco’s con- 
gressional duties as his faithful companion and helpmeet. 
The district honored itself by selecting her as his successor. 
She will measure up to every responsibility intrusted to her. 

I am constrained to believe that the knowledge and in- 
fluence we achieve here is not lost in the grave, but that in 
a better world somehow and in some way we will still carry 
on. Let us all reverently hope and believe that in the life 
beyond the grave we shall again see and know our departed 
friend. 

The boast of heraldry, the pomp of power, 
And all that beauty, all that wealth e’er gave, 


Await alike th’ inevitable hour: 
The paths of glory lead but to the grave. 


Mrs. OLDFIELD. Mr. Speaker, it is with a feeling of sor- 
row that I endeavor to pay a tribute of admiration and 
respect to the memory of my colleague and friend, the Hon. 
Oris Winco. I had known Mr. Winco for many years and 
had ample opportunity to intimately acquaint myself with 
those rare qualities of his heart and mind that so endeared 
him to the members of his family and others with whom he 
came in contact. He was a devoted husband and a most 
loving father. His home life was ideal. No one loved his 
family and friends more than he, nor was more forgiving 
toward those who differed from him. He was, in fact, a 
gentleman in every sense of the word—bold, fearless, and 
courageous, yet always kind, patient, and most considerate 
of others, giving to every person the right to think and act 
for himself. 

For nearly a quarter of a century the people of his home 
and district honored him by electing him to every office to 
which he aspired. His long public service was both note- 
worthy and thoroughly honorable. He was a loyal Demo- 
crat, a great American, and a most useful citizen. A parti- 
san in politics, because he believed firmly in the fundamental 
principles of his party, he was always fair to his political 
enemies and was therefore greatly respected by them. He 
was a good speaker, an able debater, quick at repartee, and 
convincing in argument, but ungentlemanly advantage was 
unknown to his nature. An able Representative of one of 
our greatest States, he won his honors here by hard study, 
devotion to duty, by a keen brain, his innate honesty, by his 
great capacity to make and hold friends, and by his most 
thorough knowledge of the problems of state. 

The esteem in which his people held him told of their love 
and admiration for him, and the ones who knew him best 
are the ones who loved him most. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, before my service 
here I. knew by reputation Hon. Orrs Winco, of Arkansas. 
When I became a Member of this body I soon discovered 
why he was justly entitled to be regarded as one of its 
outstanding leaders. 
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Possessing a brilliant intellect, a charming personality, 
handsome and of striking personal appearance, fluent and 
forceful in speech, invincible in debate, and courageous in 
defense of his convictions, he combined all of the elements 
of a legislator capable of leaving his imprint upon this his- 
toric body. 

He never spoke in this Chamber without commanding the 
undivided attention of its membership on both sides of the 
aisle, and his support of any measure meant that it would 
be ably and forcefully defended. 

He was well versed in parliamentary procedure and the 
rules of the House and usually participated when questions 
of this kind arose. 

He was a Democrat. His political confession of faith was 
built upon those eternal principles of Thomas Jefferson. He 
believed in them with all of his heart and defended them 
with all of his soul. 

He loved the common man and was the defender of the 
poor and oppressed. His conception of government was 
that it should prevent the strong from oppressing the weak. 
Legislation which he thought thwarted this ideal he con- 
sistently opposed, and that which he deemed necessary to 
effectuate this purpose he invariably supported. Centraliza- 
tion of power he abhorred. Those who earn their living by 
daily toil and possess a scant portion of this world’s goods 
lost a real friend and an able champion when his eloquent 
tongue was stilled in death. ; 

He possessed a keen sense of humor and his cloakroom 
stories stamped him as one of the best entertainers in the 
House. 

I knew him intimately and he was my friend. We fre- 
quently discussed not only matters of legislation but life and 
its problems. 

He had a high sense of justice; he was honest, conscien- 
tious, and loyal.. He loved his family with a deathless devo- 
tion, and he has left them the heritage of a good name and 
an unblemished character. 

The last few years of his life he was not well and he 
fought a valiant fight to recover his health. The last 
speech he made in the House, on account of the condition 
of his heart, he had to remain seated while he spoke, but 
it was a measure in behalf of his people and he spoke with 
his accustomed earnestness and convinced the House, as he 
usually did, that he was right and the measure prevailed. 

His last days he suffered much but he fought disease 
with that same superb courage that he always manifested 
in every contest, and when the end came he met it unafraid 
and “like one who wraps the drapery of his couch about 
him and lies down to pleasant dreams.” He has gone from 
among us, but his memory is forever enshrined in our 
hearts. 


Mr. GLOVER. Mr. Speaker, we have met here to-day in 
this legislative Hall to pay tribute and respect to those of 
our number who have fallen asleep since the beginning of 
this Congress. It was my privilege to know each of them. 
Some of them I knew intimately, and for many years. 
Everyone who has had the privilege of knowing them and 
each of them, can truthfully say they were true to the trust 
imposed in them by their constituency until death, and the 
memory of the good legislation that they helped to enact 
will live on through the ages to bless humanity. 

One of this number who has departed this life was Hon. 
Orrs T. WINco, of Arkansas, who was my intimate and 
personal friend for more than a quarter of a century. It was 
my privilege to be associated with him in the General As- 
sembly of Arkansas, of which each of us were members in 
the year 1909. There I learned to know his true worth, and 
there I learned to love him. He was always true to every 
trust and never betrayed a friend. He was dearly loved by 
the people he had the honor to represent, and they now 
mourn his loss. He has been a Member of Congress for many 
years, and his long experience made him easily one of the 
most useful Members of this House. His help, counsel, and 
advice to me as a new Member of Congress can not be 
measured in words by me. 
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It can be truly siad of him, he was a great statesman, a 
lawyer of ability, and a Christian gentleman. 

His friends are numbered by those who knew him, for all 
who had the privilege of knowing him were his friends. 

He leaves behind to mourn his loss a wife, daughter, and 
son. To the son and daughter no better course could be 
marked out for them than to emulate the life of their father. 
To his widow, who mourns the departure of her companion 
. and loved one, we would advise to lean on the strong and 
everlasting arm of Him who holds the future in His hands. 


Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, when I first came 
to Congress on April 3, 1917, to attend the extra session 
called by President Wilson to declare war against the Im- 
perial Government of Germany, I was assigned to member- 
ship on the Banking and Currency Committee of the House 
of Representatives. At that time, as I recall, Oris Winco 
was a member of this committee. When the Republicans 
came into power under the administration of President 
Harding Mr. Winco became ranking minority member of 
this committee. From that time until his death he held 
this important position. Before the session of Congress 
concluded its duties I reached the conclusion that if he was 
not the master mind of the committee he was certainly one 
of the strongest and most influential members thereof. The 
Democratic members of the committee, as a rule, acquiesced 
in his judgment and fell in line with his convictions. 

Mr. Winco was always at his best in a cross-examination 
of witnesses. He held his own in all acute and contro- 
versial issues between the members of the committee and 
himself. He impressed me as one skilled in the science, 
philosophy, and the provisions of the Federal reserve act. 

He had an acute and an analytical mind, and upon any 
highly important and controversial question, as it appeared 
to me, He was able to sever and divide a hair twixt north 
and north side.” 

I regarded him as one of the ablest lawyers of the 
American Congress. He certainly was one of the strongest 
debaters. In all the clashes of mind between witnesses, 
members of the committee, and Members of the House in 
debate he received the undivided attention of his hearers. 

When once his mind was made up upon any important 
Subject there appeared to be no person who could influence 
him to change his position, and with few exceptions, in my 
judgment, he was generally right. 

He had as much respect for the law of his own State 
and for the law of the land generally as any Member of 
Congress with whom I ever came in contact during my 14 
years in the House. 

His long record in Congress was a distinct credit and a 
great honor to his district and the State of Arkansas. 

During all the days and weeks of his illness I became 
closer to him than I had ever been before, and likewise be- 
came better acquainted with Mrs. Winco. This is due to the 
fact that she was in his office with him and went with him 
to the committee meetings most of the time during his 
illness. During this time I found that the most tender and 
affectionate relations existed between him and Mrs. Winco, 
He was very proud of his children as a matter of course, 
and he loved them as much as any man I ever saw. In the 
highest degree and with the most sacred affection he wor- 
shiped them all. 

He died in the service of his country. Most men who 
engage in the discharge of public duties prefer to die “in 
harness ” and to meet death at the post of duty. 

And could we choose the time, and choose aright, 
"Tis best to die, our honor at the height, 


When we have done our ancestors no shame, 

But served our friends, and well secured our fame, 
The night dew that falls, though in silence it weeps, 
Shall brighten with verdure the grave where he sleeps; 
And the tear that we shed, though in secret it rolls, 
Shall long keep his memory green in our souls. 


Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I want to say a few words 
about the late Hon. Orrs Winco, who was a Representa- 
tive from the fourth district of the State of Arkansas. He 
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departed this life on the 21st day of October, 1930. It was 
my pleasure to know Mr. Winco not only during my asso- 
ciation with him in Congress but for several years prior 
thereto. My district in Texas joins his district in Arkansas, 
and I am well acquainted with a large number of his con- 
stituents. 

Mr. Winco was one of the ablest and most respected Mem- 
bers of Congress. He had the distinction of serving the 
same constituency in the House of Representatives for 18 
years, and doubtless would have held that position as long as 
he desired to hold it. No district ever had a truer or more 
loyal Representative in Congress than Mr. Wrnco’s district 
had during the time of his service. He was always thinking 
of some way to be of service to his people and truly had 
the interest of his constituents at heart. His death was not 
only a distinct loss to the people of the fourth district in 
Arkansas, but it was likewise a loss to the entire Nation. 
I know of my own knowledge that during the last year of his 
life practically all of his time was spent trying to solve the 
branch or chain banking problems in a way that would pro- 
mote the general welfare, assisting in the formation of laws 
for the relief of the poverty-stricken and destitute people, 
and obtaining an appropriation for the erection of the post- 
office building at Texarkana. Mr. Winco was also a member 
of a group that had for its purpose the enactment of old- 
age pension legislation. 

We all mourn his death, for he was a great and good man. 


Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, with sadness we are called 
upon to commemorate the memory of our dear friend and 
colleague, Orrs Winco, of Arkansas. With the exception of 
four months, he served in this body for 18 years, and was 
elected for two years more. He was the ranking Democratic 
member on the important committee of Banking and Cur- 
rency. His life was dedicated and devoted to public service, 
and in return for the confidence imposed in him he gave 
full measure and the best of service. He was one of the 
most industrious and influential Members of this body, de- 
voted to his constituency and friends and rarely ever let the 
sun go down on an unanswered letter. He personally 
visited the departments and saw that all their reasonable 
requests were given careful attention. He gave the same 
careful and able attention to the request of the poor and 
humble that he gave to the request of the rich and power- 
ful. Because of his unremitting devotion to duty, con- 
scientious and successful way in which he handled all mat- 
ters for his constituency, he was most highly respected and 
loved by those he served. 

He was a ready speaker, a keen thinker, versatile, and 
fluent. When he talked upon a subject he was well informed 
and gave real food for thought. Being steadfast, coura- 
geous, fearless, and eloquent in debate, gave him a high 
standing among his colleagues and caused him to rank with 
the strongest and most influential. He was always ambi- 
tious to master a subject and unusually successful in all 
his undertakings. His accomplishments as a Member of 
Congress were not due solely to his individuality and in- 
dustry but to the fact that all with whom he came in con- 
tact had the highest regard for his integrity and were im- ` 
pressed with his knowledge of the subject. He was influ- 
enced by no impure motives, no personal aggrandizements, 
but had a sole and single aim, devoted and dedicated to the 
interest of those he served. 

His going is sadder because his life was full of promise, 
and he was stricken at a time when he was able to perform 
the best of service. In his death his district has lost a 
faithful and honest servant; the State of Arkansas and the 
Nation, a real statesman. 

As a private citizen, he was without vices, and his public 
life has stood the acid test and stands without spot or 
blemish. 

His great devotion to his wife and children was noticeable 
by all. His first thought was for his home and the dear 
ones of his family. Even in the hour of death his last 
thoughts were for the welfare of his devoted family, and it 
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was a just tribute to his clean life and long, faithful service 
that his constituency should elect to fill his unexpired term 
and the term to which he was elected, his devoted wife, and 
our esteemed colleague, EFFIEGENE Winco. His constituency 
and friends will ever remember him in the language of 
America’s great poet: 
I have you fast in my fortress, 
And will not let you depart, 


But will put you down in the dungeon 
In the round tower of my heart. 


JOHN FRANCIS QUAYLE 


Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Speaker, putting our thoughts into 
language that will properly express our feelings toward de- 
parted friends is, indeed, a hard task. The death of JOHN 
FRANCIS QUAYLE meant a double loss to me—the loss of a 
warm personal friend, and the loss of a member of the New 
York delegation in Congress who was devoted to the inter- 
ests of his State and party. 

His untimely death, unexpected as it was, saddened and 
grieved me. It was a fearful shock to me to be called by 
a representative of the press to be told about his sudden 
and unexpected death, as it was only two days prior to his 
death that he and I discussed the proposal of getting an 
appropriation for a recreational building for the patients 
at the United States Naval Hospital in Brooklyn, N. Y. 

JOHN QUAYLE represented the seventh congressional dis- 
trict of New York, and served as a Member of the House of 
Representatives with honor and distinċtion from the date 
of his election to the Sixty-eighth Congress, throughout the 
Sixty-ninth, Seventieth, Seventy-first, and was reelected to 
the Seventy-second. 

His course and record as a Member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and as an active member of the important Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs were such as to win for him the 
admiration and respect of his fellow associates on the com- 
mittee and the membership of the House. 

The most impressive monuments that are erected to man 
are the friendships that are formed in life; and JOHN 
QuaAYLE was noted for his cheerful disposition and his ex- 
treme kindness and thoughtfulness for others. 

Friendship can not be bought or sold by service rendered. 
Obviously it plays no part in the small change of daily 
courtesy. It is outside all of these, but it contains them all 
and is superior to each and every one of them. Friendship 
comes unannounced. It bears no letter of introduction. No 
mutual friend does or can vouch for it. Suddenly and 
silently it steps unexpectedly out of the shadow of this life 
into the esteem of intimate association. 

He was a devoted husband and loving father and is a 
great loss to his wonderful family. JOHN QUAYLE has de- 
parted from this life, but his spirit is with us. He has 
passed on. We are all here for only a short time, and our 
days are not long. We should be mindful of that, and being 
mindful of that it should be our greatest aim in life to so 
live and serve as he did, so that when we pass on our friends 
who remain behind may be able to say of us what it has 
been my greatest pride to say of my departed friend, JOHN 
QUAYLE. 


Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. Speaker, JOHN FRANCIS QUAYLE has 
gone from those familiar scenes he loved so well. This 
House is the poorer by his leave-taking, and I have lost a 
warm personal friend. That familiar figure which we knew 
so long eludes our earth-bound vision, and yet I seem to feel 
his kindly presence still among us. It is fitting that his seat 
remain a brief while unfilled, for vacant it serves, as the 
riderless horse, to remind us that here too was one whose 
duty was fulfilled despite the pain of illness, perhaps despite 
the very imminence of death. 

It was in the Sixty-eighth Congress that JoHN F. QUAYLE 
and I came to take our places among you. His district and 
mine are adjoining. In addition to representing our respec- 
tive districts in the House of Representatives, he was, like 
myself, a member of the New York State Democratic com- 
mittee. He was invariably my companion on those fre- 
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quent trips between Washington and New York. I asso- 
ciated with him daily at home, and he was constantly with 
me here. Indeed, he was my friend. As a Member of Con- 
gress he represented the seventh district of the State of 
New York with quiet ability, and it is gratifying to realize 
that his service to that constituency which he knew so 
well was recognized by his people, who five times chose him 
to represent them in the councils of these United States. 

Born in Brooklyn on the ist day of December in 1868, he 
entered a world which had just witnessed the dual tragedy 
of a President assassinated and his successor impeached. 
Events crowded thick and fast in those days. Reconstruc- 
tion years were still upon the country. The tremendous re- 
sources of the West were still untapped. Politics attracted 
many young men of the period, and so it was with JOHN 
QUAYLE. He brought to his duties here the recollections and 
experiences of a full life. Recalling the glory of the United 
States Fleet in 1898 he was an ardent Navy man, active in 
matters affecting the fleet and the shore stations, always 
including the great Brooklyn Navy Yard, which is located 
within the seventh congressional district. He cherished his 
assignment on the Committee on Naval Affairs, and with 
growing experience was becoming increasingly valuable as a 
member of that committee. 

Like that illustrious St. Francis whose name he bore, my 
friend was distinguished by a great gentleness of spirit and 
a modest good nature. Providence endows men with dif- 
ferent qualities; to some the gift of oratory so that the most 
prosaic theme seems glorious; to others, traits which yield 
great fortunes; then to others, and perhaps these are the 
highly favored, is given understanding so that they may 
serve with less obvious glory the needs and the desires of 
their fellow men. So it was with JOHN QUAYLE. 

We who knew him best will remember him always. He 
filled an honorable place with great honor. Then, farewell 
my friend, and fare ye well in that eternal congress wherein 
you have entered. Vale, and farewell. 


Mr. SULLIVAN of New York. Mr. Speaker, we meet 
to-day in happy memory to pay honor to those of our col- 
leagues who have answered the last roll call and passed to 
their reward during the past year. Among them is num- 
bered my beloved colleague and personal friend, JOHN 
FRANCIS QUAYLE. It was my good fortune to know him for 
many years, during which time we were intimately asso- 
ciated and, as a result of that association, there developed 
between us a bond of friendship which I shall ever cherish. 

JOHN QUAYLE has served the public for many years. His 
first appointment was that of deputy collector of internal 
revenue of the first district of New York. Later he served 
the city of his birth, Brooklyn, as city clerk, and then was 
elected to the National Congress for the first time in the 
Sixty-eighth Congress; he was reelected to the succeeding 
Congresses and served continuously to the day of his death. 
He was a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs of 
the House, and as such was able to render valuable service 
not only to the country, but to the many men and women 
of his home district and city who were employed at the 
navy yard in Brooklyn. He was a firm believer in an 
adequate Navy and always supported legislation designed for 
that purpose. In his death Greater New York loses a very 
valuable and capable Representative in the National Con- 


gress. 

Whole-souled, genial, lovable, and loyal; those were the 
outstanding characteristics of JOHN Francis QUAYLE. A de- 
voted husband, a good father, a true friend. He has gone 
to his Master to reap that reward which is sure to come 
to those who follow the precepts of the Lord, “ To love God 
above all things and thy neighbor as thyself.” This was 
JOHN QuAYLE’s philosophy of life. 

My sympathy goes forth to his family from a heart full 
of love for our departed colleague, who was my companion 
and friend. 


Mr. MEAD. Mr. Speaker, it is an honor and a privilege 
to join with my colleagues in paying tribute to the life, 
character, and public service of our departed friend and 
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associate, the Hon. Jon Francis QUAYLE, who represented 
the seventh congressional district of New York in the Sixty- 
eighth, Sixty-ninth, Seventieth, and Seventy-first Con- 
gresses, and who was elected to serve again in the Seventy- 
second Congress. . 

While a Member of Congress Representatiye QUAYLE Was 
a member of the important Committee on Naval Affairs, in 
whose deliberations he was extremely interested and vitally 
concerned. 

Born in the city of Brooklyn on December 1, 1868, he 
received his early education in St. James Academy, and later 
attended St. Francis College, where he completed his edu- 
cation. Choosing a business career, he became identified 
with the F. J. Kelly Co., of Brooklyn, N. Y., and after a 
short period of time he was promoted to become its vice 
president. Acceding to an urge for a public career, Repre- 
sentative QuaYLE was appointed to the Internal Revenue 
Service, and later was chosen city clerk in charge of the 
borough of Brooklyn, which office he held until his election 
to Congress in 1922. During his service in the House he 
won the confidence and affection of his associates and 
proved himself to be an ideal representative of the people of 
the district who continued him in office for so long a period. 

As a member of the Naval Affairs Committee he rendered 
exceptional service to his constituency and to his country. 
He was a sincere and firm believer in the importance of our 
Navy, and supported legislation to properly maintain that 
great arm of our national defense. His services to the Navy, 
both in committee and on the floor of the House, will stand 
out in the record of his achievements and will always be a 
monument to his memory. 

It was my pleasure to have known him intimately from 
the beginning of his service in this body, and I always found 
him to be a man of courage and conviction, an advocate of 
the principles of the party of his affiliation, a devoted public 
servant, and, above all, a true friend, who will be sorely 
missed by everyone who had the pleasure of his acquaint- 
ance. 


Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, JoHN QUAYLE was a native 
son of Brooklyn. Although having the advantage of an 
academic education, he took up business as a career and 
was engaged for many years in building construction. He 
early manifested an interest in civic affairs. His loyalty, 
his devotion, and his integrity soon won him recognition. 
For four years he served as city clerk of Brooklyn—a posi- 
tion of importance and responsibility. His nomination as 
a candidate for the Sixty-eighth Congress was looked upon 
as a well-earned promotion. It was, as well, a matter of 
party expediency, as his personal popularity was certain to 
win. 

There was no pretense or ostentation about JOHN QUAYLE. 
He came quietly to Washington and entered upon his duties 
without the blare of trumpets or the clash of cymbals. Hav- 
ing no penchant for forensic fame, he settled down to his 
new duties as a Member of Congress with the same zeal and 
sense of responsibility that a business man would give to 
any big problem. He was, therefore, earnest and painstak- 
ing, not only caring for the needs of a large constituency in 
its inevitable contacts with the Federal Government, but 
equally zealous in his attendance on the floor of the House. 
Here he listened to the debates, weighed the arguments, and 
obtained a grasp of the purpose of all legislation with amaz- 
ing alacrity, and his observations on men and events dis- 
played his keen and discriminating mind. Once his mind 
was made up, no amount of cajolery or pressure could in- 
duce him to change his determination. Nevertheless, he was 
kindly and gentle in manner and soft spoken in speech. 
There was something about him which encouraged friend- 
ship, and a friend once made he never lost. 

As a member of the Naval Affairs Committee of the House 
he rendered valuable service to his constituency as well as 
to the Federal Government. The Brooklyn Navy Yard was 
in his district and its welfare was naturally his hobby. The 
Navy had no better friend than JOHN QUAYLE, and a grateful 
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constituency reelected him to each succeeding Congress up 
to and including the Seventy-second. But the hand of the 
Grim Reaper cut him down in the plenitude of his power 
and in the full glory of his victory within one month of his 
triumphant reelection, the fruits of which he was not, in the 
wisdom of Providence, permitted to enjoy. He passed to his 
eternal reward in the morning of the day set apart by the 
President of the United States as a day of national thanks- 
giving. What a day for the angel of death to knock at the 
door of a happy family! Truly the ways of the Almighty are 
incomprehensible to man! 


Mr. PRALL. Mr. Speaker, our late colleague, Mr. Jonn F. 
QUAYLE, entered national politics by his election as a Mem- 
ber of the Sixty-eighth Congress. It was on that occasion 
I first made his acquaintance, and I soon found to know 
him was to be his friend. While Mr. QuayLEe was a quiet, 
unassuming, and modest man he possessed to an unusual 
degree the power of making and keeping friends. His 
splendid achievement in public and private life will serve 
as an inspiration to those who knew and admired him. 

It is safe to say that few men have served in this House 
who have been more popular or universally esteemed than 
the late Congressman QuayLE. He was a broad-minded, 
intensely patriotic legislator, with an intense devotion to 
his public duties which were during his lifetime city, State, 
and finally nation wide. Mr. QUAYLE was an honest and 
successful legislator, a wise politician, and a high-minded 
public servant, whose record will grow brighter and brighter 
as the years come and go. 

Memory at this time recalls the names of Mr. Roy Weller 
and Mr. Davin O’CoNNELL, two beloved Members of the 
New York delegation, who have also passed into the great 
beyond since the convening of the Sixty-eighth Congress, 
into which we came happily together. They are gone, those 
three companions, who won our affection within the hour 
of our meeting, and we remain but a little longer to bear 
the burdens from which they have been relieved. 

When sorrows come, they come not single spies, 
But in battalions. 

Within the year Shakespeare’s melancholy and noble lines 
have been brought to our minds. 

Many years of the life of the late Jonx F. QUAYLE were 
devoted to the public weal. In every official position he filled 
his many and varied brilliant qualities were combined with 
a soundness of judgment and great political sagacity. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I come to pay a brief 
tribute of respect to the memory of my good friend, the Hon. 
JOHN F. QuaYLE. He never wavered in his loyalty to his 
friends. He was the most affable of men, kindly and cour- 
teous always, and ever willing to serve. 

The qualities which placed him high in the affectionate 
regard of his constituents through all his political life earned 
him the love and esteem of his fellow Members. The city 
and State of New York mourn and deplore the loss of a 
capable Representative in the Congress of the United States. 

Hon. JoHN F. QUAYLE was born and lived all his life in 
Brooklyn, N. Y. He was educated in St. James Academy 
and St. Francis College, Brooklyn, N. Y. He was vice presi- 
dent of the F. J. Kelly Co. (Inc.), of Brooklyn, and served 
eight years in the Internal Revenue Service and four years 
as city clerk in charge of the Borough of Brooklyn before 
coming to Congress. As a member of the very important 
Committee on Naval Affairs he was able to aid in the pas- 
sage of important legislation in the interest of his beloved 
city as well as for the well-being of the country at large. 

And so, with sorrowing hearts and warmest personal recol- 
lections, we bid him an official and affectionate farewell. 


Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, Congressman Jog F. QUAYLE 
was a steady, reliable friend. 

A successful business man, he brought a businesslike 
energy into his political life, which accounted for his great 
success in very trying conditions, 
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He rated high as a Member of the House and Naval Affairs 
Committee, being at all times an unflagging advocate of a 
strong American Navy. 

Brooklyn will best remember him for his constant effort 
to keep the New York Navy Yard in full swing as a strong 
industrial plant. 

He made many strong friendships in the House and was 
respected for the absolute reliability of his given word. 

His death was a severe loss, not only to his colleagues of 
the State of New York but to the men of the House, no 
matter from what sections of the country they hailed. 


Mr. BOYLAN. Mr. Speaker, ladies, and gentlemen, the 
death of our colleague, Hon. JOHN F. QUAYLE, was, indeed, a 
sudden shock to the members of the New York delegation in 
Congress. 

Prepared as we were to leave for Washington for the 
opening of the session, his sudden death was a heavy blow. 
Only a few days previous we had been together mapping 
out a plan to relieve, if possible, the great volume of unem- 
ployment existing, and considering some means for Con- 
gress to relieve the economic distress of the country. 

JOHN F. QUAYLE was a real human man, full of kindness 
and charity to all. As a young man, beginning at the foot 
of the ladder, by persistent effort and close application to 
business he achieved prominence in the business world. 

Urged by many of his friends who were familiar with his 
fine qualities, he took part in the political activities of the 
district in which he resided. His sound judgment and good 
counsel were soon recognized by the leaders of his party, and 
he was therefore placed in line for promotion. He was ad- 
vanced from one position of trust to another until he was 
finally elected leader of his assembly district. Soon there- 
after he was selected as a candidate by his party for the 
position of Representative in Congress. 

His first service was in the Sixty-eighth Congress. On ac- 
count of the New York Navy Yard being located in his dis- 
trict, he sought membership on the important Committee 
on Naval Affairs. No man on the committee gave greater 
attention to his work. He was careful and conscientious and 
he cheerfully performed the tasks assigned to him. He was 
always in favor of a strong Navy, a Navy representative of 
our country; and he lost no opportunity of proclaiming him- 
self in favor of every proposal adding to our naval strength. 
He was always solicitous about obtaining steady employment 
for the employees of the navy yards. He knew from his own 
personal observation of the distress and hardships caused 
employees by the lay-offs in the navy yard. Fortified by 
this knowledge, he worked zealously at all times to have new 
work and reconditioning of ships allotted to the various navy 
yards of the country. The Naval Affairs Committee, the 
strong Navy proponents, and the employees of the navy 
yards throughout the United States will indeed miss him. 

It is with profound sorrow that we, of the New York dele- 
gation, mourn his passing. Not only was he a loyal son of 
New York and a devoted husband and father but he was our 
friend. 


Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Mr. Speaker, Congress- 
man JoHN F. QUAYLE, of Brooklyn, had devoted the greater 
portion of his life to public service when death suddenly 
called him. He was loved by all who knew him, and that 
love will last for the lives of the countless thousands who 
called him friend. 

In the House of Representatives, where he had served for 
eight years, he was not given to debate or any promiscuous 
performance. He was essentially retiring, modest, but a 
thinker. He gave whole-hearted attention and interest to 
that most important Committee on Naval Affairs, of which 
he was a member during the entire time of his service. 

He came from a city on the Atlantic seaboard, the home 
of the Brooklyn Navy Yard. That most important branch 
of our naval service was in JOHN Quayte’s district. It was 
his chief concern. 

JOHN QUAYLE was no pacifist. He was a strong, patriotic 
citizen. He believed in adequate natiorial preparedness— 
not for aggression but for the proper defense of the country 
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he loved and served. When Representatives from the inland 
States sought to diminish the strength of our Navy, chiefiy 
because they were not observingly conscious of its necessity, 
JOHN QUAYLE thought of his New York, of the other cities 
and towns on the Atlantic and Pacific, and visualized what 
havoc an enemy might render to an unprotected seaboard. 
His interest in this subject nearest his heart was inspiring. 

Day and night JohN QuayLe worked for the interests of 
the Navy and its personnel. He was tireless in the cause of 
the workers in the navy yards, By his death every one of 
them lost a friend and leader. 

His colleagues in Congress, and especially those from his 
own State, will long remember JoHN QUAYLE because of his 
lovable disposition and his loyalty. 


Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, there has gone through the 
valley of the shadow our dear friend, Joun F. QUAYLE. I 
knew him for over a decade. He was very kindly and 
benign. I never heard him utter a harsh word. I never 
knew him to do anything snide or mean. On the contrary, 
there was always manifest a desire to be helpful. 

Born in humble surroundings, he pulled himself up by his 
own bootstraps, by dint of hard labor, by sheer force of 
mentality, to the high office of respect and honor—a Member 
of Congress. 

His loss is irreparable, and I am sure the good people of 
Brooklyn feel keenly the sadness of his departure. 

He was devout and pious and held steadfastly to his creed. 
He was a man easily moved to charitable actions. Early in 
life he, very likely at his mother’s knees, was told and well 
remembered what the good book of Moses tells us—that 
benevolence and charity is a duty and not a matter of free 
will; that when we shake the olive bough or the grapevine 
we must leave some of the fruit for the poor and lowly; 
that when we reap the harvest in the autumn we are to leave 
a corner of the field for the halt and the lame and the 
feeble. JoHN F. Quayle left a corner of the field, a few 
olives on the bough, and some grapes in the arbor for the 
downtrodden and the underdog. Many a poor and needy 
family to-day in Joun’s district are offering prayers for his 
salvation in return for his great munificence and charitable 
bestowals upon the poor of his district. 


Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, again death, the merciless 
reaper, has struck down in the prime of his life a Member 
of this House from the city of New York, who in his life- 
time has given the best that was in him to the service of this 
body and to our Nation. 

JOHN F. QuayYLE, whose death we are mourning to-day, 
was born in Brooklyn on December 1, 1868. He obtained his 
early education in St. James Academy and St. Francis Col- 
lege, after which he went into business, becoming in due 
course the vice president of F. J. Kelly Co., building engi- 
neers, in Brooklyn. ? 

For eight years he served in the Internal Revenue Depart- 
ment of our Government and for four years he was in 
charge of the Brooklyn office of the city clerk of the city of 
New York. 

He was elected to the Sixty-eighth Congress and was re- 
elected ever since. It was in Congress when I came into close 
contact with this sterling character, and when I was able to 
establish a friendship which has continued all his life. 

One of the great opportunities in Congress is the possibil- 
ity of establishing long friendships. It was Members like 
JohN F. QuAYLE who endeared themselves to us by their 
untiring and unselfish devotion to duty, their ever-cheerful 
personality, their ever-obliging attitude toward life, and 
their inexhaustible fund of good will and good nature. 

QUAYLE was one of the men whom to know was to love, and 
hearing of his untimely death it was impossible to recover 
from the sad reflections upon the fate of so many who like 
the deceased Congressman were an ornament to society and 
a shining example worthy of emulation in life. 


DAVID JOSEPH O'CONNELL 


Mr. TEMPLE. Mr. Speaker, under the general leave 
granted to all Members in connection with the memorial 
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exercises to our deceased colleagues I include the following 
resolution adopted by the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 
HON. DAVID J. O'CONNELL 


Memorial resolution upon the death of Hon. Davm J. O'CONNELL, 
adopted by the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of 
Representatives February 16, 1931 
Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs desires to 

record its high appreciation of the fine service which the late 

Davin J. O'CONNELL rendered during his many years as one of its 

members. 

He gaye unstintingly of his time and effort in the discharge of 
his official duties. His decisions were characterized by keen judg- 


ment and broad vision, exemplifying the highest ideals of public- 


service, His life in its personal contacts was rich in fellowship. 
Holding him in affectionate remembrance, the committee orders 
that a copy of this resolution be communicated to Mr. O’CoNNELL’S 
family, with the expression of its deep sympathy with them in the 
loss which they have sustained and which the committee shares. 
7 RUTH BRYAN OWEN, 


Attest: 
FRANK S. CISNA, 
Clerk Committee on Foreign Afairs. 


Mr. MEAD. Mr. Speaker, Davin J. O’Connett, widely 
known as the Representative of the ninth congressional dis- 
trict of Brooklyn, who died suddenly on December 29, 1930, 
died doing his duty. He was on his way to attend the annual 
banquet of the Brotherhood of Commercial Travelers when 
death, attributed to heart disease from which he had suf- 
fered intermittently in recent years, called him. 

Congressman O’ConnELL was born in New York City on 
Christmas Day, 1868, and when 11 years old served as 
messenger boy for the late Isaac K. Funk, whose start in 
business was in Dey Street, New York City. 

One of the great hearts who was closer to him than any- 
one else in the Funk & Wagnalls organization, with which 
he was identified for more than 50 years, said: 

We recall with deep feeling and affection the first day that he 
came and the last day that he left this office—all the intervening 


years were the same, full of sunshine that radiates from a kind 
heart. He did 10,000 kindnesses in his life; never an unkindness. 


As a public servant he was described by John W. Black, 
the learned editor of The Chat, as— 

A frankly loyal Democrat, the outreach of the Congressman’s 
character being such that it would not be restricted to narrow 
partisanship, but those who disagreed with him politically could 
not fail to admire his straightforward policy and integrity of pur- 

in action. A man among men, of a type all too rare in the 
equipment of this world, he had more than a commonplace hold 
on the attachment of those who called him “ Dave,” a man who 
will be missed as a good neighbor, a stanch friend, and a success- 
ful public official who won respect and confidence by a steadfast 
devotion to duty. In his home district he was always accessible to 
his fellow men and women, and he was ever true to an ideal of 
service to the people that gave honorable distinction to the term 
“ public servant.” Every memory of Darm O'CONNELL verifies the 
words of the poet, “ To live in the hearts of those we leave behind 
is not to die.” 


As a friend, one of his associates said this of him: 


We here in New York City, with whom your distinguished 
came into daily contact, suffered the loss of the oldest 
and most brilliant, cheerful, and lovable of our associates. 

Davin O’CoNNELL, noble, good, and true, gave, in early life, 
full promise of that which he was destined to achieve. From 
small, almost lowly, beginnings, this man of golden heart 
traveled the road of life steadfastly, endearing himself to all 
with whom he came in contact. 

In the course of a journey that covered more than three- 
score years, gentleness of manner and kindliness of heart 
were his constant companions, and although his was not a 
long life, according to the record of time, he crowded much 
in the brief span of the three score years assigned him. 
Great as is our loss, equally great is the loss of so earnest a 
man to the world. 

A man of ready wit, never at loss for appropriate repartee, 
he welcomed everything that could inspire reverence. He 
hated sham, and his philosophy of life was as far removed 
from fanaticism as faith is removed from impiety. Big- 
hearted as we who knew him closely ever found him to be, 
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we look back with joy unalloyed on his public career, the 
high lights of which shone most brilliantly when, thinking 
of the little children, hemmed in within four walls, he intro- 
duced into the House of Representatives the daylight saving 
bill that they might enjoy their share of the blessings of 
God’s sunlight; and later, thinking of the mothers who had 
given their all that the world might face a lasting peace, he 
fathered the gold star mothers’ bill, and again endeared 
himself to everyone who loves a loyal heart. 

Sweet of spirit, unselfish in thought, red blooded, honest 
and true, Dave may be described as an aristocratic Democrat 
who had no use for sham—a man who could— 

Talk with crowds and keep his virtue, 
Or walk with kings nor lose the common touch. 

He was of the people for whom he worked, heart and soul, 
body and spirit, and for this reason if for none other we all 
have good cause to love and honor him. 

The greatest man is he who chooses the right with in- 
vincible resolution; who resists all efforts to allure him from 
his allegiance; who bears the heaviest burdens with a brave 
heart; who is calmest in the storm and fearless under the 
fire of opposition; and whose reliance on truth, on virtue, and 
on Almighty God is unfaltering—such was Davm J. O’Con- 
NELL, who has left us the heritage of a good name and a 
noble memory. 

Well done, thou good and faithful servant, enter thou into the 
joy of thy Lord. 

To me he was more like a father than a friend, and that 
word conveys better my affection for him. From the first 
day of our service in Congress back in 1919 until we parted 
to go home for the holidays we were closely attached to each 
other. He was the most lovable character I ever met. I 
never expect to meet his counterpart. 


Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Speaker, if the time of departing this 
world had been left to man, the life of Davin J. O'CONNELL 
would certainly have been greatly prolonged, for his numerous 
friends and associates would haye been reluctant to have 

i with an association and friendship so pleasing and 
enjoyable to them. However, man has no control over such 
happenings. 

During a friendship extending over many years, I grew . 
to respect and admire him for his wonderful characteristics, 
his qualities, his principles, his extreme kindness, and all 
those other attributes which go to make up a great man. 

The many men, women, and the children whom he has 
helped are humanity’s memorial to him. I never knew him 
to shirk an obligation. He performed his work in a quiet 
and unassuming manner. His disposition was always genial 
and his companionship delightful. 

At the time of his sudden and untimely death he served 
the ninth New York congressional district in the House of 
Representatives. He served with honor and distinction from 
the date of his election to the Sixty-sixth, Sixty-eighth, 
Sixty-ninth, Seventieth, and Seventy-first Congresses, and 
shortly before his death was reelected to the Seventy-second 
Congress. 

One of his most outstanding characteristics was his de- 
votion to duty. I knew of no public man of our day who 
served more zealously or more willingly for his constituents 
and his country. He threw into the scale all his vitality in 
endeavoring to serve them in connection with their ex- 
pressed wish. The humblest constituent of whatever party 
found Congressman Dave O’CoNNELL ever ready to serve 
him. There was no limit to his zeal or to his energies when 
something was at stake for one of his friends or constituents. 

Rich and poor alike called to pay their farewell to Dave 
O'CONNELL. Thousands attended the services in the church 
near his home, where he and his family had worshiped 
for years. 

His wife has lost a devoted and loving husband, his chil- 
dren a great and kindly father, and I have lost a sincere 
and noble friend. I deeply mourn the passing of Dave 
O'CONNELL; he typified the highest ideals and the noblest 
traditions of American manhood. In this solemn hour de- 
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voted to a contemplation of his character and accomplish- 
ment it will be comforting to those who loved him in his 
life to recall that though his distinguished career is closed 
he has left behind him the heritage of a great name, re- 
spected and honored throughout his city, his State, and the 
Nation. 


Mr. ERK. Mr. Speaker, let me take this method to ex- 
press an appreciation of one we cherished as a friend and 
whose memory we so highly respect. When the Hon. Davip 
J. O'CONNELL “slipped out of our little circle to bigger 
horizons ” his great life did not terminate, for it will go 
on and on through the philosophy, the works, the impres- 
sions he left behind. While many of my colleagues have 
known him for a greater length of time, I believe there are 
few who knew him better; however, upon all with whom he 
came in contact he left impressions that are wholesome, 
beautiful, inspiring, and uplifting. 

Mr. O’ConNELL was a great man. He was greatest in 
the estimation of those who knew him best. Always anx- 
ious to be helpful, he was modest in rendering service. In 
his appraisement a man was a man and a woman a woman. 
Prominent or comparatively insignificant, he was their 
friend, and his philosophy of life was strong enough to ele- 
vate a nation, if it were followed and put into practice. 
There was not a period of inactivity in his life. He ac- 
quainted me with his boyhood. Quite young he was left 
an orphan. With less n the average child’s chance, 
he grasped opportunity when it came to him, and he built 
his character and his fame by his own efforts. He shaped 
his own destinies. He stands upon his own excellence. In 
his life there was nothing which he himself did not create. 
His ambitions were strong, and careful analysis of his ca- 
reer shows that he never failed. In everything he attempted 
he moved forward. He always went ahead. I am firmly 
convinced that he never brought anything but joy into the 
lives of others. He scintillated joy and beauty and hap- 
piness. 

It is quite natural that Mr. O'CONNELL from an orphan 
should reach the heights he attained. God endowed him 
with great wealth in the form of ambition, intelligence, 
courage, beauty in thoughts. Each of his talents he ac- 
cepted as a blessing, but also as a charge, and with thought 
and courage he developed all. 

It is with mingled feelings of diffidence and incompetence 
that I should try here and now to say a word “in memo- 
riam of Mr. O'CONNELL. 

Perhaps, therefore, in these few moments I may confine 
myself to a more general estimate. I call his life creative 
and constructive; for I believe that—passionless though just 
now the words may seem to sound—these are descriptives 
which accurately characterize thè life whose memory we 
keep to-day. It was creative; it was constructive. We re- 
member his manifold activities. We think of his particular 
accomplishments. While he capitalized the circumstances 
of his life, he did it for the good which might be built up 
out of them—not for himself, but with himself for the good 
of others—for its own good in the last analysis. He had the 
power of concentration, a capacity for coordination, an 
ability to conserve, a force to execute seldom seen in such 
striking combination in a single personality. 

It has been my good fortune during my political and pri- 
vate life to know many men for whom I have conceived a 
high regard; to become acquainted with many men whom 
I have been glad to claim as friends; but I have known no 
man whom I have held in higher regard, none for whom I 
have had a greater affection, than our friend to whose mem- 
ory we offer tribute to-day. He was a rare spirit, kindly and 
courageous, confident and considerate. If all the world 
were cast in his mold what a wonderful place it would be to 
live in. He has finished his work; he has gone to his re- 
ward; but we are happier because we knew him, and the 
world is better for his example. 

Mr. O' Cox xRLL has left to us his best, the best heritage 
that any human can pass on—the inspiration of a life self - 
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created, power, and greatness. May the peace and light of 
God be his to-day and throughout eternity. 


Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Speaker, Members of Congress were in- 
expressibly shocked and deeply grieved on December 29, 1930, 
when the news was flashed over the wire that our beloved 
friend and colleague, Hon. Davin J. O'CONNELL, had suddenly 
passed away in the city of New York. He was on his way 
to attend a dinner of his business associates, at which he was 
to be an honored guest, when God’s finger touched him and 
his soul took its flight to its Maker. The manner of his pass- 
ing is a warning to all of us that death may prove an unex- 
pected and unwelcome visitor at anytime and that we should 
keep our house in order. This, I believe, Dave O'CONNELL 
did, for he was one of the most gentle and lovable characters 
it was ever my good fortune to know. He loved his fellow 
man. He was glad always to render a service to his friends 
whenever he could do so without sacrificing a principle or 
his sense of duty. As a result his friends loved him and I 
dare say that few Members had so many friends in the House 
as did he. 

Dave O’CoNNELL was a man of lofty ideals. He had a 
high conception of public office and the obligations imposed 
by it, and it was his earnest purpose and effort to measure 
up to the high standard which he fixed. He was conscien- 
tious in his every undertaking. He loved to be found at his 
post of duty, and never sought to avoid a responsibility, 
however unpleasant it might be. Chosen as one of three 
Democrats to examine and watch bills on unanimous-consent 
day, he gave this unpleasant and sometimes embarrassing 
task close and painstaking attention, and he rendered a last- 
ing service to his country in preventing much ill-considered 
legislation and unnecessary appropriations. 

And so it was with Dave O’Connett in all of his public 
career. He never failed to respond when called on. He was 
a faithful, able, and earnest Member of Congress who enjoyed 
the confidence and esteem of all of his colleagues. 

We loved him for his never-failing good humor; his cheer- 
ful and infectious smile; his genial and happy disposition; 
his dignity of character; his nobility of soul; and his loyalty 
to duty and to his friends. He has passed on, Mr. Speaker. 
We will sadly miss him, for we will never forget him. Soon 
we too will pass on, and when we do I hope that our pass- 
ing will prove as painless as was his—changed in the 
twinkling of an eye from the mortal to the immortal. 
Somewhere and somehow our friend Dave O'CONNELL still 
carries on. 


Mr. BOYLAN. Mr. Speaker, ladies, and gentlemen, we of 
the New York delegation suffered within the short period of 
one month the loss of two of the outstanding members of 
our delegation. Early in December we sustained the loss of 
our comrade, JoHN F. QUAYLE, and we had scarcely recovered 
from the shock of his untimely death until we were again 
thrown into gloom and sadness by the sudden death of Davin 
J. O'CONNELL. 

He was the assistant whip of the House and was the 
member of our delegation who kept us particularly informed 
as to the trend of legislation. 

I do not think there was a Member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives better liked and more generally mourned than he. 

Davin J. O'CONNELL early in life entered the printing and 
publishing business. For nearly half a century he was 
associated with the Funk & Wagnalls Co., publishers of the 
Literary Digest, in New York. He was in charge of their 
immense book trade, and his familiar face and genial smile 
was known to every prominent bookseller throughout the 
United States. 

He was for many years president of the Booksellers’ League 
of the United States, and at the time of his sudden demise 
was on his way to a banquet of that organization in New 
York City being held at the Hotel Roosevelt, where he was 
to act as toastmaster. 

Achieving success in business he was persuaded to accept 
the nomination to represent his district in Congress. Six 
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times he was elected by a grateful and appreciative constitu- 
ency of the city of New York to speak for them in the House. 

Entering into the work of the Congress, his genial nature 
and cheery smile at once endeared him to the membership. 
He specialized in making the acquaintance of new Members 
and assisted in helping them during their first term of serv- 
ice. This was appreciated by them and has left them with 
a fond recollection of him. 

Upon our return to Washington after his funeral service 
I do not think there was a Member of the House who did 
not express their sorrow to me about his sudden passing. 

Although our comrade has left us, on account of the 
splendid service he rendered his memory will ever linger 
with us. His life was indeed a life of helpfulness to the men 
and women with whom he came in contact, and he built up 
for himself a splendid name and reputation for high service 
which, after all, is the best record that any of us can expect 
to make. 

I am sure that many years will pass before we, his com- 
rades of the New York delegation in Congress, will forget 
the name and work of Davin J. O'CONNELL. 


Mr. DARROW. Mr. Speaker— 


Friend after friend departs; 
Who hath not lost a friend? 
There is no union here of hearts 
That finds not here an end. 


It was a great privilege for me to have been honored by 
the close personal friendship of our late departed colleague, 
Hon. Dav J. O'CONNELL. Although we were members of 
opposite political parties this fact in no manner affected 
our rather intimate friendship. To know him was to love 
him. In the many years of my activity in the public serv- 
ice I can conscientiously say there was no one for whom I 
held a higher regard, nor one whose friendship I valued 
more. 

It can truly be said that one of the greatest rewards for 
public service here is the personal attachments we form, 
the affection we have one for the other, and the fact that 
in our esteem and admiration there is no party line of 
separation. 

Although death may come and take away from our midst 
a colleague and fellow laborer, blessed is the thought that 
still in our hearts there survives in cherished memory the 
love, the esteem, the fellowship, and the admiration which 
our fellowship, our service, and our work here begot in our 
friendships. 

Dave O'CONNELL had a golden heart, a generous mind, and 
a knightly soul that inspired friendship, trust, and confi- 
dence. He was true to his friends and loyal to his con- 
victions. He was an upright, conscientious, and industrious 
public servant. The world was better for his having lived 
in it, and the influence of his life, his goodly deeds, and his 
public service will never die. 


Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. Speaker, it has been truly said “in 
the midst of life we are in death,” and the manner of the 
departure of Davi J. O'CONNELL is symbolic of his life. En- 
dowed with seemingly inexhaustible energy, quick to respond 
to those human values which are the basis of all legislation, 
and carrying his years so lightly that he appeared but half 
his age, we who were familiar with the wide range of his 
interests were incredulous at his sudden death. It did not 
seem possible that this vigorous spirit could be so quickly 
transported from us. And yet it was so ordained and we 
take some measure of comfort in the knowledge that since 
it needs must be, it was as he himself would have it; no 
lingering delay but a brave answer to the call when it came, 
in the very act of public service, a Member of the House of 
Representatives of the United States of America. 

Davin J. O'CONNELL derived actual pleasure from his sery- 
ice in the House, finding satisfaction in those innumerable 
minor services to his constituents which only a Member from 
a large metropolitan constituency can appreciate. When he 
was assigned the rather arduous duties of the minority whip 
he welcomed the added service. His was a nature which led 


him to interest himself in every pending or projected act, 
but I believe his greatest personal satisfaction came when 
the Congress permitted the gold-star mothers to make that 
historic pilgrimage to that sacred soil in France where sleep 
the boys of many villages and towns of our country. In the 
hearts of those mothers the memory of Davi J. O'CONNELL 
is secure for all time. 

Though the House has lost one of its most active Members, 
and though the ninth congressional district has been de- 
prived of its beloved Representative, may I nevertheless add 
that the Kings County delegation, ¿representing the third, 
fourth, fifth, sixth, seventh, eighth, hinth, and tenth congres- 
sional districts of New York, is conscious of a loss particu- 
larly its own. He who is departed was for so long one of us; 
the genial companion of our journeys, a loyal aid in our legis- 
lative ventures. 

Davr J. O'CoxxxELL honored the constituency which hon- 
ored him. Six times his own people sent him to be their Rep- 
resentative in Congress. He did not fail them. He will not 
be forgotten by those who knew him best. He will be 
remembered by all with whom he served. 


Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Speaker, while under a special order 
of the House of Representatives, fitting and appropriate exer- 
cises in memory of all our deceased colleagues were held 
to-day, and while I feel it is impossible to add anything to 
the tender, lofty, and inspiring sentiment so eloquently ex- 
pressed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Map! and 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Luce], I beg the 
privilege of paying personal tribute to the life and character 
of my lamented friend Davm J. O'CONNELL, who on Decem- 
ber 29, 1930, passed from the scenes of his earthly usefulness 
into the beatitudes of the just. 

In the twenty-second chapter of Matthew it is recorded 
that Jesus on one occasion, after silencing the Sadducees, 
was asked by the Pharisee lawyer, “ Master, which is the 
great commandment in the law?” The answer was, “ Thou 
shalt love the Lord thy God with all thy heart, and with 
all thy soul, and with all thy mind. This is the first and 
great commandment. And the second is like unto it, Thou 
shalt love thy neighbor as thyself.’ Few men there are 
who live up literally to the second command of the Master. 
Yet amongst those I have known who earnestly endeavored 
to obey that Divine injunction was our beloved comrade, 
Davin O’ConnELL. His love for his neighbors, exemplified in 
his efforts to serve them, was his outstanding characteristic. 
It bound to him with “hoops of steel” legions of friends 
wherever he was known. During his service in the House 
of Representatives he enjoyed, on both sides of the aisle, 
the confidence and esteem of his colleagues, that grew 
stronger with the passing years. Intensely loyal in his 
political faith, as indeed he was in all things else, yet in the 
discharge of his official duties he was eminently fair and 
just. No man can say that “Dave,” as we endearingly 
called him, ever intentionally did an injury to his fellow 
man. Always looking for the best in others and giving the 
best he had characterized his private life, in which he 
achieved so much merited success, and marked his public 
career with distinction. No one in distress was ever turned 
away without his sympathy, while the poor and needy were 
always recipients of his helping hand. He found his great- 
est pleasure in serving those who needed him most. It is 
no wonder that he held such a firm hold upon the hearts of 
all his constituents, regardless of their station in life. 

As a member of his funeral party I saw the vast throngs 
who came to do honor to his memory. From all the walks 
of life came men and women, the young and the old, the 
rich and the poor, who passed his bier and looked for the 
last time upon the face of their friend—one who had not 
only been the personal friend of each but who had served 
them with so much honor as a Member of this Congress. 

In the Church of the Lady of Lourdes, of which he was a 
devoted member, I witnessed a most impressive funeral serv- 
ice. In that spacious church of rare design and beauty, a 
monument to the builders’ art, every pew was filled, while 
hundreds stood in its aisles. I shall never forget the elo- 
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quence, the logic, and inspiration of the oration delivered 
by Monsignor Chidwick, who was the chaplain of the bat- 
tleship Maine, and who was a Spanish-American War com- 
rade and personal friend of Davi O'CONNELL. There were 
many tear-dimmed eyes and many hearts that were deeply 
touched. 

Being a veteran himself, he found more pleasure in his 
congressional work on behalf of the ex-service men than 
any other duties he assumed. He introduced many bills 
designed for their assistance, but the one act of Congress 
for which he labored-possibly more than any other, and in 
which he had most action, was the act providing for 
the visit of the war mothers to the graves of their sons 
who were buried in the war cemeteries of Europe. Day 
O’CoNNELL was most assiduous in his duties here, and no one 
had a greater desire to give the fullest measure of service 
to those whom he represented. His every instinct was that 
of a gentleman; his every impulse was that of a patriot; 
his best efforts were given to his country in peace and in 
war. Can more be said of any man? 

His passing brought grief to all the Members of the 
House. We shall continue to miss his cordial greetings, his 
hearty handshake, and his refreshing smile, which always 
reflected the sincerity and genuineness of his heart. 

In these hours of sorrow we extend to his loved ones 
our deepest sympathy, and I hope they may find consola- 
tion in the thoughts so well expressed by James Whitcomb 
Riley: 

I can not say, and I will not say, 
That he is dead—He is just away! 


With a cherry smile, and a wave of the hand, 
He has wandered into an unknown land. 


And left us dreaming how very fair 
It meeds must be, since he lingers there. 


And h you, who the wildest yearn 
For the old-time step and the glad return— 


Think of him faring on, as dear 
In the love of There as the love of Here. 


Think of him still the same, I say; 
He is not dead—he is just away! 


Mr. SULLIVAN of New York. Mr. Speaker, in the past 
few months the Democratic delegation from the city of 
New York in the National House of Representatives saw 
the hand of death placed upon two of its distinguished 
Members, the Hon. Davi JOSEPH O’ConneELL, of the ninth 
district, and the Hon. JOHN FRANCIS QUAYLE, of the seventh 
district. 

Dave O'CONNELL, as he was affectionately known to his 
friends, a successful business man of the city of Brooklyn, 
was first elected a Member of the House of Representatives 
in the Sixty-sixth Congress, and he was reelected and served 
continuously until the day of his death. 

Since his coming to Congress it was my good fortune to 
become better acquainted with him and enjoy his delightful 
companionship and society. He was a man of sterling char- 
acter, unquestioned integrity, and high ideals. During the 
years that he was in the Congress he rendered a most 
capable and unselfish service to his constituents and to his 
country. He was a man of ability, coupled with an engaging 
personality, and readily drew people to him. He numbered 
many of the Members of both political parties as his per- 
sonal friends, and his sudden death was a severe shock to 
them. 

He passed to his final reward where he will reap full 
measure of the many virtues which he possessed and for 
the love which he had for his fellow man. 

To his family he leaves a priceless heritage in the un- 
blemished character which he carried to his grave. To 
them I extend my sympathy and condolences, happy in the 
thought that in his life it was my privilege to call DAvE 
O'CONNELL my friend. 


Mr. SOMERS. Mr. Speaker, the Government of the 
United States of America is the finest government that the 
ingenuity of man has thus far devised. It is fine because 
moral principles are its controlling force, and these princi- 
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ples have elevated, cultivated, and perpetuated through laws 
the morality and ideals of a sincere and earnest people. 
Under this system the people, through their Representatives, 
are able to put to rout the perilous forms of caste created 
by the agencies of modern society. The Representatives of 
the people throughout the existence of this Government have, 
for the most part, been men whose integrity has reflected 
the virtues of their constituents. Were this not true this 
Nation could not have survived. 

Such a representative was Davin J. O’CoNNELL. His labor 
knew no horizon, nor were his interests confined to the 
limitations of his own district. He worked for America, the 
America he glorified in. To America that had been so gen- 
erous to him, he dedicated his service in return for what it 
had done for him. 

He had the broad culture that is necessary for the com- 
prehensive grasp of high principles, a keenness of intellect 
that enabled him to reach proper conclusions, an ability to 
lead men to lofty purposes, the conscience to demand that 
the principles in which he believed be applied to adminis- 
tration, the courage to embrace the public weal, although at 
the time his actions were in conflict with his personal wel- 
fare. 

He was proud of the fact that he was a Member of Con- 
gress, proud to represent such a cosmopolitan district with 
so many hopes and aspirations, and so many different con- 
ceptions of the purpose of government. The esteem in 
which he was held by all is a tribute to his capacity to mold 
into one thought the various ideas which confronted him. 
Again, in his legislative work we see his ability assert itself. 
His efforts were always humane endeavors, dedicated to the 
scientific solution of actual and challenging problems, and 
yet his work was never tinged with the narrowness of 
academic exposition, so frequently found in exponents. of 
theoretic doctrines. America owes its greatness to the labor 
of such men, men who are desirous of observing good faith 
with all nations, and extending justice toward all men. 

Haec olim meminisse juvabit. 


Mr. SABATH. Mr, Speaker, during my service of 24 years 
in the House I have naturally had the pleasure of serving 
with a great many splendid and able men, many of whom I 
recall with a great deal of pleasure, but of all the men whom 
it was my pleasure and good fortune to serve with none was 
more possessed of the manly and humane qualities than 
Dave O'CONNELL, to whom we are here to pay our last 
respects. Of him it can be truly said that he was a real 
man and a real friend. He was beloved by all. Not only 
New York State but the country had in him an able and 
conscientious legislator, having the interests of the people 
at all times at heart. In Dave O’Conneti the House has 
lost a jovial, energetic Member whom the membership will 
greatly and sadly miss. I regret his passing more than I can 
express, as in him I have lost one of my noblest and truest 
friends. 


Mr. PRALL. Mr. Speaker, in the sudden passing of our 
distinguished colleague, Davm J. O'CONNELL, the member- 
ship of this House experienced a distinct and severe shock. 
Nor was this feeling confined to the membership of the 
House; it was shared by every official and employee of the 
Federal Government who had been fortunate enough to 
know him. To us, his closest friends and associates in the 
New York delegation, his death is irreparable. He was not 
only our colleague, counselor, and friend—he was our pal. 

Dave O'CoxxELTL's philosophy was beautiful. To do some 
good every day, to bring happiness and spread it about him, 
to lift a burden here or there, to cheer some one with a glad 
jest, a happy smile, or a generous deed. Upon the floor of 
this House he was energetic and forceful. However, he never 
won a victory by force, his spurs were always won with a 
smile. His aggressiveness was tempered with a delightful 


personality which made itself manifest on every occasion. 
His personality was fascinating; it was contagious. It not 
only carried him along successfully but bore others with him. 

Dave O'ConneELL’s outstanding accomplishment in Con- 
gress, and the one that gave him his greatest pleasure, was 
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the enactment of a bill that sent the gold-star mothers 
across the seas to France to visit the last resting places of 
their sons who made the supreme sacrifice in the late World 
War. He was an ardent supporter of that bill. 

When I came to Congress in 1923 it was the late Con- 
gressman O'CONNELL who made my first appearance an ever- 
pleasant memory. It was he who sponsored me, and through 
his rapid-fire introductions I quickly met and became ac- 
quainted with the Members of the Sixty-eighth Congress. 

Dave O’ConneELL’s patriotism was profound. He was pro- 
gressive in every thought and act. He stood for the things 
that benefited the masses from whose ranks he came. His 
sympathy was with humanity. His passing will be felt by 
an army of post-office and Federal employees and the Ameri- 
can Legion veterans, whose banner he was always proud to 


carry. 

I can not feel that my late friend has departed forever, 
and can best express myself in the words of James Whitcomb 
Riley: 

I can not say, and I will not say, 

That he is dead.—He is just away! 

With a cheery smile, and a wave of the hand, 
He has wandered into an unknown land. 
And left us dreaming how very fair 

It needs must be, since he lingers there. 
Think of him faring on, as dear 

In the love of There as the love of Here. 


Think of him still the same, I say; 
He is not dead—he is just away! 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, of the high personal 
character and equally outstanding civic virtues of our late 
colleague the Hon. Davi J. O'CONNELL, all his friends and 
associates, in fact, even those who only casually met him, 
can speak with total confidence. His death has caused a 
great loss to the Nation, to the State of New York, and to his 
family and friends. He was a wise legislator in that he 
possessed a correct vision of what was necessary to be done 
in order to furnish the Government with its needful defense. 
In his death his constituents lost a courteous, faithful, and 
efficient Representative and his colleagues one of their best- 
beloved associates. 

Hon. Dav J. O’CoNNELL was for many years with the pub- 
lishing business in New York City, was one of the organizers 
and the first secretary of the Allied Boards of Trade of 
Brooklyn, past president of the Booksellers’ League of New 
York, and a member of the Brooklyn Chamber of Commerce. 

We shall all miss his fine personality, his ever-cheery 
greeting both as we met in the House and in our many 
social activities. 


Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, the untimely death of the late 
Hon. Davm J. O'CONNELL, of New York, is a distinct loss to 
his district, his State, and the Nation. It is difficult for 
those of us who knew Davin J. O'CONNELL best to realize 
that he has left the places which knew him here and has 
Sailed away over the mystic sea to an unknown shore. May 
we not hope that he has gone to meet those friends who 
have made the journey ahead of him. He was a strong, 
forceful, manly man of action, discharging in all the emer- 
gencies of this life his full duty. He served upon the great 
committees of this House during the nearly 10 years of 
service here. I was more particularly associated with him 
during the last years of his service in this Chamber and 
came to know him most intimately. 

During his public career it can be said of him that he 
walked with the great of his country, but he never for one 
moment forgot the common touch. His sympathies were of 
that broad and generous character which kept him during 
his career closely in touch with the people of the State he 
represented here and the great common people of this 
Nation. During the latter part of his service here he was a 
member of the great Foreign Affairs Committee of the 
House, and during the long hours of every workday on that 
committee, which engaged in the preparation of the most 
intricate legislation, he sat at the table performing his full 
share of the labor, honestly and conscientiously at all times 
living up to his high ideals. His path was never a life of 
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mere ease or pleasure, and the victory he sought was the 
reward which comes after the most exacting mental labor. 

In the prime of life, when for him the sun was still high in 
the heavens, with his mental and his physical powers unim- 
paired, he passed suddenly away from this earth through 
the shadows to the sunshine of the life which awaited him 
beyond the grave. He will be missed in the community 
where he lived. He will be missed as few men are missed in 
the great State he served here so long, so faithfully, and so 
well, and he will be missed by those of us who were asso- 
ciated with him in his work here during all the remaining 
years which are ours upon this earth. 

A MANLY MAN HAS GONE 
The manly man is the country’s need, and the moment's need, 
forsooth, 


e beats to the pulsing tread of the allied leagues 

of truth; 

The world is his, and it waits for him, and it leaps to hear the ring 

Of the blows he strikes and the wheels he turns and the hammer 
he dares to swing; 

It likes the forward look in his face, the poise of his noble head, 

And the onward lunge of his tireless will and the sweep of his 
dauntless head. 


Mr. CANFIELD, Mr. Speaker, in the death of Repre- 
sentative Davi J. O'CONNELL New York and the Nation lost 
a fearless, able, and sincere champion of the rights of the 
common people. It has been my privilege to serve with him 
ever since I became a Member of Congress, and he won my 
admiration as an aggressive, fearless fighter for good gov- 
ernment in the interest of all the people long before I 
became acquainted with him. 

“ Dave,” as he was familiarly called by his many friends, 
was for years a “ Knight of the Grip,” and his duties car- 
ried him from Maine to California, and from the Great 
Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico. This experience, together 
with his personal contact with men in all parts of the coun- 
try, made it possible for him to have a better understanding 
of the needs of the people throughout the Nation and ma- 
terially aided him in his congressional work, both in the 
committee and on the floor of the House. 

During his years of service as a traveling salesman he 
was elected president of the Booksellers’ Association of New 
York and president of the Commercial Travelers“ Brother- 
hood and, as president of these organizations, did much to 
help build them up and make it possible for the organiza- 
tions to accomplish the many purposes for which they were 
organized. 

In Dave O’ConneE.t the traveling salesmen of this country 
had a real friend; and, not only that, but a man who they 
could go to for counsel. He understood their problems as 
only one who had had actual experience could understand 
them, and was always ready and willing to counsel with 
them. 

Davi J. O’ConneELL was stricken with heart disease while 
on his way to act as toastmaster at the annual banquet of 
the Booksellers Travelers Association, of which he was once 
president. His death came suddenly, while apparently he 
was enjoying the best of health. The news of his passing 
created wide sorrow among his friends who were waiting for 
him in the banquet hall at the Hotel Roosevelt. 

The sudden death of our colleague the Hon. Davm J. 
O'CONNELL will be mourned, not only by the members of 
his own beloved family and his colleagues here in Congress, 
but by the head of every business organization and by every 
traveling salesman who had the great privilege of knowing 
him in his many activities through life. 


Mr. McCORMACK of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the 
death of our beloved colleague, the late Hon Davin J. O’Con- 
NELL, is a sad loss to the membership of the House and to 
his many friends. During my service in this body it was 
my pleasure to have come in contact with him frequently 
and to have enjoyed and valued his friendship. His death 
leaves a vacant place among us which can not be filled. His 
memory will always linger with us. His life was one of 
devotion to the highest ideals that a human being could 
approximate. He gave to his friends, his State, and to his 
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country the best that was in him—contributions which were 
unsurpassable. He was always trying to do something for 
his fellow men. It was one of his philosophies of life “to 
always try and help anyone less fortunate than himself.” 

Born on Christmas Day, his life clearly exemplified the 
teachings and the spirit of the Redeemer. His cheery 
smile and winning personality will always remain with us. 

Our late colleague was one of the first Members that I 
met upon my arrival a few years ago as a new Member of 
the Congress. The task of a new Member, until he becomes 
acquainted with his work and duties, is very difficult. It can 
be greatly lightened as a result of the advice and interest of 
older, experienced Members, Our late colleague gladly and 
voluntarily gave of his time in assisting new Members, and 
I am one of those who benefited by his kindness and con- 
sideration. His kindness to and consideration of new Mem- 
bers was without regard to party affiliation. He was always 
anxious to assist or advise them in every way possible, and 
particularly to give to them the benefits of his years of ex- 
perience so that they might not make serious mistakes at the 
outset of their career in this body. This characteristic can 
not be too strongly referred to. He was noted among the 
membership of the House for possessing the attribute of 
consideration at all times for his colleagues, and to have a 
particular regard for the welfare of the new Members. 

His position as one of the most active Members of the 
House, conversant with the rules and their interpretation, 
and with pending legislation, was recognized by all. His dili- 
gence and his outstanding abilities commanded the respect 
and admiration of his colleagues. His standing among the 
members of his own party (Democratic) is evidenced by the 
fact that he was one of our leaders and recognized as such 
in this body and throughout the country. He possessed a 
logical and constructive mind, actuated always by one de- 
sire, “ to act and speak in a manner which would be for the 
best interests of his people and which would always reflect 
credit upon them.” 

There was no Member that had greater love for his people 
than Dave O’ConnELL. How often, during our talks, have 
I heard him refer to the love that he had for the people 
of his district, and the great pride that he possessed in 
representing such a wonderful district. The memory of 
such an able public official should always be treasured by 
the people of the district that he represented. 

At all times our late colleague was a gentleman. In de- 
bate, he was a clean but courageous fighter; always con- 
siderate of the opinions and feelings of others. He was 
also recognized, in debate, as one of our most logical and 
effective Members, eloquently expressing his thoughts and 
opinions. His opponents in a debate knew that in Dave 
O'CONNELL they met “a foeman worthy of their steel.” 

His love of country was one of his outstanding character- 
istics. Imbued with a love of the Constitution, he lived up 
to its terms, in letter and in spirit. He respected the rights 
of all others as guaranteed by the Constitution; he de- 
manded that all others respect his rights as guaranteed by 
that “ Immortal Document.” 

The death of a colleague brings sorrow and sadness to 
the members of a legislative body. The death of our late 
friend and colleague Dave O'CONNELL brought great sor- 
row to all of us. As the knowledge of his fine, clean, manly, 
constructive life must be a source of and bring consola- 
tion to his loved ones left behind, in the great loss and 
bereavement that they have sustained, so, to us, who knew 
him and served with him in this body, is the knowledge that 
his associations and friendship will always be a constant 
inspiration to us in trying to render the highest degree of 
public service that we possibly can. 

Davin J. O'CONNELL, our late colleague, or Dave O'CONNELL, 
as we all loved to call him, “Is gone, but not forgotten.” 


Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, in spite of the factional and 
sectional differences prevailing in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, which at times reached the most bitter stages, 
Congressman Davin J. O'CONNELL always held the respect 
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and affection of the entire membership of the House. He 
was better known te the Members than nearly any other 
Congressman. He developed many strong personal ties by 
his constant good humor and unfailing courtesy. 

At his death there was far more than formal expressions 
of grief, and all through the Chamber actual sorrow pre- 
vailed. His chief contribution to legislative developments 
was evidenced by his demands as a member of the House 
Committee on Foreign Affairs for sensible peace and his day 
in and day out efforts to assist the cause of the laboring men 
and the underprivileged. 

He gave studious attention to the request of his own con- 
stituents for special assistance in their relations with our 
Government, not asking whether or not the person in need 
was rich or poor, Republican or Democrat. He went to the 
front for many a poor soul. 

It is with great regret that such fine manhood was cut off 
so early, for had he lived he would have cut down the burden 
of trouble in this world. 


Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, it is hardly necessary to say 
that in large measure the most important legislative work 
is performed by the standing committees and often very 
faintly reflected in the proceedings of the House which are 
reported in the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorD. In the committees 
Members come in closest contact with each other, and there 
sincerest friendships have their origin. Except for having 
served with him on the Committee on Foreign Affairs, I 
would perhaps have had no such intimate association with 
Representative O’ConnELL as it was my privilege to enjoy, 
and could not have had such full opportunity to know and 
appreciate his great worth and his high value as a public 
servant. 

It was because of contact and intercourse with him in the 
committee that I came to know him well as a man of fine 
qualities of head and heart, to whom I was bound by strong 
ties of friendship. He was able and earnest in his devotion 
to the public interests and most true and sincere in his atti- 
tude toward those with whom he cooperated in discharging 
the duties pertaining to the public service. Unvaryingly 
cheerful and kindly in his attitude toward others, he won 
the affection of many, and when he was removed too early 
from the scene he was mourned by a larger circle of friends 
than most men can claim, and they will long remember him 
as having richly deserved the love and honor in which he 
was held. When the announcement of his death was re- 
ceived, the Committee on Foreign Affairs passed the follow- 
ing resolutions, which contain a genuine expression of the 
opinion which was entertained of Mr. O'CONNELL by every 
member of the body with which he was so conspicuously 
identified: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs desires to re- 
cord its high appreciation of the fine service which the late 
Davip 53 O'ConNELL rendered during his many years as one of its 
mem . 

He gave unstintingly of his time and effort in the discharge of 
his official duties. His decisions were characterized by keen judg- 
ment and broad vision, exemplifying the highest ideals of public 
service. His life in its personal contacts was rich in fellowship. 

Holding him in affectionate remembrance, the committee orders 
that a copy of this resolution be communicated to Mr. O'Con- 
NELL’s family, with the expression of its deep sympathy with them 


in the loss which they have sustained and which the committee 
shares. 


Mr. CARLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am glad that the House has 
afforded this opportunity to pay my respects to my departed 
friend and colleague. 

It seems to me that this day not only honors the de- 
parted but it is also a source of consolation to us, his friends, 
to live again in memory our association with him. 

The life of Dav J. O'CONNELL is an interesting story of 
courage and industry and a proof of the equal opportunity 
afforded in this country to those who possess the qualities of 
honesty and industry. 

It is not my purpose to speak of Dave O'CONNELL with 
reference to his achievements and success in life, but rather 
to briefly tell the simple story of his lovable character that 
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endeared him to the hosts of men and women with whom he 
came in contact. 

Dave O'CONNELL had a sunny, optimistic nature and pos- 
sessed an abiding faith in his fellow men. It may have been 
that the early trials of this orphan boy developed in him 
the human touch that makes all men akin, that broadened 
his sympathy and made him the warm-hearted, sympathetic 
friend he always proved. 

It always seemed to me that he looked on life as a great 
and glorious game, and he entered on each new endeavor 
with enthusiasm, and win or lose he played it fair. 

The magnetic personality of Dave O’CoNNELL has left its 
imprint on the hearts of each and every Member of this 
House. I shall always be proud to say that it was my luck 
to be his friend. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, Davin J. O’Con- 
NELL, of New York, was my friend, and I loved him. He had 
the affectionate regard and esteem of the entire membership 
of the House. 

My service with him upon the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs enabled me to know him and measure his true worth. 
Honest, industrious, intelligent, broad minded, conscientious, 
a high regard for the rights of others, and a devotion to 
duty were his outstanding characteristics. 

He cared not for the limelight of publicity. While others 
coined phrases and sought the headlines, he was content to 
toil and render a real service in helping to formulate legis- 
lation for the Nation's welfare. The real work of Congress 
is performed in its committees, and many men of whom 
the Nation hears little by their labors help to weave the 
fabric of national legislation. Such a man was Davin J. 
O'CONNELL. 

In addition to his work in committee he was one of the 
official objectors to obnoxious bills. This entailed much 
labor in the study of a multitude of bills, hearings, and com- 
mittee reports, and then, when these measures were reached 
on Consent Calendar, to make objection to those which, in 
his judgment, should not pass. Such work is not calculated 
to popularize one with the membership of the House. Be it 
said to his credit that he was so fair, so courteous, and so 
conscientious in the performance of this duty that he never 
gave the slightest offense to anyone, not even to the authors 
of the bills to which he objected. He was a gentleman in 
every sense of the word, and no unkind word or harsh 
criticism ever fell from his lips in the deliberations of the 
House. 

The Congress of the United States lost a valuable Mem- 
ber, the Nation lost a faithful public servant, and those of 
us who served with him lost a real friend when his noble 
heart ceased to beat. God bless and revere his memory. 


Mr. BRUNNER. Mr. Speaker, we have assembled here 
to-day to pay our last tribute of love and respect to our re- 
cent departed colleagues, and I feel that I voice the senti- 
ment of the entire New York delegation when I say there was 
no one among us more beloved or respected than the late 
Hon. Davin J. O'CONNELL. 

We were closely associated in a bond of friendship made 
steadfast by mutual tastes and aspirations, and during the 
long term of friendship I became acquainted with those 
golden qualities of character and personality which early in 
life set him apart as a leader and a man destined to work 
out an honorable and useful career. 

Some men are not always easy to understand. Some men 
have complexities of nature and character difficult to analyze 
until you have known them intimately. Davm O'CONNELL 
was not that kind of a man but one whose high qualifica- 
tions were instantly manifest upon first acquaintance. His 
fine, generous nature shone out clearly as the noonday sun; 
and the devotion of his friends, as well as the respect 
and confidence which he inspired in the casual acquaintance, 
was a well-deserved tribute to those qualities which he so 
richly possessed. 

We live in an age of stress and strain. The acid test is 
daily applied to character, and disillusionment often follows 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 


5429 


in our estimate of those who once held our high esteem, 
and when it does come it saddens the soul and shakes our 
faith in human nature. How beneficently at such times is 
the character and example of a good man like that of 
Dave O’Connett set before us to restore the balance and 
help us to “ hold fast to those things which are pure, noble, 
and of good repute.” 

My friend was a self-educated man, but he had nature’s 
priceless heritage—a splendid brain and an eager desire to 
acquire knowledge. He started out in life as a little errand 
boy at the age of 11, but like many youngsters to whom 
such an obstacle lends zest to study, applied himself dili- 
gently to his tasks. He got his degree in life’s hard but 
most competent school of experience and became a master 
of the English language. 

After his election to Congress he never yielded to the 
temptation to play to the galleries, a challenge which it is 
hard for a man in public life to resist, with its lure for 
oratory and applause. He was not that kind of an orator. 
When he spoke, it was to the point, bearing upon the sub- 
ject at issue and not to create histrionic effects. 

His charity was also quiet and unostentatious. Go to 
Dave O’ConneELL; he’ll help you out” was the slogan of his 
district, and his life was spent in a round of good deeds 
which his right hand never whispered to his left. 

When the time for reelection came around, it was an 
open letter that he would be returned to Congress. His 
constituents were proud of him, leaned upon him, and it 
was inevitable that he should represent his district as long 
as he lived. 

He was an active organizer, interested in everything which 
pertained to the advancement of his district. For years he 
was connected with the publishing business in New York 
City, and at the time he was suddenly stricken was on his 
way to make an address before the Booksellers’ Association. 

A man of profound religious convictions, early in life 
he “remembered the Creator in the days of his youth,” 
was a constant church attendant, and possessed what we 
are told by the prophets was the greatest gift of all“ the 
understanding heart.” He understood the signs of distress, 
and the poor and needy never called upon him in vain for 
assistance. 

We know that the real monument we leave behind us is 
not that carved out of stone and engraved by the sculptor’s 
hand, but that imperishable monument built by the acts of a 
useful and upright life. How towering, indeed, must be 
the structure erected in the hearts of thousands of people 
in his district to this good man whom they knew and loved. 

To his bereaved family we extend our heartfelt sympathy 
in the deep loss which they have sustained, and while his 
sudden passing was a great shock to all of us it may well 
be said of him in these immortal lines: 

Nothing is here for tears, nothing to wail 
Or knock the breast, no weakness, no contempt, 


„Dispraise, or blame, nothing but well and fair, 
And what may quiet us in a death so noble. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, upon my coming to the 
last session of the Seventieth Congress in December, 1928, 
one of the Members with whom I became acquainted was 
Hon. Davm J. O'CONNELL, of Brooklyn, N. Y., and from then 
until the day of his death we were intimate friends and 
closely associated together. 

We often studied and worked together on the same prob- 
lems of legislation, and I wish to say in his memory that, in 
my judgment, the world has never produced a more sincere, 
honest, and upright citizen. He was a statesman and a 
patriot. He was a man of high ideals and noble thoughts. 
He was more than these—he was a pure and loving character 
and a friend of man. 

I feel that I speak the sentiment of every Member of the 
House when I say that each of us feels a great personal loss 
in his passing, and that the memory of his loving traits, 
high ideals, and patriotism will ever be an inspiration and 
help to us as we try each day to do our part to carry on this 
great Government to which he gave so much devoted service 
and consecration. 
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Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, coming to Congress some- 
what late in life, Davin O’ConneLL was a typical example 
of the settled business man who goes into politics to round 
out his career. Sound in judgment, keen in observation, 
rich in experience, he instantly settled down to his duties 
in his new field with all of the energy and zeal that he had 
devoted to his former activities as a successful business 
man. He had been connected for many years with the pub- 
lishing house of Funk & Wagnalls and was for a time the 
president of the Booksellers’ League of New York. His con- 
tacts with books, however, were far from being superficial 
or mercenary. He was what has been called a well-read 
man and largely self-educated. His introduction into poli- 
tics came incidentally through, and perhaps in consequence 
of, his deep interest in the welfare of the community in 
which he lived. He was one of the organizers and the first 
secretary of the Allied Boards of Trade of Brooklyn. 

He was elected to the Sixty-sixth Congress in November, 
1918, and in 1920 was a delegate to the Democratic National 
Convention. That was the year of the Harding landslide, 
and, with many others, he was beaten for reelection. But 
he soon came back. He was returned to the Sixty-eighth 
and to each succeeding Congress up to and including the 
Seventy-second. He died on December 29, 1930, in the full 
richness and bloom of a distinguished career, and through 
the inscutable will of Providence was denied the opportunity 
to take the seat to which a grateful and appreciative con- 
stituency had elected him. 

There was no man in Congress whose passing. aroused 
more genuine sorrow. His charming manners and warm 
personality endeared him to all of his colleagues. He was 
one of the rare types of men, who could be generous as well 
as just, kindly as well as zealous. That can be no better 
illustrated than in his performance of the embarrassing task 
of following claims from the Claims Committee on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. Here was an opportunity for a man with 
grudges to satiate, to hamper and obstruct; but he had no 
hates, no grudges, no dislikes. “Dave,” as we loved to call 
him, performed this duty with proper zeal for the welfare 
of the Government, but always with fairness, kindliness, and 
courtesy. 

His services on the Committee on Foreign Affairs were 
extremely valuable and deeply appreciated by his colleagues. 
The information he gathered there prompted him to intro- 
duce the bill to reduce the cost of passports from $10 to $5 
and extend their duration for six years. It became a law, 
and is a most valuable piece of legislation in facilitating 
intercourse with other nations. He was the father of the 
gold star mothers’ bill, permitting the bereaved mothers of 
our soldier boys who lie in Flanders Field to visit the scenes 
of their sons’ sacrifices. He also proposed the 44-hour a 
week bill and worked vigorously until it was enacted into 
law. Thus the three pieces of legislation with which his 
name will ever be connected show strikingly the trend of 
his mind toward humanity and human sympathy. His 
memory will endure among all who were honored with his 
acquaintance or counted him as a friend as one of the 
kindliest of men. 


Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, the House of Repre- 
sentatives to-day pays tribute to the memory of Davin J. 
O'CONNELL, of New York, who was called by death on 
December 29, 1930. Perhaps no Member of this body was 
more nearly universally loved than he. His life was devoted 
to deeds of kindness and friendship, and he never know- 
ingly permitted an opportunity to pass to extend a favor or 
perform an act of charity. 

His sudden death was a terrible shock to his great circle 
of friends, both in and out of Congress. The poor people 
of his native city, Brooklyn, keenly feel their loss. He was 
ever their friend. He let no opportunity pass to render 
them service. 

Beginning life as a poor boy, his struggle was a hard one. 
He gradually rose to a high and commanding position long 
before coming to Congress. In all his career he never for- 
got the fact that he was one of the common people. Those 
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were the people he loved, and the people who loved him. 
His memory is indelibly inscribed in their hearts. He loved 
to associate with them and to greet them with a smile and 
a hearty hand grasp. They learned to know his worth and 
appreciated the faithfulness and devotion with which he 
served them. The letter carriers, the clerks, the soldier 
boys, were never forsaken by him. The widow, the orphan, 
the homeless, and the friendless received his devoted atten- 
tion and consideration. 

His knowledge of public affairs was also great and never 
failed to receive his attention. While he did not have the 
ambition for an orator’s reputation, yet his public utter- 
ances were always forceful and full of meaning. He was 
an incessant worker for his country and for his constitu- 
ency, whom he loved and who loved and honored him. We 
mourn with them, and with his family who have sustained 
his great loss. 


Mr. O'CONNOR of New York. Mr. Speaker, there was a 
most striking unanimity of sorrow on the receipt of the 
news of the death of Davi J. O'CONNELL, of New York. 
Every Member of the House of Representatives grieved at 
the loss of a friend. Seldom has a Member so endeared 
himself to his associates. He was beloved by all. Such 
unanimous affection was well founded because Dave O’Con- 
NELL loved everybody. His cheery disposition, his remark- 
able sympathy and concern for all was not simulated. It 
was real. 

He brought sunshine into every gathering that he entered. 
He sought out opportunities for sympathetic service. 
Rarely does one encounter in the busy, selfish affairs of 
life as sympathetic, as kindly, as unselfish a character as 
Dave O’ConneELL. Legions will thus testify. 

His character, his ability, and his conscientiousness to 
duty will be recorded by the many testimonials of his col- 
leagues. 

To my mind the most impressive attribute of Dave O’Con- 
NELL was that he was “ proud of his job.” It was refreshing 
and inspiring to see his pride in being a Member of the Con- 
gress of the United States. 

In recent years the importance and standing of legislative 
bodies, including the Congress of the United States, have 
been deprecated and even sneered at by uninformed, pre- 
sumptuous persons, by self-seeking organizations, and even 
by the press. The Executive has been signaled out as more 
directly responsive to the people—as that branch of the Fed- 
eral Government to which the Nation looks for help or 
defense. Such, of course, is a gross fallacy. Ours is a repre- 
sentative form of government. The only national representa- 
tives of the people who are duly elected by the voters them- 
selves are the Members of Congress, and particularly the 
Representatives in Congress. The Executive is not yet 
elected by direct vote of the people. Presidents whose elec- 
tors in the Electoral College received only a minority of the 
votes cast at presidential elections have held that Executive 
Office. 

No one was more aware of this fundamental difference in 
the form and purposes of our different branches of Govern- 
ment than Davx O’ConNELL. He was conscious of the nature 
of the mandate he had received from his constituents. He 
well knew he was the direct choice of hundreds of thousands 
of the people in his district as their Representative in the 
National Government, and he never forgot for one moment 
the responsibility intrusted to him. 

He was proud to be one of the 435 directly elected Repre- 
sentatives of a people numbering 120,000,000. He never con- 
sidered himself as merely a Representative of his State alone. 
He was not merely a Representative of the State of New 
York but more truly from that State, and was equally con- 
cerned with the problems of the entire Nation. This concern 
he evidenced in his work in the important Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, of which he was such an active member. 
He displayed freedom from provincialism or parochialism in 
his activity on the floor of the House. As a leader in the 
interest of war veterans, gold-star mothers, and Government 
workers, he was as much concerned with the interests of 
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those residing in California as he was with the wishes of 
groups in his own Brooklyn district. He belonged to no 
geographical bloc. Such narrowness was repulsive to him. 
His ideals were an inspiration—his friendship a keepsake. 


Mr. CLARKE of New York. Mr. Speaker, no student of 
public affairs but what readily admits that the good men 
and splendid women that rise to the top, become selected 
as representatives of the people in government, haye some 
particular outstanding characteristics. Davin J. O'CONNELL 
to me stands out as one of those kindly, helpful souls who 
gave of himself in efforts to prove helpful, not alone to his 
district but as well to his colleagues. 

I recall several particular kindly acts where my beloved 
colleague O’ConnELL went out of his way to do a favor for 
a friend. 

No narrow boundary of partisan politics was in his soul, 
yet he was a sincere Democrat; but his country always came 
first, and how to do the right thing was predominant. 

In the multitude of details that engross every Congress- 
man’s life, my friend O’ConnELL gave infinite care and at- 
tention to the slightest request of the humblest of his con- 
stituents, and in the larger problems of government he was 
a man of clear vision who sought to build, in a constructive 
way, for better to-morrows. 

As a Republican, I rejoiced in the sincere friendship of 
this equally devout Democrat, and I am certain there was 
not one ho knew Davin J. O'CONNELL in his public career 
but who will say his constituents lost a faithful, hard-work- 
ing, devoted friend, and his country an unswerving patriot. 


Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Speaker, on Christmas Day, 1868, 
Davin O’ConneEtt first saw the light of day. No doubt it 
was a happy day in the O’Connell family, for to them a son 
was born whose happy disposition would lighten the burdens 
of all those who should come in contact with him through- 
out his life. 

Orphaned at the age of 11 years he immediately assumed 
the task of a breadwinner. He entered the employment of 
the great publishing firm of Funk & Wagnalls as a mes- 
senger boy and rose to the rank of general sales manager. 
He is reputed to have been one of the greatest salesmen in 
America. 

Through his heart flows the milk of human kindness, and 
he was known for his kind deeds and acts of sympathy 
throughout his useful career. 

I first met him when he came to the Sixty-sixth Congress, 
and admired his open countenance and frank manner. He 
was missed in the Sixty-seventh Congress, but he came back 
in the Sixty-eighth to stay with us until the end. 

We of Oklahoma admired him for his fair treatment to 
our measures and his efforts to see that no injustice was 
done to our people. 

Our problems in Oklahoma are not well understood by 
those far removed and requires real patience on the part of 
lawmakers to get acquainted with their merit. Davi 
O’ConnELL had the disposition and the patience, and Okla- 
homa feels a keen loss in his going. 

Davin O’ConneELL, like Sunny Jim” Sherman, another 
great New Yorker who understood the Indian problem of 
Oklahoma, was a blessing to her people. 

Our Indians are sad to-day, for their lot is hard and their 
plight seems hopeless, and they mourn the loss of Davin 
O’CoNnNELL, Who has gone to the council house of the Great 
Spirit. 

Of Davi O'CONNELL it may be said: 

The one who toils that life may blossom into greater life while 


singing to the stars; the heart that loves with tenderness 
supremely until it lifts the wayward up to heaven. 


Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, during the Christmas recess 
two months ago the House lost one of its sweetest and most 
lovable characters through the untimely death of Davin J. 
O'CONNELL, of New York. Few, if any, Members of this as- 
sembly have ever occupied a higher place in the hearts of 
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their colleagues; a fact that was well attested by the group 
who curtailed their holiday plans in order to be present at 
his funeral. Everyone loved him, and he loved everyone; it 
can truly be said of him that he practiced that great pre- 
cept: “Love ye one another.” Curiously enough Davm 
O’CoNNELL was born on the same day as the great Teacher 
whose precept I have just quoted. 

There is an old rhyme that says: 

A child that’s born on Christmas Day, 
Is fair and wise, and good and gay. 

None can doubt that these words rang true in the case of 
Dave O’CoNNELL. Fair he was, and wise; and his goodness 
was such that none of his friends can doubt but that he is a 
better man for having known him. 

A lover of books as well as of men, he was at one time 
president of the Booksellers’ League of New York. His 
private life was marked by his long connection, covering 
nearly half a century, with the publishing firm of Punk & 
Wagnalls. Beginning as a boy he had risen to the position 
of sales manager at the time of his death. As a Member 
of the Seventy-first Congress he was instrumental in helping 
to secure the passage of legislation for the purchase of the 
collection of fifteenth-century books known as the Voll- 
behr collection of incunabula, now housed in the Library of 
Congress, 

Mr. O’Conneti’s public career began with his election to 
the Sixty-sixth Congress, the first postwar Congress. He 
was not reelected to the Sixty-seventh, but was a Member of 
the Sixty-eighth and subsequent Congresses. A steadfast 
foe of prohibition, the sweetness of his disposition saved him 
from the acrimony and bitterness that are usually incidental 
to the subject. His love for mankind was reflected in his 
effort in the present Congress to secure insurance against 
unemployment. The gold-star mothers of America will also 
remember him as a leader in securing the legislation which 
enabled them to make the pilgrimage to their sons’ graves 
in France. Able and diligent, his passing marks a loss to 
the Nation and to his State. 


Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I can not allow the oppor- 
tunity to pass without saying a word on my estimate of the 
life and work of my devoted friend, Davin J. O'CONNELL. 
Mr. O'CONNELL served in five Congresses and left his impress 
upon the legislation considered during his tenure of office. 
He was one of the most genial souls I have ever known. He 
was fair, honest, and aboveboard, not only in his legislative 
work but in his private life. In his going I feel a deep 
personal loss. He was an able legislator, a friend in all the 
meaning of the word, and a gentleman of the best type. 


Mr. AYRES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to pay reverence to our 
departed colleague, Hon. Davin J. O'CONNELL, who not only 
was a credit to the ninth New York congressional district 
which sent him to Congress but as well to the body with 
whom he served. 

Mr. O'ConneLt was first sent to Congress in 1918 and 
during his many years of service made a host of friends who 
honored and respected him for his steadfast ideals and for 
his earnest support of that which he felt to be right and 
just. 

He believed in the tenets of the Democratic Party and 
he was active in legislation for the best interests of the 
country at large and for the district which he served. He 
did not let small or petty things interfere with the broad, 
noble viewpoint which distinguished his services as a legis- 
lator. 

His ability and record as a Member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and as an active member of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs were such as to win for him the approval 
and esteem of his fellow Members and of his constituents, 
whom he served faithfully and well. 

He was a clear thinker and possessed the splendid ability 
to follow a thought to a conclusion. His judgment was 
sound and he devoted his talents to a broad-minded con- 
sideration of the subject at issue. At the same time he was 
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tolerant of the opinions of others and was glad to discuss 
questions with his friends and receive their ideas and view- 
points. 

He was sympathetic and considerate, never too busy or 
preoccupied to offer a word of encouragement. He was 
ready at all times to give constructive and helpful advice. 

It is with a feeling of deep appreciation that I pay my 
homage to his memory. I have many pleasant recollec- 
tions of our close association in Congress, as our interests 
were alike on many subjects which have been considered 
during the years we served together. 

He deserves to live in our memories, and our lives will be 
all the better by our association with him and by his 
example. To know him was to admire and love him. 


Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, he whose memory we have 
gathered to honor this afternoon, Hon. Dav J. O'CONNELL, 
was a very unusual character. Dave O'CONNELL was one of 
my dearest friends in the House, and it is with sadness that 
I think of his passing, but with gratitude that it was my 
privilege to know him. Dave O'CONNELL was a self-made 
man in every sense of the word. Left an orphan at the 
tender age of 11, our departed friend entered the employ of 
one of the largest publishing houses in the country and for 
51 years that connection remained unbroken, a most eloquent 
testimonial to his steadfastness, ability, and loyalty. 

Mr. O’ConNELL was a man of unusual ability. Although 
self-taught, he was a finished scholar, a ready debater, and a 
solid and dependable legislator. In addition to the notable 
characteristics he was kindly and generous, loyal and unself- 
ish. Truly a great man, whom I delighted to call friend. 
Peace to his ashes. 


Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, in the death 
of Davi J. O'’CONNELL—“ Dave,” as we knew him—the 
country as a whole not only suffered a distinct loss but the 
Members of the House lost a genial companion and the 
people of his district a true friend, one who was never happy 
unless he was serving those who needed his help. 

Dave O’ConneELL believed in fair play.” A convincing 
debator, he was always found on the side of the masses. He 
took a special interest in legislation affecting Government 
employees, especially those of the postal and customs de- 
partments. 

I have heard him remark that when the people of his dis- 
trict sent him to Congress he inherited a debt of gratitude 
that he would never be able to pay. Personal service was 
his hobby, and no one, no matter how humble, appealed to 
him in vain. 

While Dave O'CONNELL rarely missed a session of Con- 
gress, he was always present when the Private Calendar 
was being considered. Bills affecting private individuals are 
considered on those days. The passage of such legislation 
meant nothing to him, either political or otherwise, but he 
would defend the cause of many when he saw merit in the 
bill. Well do we remember his favorite remark in trying to 
prevent objection to a bill: “I see from the papers it is a 
unanimous report from the committee; surely that commit- 
tee would not recommend the passage of a bill that was not 
just.” 

As a member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs he took 
an interest in all legislation before. that committee, and 
one of his last acts was to secure the passage of a meas- 
ure reducing the war-time fee required for the issuance of 
a passport. 

Dave O’ConngELL has passed on, but he will long be missed 
by his constituents and colleagues. I cherished-his friend- 
ship. 


Mr. MAAS. Mr. Speaker, when I returned to Washington 
from rather an extended trip and learned of the untimely 
passing of my colleague, Dave O'CONNELL, of New York, I 
was profoundly shocked. . 

I can not express the deep sense of personal loss that his 
passing has brought to me. Both members of the Foreign 
Afairs Committee of the House, although members of the 
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opposite parties, we had grown to become very close personal 
friends. 

Dave O’ConneEtt had one of the most charming and at- 
tractive personalities of any man whom it has ever been my 
privilege to know. I have rarely ever felt the same personal 
attachment to any other man I have known in public life. 
Kindly, generous, sympathetic, always cheerful and en- 
couraging, he was the soul of honor, a man of the highest 
intellectual and moral integrity, a man whom all men in- 
evitably admired, respected, and liked. His loss is alike a 
blow to his district, the Congress, and particularly the For- 
eign Affairs Committee of the House. 

No one could be greeted by Dave O’CoNnNELL’s cheery salu- 
tation without feeling that the sun shone a little brighter 
and finding the day a little happier. One of the treasures 
I shall always carry with me through life of my service in 
Congress is the privilege of Dave O'CONNELL’s friendship. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
House, under leave granted me, I desire to take occasion to 
pay a word of tribute to my distinguished colleague and 
friend, the Hon. Davin J. O'CONNELL, of New York, who un- 
expectedly departed this life on December 29, 1930. 

Every Member of the House not only knew Davin J. O’Con- 
NELL, but knew him well and favorably. He was a charming 
character, loved by every Member, an indefatigable worker, 
and his services will be greatly missed by Members on both 
sides of the aisle. 

“Dave,” as we affectionately knew him, had always a 
pleasant word of cheer and good will. His affection for 
humanity knew no bounds. He stood always for the rights 
and protection of the weak, and of those who found them- 
selves in dependent and unfortunate circumstances. Char- 
ity, love, and friendship were leading principles that guided 
him in his everyday life among those whom he served and 
with whom he worked and labored. His life was a living 
exemplification of service well performed, and I can not 
let the opportunity pass without paying a tribute to his 
memory and of his usefulness as a Member of this body. 
He will be long remembered by his friends and colleagues, 
and may peace be to his ashes. 


Mr. SANDLIN. Mr. Speaker, the passing of Davin J. 
O’CoNNELL, a Member of the House of Representatives of the 
American Congress, removed one of the most lovable char- 
acters that I have ever had the pleasure of associating with. 
“Dave,” as he was familiarly called by his colleagues, was an 
able and conscientious Representative. He had many ad- 
mirable qualities. The one which impressed me most was 
his charitable and liberal attitude toward his colleagues, 
irrespective of the section from which they came or their 
political affiliations. 

Shortly before his death I said to Dave, “ You seem to be 
in your usual good humor to-day.” His answer was, SAND- 
LIN, I love everybody and wish them well.” This, I believe, 
expressed his real feeling. 

I am sure that I share the same feeling which is held by 
all his colleagues—that of sincere regret that we will no more 
have the pleasure of his association and counsel. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I can not let this oppor- 
tunity pass without adding a word of appreciation for the 
privilege afforded me, through membership in this body, of 
making the acquaintance of Davin J. O'CONNELL, of the ninth 
district of New York. : 

That acquaintanceship fast developed on my part into 
deep regard and affection. Though of different party affili- 
ations, I found in him a sympathetic friend and one always 
ready to support legislation for the general welfare whether 
sponsored by Republican or Democrat. In matters of party 
policy, however, he was an ardent partisan, which quality I 
greatly admired, because it is through such men as he that 
party organization and party administration are made pos- 
sible and effective. 

He was a persuasive advocate on the floor of the House, 
and his loss to the Nation, his party, and his delegation will 
be keenly felt for years to come and difficult to fill. 
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Mr. O’ConneLL was equally active in community welfare 
in his home city, New York, holding membership in many 
organizations of that character. He took a personal inter- 
est in their work and will long be remembered by those 
benefited. : 

His devotion to his home and family are well known to 
his friends and associates, and it is of them I am thinking 
to-day and offer my deepest sympathy. It is from the mem- 
ory of that devotion that will come their greatest consola- 
tion in this their hour of sorrow. 

We must all keep a rendezvous with death; so let us live 
that we may, like our beloved colleague, wrap the draperies 
of our couch about us and lie down to pleasant dreams. 


Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I want to say a few words 
about the late Hon. Davo. J. O'CONNELL, of New York, 
who departed this life on the 29th day of December, 1930. 
I have only been a Member of Congress for the past two 
years, but during that time it was my pleasure to be inti- 
mately associated with this great man. He was one of the 
best and ablest Members of Congress; was loved by all who 
knew him. He was fearless in the performance of his duty, 
but was always kind and affectionate. The veterans of the 
World War, their widows and orphans, lost one of their 
greatest and ablest defenders by reason of the death of 
Mr, O'CONNELL, 


Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, in grateful appreciation of 
his sincere and whole-hearted assistance to me, serving with 
him in the Sixty-ninth, Seventieth, and Seventy-first Con- 
gresses. 

He was born on the happiest day of the year, the day on 
which the Savior of mankind was born — Christmas Day. 

His parents were poor, and before his eleventh birthday he 
applied at Funk & Wagnalls Co., publishers of the Standard 
Dictionary and Literary Digest, for the job of errand boy. 

During the years between that fateful day until his death 
he covered the field from errand boy to general sales man- 
ager, giving 51 years of loyal, efficient service to this one 
company. 

His education—and he was a well-educated man—came 
to him through night study and in the college of experience. 
He loved truth and loyalty and could always be depended 
upon when questions requiring courage and devotion were 
under consideration. 

With these qualities of mind and heart, it seemed but 
natural that he should be called upon by the people who 
knew him well for service to his State and Nation. When 
the call came he responded whole-heartedly. He was elected 
in 1918 by the people of the ninth congressional district of 
Brooklyn to represent them in the Halls of Congress, and 
served, with the exception of the Sixty-seventh, from the 
Sixty-sixth Congress until almost the end of the Seventy- 
first and had been reelected to the Seventy-second Congress. 

His record of fine, human legislation is so well known to 
those of us who were privileged to serve with him that no 
words of mine can add to its luster, and it would be pre- 
sumptuous for me to recount to his constituents this record 
of which they are and always were a part. 

His sense of responsibility to those who believed in him 
was so great that nothing humanly possible was too much 
for him to attempt in their behalf. It has been said many 
times that had he spared himself and given less many 
years more might have been his; but those who knew him 
well would say, and truly, that years would count but little 
if the measure of his service had to be considered and 
curtailed. 

His memory will be a sacred thing to the gold-star 
mothers, to the veteran, his widow and dependents, all of 
whom knew him as their great friend and advocate; and in 
the years to follow, when history is written, the postal 
clerks and letter carriers of the Nation will voice our senti- 
ments in paying tribute to Dave O’Conne.t, the first Mem- 
ber of Congress to sponsor the 44-hour bill. 

His humanity touched upon every act of his official life. 
Thinking always of the small boy, without father and 
mother, who had been taught in the school of “hard 


knocks,” he became a devoted husband and father, giving 
to his family a full measure of the advantages he himself 
craved and had been denied. 

Indeed, the life of Dave O' CoxxETLL would serve as a shin- 
ing example to every poor boy in the State and Nation of 
what may be accomplished through honesty, ambition, loy- 
alty, application, and the desire to achieve. 

Perhaps in no other line of endeavor is it possible to form 
so close a connection with our fellow man as in the realm 
of politics and service in party government. 

This I believe to be true, and I believe also, critics not- 
withstanding, that nowhere is it possible to find a finer type 
of service than is rendered by conscientious Members in the 
Congress of the United States. 

I could add much of personal reminiscence to this brief 
tribute to one whom I considered a rare friend. I could tell 
you of many simple acts of kindness performed in the daily 
grind of legislative work, but all that I could say, perhaps, 
could best be told in these simple words: He knew how to 
serve well, and nothing less than the best was good enough 
for those who loved and trusted him. In the words of the 
poet— 

Abou Ben Adhem (may his tribe increase!) 

Awoke one night from a deep dream of peace, 

and saw within the moonlight in his room, 
Making it rich and like a lily in bloom, 

An angel writing in a book of gold: 

Exceeding peace had made Ben Adhem bold, 

And to the presence in the room he said, 

“What writest thou?” The vision raised its head, 
And, with a look made of all sweet accord, 
Answered, “ The names of those who love the Lord.” 
“And is mine one?” said Abou. “ Nay, not so,” 
Replied the angel. Abou spoke more low, 

But cheerily still; and said, I pray thee, then, 
Write me as one that loves his fellow-men.” 


The angel wrote, and vanished. The next night 

It came again, with a great awakening light, 

And showed the names whom love of God had blessed,—~ 
And, lo! Ben Adhem’s name led all the rest. 


A translation of Abou Ben Adhem might well be Dave 
O'CONNELL, ‘ 


Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Speaker, Davin J. O'CONNELL, Congress- 
man from our metropolitan city, in the Empire State, has 
passed. For him time was, time is not, but time is merged 
into a blissful eternity where the deeds among men here, we 
are told, give rank among the blessed over there. Down 
the marble hall two doors from me he lived his later-day 
official life. We were of those who neighbored. We re- 
sponded to the same bell calls and walked in pleasant con- 
verse to and from Representative Hall, where he was a 
familiar and growing figure in deliberation and debate. 

We sat on opposite sides of that historic aisle which in a 
physical way divides the originated and maintained policies 
of Hamilton and Jefferson. That is an aisle which I hope 
will, while representing a maximum of toleration, be pre- 
served to represent the two historic national parties 
founded during the first administration, and continued 
under differing names until now. These organizations are 
among the strongest factors of our governmental mech- 
anism. 

A few years ago it became the political mode to decry 
political parties and substitute therefor “the man.” Of 
the many tests to which the World War subjected political 
and economic theories and doctrines with remorseless effect, 
none were more significant than the demonstration of the 
weakness of “the man” and the strength of the party 
theory. The first has shown its weakness in the establish- 
ment of numerous irresponsible blocs among the many na- 
tions attempting representative government. Fortunate is 
America that she has two strong, virile, political parties. 
Fortunate was the Democratic Party in having among its Rep- 
resentatives Davin J. O'CONNELL, a strong partisan: in things 
properly partisan; but in matters nonpartisan, which con- 
stitute 90 per cent of our legislation, partisanship was placed 
distinctly in the background and kept under control. Added 
to this he had that adroit diplomatic disposition which 
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made him an able and valuable member of the Foreign 
Affairs Committee of the House. His long residence in the 
American metropolis, mingling with people from every part 
of the globe and contacting with many phases of its for- 
eign finance and commerce, gave him the advantage of im- 
mediate touch and understanding, as circumstances arose, 
not enjoyed by many others. 

His rise from early youth employment to become executive 
in a great publishing house, which he retained until death, 
was one of those romances of America which is so interest- 
ing in the individual and collectively accounts for American 
supremacy in every department of endeavor. 

One speaking with him personally on any of the subjects 
of which he had a wide range and intimate knowledge, or 
harkening to his speech on the floor, was impressed with his 
faultless, easy-flowing diction. The qualities of purity, pro- 
priety, and precision were equally in evidence. This 
prompted me to inquire what great classic institution was 
honored in being his alma mater. 

When we learned that his mastery of language came from 
no university halls or masterful tutor but was the result of 
day in and day out studying an American dictionary and 
observing the forms of correct expression in personal con- 
verse, platform, and press, we can well understand the 
miracle of industry, perseverance, and a retentive mind and 
memory bent on excellence. That excellence he attained 
and maintained. 

His untimely taking off in the zenith of his powers is 
deplored by his colleagues and friends here, who attest his 
virtues, industry, and patriotism. These made him a useful 
servant for his district, a distinguished Member of this 
body, and a wholesome example for the youth of our land. 

He was a man courteous to the point of chivalry with 
others while maintaining a manifest self-respect which 
stopped just short of pride. 

The circumstances of his taking off were perhaps as he 
should have wished them to be. Then— 

"Twas a wink of the eye, twas the draught of a breath, 
From the blossom of health to the paleness of death. 

The Divine stroke found him in his home city, where 
financial, commercial, and labor depression existed. He 
was seated giving employment to one of his humble toiling 
constituents that labor might be furnished and compensa- 
tion paid. So are our problems being solved and the 
American spirit exemplified. 

In all this he was that firm combination of leader and 
man. 


Mr. IRWIN. Mr. Speaker, at this particular moment I 
want to pay a tribute of respect to our late lamented col- 
league, the Hon. D. J. O’ConneELL, who was one of the official 
censors on the minority side of the House during Private 
Calendar sessions. Davip O'CONNELL was the gentleman— 
sympathetic; just a man with a big heart and a conscience 
that dictated his every action; always ready to defend the 
weak and to stand firm for what was just and right; in- 
tensely patriotic; and his record in this body was exemplified 
by his high sense of duty. His motto was the teachings of 
the Golden Rule which was uppermost in his mind at all 
times. Members of the House, I could not separate myself 
from this body without paying this slight token of esteem 
and respect to the memory of Davin O'CONNELL. 


Mr. GRANFIELD. Mr. Speaker, although my friendship 
with Hon. Davin J. O'CONNELL, of Brooklyn, N. Y., began on 
February 17, 1930, when I was sworn into office as a Member 
of the Congress, and terminated with his death during the 
Christmas recess of the same year, in that brief space al- 
lotted to us I recognized in Mr. O’ConneELL those qualities of 
character which accounted for his multitude of admirers 
and friends. 

Scarcely had I assumed the duties of my office as his col- 
league when he extended to me a welcome that carried with 
it assurances which made me feel that here was a friend 
worth while. He made me understand that his knowledge 
gained by years of experience in the Congress was at my 
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disposal. Repeatedly he inquired solicitously of my welfare, 
and constantly offered sound advice and helpful suggestions 
in connection with my duties. His generous attitude toward 
me, his willingness to direct and assist me in my efforts to 
give my district able and efficient representation, shall always 
be a source of great satisfaction to me. He was a hard 
worker himself, and although I have been informed since 
his death that he was not a well man, this fact did not deter 
him from taxing his physical and mental capacity to an 
unwarranted extent in the service of his country. He worked 
tirelessly for the best interests of this Nation. His energies 
fired the atmosphere about him so that his colleagues were 
stirred to greater accomplishments by his example. 

I regret exceedingly that the hand of death intervened so 
abruptly. His demise took from the Congress of the United 
States one of its great leaders. The people of his district 
and the Nation lost a splendid statesman, his wife a loving 
husband, his children a devoted father, and I a friendship 
that time would have mellowed into one of my richest pos- 
sessions. 

The people of his district recognized him as a man of 
parts. He was elected by them to serve in the Sixty-sixth, 
Sixty-eighth, Sixty-ninth, Seventieth, and Seventy-first Con- 
gresses. On November 4, 1930, he was reelected by an 
overwhelming majority to the Seventy-second Congress. 
We who remain and who know his worth do not under- 
stand why the Almighty saw fit to take him from us at 
such a critical time in our Nation’s history. With his legis- 
lative experience and his knowledge of government he was 
best able to give that high quality of service which is so 
badly needed at this time in the affairs of state. Why this 
opportunity for great service is denied him and the Nation 
passeth human understanding. We can but humbly say: 


He knows about it all. He knows, He knows. 


Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Speaker, death has been busy in the 
ranks of the Seventy-first Congress. Since March 4, 1929, 
25 Members of the House of Representatives have passed 
away. 

During the closing days of the old year, and almost before 
the echoes of the Christmas bells, pealing their glad tidings 
of “ Peace on earth, good will to men,” had died away, sud- 
denly and without warning, genial, affable, likable Davin J. 
O'CONNELL passed into the Great Beyond. 

It was my good fortune to be intimately acquainted with 
DavE O’CoNNELL. His courteous manner, his genial disposi- 
tion, and his attractive personality drew men to him. Dur- 
ing my experience of over 22 years as a Member of the 
House of Representatives I have been associated with few 
more genial, pleasant, affable, and manly men than the 
lamented Representative from New York. 

Modest, unassuming, generous, candid, unselfish, kind, pa- 
triotic, a true friend, and a delightful companion, Dave 
O'CONNELL will be missed in the American Congress. 

He hated hypocrisy, he loved truth, he despised wrong, 
and would spurn any worldly success, no matter how at- 
trative it might be, if purchased by either the sacrifice of 
friendship or the expense of honor. 

He was a member of the important Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, but aside from its onerous duties he found time to 
actively participate in general legislation. He devoted much 
of his attention to the Private Calendar, but Dave O'CONNELL 
was not there to hinder, to obstruct, or make captious objec- 
tions. 

Though jealously guarding the interests of the Federal 
Government, he was ever ready with his voice to aid and 
help the passage of every worthy claim, and there are many 
to-day throughout the United States whose just and law- 
ful claims might still be pending in the Congress had it not 
been for the earnest zeal and persuasive tongue of Davm J. 
O'CONNELL. 

It is hard for me to realize that my good friend Dave 
O’ConneELt is dead. When we adjourned for the Christmas 
holidays he seemed to be in such splendid health that I 
little thought that before we would convene in January he 
would answer the last roll call. When that flag on the 
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Capitol, which during the last two years has so often been 
fiying at half-mast, was lowered in honor of our lamented 
colleague from New York I thought of the words of the poet 
when he sang: 
I can not think thee wholly gone, 
The better part of thee is with us still, 


The soul its hampering clay aside hath thrown; 
And only freer wrestles with the ill. 


Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker and fellow Members of 
the House, Davin J. O'CONNELL, of Brooklyn, N. Y., was a 
man far above the average. He was not only a man of 
business but one who was deeply engaged in publication 
work, and, being so, was necessarily in touch with the wishes 
and desires of the people. He loved his fellow man, and his 
cheerful countenance and wonderful activity won for him 
the admiration and friendship of every Member of Congress. 

I remember distinctly when he was elected to the Sixty- 
sixth Congress and assigned to the Foreign Affairs Com- 
mittee, upon which I have served for the past 20 years. I 
was particularly attracted to him because of his deep inter- 
est in legislation, and especially that legislation which came 
before our committee. He seemed to reflect the wishes of 
the business man, the scholar, and those engaged in various 
lines of endeavor. 

He was everywhere known and called “ Dave,” signifying 
the friendly feeling his friends had for him, and he inva- 
riably responded by calling them by their given names, 
thereby showing the reciprocity of affection. He did not 
speak often, but when he did address the House he spoke in 
that convincing and sincere manner which brought adher- 
ence to the cause which he espoused. 

I have lost many friends during my years in Congress, 
but I know of none I shall miss more than Davm J. O’Con- 
NELL, with his vivacity, his energy, and his charming per- 
sonality. Loved by all and loving all, he has passed to the 
Great Beyond, but he has left his impress upon legislation 
and will live always in the hearts of his friends, and espe- 
cially that large constituency which he represented in Con- 
gress. 


Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, with the death of Representa- 
tive Davin J. O'CONNELL, of the ninth congressional district 
in Brooklyn, a useful and active life has come to a close. 

Representative O’ConneLi distinguished himself in busi- 
ness, in politics, in civic duty. For many years he was a 
publisher, associated with the firm of Funk & Wagnalls in 
New York. The high standing of that house and its devo- 
tion to the literature of culture is in itself a stamp indi- 
cating the character of those who directed its policies. Mr. 
O’ConneELL was distinctly of that sterling character. He 
carried the same high-minded standards into every other 
activity that he undertook. The prosperity of his commu- 
nity was as important to him as his own welfare. It was 
this instinct for public service that made him one of the 
organizers and the first secretary of the Allied Boards of 
Trade of Brooklyn and a member of the Brooklyn Chamber 
of Commerce. 

Civic responsibilities of even this exacting nature were not 
enough for him. Mr. O'CONNELL was also active in the good 
deeds of two of the well-known fraternal organizations of 
the country. As I look over his record I find the interesting 
fact that Representative O’ConNELL was born on Christmas 
Day. It seems to me symbolic. The very day of his birth 
was appropriate to the career that he was destined to follow. 

The citizens of Brooklyn earlly recognized his abilities and 
his zeal in their interests and gave him ready advancement 
in politics. They first-elected him to the House of Repre- 
sentatives in 1919, and in 1920 they made him their delegate 
to the Democratic National Convention. He was reelected 
to Congress in 1923, and after that he was continuously a 
Member of this body, at all times a man marked out for his 
devotion to causes that reach out beyond the immediate 
moment and lay the foundations for future policy. As a 
fellow member of the Committee on Foreign Relations I ever 
found him a man of that broad vision and foresight. 
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It seems to me thoroughly characteristic that Mr. O’Con- 
NELL was a leader in the passage of legislation providing for 
that touching pilgrimage of the gold-star mothers to the 
battlefields of France and to the burial places of their sons. 
It was in the very nature of my colleague to originate and 
help enact this fine human gesture. 

In the passing of such a man this body has lost one of 
its most useful and honored Members, his district has been 
deprived of an energetic champion of its people, and the 
country itself will be long in finding a man to match him in 
patriotism and devotion to its welfare. 


Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr, Speaker, no Member of Congress 
during my tenure of office was better loved than Davin J. 
O’CoNNELL, who passed hence on the 29th day of December, 
1930. He was born in the city of New York Christmas Day, 
1868. At the age of 11 years he became connected with the 
great publishing house of Funk & Wagnalls Co., publishers 
of the Literary Digest, as an errand boy, and he held various 
positions with this company until the time of his death, in 
all 51 years. At the time of his death he was general sales 
manager of the Funk & Wagnalls Co. 

He had a distinguished record in Congress for 10 years. 
He was the original introducer of the 44-hour bill for postal 
employees, and always championed the cause of these 
employees. He originated the idea of the gold-star mothers’ 
pilgrimage to France. He was instrumental in the passage 
of the bill to reduce the passport fee to $5 and making the 
life of the passport good for six years. He was educated in 
the school of hard knocks. He was known from one end of 
the United States to the other as Dave O'CONNELL, or 
Smiling Dave,“ with a good word for everybody. He was a 
master of the English language and knew every word in the 
Standard Dictionary, which he carried with him constantly. 
His passing was mourned by every Member of the House. 
He was my dearest friend. Peace to his ashes. 


Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, others have said 
so much of the statesmanship of Davm O’ConneLL that I 
prefer to speak of him in a somewhat different strain. 

There are many Members of the House who by virtue of 
a duty imposed by the party leaders or who for other rea- 
sons voluntarily play the rôle of objectors to bills on the 
Consent and Private Calendars. There are few, however, 
who take upon themselves the task of assisting other 
Members in the passage of their bills and of urging chronic 
objectors to refrain from objecting to them. Many Mem- 
bers oppose; few advocate. Davin J. O'CONNELL was one 
of the few if, as a matter of fact, he alone did not constitute 
the few. It is therefore as an advocate, as one who helped 
those who needed help, as one always ready to offer and 
to give kindly assistance, as a cheerful, sunny, friendly per- 
sonality that I miss and regret his loss to the House. 


Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, since his coming to Con- 
gress in 1919 Davi J. O'CONNELL was known and liked by 
all of his colleagues in the House of Representatives. Every- 
one called him Dave.” He took an active part in the House 
proceedings and was on the floor at all times when the 
Consent and Private Calendars were under consideration. 

In some instances I felt it my duty to oppose him on some 
measures, but it in no way interfered with our relations. 
Davin J. O’ConnELL was a true friend and had the respect, 
esteem, and implicit confidence of everyone who knew him. 

One of my valued possessions, which I prize highly, is a 
Standard Dictionary, which he sent me in the summer of 
1925, on the flyleaf of which he wrote in his own hand- 
writing the following: 


To Hon. THOMAS L. BLANTON: 

A good fighter and fair foe. From his friend and admirer and 
colleague. 

i D. J. O'CONNELL. 

Taking time from his business during vacation to send 
such a gift to one of his friends, illustrates the character of 
Dave J. O'CONNELL. He was forever showing little acts of 
kindness and friendliness to all of his associates. He was 
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loved not only by Members of Congress but by all of the 
employees of the Capitol and House Office Building. He 
had a smile and friendly salutation for everyone at all times. 
He will be remembered and missed by all of us who were 
intimately associated with him. 


Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Speaker, it was my great privilege to 
be associated for the past eight years in Congress with my 
late colleague and friend, Hon. Davin J. O’CONNELL. 

Dave O’ConneLL—he was Dave to me—was a real gentle- 
man in the true meaning of the word. He was an inde- 
fatigable worker for the poor and the unfortunate; his ear 
was ever attuned to listen to the tale of the helpless and the 
lowly. He was a courageous fighter for the right, and never 
knew the meaning of the words “can not.” 

Yet, no matter how bitter the battle, his unfailing sense 
of humor endeared him to all his colleagues, and no man 
had a more real friend in the House of Representatives than 
Dave. His was indeed a charming personality, and his 
gracious smile and keen wit will be missed. He left behind 
an enviable record of good deeds accomplished and honor 
gained in his field as legislator. His memory is bright in 
our minds and his friendship in our hearts. We loved him 
and we will not forget him. 


Mr. SIROVICH. Mr. Speaker, my first recollection of the 
late Congressman O'CONNELL is a conversation that I had 
with him at a dinner tendered to the New York State Demo- 
cratic congressional delegation at the National Democratic 
Club in New York just after I was elected to Congress for the 
first time in 1926. 

My impression of him at that time was one of rather 
pleasant surprise at finding in him not only a man of ex- 
treme friendliness but a person of rather unusual culture 
and interests that are not common to the average run of 
men who participate in practical politics. I was somewhat 
amazed when I learned that he was not a lawyer, because I 
had been so accustomed to finding that my brethren in the 
legislative houses were for the most part members of the 
bar, but that he had for more than 50 years been engaged 
in the highly enlightened and civilized function of publish- 
ing books, and for the most time had been affiliated with the 
well-known publishing house of Funk & Wagnalls, of New 
York. 

My contacts with him at all subsequent periods served 
merely to heighten my regard for him and to gain a deeper 
insight to the varied interests which engrossed his atten- 
tion. In truth, a particular bond of friendship between 
us grew out of the fact that the late Representative O’Con- 
NELL had a son who followed the same profession as I do, 
that of a physician—the well-known Dr. Walter J. O’Con- 
nell, of Brooklyn. It was most pleasant for me to drop 
into his office and chat with him concerning his experiences 
in life, and particularly his reminiscences of the late Dr. 
Isaac Funk, who was not only the head of the firm of 
Funk & Wagnalls for many years but the editor of the 
Standard Dictionary and the well-known periodical, the 
Literary Digest, as well. 

To state that our late departed friend and colleague was 
a fit and adequate Representative of his district in Congress 
would be trite and commonplace—in truth, he was a great 
Representative, because he represented not merely the 
local needs, requirements, and aspirations of his own con- 
stituency but a wider public, a book-reading and literary 
public, which extended from one end of our country to the 
other. 

He was a past president of the Booksellers’ League of 
New York and a member for many years of the Brooklyn 
Chamber of Commerce. He sat continuously in the House 
of Representatives from the Sixty-sixth Congress to his 
death in the Seventy-first Congress, with the exception 
of the Sixty-seventh Congress, when he failed of reelection 
because of the Harding landslide in 1920. 

He was a native New Yorker, having been born there on 
Christmas day of 1868, and was married in 1893 to Mary 
Agnes Green, of the same city. He left surviving him, 
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besides Doctor O'Connell, a daughter, Miss Marion E. 
O'Connell. 

He was active throughout his long and useful career in 
many business and mercantile endeavors in his own Bor- 
ough of Brooklyn, and was one of the prime movers and 
organizers and the first secretary of the old board of trade 
of the old city of Brooklyn. He was a former State officer 
of Royal Arcanum and a member for many years of the 
Order of Elks, Brooklyn Lodge, No. 22. He was a delegate 
to the Democratic convention which met in San Francisco in 
1920 and nominated James M. Cox, of Ohio, for President, 
and the present Governor of the State of New York, Frank- 
lin D. Roosevelt, for Vice President. 

He was a fine figure of a man—graceful, dignified, and 
yet he breathed a degree of warmth and friendship to all 
those who came into even the slightest contact with him 
and, too, to fhose closer to him. 

As a legislator his particular interest was in protecting 
the rights of those who served the Government of the 
United States in a civil capacity, and among our civil- 
service employees thousands doubtless cherish his memory. 

To those who, like myself, were privileged to bear some 
intimate degree of relationship to him, this statesman, 
legislator, business man, and bibliophile will ever be re- 
called as one who devoted his years on this earth to making 
155 world a better place for his fellow men and women to 

ve in. 


Mr. KENNED Y. Mr. Speaker, we arrest our activities to 
pay tribute to Congressman O'CONNELL, who, well beloved 
and crowned with the most enviable honors that confidence 
and station can bestow, was taken from us in the midst of 
the performance of his duties at the moment of the highest 
possibilities of service. It is fitting that we should render 
the official tribute of respect, but the significance of this 
occasion is far deeper than that. It is the tribute inspired 
by love of country, as laying aside the differences and con- 
troversies, which seem but trivial in the face of man’s ad- 
ventures and God’s providence, we stand united by the 
indissoluble bonds of common patriotism, knowing well that 
ungrateful republics can not endure. The temples of de- 
mocracy will be but as vain vestiges of a vanished faith if 
their altar fires are not kept burning by the memory of those 
who have met the supreme test and have laid down their 
lives in heroic fidelity and self-sacrifice. Above all, we give 
the tribute of the deep affection, which moves us to speak in 
tender remembrance of a generous and kindly spirit who 
counted human fellowship more precious than all the pomp 
and circumstance of power. Not only those who had the 
privilege of intimacy but the vast multitude who bowed in 
grief at his passing had responded to the grace of his gentle- 
ness and called him brother and friend as well as Congress- 
man. 

It was not a long life, and yet to go back to its beginning 
is to enter another world, to recall persons and events, gov- 
ernments, standards, and problems belonging to an epoch 
now definitely closed. When Davi J. O'CONNELL was born, 
on December 25, 1868, this country was still sorrowing at 
the irreparable loss of the martyred Lincoln. In England 
the long career of Palmerston had ended and the first min- 
istry of Gladstone had been under way. In France, Napoleon 
III was endeavoring to conceal the decadence of the Empire 
with a fatuous splendor. In Italy, Cavour had been laying 
the foundation of Italian unity, but the essential successes 
of Victor Emmanuel were not yet recognized. In Ger- 

many, Bismarck was in the midst of his victories of Sadowa 
and Sedan, and with relentless will was forging the mecha- 
nism of German imperial power. 

Within the period of 52 years between his birth and elec- 
tion to Congress the population of continental United States 
had risen from 35,000,000 to 106,000,000. The deep wounds 
left by the Civil War had been healed, and the Nation with 
the indomitable enthusiasm of a new and abiding sense of 
unity, solving one problem after another, superior to the 
strife of politics, the conspiracies of greed, and the assaults 
of unreason, had steadily advanced to a prosperity and power 


1931 


such as a free people had never known before, and at its 
highest point of achievement and privilege had been able 
to bring its resources to the rescue of liberty itself. For in 
this same period old rivalries and conflicting interests had 
lavishly sown the seeds of conflict in Europe, and the op- 
portunities won by science and industry, ready to bless the 
millions of toilers with an orderly progress, were made to 
serve an insatiable lust of power until in titanic struggle 
Europe was strewn with human wreckage, and now, with 
Romanoffs, Hapsburgs, and Hohenzollerns_dethroned, amid 
economic disasters still unretrieved and hatreds still un- 
quenched, with democracy saved but not assured, with many 
gloomy forebodings and yet with the potency and promise 
of vigorous and industrious peoples, is seeking earnestly re- 
adjustments, stability, and peace. A period has closed from 
which mankind will hereafter make its reckonings. It was 
at this period of transition that Dav J. O’CoNNELL was 
elected to Congress. 

He was equipped for his task by inheritance and training, 
which were completely and typically American. He was 
neither helped nor hampered by exceptional environment. 
He suffered neither from poverty nor from riches. His en- 
dowment was a keen mind and a strong body. Alert to op- 
portunity, self-reliant, facile, and warm-hearted, he made 
his own way, owing his successes to his tireless persistance 
and his unquenchable ardor in living. 

He belonged to the aristocracy of the plain people of 155 
country. Born in the city of New York on Christmas Da 
in 1868 he continued to live there all of his life, His busi. 
ness activities took him to almost every State in the Union 
and gave him an understanding, an intimate knowledge, of 
the problems and conditions confronting the people through- 
out the United States as well as his own congressional dis- 
trict. 

He achieved distinction in the business and fraternal 
world as well as the political world. 

In Congress he soon achieved a distinguished position. 
He was a member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. He 
was neither eccentric, spectacular, nor censorious. Always 
quiet in manner and unassuming, he could not escape the 
distinction of natural dignity and noble mien. His keen 
intelligence and common sense won for him general confi- 
dence and esteem while his unfailing friendliness made him 
nationally beloved. 

It is difficult, while still we labor under the sense of per- 
sonal loss to appraise fairly the qualities or to estimate 
justly the character of the departed friend. We are too apt 
at such a time to permit our emotions to color our judg- 
ment and to sway our verdict. 

It is hard to restrain the ardor of friendship in writing of 
so widely gifted and attractive man, but a just appreciation 
should stand upon a foundation of understatement. 

It was Macaulay who said that if one stopped under a 
doorway for a moment with Edmund Burke to escape a 
shower, he would be impressed with the certainty that he 
had met a kindly man. That was true of Davin O'CONNELL. 

His charm of manner, his musical voice, his unexcelled 
diction, his general knowledge made him a personality at 
once outstanding, remarkable, and pleasing. 

His vigorous and penetrating mind, always at work, 
gained for him an immense extent and variety of knowl- 
edge. He had the learning of a philosopher, and to that 
learning he added the manners of a gentleman. His com- 
pany was sought by the Members of Congress from all parts 
of the United States—for he was witty with a subtle sense 
of humor and a keen knowledge of proportion. He had an 
inexhaustible sense of discourse, with constant cheerfulness 
and high spirits. 

Suffice it to say that for all of his adult life no great 
cause affecting his city or State has been discussed upon 
which he did not spread the luster of his talents, the spell 
of his eloquence, and the music of his voice. He was a 
strong partisan, but never permitted his loyalty to his party 
to interfere with his duty to his country. He was an aggres- 
sive advocate, but he always tried to be fair with an oppo- 
nent, even when dealing his most telling blow. He believed 
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intensely in his own side of an argument, but he was toler- 
ant of opposition, and ever ready to applaud in an adver- 
sary that ability and character which bespeaks conviction 
and denotes sincerity. He has gone to his reward after 
having fought a good fight. May I now say in closing, as 
one who knew him, who admired his extraordinary talents 
and unrivaled attainments, that the great outstanding qual- 
ity in his make-up was his intense and ever-present belief 
in the God of his fathers. 

Dav J. O'CONNELL was gifted and blessed above most of 
the men of his day and generation, but above all in that 
simple, childlike faith which was fostered at the knee of 
his mother, and which survived and grew with all the 
triumphs of his great career, and carried him onward into 
the next world with the fervor of a martyr and the certainty 
of one who knows. 

May the Lord deal with him as one who has gained the 
palm and may his place in the world beyond the grave be 
even higher and more glorious than that which he won for 
himself among men. 


Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, the delegation to Con- 
gress from my State sustained another severe loss by the 
death of Davin J. O’Connett. He was a Member of this 
body from the Borough of Brooklyn, city of New York, hav- 
ing been first elected to the Sixty-sixth Congress. There- 
after, after a lapse of two years, in which he did not hold 
office, he was reelected to the Sixty-eighth Congress, and 
was a Member of this body continuously thereafter until his 
untimely death. 

The personality of Davm J. O’CoNNELL was an ever- 
present source of delight to all those who came in contact 
with him. He was of a jovial and friendly disposition, easy 
going, and good natured. 

Those from his own State to whom by ties of his political 
affiliation he was closest were particularly charmed with his 
genial personality. We all admired Congressman O’Con- 
NELL’s close attention to duty and his keen perception and 
attention to the weighty legislative problems which were 
considered by this House during his tenure of office. 

Congressman O’ConNnELL did not only make a general ex- 
amination of the many legislative proposals which came 
up in the House but he was ever anxious to discover for 
himself the object of every statute or act passed or taken 
up in committee, and to each piece of legislation he gave 
his undivideds close study. 

Congressman O’CONNELL was a publisher and bookseller 
by profession, and because of his knowledge of books was 
perhaps one of the best-informed men of this House on 
the problems of the day and the history of our country. 
He was also active in the social life of our community, 
having at one time held office in the Brooklyn Order of 
Elks and the Brooklyn Chamber of Commerce. He was the 
first secretary of the Allied Board of Trade in Brooklyn and, 
in fact, there was hardly any public activity in the Bor- 
ough of Brooklyn or the city of New York to which the 
deceased Congressman was an absolute stranger. 

His sympathies were broad; his love of mankind bound- 
less. His life was also in the service of his fellow men, and 
his passing has left this House very much impoverished 
and with a loss hard to replace. 


Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, as we gather here in the 
closing days of this Congress, and look around on the famil- 
iar faces of our colleagues, it is hard for us to realize that 
our comrade, Davin J. O'CONNELL, of New York, will be with 
us no more. 

It seems but yesterday that this affable, genial statesman 
was with us here in the House participating in our delibera- 
tions and contending for those principles of right and jus- 
tice that were near and dear to his heart. 

In all of the years that I have served in this body, I do 
not believe I have met a more popular Member of the House 
than Dave O'CONNELL. Firm in his convictions, courageous 
to an unusual degree, always battling for what he thought 
was right, he had the rare faculty of winning men to his 
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views without offending those who opposed him. I believe 
I can say truthfully that at no time did he ever give offense 
to a Member of the House—no matter how fierce the battle 
became or how hot the argument grew. 

If Dave O'CONNELL had a weakness, it was his consuming 
love for his fellow man. Whenever it came to a question 
that involved the human interest, no one ever had to ask 
where he stood. He was on the side of mankind. 

There are hermit souls that live withdrawn 
In the peace of their self-content; 

There are souls like stars that dwell apart, 
In a fellowless firmament; 

There are pioneer souls that blaze their paths 
Where highways never ran,— 

But let me live by the side of the road, 
And be a friend to man. 

This, Mr. Speaker, was the philosophy of our departed 
friend, whose untimely passing we mourn to-day. 

I am told that he never appeared more cheerful than he 
did on the day of his death. It came like a clap of thunder 
from a clear sky. Without pain and without warning he 
passed from the activities of this life to those of the life to 
come. 

As has been said 

Just in the happiest, sunniest hours of the voyage, when eager 
winds are kissing every sall, to dash against the unseen rock, and 
in an instant hear the billows roar above the sunken ship. 

I learned many a lesson from Dave O'CONNELL. In the 
stormy and impetuous struggles of this House, when it 
seemed as if passion and prejudice had run so high as to 
obscure the light of reason, this courteous, affable, manly 
man always maintained his equilibrium, and many a time 
he has been able to pour oil upon the troubled waters and to 
dissipate the ill feeling engendered in the heat of debate. 

Other men of more ability have already paid their glowing 
tributes to the memory of our deceased colleague, but I could 
not resist the temptation to come in my humble capacity to 
lay a wild flower upon his grave and to say farewell to my 
departed friend in the words of the immortal William Cullen 
Bryant: 

Tho rt gone, the abyss of heaven 
Hath swallowed up thy form; yet, on my heart 


Deeply hath sunk the lesson thou hast given, 
And shall not soon depart. 


Mr. LOZIER. Mr. Speaker, when death laid his icy hand 
on Dav J. O’Connett and palsied his heartstrings this 
House lost one of its best beloved and most useful Members. 
His home going was sudden, but how beautiful. No long 
invalidism, during which the tides of life and death alter- 
nately flow and ebb, no raging fever, no racking pain, no 
beclouded mentality, and no wasting away of the superb 
body in the garnished halls of which abode his genial spirit. 
Only a few weeks ago pale death, that knocks with impartial 
foot at the cottages of the poor and at the towers of kings, 
halted unannounced before our friend, saluted, and by the 
touch of his scepter summoned him before the Great Assize. 

In the full meridian of his power, in the vigor of a ma- 
ture manhood, in the zenith of his fame, in the high tide 
of public honors, and in the efficient performance of his 
manifold duties death chilled his rich red blood and he 
passed painlessly into the silent land. Out of a cloudless 
sky, swift as a flaming meteor, came black-winged death, 
who shook his keen dart and delayed not to strike, and a 
dreamless sleep fell on our friend. Once more triumphant, 
death waved his somber pinions and the well-proportioned 
body of our New York colleague became cold and pulseless 
clay. We pause to breathe a benison over his sleeping dust, 
believing with the psalmist, while weeping may endure for 
the night, joy cometh in the morning. 

Seneca telis us that a thousand approaches lie open to 
death, and Massinger says there are a thousand doors to let 
out life; but who will say that any avenue could be more 
flower-fringed, sun-crowned, and happy than the one over 
which our beloved colleague marched to the higher life, and 
at the end of which he was born to a diviner day. Hidden 
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and unseen, death dogged his footsteps with a stealthy but 
silent tread— 
Then with no throbs of fiery pain, 
No cold gradations of decay, 
Death broke at once the vital chain, 
And freed his soul the nearest way. 

Even before the shadows began to dip eastward the 
adamantine spindle of destiny wound up the silken cords 
of his enviable accomplishments and death molded into 
calm completeness the statue of his honorable and useful 
life 


Who envies Davin J. O’Connett the serenity and silence 
of the tomb? Who would recall him from the realm of 
shadows into which he entered as confidingly as a play-weary 
child welcomes slumber in his mother's lap? When the 
grim messenger’s inexorable hand deftly, silently, and sud- 
denly drew the dark curtain close, our friend’s life was per- 
fected in his death, and methinks I can hear him shouting 
back across the waveless, tideless sea, “I have found the 
haven,” 

The mythical Endymion sleeps everlastingly in his Carian 
cave, but the tomb gives sanctuary only to the ashes of 
Davin J. O’ConnELL. Freed from finite environment, his 
manumitted spirit overleaped the grave and sped homeward 
like a sunbeam, back to the bosom of Jehovah from whence 
it sprung. 

Davin J. O'CONNELL was a real man. With characteristic 
and commendable courage he met and discharged the duties 
and responsibilities that came to him as becomes a worthy 
citizen and faithful public servant. In our beloved Republic 
we haye no aristocracy except that of character and virtue. 
Measured by that standard, Davin J. O’ConNnELL undeniably 
belonged to the nobility. In every relation of life he ex- 
emplified that exalted type of citizenship that is the crown- 
ing glory of our free institutions. 

Our departed coworker had a big heart and a big brain, 
and both functioned efficiently. Kindness and candor, cour- 
age and sincerity, were his outstanding characteristics. He 
was an unfaltering friend of humanity. Character, not 
coin, was the yardstick by which he measured men, He 
walked in the path of duty, and he walked straight. His 
honors were not the fruitage of selfishness but service, and, 
judged by his deeds, I fancy his motto must have been, “An 
honest fame or none.” 

Davin J. O'CONNELL did not burrow in the earth like a 
mole, nor did he hide his head in the clouds, but he walked 
and talked with men, and for all who were worthy he had 
an unfeigned affection. His heart was filled with the milk 
of human kindness which never froze or curdled, and his 
helping hand was ever outstretched to lift up and sustain 
the poor and lowly who were never free from the pinch of 
penury. 

Tender as a woman; manliness and meekness 
In him were so allied, 

That they who judge him by his strength and weakness, 
Saw but a single side. 

Our colleague who has preceded us over the Great Divide 
never mortgaged his conscience nor pawned his honor. He 
was immune from the blandishments that too frequently 
draw men from the path of rectitude and duty. He took no 
short cuts to success. The iron of envy and the acid of 
malice never entered or seared his soul. Bearing a burden 
of responsibilities of a public and professional character, 
perhaps at times he came slowly to the banquet of his 
friends, but always swiftly to their aid in misfortune and 
distress. 

Who will declare that his home going was untimely? The 
divine magnet drew his spirit to the mother lode. Death 
has been swallowed up in life. It was St. Augustine who 
said 

The heart of man is restless until it finds itself in God. 

But by lingering longer at his bier we but clog with scald- 
ing tears the shifting sands which mark the change of state 
which we, for the lack of a better term, call death. “After 
life’s fitful fever he sleeps well.” i 
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According to the Rubaiyat, life is a caravansary, within 
the portals of which a man abides an hour or two and then 
goes his way. In the market place of death all souls meet on 
a level. The nobleman from his ancestral halls and the 
forgotten beggar by the dusty roadside sleep side by side in 
the democracy of death. Only at the cross and at the tomb 
do the myriad millions of the sons and daughters of Adam 
meet on an equality. 

As a vagrant wind, so is human life. Out of a cloud im- 
penetrable by human vision we came into being. Beneath 
opalescent skies we walk the earth like gods, ever over- 
valuing our accomplishments and importance, and intoxi- 
cated by wordly pomp and vanities, when suddenly our hour 
strikes, and then we step silently through dense shadows 
and darkness into the mysterious hereafter. Often death’s 
pale flag falls before our tasks are half done, but to other 
hands God commits the uncompleted work. 

Davin J. O'CONNELL, hail and farewell. Light lie the earth 
upon you; soft be the sands that cover you; green be the 
carpet beneath which your ashes rest. In harmony with the 
beneficient decrees of an All-Wise Providence, I doubt not 
that when this earth life is ended we shall meet our friend 
and colleague where billows never break nor tempests roll. 


Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, during this session there has 
passed from our midst our colleague, Davin J. O'CONNELL. 
Death found him a shining mark as Representative of the 
great State of New York. He was a sincere and loyal friend 
of mine, and it is with genuine sorrow that I contemplate 
the coming sessions without his presence. 

Davin J. O’ConNELL was loyal in every sense of the word 
loyal to his family, loyal to his religion, loyal to his political 
faith, loyal to his country. He never flew under false colors. 
We always admire loyalty wherever found. Loyalty is that 
fine flower of human nature that has its roots deep in the 
human heart. Its beauty consists in giving rather than in 
receiving. The story of David and Jonathan is oft repeated 
because of the appeal of the boundless friendship and loy- 
alty between them. The story of Lord Clifford always 
inspires admiration. It will be recalled that when the 
nobles were disputing the right of King Henry to the title 
it was the strong voice of Clifford which proclaimed, “ King 
Henry, be thy title right or wrong, Lord Clifford bows to 
fight in thy defense.” 

Loyalty was indeed one of the brightest jewels in the 
diadem of the character of this colleague whom we now 
mourn. 

Then, too, I was fond of him because of his outstanding 
kindliness. He never turned a deaf ear to any reasonable 
plea for help. Any call for alms or charity struck within 
his heart a responsive chord. 

We all admired also his humility, his ever readiness 
to see good in others. He was like the old sage who, 
when asked why it was that he always saw something 
worth while in all men, replied: “If I see one who is older, 
I presume he has suffered more; if I see one who is younger, 
I know he has sinned less; if one who is. richer, he has 
very likely given more to charity; if he be poorer, his woe 
has been greater; if he be wiser, I honor him for his wis- 
dom; if he is less wise, my fault seems all the greater; 
therefore, I do honor to every man.” 

I recall that during my first session in Congress I became 
grievously ill. I was alone in my hotel room, far from my 
family and friends. Dave O'CONNELL heard of my plight, 
and unhesitatingly came to my help and remained with 
me for the greater part of the night. He was indeed a 
good Samaritan. If we are asked at any time for a defini- 
tion of a good neighbor, we offer the story told in the book 
of St. Luke of a certain man who went down from Jérusalem 
to Jericho and was set upon by thieves and was left by 
the roadside wounded and bleeding and half dead: Many 
passed him by, but the good Samaritan had compassion on 
him, bound up his wounds, gave him oil and wine, and set 
him upon his own beast. Dave O'CONNELL was ever such a 
good Samaritan, 
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No words of ours can beguile his loved ones from their 
grief. They must, however, take comfort in the thought 
that he lived a righteous life, that he loved mercy and did 
justice, and walked humbly before his God. 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, as a further mark of respect 
to the memories of the deceased, and in pursuance of the 
order agreed to on yesterday, declares a further recess until 
2.30 p. m. 

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 29 minutes p. m.) the House 
stood in further recess until 2.30 p. m. 


AFTER RECESS 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order 
by the Speaker. 

CONFERENCE REPORT—MUSCLE SHOALS 

Mr. WURZBACH presented a conference report, for print- 
ing under the rule, on Senate Joint Resolution 49, to provide 
for the national defense by the creation of a corporation 
for the operation of the Government properties at and near 
Muscle Shoals in the State of Alabama, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. QUIN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, 
When will this be voted on? 

Mr. WURZBACH. I intend to call it up to-morrow. 

Mr. QUIN. At what time. 

Mr. WURZBACH. I do not know. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its principal 
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House to a bill of the following title: 

S.3277. An act to provide against the withholding of pay 
when employees are removed for breach of contract to ren- 
der faithful service. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
a bill of the following title, in which the concurrence of 
the House is requested: 

S. 6171. An act to regulate the prescribing and use of 
waters from the Hot Springs National Park at Hot Springs, 
Ark., and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 16110) entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the Departments of State and Justice and 
for the judiciary and for the Departments of Commerce and 
Labor for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other 
purposes.” 

The message also announced that the Senate insists upon 
its amendments to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 404) 
entitled “ Joint resolution to change the name of B Street 
NW., in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” 
disagreed to by the House; agrees to the conference asked by 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and appoints Mr. CAPPER, Mr. BLAINE, and Mr. 
Kıç to be the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
the following resolution: 

Senate Resolution 456 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of 
the death of Hon. LEE S. OVERMAN, late a Senator from the State 
of North Carolina; and 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased the business of the Senate be now suspended, pursuant 
to its order of the Tth instant, to enable his associates to pay 
tribute to his high character and distinguished public service; 
and 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to 
the House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the 
family of the deceased; and 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of 
the deceased the Senate, at the conclusion of these exercises, 
take a recess until 12 o’clock meridian omoro ys 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 
A message in writing from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the House by Mr. Latta, one 
of his secretaries, who also informed the House that on the 
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following dates the President approved and signed bills and 
joint resolutions of the House of the following titles: 

On February 9, 1931: 

H. R. 6668. An act to provide for discharging certain obli- 
gations of Peter R. Wadsworth, former superintendent and 
special disbursing agent of the Consolidated Chippewa In- 
dian Agency. 

On February 11, 1931: 

H. R. 5627. An act relating to the naturalization of certain 
aliens. 

On February 12, 1931: 

H. R. 6810. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to accept, without cost to the Government of the United 
States, a lighter-than-air base, near Sunnyvale, in the 
county of Santa Clara, State of California, and construct 
necessary improvements thereon; and 

H. R. 10166. An act to authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy to proceed with the construction of certain public 
works at Philadelphia, Pa., and for other purposes. 

On February 13, 1931: 

H. R. 397. An act for the relief of Lowell G. Fuller; 

H. R. 465. An act for the relief of John H. Lawler; 

H. R. 474, An act for the relief of Samuel B. Faulkner; 

H. R. 477. An act for the relief of Harry Hamlin; 

H. R. 542. An act for the relief of Clancy L. McIntyre; 

H. R. 1408. An act to provide for the study, investigation, 
and survey, for commemorative purposes, of the Bull Run 
and second Manassas battlefields, in the State of Virginia; 

H. R. 1594. An act for the relief of John W. Leich, alias 
John Leach; 

H. R. 1612. An act for the relief of Angenora Hines; 

H. R. 1836. An act for the relief of Robert E. Beck, other- 
wise known as Rudolph E. Beck and Harry J. Brown; 

H.R. 1884. An act for the relief of Charles F. Reilly; 

H. R. 1966. An act for the relief of Martha J. Tonguet; 
H. R. 2312. An act for the relief of Arthur W. Taylor; 

H. R. 2315. An act for the relief of Leo B. Thome; 
H.R.5787, An act for the relief of Carlton Olin, other- 
wise known as Stephen Cebra; 

H. R. 5902. An act for the relief of S. W. Greer; 

H. R. 6193. An act for the relief of Sidney Morris Hopkins; 

H. R. 6197. An act for the relief of William Befuhs (de- 
ceased), otherwise known as Charles Cameron; 

H. R. 6544. An act for the relief of Francis J. Moore; 

H. R. 8290. An act to authorize and direct a preliminary 
examination of the Mohican River Ditch from Lake Fork, 
Ohio, south a distance of 8 miles; 

H. R. 11132. An act for the relief of Edward Knight; 

H. R, 12023. An act to repeal the provision of law granting 
a pension to Lois Cramton; 

H. R. 12966. An act authorizing H. C. Brenner Realty & 
Finance Corporation, its successors and assigns, to consiruct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Mississippi River 
at or near a point between Cherokee and Osage Streets, St. 
Louis, Mo.; 

H. R. 13160. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy, 
in his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the Rosenberg 
Library, in the city of Galveston, Tex., the silver service pre- 
sented to the United States for the cruiser Galveston; 

H. R. 13262. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy 
to donate to the city of Oakland, Calif., certain guns and 
mounts that were formerly in service on the Coast Guard 
cutter Bear; 

H. R. 14452. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the St. 
Lawrence River near Alexandria Bay, N. Y.; 

H. R. 14558. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at or near New Martinsville, W. Va.; 

H. R. 14676. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Co- 
lumbia River at or near Arlington, Oreg.; 

H.R. 14689. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at Cairo, II.; 
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H. R. 15137. An act to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of an overhead viaduct 
across the Mahoning River at or near Niles, Trumbull 
County, Ohio; 

II. R. 15276. An act authorizing the States of Alabama 
and Mississippi, through their respective highway depart- 
ments, to construct, maintain, and operate a free highway 
bridge across the Escatawpa River at or near Wilmer, Ala., 
and Latonia, Miss., connecting Mobile County, Ala., and 
George County, Miss 

H. R. 15366. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Minnesota to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge across the Mississippi River near Bemidji, Minn.; 

H.R. 15433. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a 
free highway bridge across the Little Calumet River on 
South Halsted Street at One hundred and thirtieth Street, 
in Cook County, State of Illinois; 

H. R. 15434. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Ilinois to construct, maintain, and operate a 
free highway bridge across the Fox River at Algonquin, in 
McHenry County, State of Illinois; and 

H. R. 15766. An act granting the consent of Congress to 
the Arkansas State Highway Commission to maintain and 
operate, as constructed, a free highway bridge across Saline 
River near Kingsland, Ark., on State Highway No. 3, from 
Pine Bluff to Fordyce, Ark. 

On February 14, 1931: 

H. R. 101. An act for the award of the air-mail flyer's 
medal of honor; 

H. R. 2887. An act for the relief of Mildred L. Williams; 

H. R. 3428. An act for the relief of Rebecca E. Olmsted; 

H. R. 6194. An act granting six months’ pay to Arthur G. 
Caswell; 

H. R. 6586. An act providing for the confirmation of the 
title of certain purchasers from the State of Louisiana of 


lands formerly included in the Live Oak naval reserve on 


Navy Commissioners Island, in St. Mary Parish, La., now 
abandoned; 

H. R. 8253. An act for the relief of Sterling S. Ball; 

H. R. 8583. An act for the relief of the State of Maine and 
the city of Portsmouth, N. H.; 

H. R. 8986. An act authorizing the promotion on the 
retired list of the Navy of Stuart L. Johnson, ensign; 

H. R. 9205. An act for the relief of Julian E. Gillespie; 

H. R. 9934. An act providing for the sale of timberland in 
four townships in the State of Minnesota; 

H. R. 9987. An act to provide for the relinquishment by 
the United States of certain lands to the city of Rupert, in 
the county of Minidoka, in the State of Idaho; 

H. R. 10365. An act for the relief of Tracy Lee Phillips; 

H. R. 10380. An act adjusting the grades and ratings of 
the Naval Academy Band; 

H. R. 11281. An act authorizing a per capita payment of 
$50 to the members of the Menominee Tribe of Indians of 
Wisconsin from funds on deposit to their credit in the 
Treasury of the.United States; 

H. R. 11285. An act to amend the Alaska game law; 

H. R. 11564. An act to reimburse William Whitright for 
expenses incurred as an authorized delegate of the Fort 
Peck Indians; 

H. R. 11565. An act to reimburse Charles Thompson for 
expenses incurred as an authorized delegate of the Fort 
Peck Indians; 

H. R. 12014. An act to permit payments for the operation 
of motor cycles and automobiles used for necessary travel 
on official business, on a mileage basis in lieu of actual 
operating expenses; 

H. R. 12037. An act authorizing the payment of a claim 
presented by the Polish Government for the reimbursement 
of certain expenditures incurred by the community authori- 
ties of Rzeczyczany, Poland, to which place an insane alien 
was erroneously deported; 

H. R. 12067. An act for compensation to the owners of the 
Danish motor ship Indien for damages sustained as the 
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result of a collision with the United States Coast Guard 
cutter Shawnee at San Francisco on April 5, 1925; 

H. R. 12697. An act to authorize an exchange of lands be- 
tween the United States and the State of Utah; 

H. R. 12835. An act authorizing the use of tribal funds of 
Indians belonging on the Klamath Reservation, Oreg., to 
pay expenses connected with suits pending in the Court of 
Claims, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 12871. An act providing for the sale of isolated tracts 
in the former Crow Indian Reservation, Mont.; 

H.R.13053. An act to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to accept donations to or in behalf of institutions 
conducted for the benefit of Indians; 

H. R. 13249. An act to authorize the acceptance of a tract 
of land adjoining Hot Springs National Park, Ark., and for 
other purposes; 

H. R. 13293. An act to provide funds for cooperation with 
the school board at Frazer, Mont., in the construction of a 
high-school building to be available to Indian children of 
the Fort Peck Indian Reservation; 

H. R. 13528. An act providing for payment of $25 to each 
enrolled Chippewa Indian of Minnesota from the funds 
standing to their credit in the Treasury of the United States; 

H. R. 13547. An act to safeguard the validity of permits 
to use recreational areas in the San Bernardino and Cleve- 
land National Forests; 

H. R. 13587. An act to amend the act of April 25, 1922, as 
amended, entitled “An act authorizing extensions of time for 
the payment of purchase money due under certain home- 
stead entries and Government-land purchases within the 
former Cheyenne River and Standing Rock Indian Reserva- 
tions, N. Dak. and S. Dak.”; 

H. R. 14056. An act to amend the act approved March 2, 
1929, entitled “An act to authorize the disposition of un- 
platted portions of Government town sites on irrigation 
projects under the reclamation act of June 17, 1902, and for 
other purposes; 

H. R. 14675. An act making appropriations for the De- 
partment of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1932, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 15590. An act providing for the sale of Chippewa 
Indian land to the State of Minnesota; 

H. R. 15601. An act to provide funds for cooperation with 
the school board at Poplar, Mont., in the extension of the 
high-school building to be available to Indian children of 
the Fort Peck Indian Reservation; 

H. R. 15772. An act to amend section 3 of the act approved 
May 10, 1928, entitled “An act to extend the period of 
restriction in lands of certain members of the Five Civilized 
Tribes, and for other purposes“; 

H. R. 15867. An act to provide for the retention by the 
United States of a site within the Hot Springs National Park 
formerly occupied by the Arlington Hotel and Bathhouse, for 
park and landscape purposes; s 

H. R. 15987. An act to authorize the President of the United 
States to establish the Canyon de Chelly National Monument 
within the Navajo Indian Reservation, Ariz.; * 

H. R. 16479. An act to authorize the widening of Piney 
Branch Road NW., in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes; 

H. J. Res. 299. Joint resolution to provide an annual ap- 
propriation to meet the quota of the United States toward 
the expenses of the International Technical Committee of 
Aerial Legal Experts; and 

H. J. Res. 462. Joint resolution to further provide for de- 
fraying the expenses of the International Water Commission, 
United States and Mexico. 

On February 16, 1931: 

H. R. 252. An act to facilitate work of the Department of 
Agriculture in the Territory of Alaska; 

H. R. 2458. An act for the relief of Darold Brundige: 

H. R. 3935. An act for the relief of Eugenia A. Helston; 

H. R. 13522. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy, 
in his discretion, to deliver to the Governor of the State of 
Florida, as custodian for such State, upon his request, the 


silver-service set presented by the State of Florida for the 
U. S. S. Florida, now out of commission; 

H. R. 16078. An act to amend the act approved June 2, 
1930, providing for a memorial to Theodore Roosevelt for 
his leadership in the cause of forest conservation; and 

H. R. 16297. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to 
provide for the construction of certain public buildings, and 
for other purposes,” approved May 25, 1926 (44 Stat. 630), 
and acts amendatory thereof. 

On February 17, 1931: 

H. R. 3644. An act for compensation in behalf of John M. 


Flynn; 

H. R. 6603. An act to provide a shorter work week for 
postal employees, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 6867. An act to authorize appropriations for con- 
struction of a storehouse for ammunition at Fort Benjamin 
Harrison; 

H. R. 9872. An act for the relief of Andrew J. Brown; 

H. R. 10576. An act to authorize exchange of lands with 
owners of private-land holdings within the Chaco Canyon 
National Monument, N. Mex., and for other purposes; 

H.R.13518. An act granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and 
certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and 
sailors of said war; 

H. R. 15930. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and 
certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and 
sailors of said war; 

H. R. 16116. An act to adjust the boundaries and for the 
addition of certain lands to the Bryce Canyon National Park, 
Utah, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 16626. An act granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army 
and Navy, etc., and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other 
than the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and 
sailors; 

H. R. 16744. An act granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and 
certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sail- 
ors of said war; and 

H. J. Res. 506. Joint resolution to amend the paragraphs 
relating to drought and/or storm or hail stricken areas as 
contained in the Interior Department appropriation act for 
the fiscal year 1932. 

On February 18, 1931: 

H. R. 3394. An act to provide for the deportation of aliens 
convicted and sentenced for violation of any law regulating 
traffic in narcotics; 

H. R. 8159. An act to authorize appropriation for construc- 
tion at the United States Military Academy, West Point, 
N. Y.; Fort Lewis, Wash.; Fort Benning, Ga.; and for other 
purposes; and 

H. R. 11968. An act to reserve for public use rocks, pin- 
nacles, reefs, and small islands along the seacoast of Orange 
County, Calif. 


BOOKS FOR THE ADULT BLIND 


Mr. SNELL, from the Committee on Rules, presented a 
privileged report (H. Res. 363) from that committee for 
printing in the Recorp, as follows: 

House Resolution 363 

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this resolution it shall be 
in order to move that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of S. 4030, to provide books for the adult blind. That after 
general debate, which shall be confined to the bill and shall con- 
tinue not to exceed one hour, to be equally divided and controlled 
by the chairman and ranking minority member of the Committee 
on the Library, the bill shall be read for amendment under the 
5-minute rule. At the conclusion of the reading of the bill for 
amendment the committee shall rise and report the bill to the 
House with such amendments as may have been adopted, and the 
previous question shall be considered as ordered on the bill and 
the amendments thereto to final passage without intervening mo- 
tion except one motion to recommit, 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to proceed 
for one minute. 
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The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The gentleman from New York, the 
chairman of the Committee on Rules, has just presented a 
resolution from the Rules Committee to be printed under 
the rule. I am having a great many inquiries submitted to 
me on this side of the House, and probably that is also the 
experience of the gentleman from New York, with reference 
to the tentative program in calling up some of the rules we 
have already voted out of the committee. If the gentleman 
is now prepared to do so, on the rules that have already been 
reported out, I would be glad if he would make some tenta- 
tive suggestion as to the order in which they will be called up. 

Mr. SNELL. I am glad to answer the gentleman so far 
as I can. It is the intention to take up on Monday the 
Judiciary bills; on Tuesday the constitutional amendment, 
known as the Norris amendment, and after that the rule that 
was just presented. The committee voted out this morning 
seven rules. We are going to give you plenty of work. The 
committee will call them up in the following order, provided 
it is agreeable to the House: First, the bill relating to the 
remodeling of warships; second, the Brigham oleomargarine 
bill; third, a small bill providing for the extension of voca- 
tional training in Porto Rico; fourth, the Navy promotion 
bill; fifth, the Brand bill from the Committee on Banking 
and Currency; sixth, the health bill from the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce; and, seventh, the immi- 
gration bill. As far as the committee is concerned, we would 
like to call them up in about that order and as fast as 
possible. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SNELL. Yes. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. When does the gentleman expect the 
oleomargarine bill will likely come up? 

Mr. SNELL. It is hard to tell, but as far as possible the 
rules will be called up in that order and as fast as the House 
will receive them. 


CONFERENCE REPORT—WAR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. BARBOUR presented a conference report, for print- 
ing under the rule, on the bill (H. R. 15593) making ap- 
propriations for the military and nonmilitary activities of 
the War Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, 
and for other purposes. 

ADDRESS OF THE GOVERNOR OF OKLAHOMA 


Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp by including an ad- 
dress of the Governor of Oklahoma upon Abraham Lincoln. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by 
inserting an address delivered by the Governor of Okla- 
homa on Abraham Lincoln. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend 
my remarks I desire to insert the remarkable and outstand- 
ing tribute to Abraham Lincoln and gem of philosophy by 
Hon. William H. Murray, present Governor of the State of 
Oklahoma, made on the one hundred and twenty-second 
anniversary of Abraham Lincoln’s birth at Springfield, III. 

The address is as follows: 


ABRAHAM LINCOLN 


We are assembled here at the one hundred and twenty-second 
anniversary of the birth of the man who carried in his political 
philosophy, his social and daily life, his acts as the Chief Magis- 
trate of the great Republic the most nearly all-rounded symbol of 
American patriotism, philosophy of government, and inspiration 
for advancement of republican institutions—Abraham Lincoln. 
The inquiry at once confronts us: Why do we desire to perpetuate 
2 name of Abraham Lincoln? We have long since learned that 

the preacher makes the church; the judge the court. The church 
is not better than the preacher and the court not better than the 
judge. Likewise, civilization is no better morally, intellectually, 
industrially than the man or men who guide it; nor is humanity 
served better than the spirit of the guiding hand which directs the 
destiny of an epoch or controls the power over the freedom of men. 

Hence, when we find such a man in the history of our country, 
his history and that of his followers—the history of the people—is 
of profound importance. 

The recital of the men constituting the official roster of the 
government; the dates of battles, and the generals in command is 
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but barren chronology—the handling of the ballot with patriotism 
and wisdom—the cause of the wars are the things worthy of study 
by the historian—the record of a people, their moral precepts, code 
of honor, sense of propriety, refinement, and culture—these things 
together determine and constitute vsivilization of a people or a 
period of national progress—not fine raiment or palatial public and 
private edifices; nor railroads, automobiles, airplanes; nor tele- 
phones, telegraphs, or wireless—they are but the conveniences of 
civilization and the reflex of all their likes and-ambitions. 

Those traits, constituting as they do the sum of all that is best 
in American life, but portray the character and career of the 
immortal Lincoln. We therefore assemble here to perpetuate not 
so much his name, but those attributes of character by a recital 
of his history, making plain to the youths of the land and to 
posterity their essential necessity for continued progress and 
security to the Republic; in short, his history is the history of 
America in the ideals and moral precepts for the safety of the 
Republic and the betterment of humanity. 

And why should we know history? That was best answered by 
Confucius 24 centuries ago in one epigram: Learn the past and 
you will know the future.” That is, we must seek to read the 
future from the lessons of the past, The lessons given to us by 
this symbolical American, portrayed in his actual life and career, 
keeps alive the spirit that gave us political entity, moral hope and 
progress, and security for the future, are the lessons to be taught 
by this assemblage. 

Therefore if you know any period of the past—the history of its 
people, its civilization—and witness its passing, like ancient 
Egypt or Persia, like the Republic and Empire of Rome, and wit- 
ness later another civilization with the same hopes and ambitions, 
the same lack of honor, the same degeneration in morals and lack 
of sympathy for humanity, you may reasonably conclude that the 
same fate awaits, the same history of darkness gen oblivion will 
engulf it. the philosophy of history of ages gone, we 
are constrained to bewail that since the Shepherd Kings who ruled 
ancient Egypt down to the laying of the keel of the latest dread- 
nought, has there been more than a fleeting uplift to the human 
race; civilization has moved up and down, like unto an elevator in 
some sky: „it lifts to the second floor, to the third, the 
fourth, and thence down again. It may lift to the top, but must 
needs go down again. Perhaps this state may, after all, be our 
wisest destiny. The joy of “incompleteness” may, after all, be 
man’s happiest lot, which but calls to mind the old poem: 


If all our lives were one broad 
Of a sunlight clear, unclouded; 

If all our paths were smooth and fair, 
With no soft gloom enshrouded; 

If all life's flowers were fully bloomed 

Without their sweet unfolding— 

Would we not miss the twilight hours, 
The gentle haze and sadness? 

Would we not long for storm and showers 
To break the constant gladness? 

If none were sick and none were sad, 

What service could we render? 


The ills of the time—the political storms—the sick Republic 
needed service—the service that Lincoln alone could give—service 
to humanity—martyrdom in its cause—this it is that immortalized 
the name of Lincoln. 

The moral sickness of a great ublic and the shackles on 
3,000,000 slaves, the commercial sel ess of the North; the 
brutality of slavery in the South, were the contending forces that 
gave him strength and opportunity for service and portrayed the 
character of him for whom come we hither to celebrate the un- 
selfish devotion of his own heart to his country, the loving care 
and sympathy for humanity—even for the black slave; reverence 
for his God that gave him steadfast devotion and strength—all 
these things marked the career of Lincoln and in the perfection 
of time we joy in the immortality of his spirit. 

Nor does civilization stand still. We either advance in an effort 
to scale the heights to the noblest destiny; always slowly, ever 
slowly we scale the mountain peaks to the race's highest destiny; 
else, we rapidly, ever rapidly coast downward; and to our cruelest 
fate, we never know; we refuse to believe our own coasting down 
until too late. We believe strongly that we are advancing when 
we most rapidly are descending. What is there to hope? We 
answer the foreboding by recalling the narrow age of our own 
country while approaching the precipice, so often in the past, has 
been saved from the abyss when the Father of all mercies sends 
some one to point the way. 

The spirit of Lincoln of 1861 again may often be our need. 
Contending forces of evil, prejudice, fanaticism, and hate may 
be repeated as in the past, though in different forms during our 
national career; for the master’s whip scourging the slave is not 
less heartless than to-day's evils of combined wealth and capital, 
with its overweening influence undermining our free institutions, 
is not less cruel to humanity nor less menacing to the perpetuity 
of the Republic than that period by fratricidal 
struggle of four long years, with its attendant loss of treasury, 
sacrifice of manhood and blood, and attendant widowhood and 
orphanage. Like evils like remedies; and, therefore, the 
spirit of humanity and of brotherly love, justice to all men of what- 
ever race, creed, or social standing—such is the only solution for 
the problems thus repeated. 

On this soil of the fair Illinois on October 16, 1858, Lincoln 
said to Stephen Douglas: 

“That is the issue that will continue in this country when 
these poor tongues of Judge Douglas and myself shall be silent. 
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It is the eternal e between two principles—right and 
wrong—throughout the world. They are two principles that have 
stood face to face from the beg of time, and will ever 
continue to struggle. It is the same spirit that said, ‘Work and 
toil and earn bread and I eat it.’ No matter what shape it comes, 
whether from the mouth of a king who seeks to bestride the 
people of his own nation and live from the fruits of their labor 
or from one race of men as an apology for enslaving another. 
It is the same principle,” 

Lincoln then stated the same issue now confronting us: Crimi- 
nal wealth and intrigue over man; the same “eternal struggle of 
right and wrong is made manifest as of yore. The evils of one 
is refiected in the evil effects of another—the one chained to 
bondage; the other to the chariot wheels of industry. The one 
debasing the spirit of freedom; the other perishing by the super- 
abundance of its own productive power, suffering want in the 
midst of plenty; poverty stricken; in rags and hunger, caused 
by the abundant production of its own hands. This is to-day 
that same “ eternal struggle between right and wrong.” 

On this, the one hundred and twenty-second anniversary of the 
birth of our martyr, reflecting the spirit of Him who gave him 
life, greater is the necessity for return to the same spirit. Just 
as a nation could not live half free and half slave, so this Republic 
can not continue by the intrigues of corrupt politicians, the bru- 
tality and heartlessness of combined wealth and capital overlook- 
ing the rights of humanity. Freedom of the individual was then 
made sure; the happiness and prosperity of the home is now a 
counterpart and urgent requirement. The flag then threatened 
by selfishness and brutal slavery is now threatened by cowardly 
cabinets, with political leadership degenerating into a mercenary 
appeal to block groups of voters; with statesmanship seeking a 
remedy through intrigue and barter; with the laws unequally 
enforced and government too strong for the weak and too weak 
for the strong—is the menace that confronts the banner of the 
Republic. 

Let us no longer divide over party or creed but unite under 
Lincoln’s call to the spirit of the dead—of the broken lines of 
Gettysburg’s defense, braving Pickett's heroic charge, that this 
Nation, under God,” a government of the people, for the people, 
and by the people shall not perish from the earth.” 

O Father of all Mercies, 
Send us another Lincoln. 


PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE FARM ACT 


Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp on the proposed 
amendment of the farm act so as to include turpentine 
under that act. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, when the farm act au- 
thorizing the expenditure of $500,000,000 for farm relief 
was up in the Congress for consideration it was understood 
in both branches of the Congress that producers of spirits 
of turpentine and rosin from crude gum were included and 
would be eligible to apply for relief under that act. 

As I stated in a brief recently filed with the Committee 
on Agriculture in the House, practically everybody in the 
House and Senate agreed when this legislation was pending 
in Congress, that turpentine farmers were included just 
as other farmers. The turpentine farmers organized, as I 
understand it, with the advice and help of Farm Board 
Officials, into a cooperative association and applied for loans 
and to be taken in under the operations of the act by the 
Farm Board,. but notwithstanding the fact practically all the 
lawyers in both branches of the Congress were of the opin- 
ion that turpentine farmers were included under the farm 
act yet the Farm Board ruled adversely on the advice of 
one of the attorneys for the board, and held that the act 
did not apply to turpentine farmers. 

In view of this adverse ruling, Senators and Representa- 
tives from the States where turpentine and rosin are pro- 
duced, have undertaken to get an amendment to the original 
farm act that will direct the Farm Board to include turpen- 
tine farmers. The George amendment, with that purpose 
in view, passed the Senate and has been referred to the 
House Committee on Agriculture. Many representatives 
from the turpentine-producing States have appeared before 
that committee and urged immediate favorable action. Hop- 
ing that the amendment in question might be favorably 
reported to the House at an early date and wishing to help 
expedite it with all possible haste, I am undertaking at this 
time to give the Congress some information with respect to 
the matter and to stress the importance of quick action. 


It was the opinion of every good lawyer in the Senate 
and the House—and there are many eminent lawyers in 
those bodies—that the farmers who produce these products 
to which I have referred from the living pine trees were 
included and entitled to participate under the terms of the 
farm act. ‘That idea prevailed, as I have explained, until 
the Farm Board held to the contrary. The contrary ruling 
is largely through lack of information about the industry. 
Practically all the lawyers in and out of Congress agree the 
turpentine farmers should be classified as “farmers” under 
the farm act except one of the attorneys for the Farm 
Board. It was upon this attorney’s opinion the Farm Board 
denied the privileges of the act to the turpentine farmers 
òf the South. It is quite doubtful if the attorney who ren- 
this adverse opinion knows anything at all of the turpentine 
business. Certainly he is in error, and his opinion has 
worked great hardships and losses to hundreds of people en- 
gaged in turpentine farming. 

In the act establishing standard grades of naval stores, 
and so forth (Public, No. 478, 67th Cong., S. 1076), approved 
March 3, 1923, known as the naval stores act, gum spirits“ 
is defined to mean “spirits of turpentine made from gum 
from a living tree and “gum rosin” is defined to mean 
“ rosin remaining after the distillation of gum spirits of tur- 
pentine.” So there is no trouble about what spirits of tur- 
pentine and rosin mean. It has been legally defined. 

The plants that produce these products are known as 
“turpentine farms” and the trees are now being in large 
measure planted and cultivated by farmers who own the 
lands. 

This matter is of vital concern to our section. Practically 
all of the lands on which the pine trees grow, from which 
these products are produced, belong to farmers. Every land- 
owner in the turpentine belt has pine trees. The industry 
is à very large one, amounting to $60,000,000 or more per 
annum. Like all other agricultural products, this crop, part 
of the agricultural industry generally speaking, differenti- 
ated by the name of “naval stores,” is severely depressed 
and on the verge of ruin. 


The people engaged in the production of spirits of turpen- ` 


tine and rosin organized under advice and help from the 
Farm Board into a cooperative association, known as the 
Gum Turpentine-Rosin Marketing Association, to avail 
themselves of whatever relief might be obtainable under 
the farm act, and under article 8 of the charter and by-laws 
of that association it is stated that “any person, firm, or 
corporation engaged in the bona fide production of turpen- 
tine gum shall be eligible for membership.” This, as I 
understand it, was submitted in advance of final action to 
the Farm Board and its staff of attorneys, and was approved 
by them. There is no question, as I take it, about this or- 
ganization having fully complied with the Capper-Volstead 
Act. So far as I know no such question has been raised. 
After all this trouble, delay, and expense the whole thing 
was upset by the opinion of one of the Farm Board’s lawyers, 
who held that turpentine farmers are not farmers in the 
meaning of the farm act. He is clearly and flagrantly in 
error, yet the damage is being done. Both he and the board 
have been appealed to in order that they might change their 
ruling, but the board relies upon its attorney and the at- 
torney is evidently set in his view and with him, in this case 
at least—a farmer is not a farmer.“ 

The George amendment has passed the Senate and is be- 
fore the Agricultural Committee of the House. Mr. Larsen, 
an able lawyer and a member of the Agricultural Com- 
mittee of the House, has also introduced a bill to make the 
same amendment, but we are anxious to have the Senate 
bill favorably reported out, so as to save time and make 
certain, if possible, the passage of the legislation at this 
session, which ends on March 4. 

If this amendment, made necessary by what I believe 
lack of information on the part of the Farm Board and its 
counsel and through what I believe to be stubbornness on 
the part of the Farm Board and its counsel, fails of pas- 
sage, at least half of the turpentine farmers will go broke 
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and be out of business before the Congress reconvenes in 
December. If we are to give the help we thought had al- 
ready been given, and which in all good faith was intended 
to be given, it should be given now. Delay means ruin to 
this great industry that has already been dealt a hard blow 
by the Farm Board and its counsel in erroneously denying 
to it what rightfully belongs to it. 

All my life I have been connected with the turpentine 
business. My father and some of my brothers have been 
turpentine farmers. Some of my people are now engaged 
in the business along with other agricultural activities. I 
know the business and I know its needs. I know its sad 
plight and I appeal to you in the name of fairness to sup- 
port the George amendment when it comes up, so that the 
grievous error made by the Farm Board and its counsel 
can at once be corrected. 

An injustice like this, so glaring and flagrant, so cruel and 
wrong, now in our power to correct, should be corrected at 
once. If we wait until next December, as some seem to 
think we should, and take this up in the next regular ses- 
sion of Congress, the turpentine farmers will have lost from 
$25,000,000 to $30,000,000, and thousands of people, white 
and black, engaged in this line of farming, will be thrown 
out of work and will be added to the already staggering list 
of unemployed. Let us use common sense. Let us apply 
the golden rule, and do unto others as we would have them 
do unto us. 

Because this industry is largely in the South do not view 
it as a sectional matter. At least 70 per cent of the world’s 
production is in the United States. It is one of the coun- 
try’s great industries and is entitled to just and fair treat- 
ment. All this worry, delay, and expense could and would 
have been avoided had the Farm Board in good faith given 
the farm act the construction Congress intended, and this 
branch of farming would have been included just as wheat 
farming, cotton farming, dairy farming, and other branches 
of farming are included. 

The turpentine farmers believing, in all good faith, the act 
would be properly construed by the Farm Board, held their 
rosin and also turpentine to some extent, from the market, 
until their organization was perfected. Now, if the paint, 
varnish, soap, and glass manufacturers and foreign buyers 
can succeed in killing off their chance of getting help under 
the farm act, the turpentine farmers will have to let their 
products go at greatly reduced prices, dumping it on the 
market practically at one time or nearly so. Such forced 
sales will break the prices to still lower levels. They are now 
below the cost of production, It will carry ruin, suffering, 
and immense losses in its wake to the producers, who are 
good, loyal American citizens. Let me appeal, in conclusion, 
for a speedy passage of the George amendment, to correct 
what I believe to be a monumental injustice and to avoid an 
immense loss to the farmers of the South. 

In dealing with this matter, Congress should keep in mind 
that the section in which turpentine is produced has no 
representative on the Farm Board. We should, in all fair- 
ness, have had a man on the board from the South to look 
after the cotton, turpentine, and other southern crops, but 
we are without representation, as many of us predicted and 
feared we would be when the farm act was passed. Since 
the Farm Board has denied relief to the turpentine farmers 
of the South, the only way we can get it is by and through 
this amendment, directing the board to classify turpentine 
farmers as “ farmers” under the act. 

THE U. S. S. MAINE” AND THE U. S. S. OLYMPIA” 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri, Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp and to 
include therein a speech delivered by the commander of 
the United Spanish War Veterans at Fort Myer on last 
Sunday at the thirty-third anniversary of the destruction 
of the Maine. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recoap 
by inserting a speech delivered by the commander of the 
United Spanish War Veterans. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the camps of 
the United Spanish War Veterans generally throughout the 
country observed the thirty-third anniversary of the de- 
struction of the U. S. S. Maine in Habana Harbor, with its 
attendant loss of life of 266 members of her crew, by appro- 
priate memorial services. 

The services, under the direct auspices of national head- 
quarters, were held at the riding hall, Fort Myer, Va., ad- 
joining Arlington National Cemetery, where lie the bodies 
of the sailors and marines who went down with the Maine; 
these services being put on the air by the National Broad- 
casting Co. over a nation-wide hook-up. 

More than 2,000 veterans and their friends filled the bal- 
conies of the riding hall when the meeting was called to 
order, the speakers of the occasion being Commander in 
Chief Judge E. S. Matthias, of the United Spanish War Vet- 
erans; Hon. Smith W. Brookhart, United States Senator 
from Iowa; and Col. Orestes Ferrara, ambassador from Cuba 
to the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, under leave granted, I insert the speech of 
Commander in Chief Matthias, who said: 


We meet to-day in observance of the thirty-third e 
of the destruction of the battleship Maine, and in this memori: 
service pay tribute to the 266 American sons who made the su- 
preme sacrifice on that night of February 15, 1898. 

It is not correct to state that the destruction of the Maine 
was the cause of the Spanish-American War. It did much to 
arouse the American people and to center their attention upon 
conditions in Cuba and hasten the coming of the conflict; but 
war with Spain was inevitable. It became increasingly apparent 
that the release of the Cuban people from the burdens placed 
upon them by the tyrannical rule of Spain could not otherwise 
be secured, and we entered upon what President McKinley well 
denominated “ the most altruistic war in history.” 

Our attention shifts to the Eastern Hemisphere, where the 
first real response was made to the subtle act of treachery that 
destroyed the Maine. Admiral Dewey, on his flagship, the 
Olympia, at Hong Kong, received the from President Mc- 
Kinley, Find the Spanish Fleet and capture or destroy it.“ Swift 
as an arrow from the wrath of God the American Fleet, under 
the command of Admiral Dewey, struck the Spanish Fleet in 
Manila Bay and completely annihilated it, without the loss of a 
ship, a flag, a gun, or a man. 

The answer to the destruction of the Maine was the direction, 
“You may fire when you are ready, Gridley,” given by the daunt- 
less Dewey from the bridge of the Olympia. ‘The brilliancy of 
our naval victories at Manila and Santiago is not paralleled in the 
annals of naval warfare. Truly, our Army and Navy and marines 
were an embodiment of the conscience and courage, the patriotism 
and purpose of the American people. 


PRESERVE THE “ OLYMPIA” 


What finer memorial could be established and maintained as a 
perpetual tribute to those whose valiant service during the 
Spanish-American War did so much to make America a world 
power than that now proposed in the bill before Congress (H. R. 
10296), introduced by Congressman COCHRAN, of Missouri, which 
provides for the location and permanent preservation of the 
Olympia in Washington as a fitting memorial. 

It would be a perpetual expression of the Nation's gratitude. 
As 33 years ago there swept over this land the cry, Remember 
the Maine,” so now should the people of this Nation join in the 
demand “Preserve the Olympia.” 

This movement has served to stay the hand of the wrecking 
crew and temporarily rescued the Olympia from the junk heap. 

The United Spanish War Veterans are prompt favorable 
action upon this measure by Congress and solicit the earnest and 
active support of all in this worthy project. 

The Republic is secure so long as we continue to honor the 
memory of its defenders. 

The Spanish-American War was an altruistic war, for it was 
waged in the cause of humanity and has been appropriately char- 
acterized by the three words, “freedom,” “ patriotism,” and “ hu- 
manity.“ It brought a measure of duty and responsibility, and 
every duty arising from it and every responsibility growing out of 
it has been discharged with the utmost fidelity. Up to the time 
of the Spanish-American War we were generally regarded as a 
provincial people and were classed as a third-rate power, but we 
immediately took rank among the foremost powers of the earth. 
We achieved that position by reason of the unprecedented success 
and marvelous victories of that war and our demonstrated un- 
selfishness and m imity in victory, in full and complete ac- 
cord with the declarations as to our motive and purpose made 
prior to the war. 

To-day we greet Cuba as a sister Republic in whose continued 
welfare and prosperity America shall eyer maintain the most 
active and friendly interest and whose ambassador we welcome as 
a participant in this service. We rejoice also in the fact that Porto 
Rico, now prosperous under the capable administration of Theo- 
dore Roosevelt, jr. a son of our comrade, the intrepid hero o: 
Santiago and San Juan Hill, while the Philippines are safe, 
secure, and prosperous under the protection of the American flag, 
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placed there by the dauntless Dewey. Under that flag greater 
service was rendered to the people of those islands during the 
first four years of our occupancy than during the government by 
Spain of more than 400 years. 


OUR DANGER TO-DAY 


The destruction of the Maine and the sacrifice of 266 lives 
resulted not from direct and open assault but from the subtle 
attack of a treacherous foe. Therein lies our only danger to-day. 
We heartily join in every movement for disarmament and in every 
effort to provide for a settlement of international differences by 
amicable methods, but we must never acquiesce in any disarma- 
ment of the defense of American institutions and the defense 
against the admission to the rights, privileges, and opportunities 
of American citizenship of any who are unworthy, and we should 
not disarm or permit ourselves to be disarmed as against the 
insidious, subtle attacks which would destroy by gradually un- 
dermining the structure and thus endanger the very form of our 
Government. 

An appeal comes to us upon every such occasion as this on 
behalf of our institutions of government, founded by great 
patriots and defended, preserved, and maintained b> noble heroes 
and passed on to us with honor unsullied and glory undimin- 
ished, and that appeal is for a strong, sterling, staunch, stalwart 
American patriotism which will at all times promote that right- 
eousness which exalteth a nation. 


Mr. Speaker, during the course of his remarks Judge 
Matthias referred to the bill which I introduced to provide 
for the use of the U. S. S. Olympia as a memorial to the 
men and women who served the United States in the war 
with Spain, H. R. 10296. 

This bill has been favorably reported by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. When it was called upon the Unanimous- 
Consent Calendar there was objection, some Members stat- 
ing it would cost $250,000 or more to bring the vessel to 
Washington. While I feel the people of the country would 
willingly subscribe to an appropriation of $2,500,000, if nec- 
essary, I want to again assure the House that the cost will 
not exceed $60,000. Last summer I had the Navy Depart- 
ment make a survey as to the cost of carrying out the 
purposes of the bill, and in support of my statement as to 
cost I include as part of my remarks a letter addressed to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House. The letter 
follows: 


* Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, September 15, 1930. 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
My Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: Reference is made to the committee’s 
letter of April 23, 1929, transmitting the bill (H. R. 1204) to 
provide for the use of the U. S. S. Olympia as a memorial to the 
men and women who served the United States in the war with 
Spain, in connection with which I have the honor to inclose here- 
with as a supplement to the Navy Department's letter to the com- 
mittee of December 12, 1929, a copy of a joint memorandum pre- 
pared by the Bureaus of Ordnance, Engineering, and Construc- 
tion and Repair, of the Navy Department, upon the subject of 
cost incident to preparing the Olympia for purposes of exhibition 
as a naval relic. 
Sincerely yours, 
C. F, HUGHES, 
Acting Secretary of the Navy. 


MEMORANDUM FOR SECRETARY OF THE NAVY 


DEPARTMENT OF THE Navy, 
Washington, D. C., September 5, 1930. 
Subject: U. S. S. Olympia (CL15). Estimated cost of preparation 
for exhibition purposes. 
References: (a) Hon. JoHN J. Cocuran, letter of August 8, 1930. 
(b) Secretary Navy letter to House Naval Affairs Com- 
mittee, December 12, 1929, re H. R. 1204. 

1. With reference to the letter of the Hon. Joun J. COCHRAN, 
reference (a), referred to the Bureau of Construction and Re- 
pair for action, a review of previous correspondence upon the 
subject of preparing the Olympia for purposes of exhibition as a 
naval relic and of hearings held by the House Naval Affairs Com- 
mittee upon the matter indicates that the full cost of placing the 
ship in a satisfactory condition for the intended purpose has not 
been brought to the attention of the department or of Congress. 

2. It is noted that reference (b) informed the House Naval 
Affairs Committee that the estimated costs of cleaning, painting, 
and towing the vessel to the District of Columbia is $25,000. 
Although the assumptions upon which this estimate was based are 
not definitely known to this bureau, it is believed to be a fair 
estimate of the cost of the limited amount of work stated to be 
covered. However, in view of her historical prominence, the 
Olympia should not be exhibited unless placed as nearly as is 
now practicable in the condition in which she was at the time of 
performing her most notable service. It is not possible to remove 
entirely the effects of the 30 years of added age, but it should be 


contemplated to make her conform approximately in outward | 
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appearance to her condition in 1898 and to make her presentable 
above and below decks, Since 1898 many changes affecting ap- 
pearance have been made, such as removal of 8-inch turrets, added 
superstructures, addition of radio equipment, changes in masts, 
boat stowage, ventilators, searchlights, and secondary battery. 
By replacement of the turrets and 8-inch guns with replicas in 
wood, removal of her radio equipment, and miscellaneous altera- 
tions above decks, the 1898 aspect of the ship can be essentially 
restored and her general condition made suitable for exhibition 
for an expenditure of money not disproportionate to her value as 
an historical relic. Unless these steps are taken it is doubted that 
the interest aroused will be sufficient to warrant the effort made 
by Congress to bring her to Washington. 

3. With this in mind the Bureaus of Construction and Repair, 
Engineering, and Ordnance, in April, 1930, instructed the Phila- 
delphia Navy Yard to furnish an estimate of the cost of restoring 
the Olympia for exhibition purposes, and informed the yard that 
contemplated work involved complete general cleaning and paint- 
ing, preparing machinery and appliances for exhibition, repairing 
hull as necessary to place in a good state of preservation, and 
restoring furniture, fittings, and outfit as far as practicable. 
Machinery and appliances were not to be placed in operating 
condition, except as necessary to permit safe towing to Washing- 
ton. To assist the yard in determining amount of restoration 
contemplated plans of the vessel were furnished showing the out- 
ward appearance sought. 

4. In accordance with the above the Philadelphia yard submitted 
detailed estimates, which are summarized below with only slight 
modifications in the figures as received: 


Cognizance, Bureau of Construction and Repair 
1. Dock and undock, paint bottom, minor under-water 


PEDO Ie ee ae A DAGANE TES $2,500 
2. Paint outside above water ~~... 3, 000 
3. Clean vessel throughout and paint interior__.-...._.__ 11, 000 

4. Miscellaneous repairs to wood decks, rigging, wood- 

work, hatches, doors, and air ports, scuppers, life lines 

and stanchions, ladders, toilet facilities for visitors, and 

overhaul of construction and repair appliances for 
nnn ONG sso tooo v O 17, 000 

5. Miscellaneous restoration of masts, bridges, boat stowage, 
rtr ceils du r ASA 14, 500 

6. Preparation for towing, including overhaul of steering 
and anchor gear, fire main, compartment drainage... 2,000 
Total, Construction and Repair 50, 000 

Cognizance, Engineering 

7. Repair lighting system, and overhaul machinery and 
machinery spaces for appearance only 4, 500 

8. Prepartion for towing: Including steam lines to steer- 

ing and anchor gear; overhaul of 1 boiler; overhaul of 

1 auxiliary condenser, 1 fire and bilge pump, and 

steam lines to same; generating plant and switch- 
( Be BE PRE Lee anys Se Se er a ee 5, 000 
rr ts iat ease 9, 500 

Cognizance, Ordnance 

9. Overhaul battery for appearance only—— 500 
TO CRAIN anae AAA 500 
Grand Aa S TA AEE V N N e E E 60, 000 


5. The above is considered to be the minimum expenditure to 
place the Olympia itself in suitable condition for exhibition as a 
naval relic. No estimate can be furnished for cost of preparing a 
site and locating the vessel in such site, since it is not known 
whether the vessel will be moored in the stream, tied up to a pier 
provided for the purpose or placed permanently either in a wet or 
dry basin. If, as has been mentioned, the Olympia is placed in a 
concrete bed or otherwise filled-in site, the first cost of such work 
would probably exceed the cost of restoring and overhauling the 
ship itself by a considerable margin. No plan of action which does 
not provide for the method and cost of so locating the ship as to 
carry out the intended idea of making her readily accessible to 
visitors would seem to be adequate. 

Gero. H. Rock. 
A Chief of Bureau of Construction and Repair. 
WILIAM D. LEAHY, 
Chief of Bureau of Ordnance, 
H. E. YARNELL, 
Chief of Bureau of Engineering. 


Mr. Speaker, I assert that the Congress would not hesitate 
to construct a memorial to those who served the country 
during the Spanish War costing $5,000,000 if such a bill 
was submitted for a vote. Here is an opportunity to secure 
a fitting memorial for $60,000. If this historical ship is 
brought to Washington there will not be one out of every 
hundred visitors to the National Capital who will not make it 
their business to see it before departing. 

I read where it is the intention of those in charge of the 
George Washington Bicentennial Commission to not only 
bring the Olympia but also the Constitution to Washington 
for that celebration. The Olympia is tied up at the Phila- 
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delphia Navy Yard. If my bill is passed it can be cleaned 
and painted and brought here in a few months, 

Practically every Spanish War organization in the United 
States has adopted resolutions favoring the passage of my 
bill. 

I hope the Speaker will recognize the chairman of the 
Naval Affairs Committee to call the bill up in the very near 
future, so that it can be passed and sent to the Senate in 
time for action before adjournment. 

MUSCLE SHOALS 

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to have a definite under- 
standing about when the vote will be taken on the Muscle 
Shoals conference report, because it is a privileged matter 
and one that is very vital and important. A good many 
Members have asked to have a definite time fixed. 

Mr. WURZBACH. I can say no more than I stated to the 
gentleman a while ago. I intend to call it up for considera- 
tion to-morrow. 

Mr. STAFFORD. May I inquire of the gentleman whether 
there is a complete agreement on the part of the conferees 
of the House? 

Mr. WURZBACH. Four of the five House conferees have 
signed the report. 

Mr. SNELL. If the gentleman will permit, it is quite a 
lengthy report and has not yet been printed, and therefore 
will not be available before to-morrow morning. Does not 
the gentleman think it should lie over at least one day so 
that the Members may read the report and see what has 
been agreed upon? 

Mr. QUIN. No; we have had seven years and we know 
what it is. 

Mr. SNELL. But the House knows nothing about what is 
in the report. 

Mr. QUIN. It is the same bill we have had up here before. 
There is no difference at all with respect to the principles. 

Mr. TILSON. Oh, there is a great deal of new matter in 
it that no one has ever seen before. 

Mr. QUIN. If the Chair please, all we have here is the 
Snell bill 

Mr. SNELL. I never knew there was a Snell bill. 

Mr. QUIN. The Snell bill is in it, and you are all familiar 
with that, and the leasing provision is practically the same 
as the Ford bill. 

Mr. SNELL. The printed report will not be available be- 
fore to-morrow, and we ought to have a chance to at least 
read it over. 

Mr. QUIN. Yes; there are copies available here now. I 
have one in my pocket. It has everything except the state- 
ment of the conferees. 

Mr. WURZBACH. I may say to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SNELL] that the secretary of the House Military 
Affairs Committee had printed last night copies of the re- 
port, one of which the gentleman from Mississippi has in his 


Mr. SNELL. I sent for one about half an hour ago and 
they said they did not have any. 

Mr. WURZBACH. That they did not have any more? 

Mr. SNELL. I do not know about that. 

Mr. QUIN. I will let the gentleman from New York have 
mine. There are hundreds of them out. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not think it is necessary 
to settle this matter as to the very moment it will come up. 
The gentleman from Texas has indicated what he intends 
to do. It does not seem to me we need to settle now upon 
the exact minute when this report is to be called up; and 
certainly not until we at least have had time to read the 
report. 

Mr. WURZBACH. As I understand, we will have up the 
Private Calendar to-morrow, and I would be only too glad 
to suggest that we wait until, say, 3 o’clock, when I shall ask 
for recognition. 

Mr. TILSON. That would at least give the Members a 
chance to look over the report. The gentleman loses no 
rights whatsoever, and it would give the House a little more 
time to study the matter. 
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LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL 
Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I call up conference report 
on the bill (H. R. 16654) making appropriations for the 
legislative branch of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes, and ask unani- 
mous consent that the statement may be read in lieu of the 
report. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement. 


CONFERENCE REPORT 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 16654) making appropriations for the legislative 
branch of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1932, and for other purposes, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 
3, 6, 7, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 4, 9, and 10, and 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 5: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert $352,555 ”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 8: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 8, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $216,963 ”; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
15, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by such amendment insert 
the following: “ disposition of waste; and the appropriation 
under this head for the fiscal year 1931 shall be available 
during the remainder of such fiscal year for disposition of 
waste ”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

FRANK MURPHY, 

Gro. A. WELSH, 

Wm. P. HOLADAY, 

JOHN N. SANDLIN, 

CLARENCE CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


W. L. JONES, 
REED SMOOT, 
FREDERICK HALE, 
E. S. BROUSSARD, 
3 CARL HAYDEN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


. STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 16654) “making 
appropriations for the legislative branch of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other pur- 
poses,” submit the following statement in explanation of the 
effect of the action agreed upon in the accompanying con- 
ference report as to each of such amendments, namely: 

On Nos. 1, 2, and 3, relating to the Senate: Strikes out 
an executive clerk at $3,180, as proposed by the Senate, and 
strikes out the paragraph, inserted by the Senate, to provide 
traveling expenses for clerks to Senators. 

On No. 4: Appropriates $3,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
to procure for the room of the Supreme Court of the United 
States a bust of the late Chief Justice William Howard Taft. 

On No. 5: Appropriates $352,555 for repairs and mainte- 
nance of the Capitol Building instead of $352,695, as pro- 
posed by the Senate, and $345,555, as proposed by the House. 


1931 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE 5447 


On No. 6: Strikes out the reappropriation of $10,000, pro- 
posed by the Senate for a study of plans, etc., for reconstruc- 
tion of the Senate Chamber. 

On No. 8: Appropriates $216,963 for the Senate Office 
Building maintenance instead of $191,963, as proposed by 
the House, and $221,463, as proposed by the Senate. 

On No. 9: Appropriates $3,079,350, as proposed by the 
Senate, for the construction of an additional wing to the 
Senate Office Building. 

On No. 10: Continues available during the fiscal year 1932 
the unexpended balance of the appropriation for completion 
of the approaches to the Senate Office Building. 

On No. 15: Provides for disposition of waste under the 
appropriation for the Botanic Garden, as proposed by the 
Senate, for the remainder of the fiscal year 1931 and during 
the fiscal year 1932. 

On Nos. 7, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20, relate 
exclusively to salary increases and in accordance with the 
procedure adopted for other appropriation bills such amounts 
have been eliminated. 

FRANK MURPHY, 

GEO. A. WELSH, 

Wm. P. HOLADAY, 

JOHN N. SANDLIN, 

CLARENCE CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the con- 
ference report. 
The conference report was agreed to. 


RESOLUTION OF WEST VIRGINIA LEGISLATURE 


Mr. SHOTT of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in the Record by print- 
ing a concurrent resolution adopted by the West Virginia 
Legislature with respect to legislation pending in Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from West Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHOTT of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, the West Vir- 
ginia Legislature, now in session, adopted a concurrent reso- 
lution, on February 16, 1931, memorializing Congress for the 
enactment of legislation to aid the treatment of crippled 
children, and I am including this resolution under privilege 
granted me to extend my remarks, as follows: 


House Concurrent Resolution 12, memorializing Congress for the 
enactment of legislation to aid in the treatment of crippled 
children. (By Mr. Matthews) 


(Adopted February 16, 1931) 


Whereas one of the greatest humanitarian and economic prob- 
lems confronting our Nation to-day is that of our 400,000 crippled 
and deformed children; and 

Whereas the treatment, hospitalization, education, vocational 
guidance, and placement and physical rehabilitation of all the 
cripples in each State represents an amount far in excess of avail- 
able funds, or that the legislatures of the various States can 
provide; and 

Whereas it has been ascertained that approximately 75 per cent 
of all cripples can be either permanently cured or benefited to the 
extent of becoming self-supporting if treated while young; and 

Whereas Senate bill 5961 and H. R. 16837, recently introduced 
in the United States Senate and House of Representatives by 
Senator H. D. HATFIELD and Representative HUGH IKE SHOTT, of 
West Virginia, respectively, provide Federal aid for the States in 
the treatment, care, and education of crippled children: Therefore 
be it 

Resolved by the house of delegates (the senate concurring therein), 
That we approve the movement to secure enactment of legislation 
by the Congress of the United States providing funds to aid the 
States in the solution of their crippled-child problems, and that 
we earnestly request our Members of the Senate and House of 
Representatives to use all honorable means to secure the prompt 
enactment of such legislation at this session; and be it 
~ Resolved further, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to 
the West Virginia Members of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, the President of the Senate, and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives. 


SECOND DEFICIENCY BILL 


Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 


17163) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in cer- 
tain appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1931, and prior fiscal years, to provide supplemental appro- 
priations for the fiscal years ending June 30, 1931, and June 
30, 1932, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 17163, the second deficiency bill, 
with Mr. SNELL in the chair. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pay of other employees: For an additional amount for pay of 
all other employees (attendants, etc.), fiscal year 1932, $20,000. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen 
of the committee, I am gratified at the adoption yesterday 
of the conference report upon bill H. R. 9110 introduced by 
me in the early part of the last session, which bill passed 
this House and was amended in the Senate by the intro- 
duction of Senator Moses’s bill as an amendment. 

This conference report previously adopted by the Senate 
and yesterday by the House is my bill and a modification of 
the Moses bill in conformity with the views of the State De- 
partment, and the conferees. This bill (H. R. 9110) classi- 
fies the clerks of the Foreign Service just as did the Rogers 
bill passed about six years ago classify the career men of 
the Foreign Service. 

This measure will give to the clerks in the Foreign Service, 
who have been always energetic and efficient a place in the 
sun, as it were, and will be an incentive to perform even 
better work than heretofore if that be possible. It not only 
classifies them, but it prescribes a method of increase of 
salaries and other legislation. 

The amendment placed on the bill by the Senate will 
make many changes in the original Rogers bill, demon- 
strated as necessary by the experience of the last six years. 
I feel that proper and adequate legislation has now been 
passed in the interest of the career and clerical Foreign 
Service. 

The original Moses bill provided a manner by which a 
clerk in the Foreign Service, after satisfactory work of 10 
years, might advance to the career service. This provision 
was not deemed by the department as satisfactory, but an 
Executive order was agreed upon, which amends the original 
Executive order and will go into effect on July 1, 1931, when 
the bill goes into effect. That order reads as follows: 

EXECUTIVE ORDER 


The Executive order of September 11, 1929, section 14, is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

“14. The examinations shall be both written and oral, except 
that clerks in the Foreign Service who have rendered satisfactory 
service as clerks for a period of five years prior to application for 
appointment as Foreign Service officers shall be exempted from 
the written examination prescribed for other candidates.” 

Section 16 of the order is hereby amended to read as follows: 

“16. No one shall be certified as eligible who is under 21 or 
over 35 years of age (except in the case of clerks in the Foreign 
Service who were appointed clerks at least one year before reach- 
ing the age of 35 and af the time of certification shall not have 
reached the age of 45 years), or who is not a citizen of the 
United States, or who is not of good character and habits, and 
physically, mentally, and temperamentally qualified for the proper 
performance of the duties of the Foreign Service, or who has not 
been specially designated by the President for appointment, sub- 
ject to examination and to the occurrence of an appropriate 
vacancy.” 

This order shall become effective on July 1, 1931. 

THE Warre House, February, 1931. 


Some weeks ago when the State Department appropriation 
bill was before the House I called attention to the fact that 
the act of June 26, 1930, provided for rent, heat, fuel, and 
light for several departments, including Foreign Service of 
the State Department. I asked at that time that provision 
be made for the clerks of the Foreign Service, as provision 
had already been made in that bill for the career men of 
the service. It was not possible, however, to amend the bill 
for the whole or even half of the amount necessary. Subse- 
quently, I took the matter up with the Appropriations Com- 
mittees of both the House and Senate and asked for the 
insertion of $480,000 to make this provision for the clerks. 


=. 
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I am pleased to report that the Budget Committee sent 
down an estimate of $480,000 for this purpose and that there 
has been incorporated in this bill an item providing that 
amount. This is indeed gratifying, because now not only 
the career men are provided for but the clerks of the Foreign 
Service also. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I yield. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman advise the com- 
mittee as to the average increase of pay that this will result 
in under the guise of an allowance for rent, heat, and light? 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I think there are 786 American clerks 
in the Foreign Service, and it is estimated this will give them 
about $600 apiece if equally distributed. 

Mr. STAFFORD. A nice Christmas present for them. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I should not call it a Christmas pres- 
ent nor a George Washington Birthday present, but a justice 
long deferred. 

This legislation and the allowance should be a great stimu- 
lus to our men abroad. Many of the clerks have wondered 
how long they would be able to continue in the Foreign 
Service because of the extremely low pay, but under this 
legislation and additional appropriations I am quite sure we 
will have a satisfied, energetic, and progressive personnel. 
Not that they have not always been so, but they will now 
realize that Congress recognizes them as a strong arm of 
the service and is making proper provision, though they be 
far away and not in touch with the Members of the Con- 
gress. [Applause.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT 

Salaries: For an additional amount for salaries, Office of the 
Supervising Architect, including the same objects specified under 
this head in the acts making 1 for the Treasury 
Department for the following fiscal years: For 1931, $95,500; for 
1932, $247,640. 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. This $247,640 for 1932 can be used for employ- 
ment of architects outside of the Supervising Architect’s 
office? 

Mr. WOOD. No; that is for use in his office. There is 
an item later on for the employment of architects outside. 

Mr. HUDSON. FFF 
ing up the plans? 

Mr. WOOD. Absolutely. 

Mr. HUDSON. The other item further on is for the em- 
ployment of architects outside of the Supervising Architect’s 
office? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes; amounting to $2,000,000. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Breckenridge, Tex., post offices, eto.: For acquisition of site and 
construction of a building under an estimated total cost of $140,000. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, Breckenridge, Tex., in 
which for a post-office site and building we have just ap- 
propriated $140,000, is in my district. 

It is well known that for 10 years after our entering the 
war all public building was suspended, but during that time 
each one of us here did what we could to see to it that 
proper public buildings in our cities would be provided as 
soon as building construction was resumed. 

Just after I came here in the Sixty-fifth Congress, on 
April 23, 1917, as shown by the Recorp, page 990, I intro- 
duced a bill to provide for a site and a public building at 
Breckenridge, Tex. We have just passed a provision in this 
bill appropriating $140,000 for securing a site and for the 
erection of a post-office building at Breckenridge, Tex. I 
am much gratified that after all these years the people of 
this city have secured proper recognition from Congress. 

When I was a judicial officer in Texas, Stephens County, 
in which Breckenridge is the county seat, was one of five 
counties in my forty-second judicial district, in which I had 
to hold regular terms of court. When I began to hold court 
there it was a very small county and Breckenridge was a 
very small city as far as population was concerned. 

Shortly after I came to Congress an oil field was dis- 
covered all around that city. A great oil field was in the 
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very heart of the city. There were big flowing wells within 
a block of the courthouse where I had held court. People 
came there from every part of the United States. Men who 
had sat on my juries when I held court, who were then of 
small finances, in a short time became millionaires. I could 
name several who became millionaires who prior to that 
time were men of little means. Breckenridge now has a 
magnificent courthouse that would do credit to Washington. 

It is a wonderful little city. They have one of the finest 
bunches of business men forming their chamber of com- 
merce that you ever saw. If you go to Texas this summer 
and happen to go to that part of the country, be sure and 
let the people of Breckenridge know about it, for they would 
be glad to entertain you. 

To show the interest I have had in Breckenridge: In every 
Congress since I came here I have had a bill for a public 
building at Breckenridge, Tex. In the Sixty-fifth Congress 
I introduced, on April 23, 1917, the bill H. R. 3654 to provide 
a site and post-office building for Breckenridge. In the 
Sixty-sixth and Sixth-seventh Congresses, as soon as Con- 
gress met, I introduced such a bill for Breckenridge. In the 
Sixty-eighth Congress I introduced the bill H. R. 620 to 
provide a site and post-office bill for Breckenridge. In the 
Sixty-ninth Congress I introduced a bill, H. R. 4438, to 
provide a site and post-office building for Breckenridge. 
Even though no building construction was attempted by the 
Government during the above 10 years, I kept the Brecken- 
ridge project actively before the committees and Congress 
at all times, so that when construction was resumed Breck- 
enridge would get a proper building. 

In the Seventieth Congress the new building program was 
arranged. I had had bills pending for post-office buildings 
for Sweetwater and Coleman during the Sixty-fifth, Sixty- 
sixth, Sixty-seventh, Sixty-eighth, and Sixty-ninth Con- 
gresses, These two cities had owned valuable sites for years, 
awaiting Government construction. Because these suitable 
sites had been provided for years, I thought that it was only 
just that they should get their buildings first. So, with the 
help of Senator SHEPPARD, we got the Treasury and Post 
Office Departments to approve both Coleman and Sweet- 
water, and on February 27, 1929, just before I retired from 
Congress, buildings were allocated to the cities of Coleman 
and Sweetwater. And I returned to Congress through the 
special election of May 20, 1930, and helped to pass the bill 
just before adjournment in July, 1930, appropriating the 
money for the buildings for both Coleman and Sweetwater. 

In a short while we will reach in this bill another item 
appropriating $130,000 for a site and post-office building in 
the city of Cisco, Tex., and when we reach that item in the 
bill I shall have a few remarks to make about that building. 

During the Seventieth Congress the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Breckenridge compiled and sent me a wonderful 
portfolio of city views. They showed all public buildings 
there and the churches and fine residences, banks and 
office buildings, and the schoolhouses and the oil derricks 
all over the city. It was a splendid document, and through 
the cooperation of Senator SHEPPARD, who gave me a great 
deal of assistance in the matter, we placed it before both 
the Treasury and the Post Office Departments, with ex- 
haustive briefs, and they have been very considerate in 
granting a proper post-office building to the city of Breck- 
enridge. And I thank you colleagues for passing these ap- 
propriations without opposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Cisco, Tex., postoffice, etc: For acquisition of site and construc- 
tion of a Gian under an estimated total cost of $130,000. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, we have just passed an 
item in this bill appropriating $130,000 for the city of Cisco, 
Tex., which is in my district. When I first came here in 
the Sixty-fifth Congress, I introduced a bill on April 23, 
1917, H. R. 3642, providing for a proper site and post-office 
building for the city of Cisco. Likewise, in the Sixty-sixth 
Congress on May 19, 1919, I introduced a new bill, H. R. 
299, to secure a site and to construct a proper post-office 
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building in Cisco, Tex. In the Sixty-seventh Congress, on 
April 11, 1921, I introduced a new bill, H. R. 151, to secure 
a site and construct a post-office building in Cisco. In the 
Sixty-eighth Congress, on December 5, 1923, I introduced a 
new bill, H. R. 617, to secure a site and construct a post- 
office building in the city of Cisco. In the Sixty-ninth Con- 
gress, on December 9, 1925, I introduced another bill, H. R. 
4436, to secure a site and construct a post-office building in 
Cisco, Tex. They were the 10 years during the above five 
Congresses when there was a suspension of building con- 
struction during the war and after the war. But all the 
time I was keeping Cisco’s building before the committee 
and Congress as a live project. 

As soon as building construction was resumed after the 
war, and the program was in contemplation during the Sev- 
entieth Congress, with the splendid help of Senator SHEP- 
PARD, we brought before the department the claims and 
demands of the city of Cisco, and we first got Coleman and 
Sweetwater allocated in the program, and then we were 
promised that Cisco would be cared for in the succeeding 
allocations. The people of Cisco have presented their briefs 
and photographs of public improvements there, and I am 
especially gratified that this building is being placed there 
because of the fact that it is in the home of my late col- 
league, who filled my place during the year I was out of 
Congress, Hon. R. Q. Lee. Cisco is his home city. I am 
especially gratified this building should be constructed there 
in his home city. 

The county seat of Eastland County is the city of East- 
land, Tex., which is a splendid, growing, thriving city, and 
it ought to have a building. In every Congress since I have 
been here I have introduced bills to grant a post-office build- 
ing to Eastland, Ranger, Ballinger, Eden, Brady, Lampasas, 
Goldthwaite, Anson, and San Saba, and I hope that the 
construction committee will take into consideration the just 
and meritorious claims of all these cities and give them 
buildings. For eight years I held court in Eastland. It has 
a magnificent courthouse now, and a splendid, progressive 
citizenship. It must come next on the program. The com- 
ing Congress should without fail grant post-office buildings 
to Eastland, Ranger, Ballinger, Eden, Brady, Goldthwaite, 
Anson, San Saba, and Lampasas, a splendid lot of county- 
seat cities of as fine counties as are in the State of Texas, 
and all of which deserve public buildings. It would be 
economy on the part of this Government if it should stop 
paying high rentals and own its own buildings, because rents 
are high in these cities. There are oil possibilities all over 
west Texas. It would be economy upon the part of the Gov- 
ernment if it would stop paying rent and own its own post- 
office buildings in every city of that size in the United States. 
I will join with my colleagues here in carrying out that sort 
of plan and policy, which will put Federal buildings in every 
city of such size in the whole United States. 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLANTON, Yes; gladly to my friend from Michigan. 

Mr. HUDSON. I want to say to the constituency of my 
friend from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] that it is to be congratu- 
lated that they have such an efficient Representative that 
in this bill he has two public buildings, when many Mem- 
bers of the House have not any in the bill, and others only 
one, showing the hard work of my friend from Texas for 
his constituents. [Applause.] 

Mr. BLANTON. I sincerely thank my friend from Mich- 
igan. All of us here appreciate his valuable services, and I 
am one of those who is deeply and profoundly sorry that he 
is going to leave us after March 4. If I could have voted 
in Michigan, I would have voted for my distinguished friend, 
regardless of politics. I am among those who are deeply 
regretful of the fact that we are going to lose two war horses 
in this Congress from Michigan, my friend the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Hupson] and his distinguished col- 
league [Mr. Cramton]. I am a great admirer of both of 
them. These two cities of Breckenridge and Cisco, to which 
I have referred, have presented just claims, and they being 
meritorious, were approved. I am thankful to the committee 
that they are getting these buildings. 


* 


Mr. HUDSON. And, further, I want to support what the 
gentleman has said about public buildings in these cities. 
I think that Congress should provide a public building in 
every city in this country. 

Mr. BLANTON. I shail work actively for them in the next 
Congress, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Macon, Ga., post office, courthouse, etc.: For extension and re- 
modeling of building under an estimated total cost of $395,000. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. Kansas is entitled to equality of radio 
facilities. 

In 1927 Congress enacted the radio act, and specifically 
provided that fair, efficient, and equitable radio service should 
be distributed to each State. This was not done, and Kansas 
in particular received less than fair, efficient, and equitable 
service. The Radio Commission of that day excused its 
failure to do justice to all the people by claiming that the 
law was ambiguous. The cities of New York and Chicago 
continued to receive more than their share of radio facilities; 
so many stations with high power were crowded into these 
areas that the stations interfered with each other and pre- 
vented the people of these cities from hearing outside sta- 
tions. Similar crowding of facilities occurred in other cities. 
Applicants from underserved areas such as Kansas were 
denied. 

Hence Congress in March of 1928 amended the law and 
specifically declared that the people of all the zones were 
entitled to equality of radio service, and as a means of 
assuring this equality provided for fair and equitable allo- 
cation to the States in each zone on a population basis as 
well as for equality among zones in so far as that was 
possible, having in mind the right of the people to equality 
of service in each zone, and with no intention in mind of 
perpetuating the favored few in their unreasonable and in- 
equitable and unfair use of radio facilities. 

But the commission has not changed this unfair and 
unequal situation, and to-day we find in the fourth zone, in 
which my State is located, that the State of Illinois has 
nearly 50 per cent more than its share of radio facilities, 
due to congestion of stations in Chicago; that Iowa has 
73 per cent more than its share; South Dakota, 67 per cent; 
and Nebraska, 43 per cent; while Kansas has to-day 10 
per cent less than its share. 

Due entirely to this inequality as between States, the zone 
has more than its equal share of facilities. One would 
naturally expect a redistribution of facilities among the 
States so as to promote equality, but this has not occurred. 
Recently the commission denied a renewal of license to a 
Kansas station which is the only station in the State with 
sufficient power to be heard thoughout the State. The peo- 
ple have come to depend on this station for such necessary 
broadcasts as livestock and grain market reports, weather 
reports, reports on road conditions, as well as for their 
entertainment. It is a necessity. 

One would expect that if others in Kansas arranged to 
buy the equipment, which is of high quality, and to spend in 
excess of $50,000 a year for programs and in every way to 
meet the requirements cf the commission for a license, 
that in the interests of fairness, equity, and equality to an 
underserved State, in the interests of no interruption in 
service to the people who are entitled to it, and whose inter- 
ests are supposedly paramount, a license would be immedi- 
ately granted. 

I am surprised to be advised that a majority of the Radio 
Commission, this instrument of public service of our crea- 
tion, is in some doubt with regard to this matter; that it 
again contemplates pleading ignorance as to the intent of 
Congress; and again hopes to excuse its own failure to com- 
ply with the law so as to promote equality of radio service 
by the plea that because the zone is over quota an under- 
served State must lose this facility. I understand that it 
contemplates procrastinating and delaying this application 
for license on the theory that it is in the public interest 
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further to reduce the facilities of an already undeserved 
State, in order to reduce an over-quota zone, leaving Chi- 
cago, with its 17 stations having over 135,000 watts of power, 
to continue to enjoy its favored position as one permitted 
to monopolize the air. 

How this commission can overlook the simple fact that 
equality among zones must not and can not fairly and 
equitably be secured at the expense of underserved States, 
and that to do so would defeat the declared intention of 
Congress as to equality to all the people, is more than I can 
understand. Sooner or later Congress must meet this issue 
of administrative disregard of the law. 

If the commission goes ahead with its program to delay 
equality of facilities to underserved States, such as is con- 
templated in the case of Kansas, it will be inviting that 
which comes to those who flagrantly abuse their powers and 
contemptuously disregard the law. All of us should remem- 
ber that this is a people’s Government and that those who 
flout the people’s will and disregard their interests soon 
regret it. I want to believe that the unanimous request of 
the people’s Representatives in Congress and in the State of 

„ regardless of party, the expressed sentiment and 
desire of the people of Kansas will have some slight weight 
at this time when Kansas interests—yes, her rights under 
the law—are at stake. 

In speaking at this time I am but voicing the sentiment of 
my State that a license should be issued immediately so as 
to keep a necessary and convenient radio facility for those 
who want it and who are entitled to it by every consideration 
of fairness, equity, justice, and equality. 

The corporation in Kansas that has arranged to buy the 
equipment of the station referred to, and that is asking for a 
license to continue the use of such wave length, is the Farm- 
ers & Bankers’ Life Insurance Co., of Wichita, Kans., one of 
the largest and most reliable life-insurance companies in our 
State and officered by men of state-wide reputation for abil- 
ity, experience, and honor. 

Vice President Curtis, of Kansas, Senators CAPPER and 
McGILL, former Senator Allen, and the entire Kansas dele- 
gation in this House have, regardless of politics, recom- 
mended the extension and continuance of the license re- 
ferred to. And the Governor of Kansas and the Kansas 
Legislature by a concurrent resolution have so petitioned the 
Radio Commission, and it is almost unbelievable that our 
State will not be accorded this just service to which it is 
rightfully entitled. [Applause] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Outside professional services: For an additional amount for 
outside professional services as provided in the public buildings 
act approved May 25, 1926, as amended by the act approved March 
31, 1930, $1,920,000, to remain available until expended. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. I think all of the Members would be interested 
in learning from the chairman of the committee how ex- 
tensively the Treasury Department is availing itself of the 
authorization to employ outside professional architectural 
services, for which we are providing here $1,920,000. 

Mr. WOOD. The very purpose of this appropriation is to 
speed up the building program, and for buildings above a 
certain cost they intend to hire architects on the outside, 
in the large cities. For instance, there is one employed for 
the building at Fort Wayne, Ind., and another for the build- 
ing at South Bend, Ind. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I make this inquiry for the benefit of 
the House and not for my own special benefit. 

Mr. WOOD. I have stated as nearly as I know from 
information I have, that by reason of this appropriation, 
they are hopeful of speeding up very materially the building 
program. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Then I understand the policy is to 
employ outside architects only on the larger public build- 
ings? 


Mr. WOOD. That is the idea. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Is there any special limit of appropria- 


tion where the department prepares the plans and specifi- 
cations? 
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Mr. WOOD. No; I do not know that there is any special 
limit. If there is a limit I do not know what it is. They 
consider every case upon its merits. As I stated, I am in- 
formed they have employed an outside architect for the 
building proposed at Fort Wayne, Ind. and also for the 
building at South Bend, Ind., and presume that in other 
cities of like size they will do likewise. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Do the hearings disclose whether there 
are any uniform plans and specifications for public build- 
ings of a certain grade, for which a certain appropriation 
has been voted? 

Mr. WOOD. They do not build the same kind of building 
in every town of the same population or of the same size. 
They try to fit it in with the architecture of each par- 
ticular place, so that it will not be a monstrosity in the midst 
of beauty, and they try to adapt it, as near as possible, to its 
environments, 

Mr. BRIGGS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I yield. 

Mr. BRIGGS. oala ike cio (bh Adve iha AA oe Ale 
committee whether the funds that have been provided for 
the Supervising Architect’s office are sufficient now to enable 
them to employ some substantial additional assistance, 
which will make it possible for them to get out the plans 
much quicker than has been the case heretofore. 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. That is the very purpose of appro- 
priating this sum, to employ outside architects. For in- 
stance, if this office provided the plans for the post office 
in the city of Chicago, it would have taken their entire force 
six months, and in order to speed up the building of the 
smaller post offices they are letting the work for the larger 
ones to outside architects. 

Mr. BRIGGS. The smaller ones will be provided for by 
the Supervising Architect’s office? That is, the plans will be 
drawn by the Supervising Architect’s office? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. They will be speeded up by reason of 
the fact that they will be able to give their entire attention 
to the smaller buildings, and the larger buildings will be 
done on the outside. 

Mr. BRIGGS. But the chairman of the committee is not 
conversant with the fixed amount by which the architect’s 
office would be guided in determining what buildings would 
be let to outside architects and what buildings would be 
done in their own office? 

Mr. WOOD. No; I have said I do not understand they 
have any fixed rule where the amount expended is a fixed 
amount, each case depending upon itself. But where the 
larger post offices are to be built, where it requires a great 
deal of architectural work, that is the character of building 
for which they will provide outside architects. 

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I yield. 

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. Will the chairman of the Ap- 
propriations Committee advise how many buildings are now 
referred to private architectural firms? 

Mr. WOOD. That information is contained in the hear- 
ings. I do not recall just now, but if the gentleman will 
refer to the hearings he can find that information. There is 
a general statement by Mr. Wetmore, Supervising Architect, 
as to the number on the outside, and I think the number 
contemplated that shall be let to outside architects. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Care of insane Filipino soldiers: For an additional amount for 
the care, maintenance, and treatment at asylums in the Philippine 


Islands of insane natives of the Philippine Islands, conformable 
to the act approved May 11, 1908, fiscal year 1930, $1.50. 


Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word for the purpose of getting some informa- 
tion about this appropriation for the care, maintenance, and 
treatment at asylums in the Philippine Islands, $1.50. What 
does that mean? 

Mr. WOOD. That is an insane soldier. This comes in 
every year. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. One dollar and fifty cents? 

Mr. WOOD. One dollar and fifty cents. I wish to com- 
mend it to some of these other institutions. 
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Mr. STRONG of Kansas. I am not yet satisfied. Is it 
for the purpose of not making an appropriation? 

Mr. WOOD. No. This is for an insane soldier in some 
institution in the Philippines. I do not know where it is. 
It is always late in getting in here apparently, and if it were 
only 25 cents it would have to be carried in this bill, because 
if it is not paid within the year for which the appropriation 
is made for that purpose, then it becomes a deficiency. 

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Does the $1.50 take care of the 
soldier for a year? 

Mr. WOOD. Well, it is that amount. It is $1.50 more 
than the regular appropriation. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman may find that the regu- 
lar appropriation is several million dollars. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Total, Corps of Engineers, $9,134, 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Mr. Chairman and ladies and 
gentlemen of the committee, you were informed this after- 
noon by Mr. SNELL, the distinguished gentleman from New 
York, chairman of the Committee on Rules, that the Brand 
bank slander bill, reported by the Banking and Currency 
Committee of the House, had been considered and favorably 
reported by the Rules Committee. This, of course, is in- 
tensely gratifying to me, as I regard it essentially necessary 
that the proposed legislation be enacted into law at this 
session of Congress. 

In this connection I desire to call your attention to an 
editorial appearing in yesterday afternoon’s Washington 
Times, entitled “To Punish Malicious Reports openi 
Banks,” which reads as follows: 


The Committee on Banking and Currency of the House some 
time ago reported favorably on the bill of Representative Branp 
of Georgia making it a misdemeanor, with fine or imprisonment, 
or both, to circulate malicious and false reports concerning any 
National bank or State member bank of the Federal reserve sys- 
tem that causes a general withdrawal of deposits. 

This favorably reported but unacted upon measure was pend- 
ing in the House at the time of the “run” upon the Perpetual 
Building Association’ of this city, an incident that might have 
brought serious financial results in Washington but for the ex- 
ceptional strength of that institution. 

Secretary Mellon and R. A. Young, governor of the Federal Re- 
serve Board, strongly favor the bill of the Georgia Member, point- 
ing out that protection against scandalous and harmful rumors 
is quite necessary. 

It also develops that the majority of States have enacted bank 
slander laws, but the law of one State does not reach into an- 
other, making a Federal law essential. 

The proposed law does not fully cover the District of Columbia, 
but Representative Brann has expressed to this newspaper his 
willingness to accept an amendment that will cover all institu- 
tions in the District that are under the supervision of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency. Included in these are building and loan 
associations. 

It would seem important that, after the experiences of a short 
time ago, our financial institutions will gladly grasp this oppor- 
tunity to protect themselves and their depositors, This they can 
do through arrangement with the author of the bill. 

of a protective law is certain at some time. Such a law 
has long been urged by the Comptroller of the Currency and the 
American Bankers’ Association. 

Charges have been made that communists originated the rumors 
regarding the Perpetual. It is quite apparent that those who seek 
to overturn this Government would willingly attack the integrity 
of banking institutions as a means of overturning confidence. 
Communists, however, are not the only ones who circulate idle and 
dangerous reports, 


If my bill is passed by the House, and existing law does 
not cover the banking institutions and the building and loan 
associations of the District of Columbia, it is my purpose to 
suggest to some of the Senators the advisability of amend- 
ing the bill when it reaches the Senate to take care of — 
institutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Total, section 1, Title II, $2,096,031: Provided, That the restric- 
tions, contained in appropriations available during the fiscal year 
1931, limiting the amounts which may be expended for personal 
services or for other purposes, are hereby waived to the extent 
necessary to meet the increases in compensation under the act 
entitled “An act to amend section 13 of the act of March 4, 1923, 
entitled An act to provide for the classification of civilian positions 
within the District of Columbia and in the field services,’ as 
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amended by the act of May 28, 1928,“ approved July 3, 1930 (46 
Stat. 1003-1005). 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention 
of the committee to the fact that the last 25 pages which 
have been read by the Clerk carry appropriati ms for the 
various departments in order to carry out the Brookhart 
Act, all of the various items for this purpose aggregating 
$2,096,031. The total amount under the Brookhart Act, 
which goes into effect for the first time, is $4,)00,000 in 
round numbers, and as I have just stated the items just 
read aggregate $2,096,031. The remainder of the $4,000,000 
has been absorbed by reason of other unexpended general 
appropriations, lapses, and so forth. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The so-called Brookhart Act was passed 
in the closing days of the last session, and it provided for 
the reclassification of the salaries of the various clerks in 
the departments and in the field. 

Mr. WOOD. That is correct. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not think that at any time there 
has been an exposition as to what the clerks desired in 
addition to the increases under the Brookhart Act, which 
the chairman of the committee opposed and said would 
involve an expenditure on the part of the Treasury of 
several million dollars. 

Mr. WOOD. They were the so-called step-ups as pro- 
vided for in the act of 1923, which was passed long before 
the passage of the Welch Act and the Brookhart Act. That 
act provided that these step-ups might be made if Con- 
gress appropriated money for that purpose. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If I recall correctly, under the Brook- 
hart Act provision was expressly made for those who had 
not received those step-ups under the prior classification 
act. 

Mr. WOOD. It was made for the purpose of curing the 
faults of the Welch Act and for the purpose of bringing 
up those in the lower grades to the same relative promotions 
or salary increases that had been provided for the others 
under the Welch Act. However, that act was no sooner 
through than they found there were other inequalities, and 
the purpose of striking out that proposal in the Treasury 
bill and in all of the other appropriation bills was made 
necessary by reason of the fact that there were so many 
of these inequalities. I want to say to this committee that 
if Congress keeps on raising salaries as often as inequali- 
ties are found to exist it will be at it forever, because in- 
equalities are constantly occurring by reasons of promo- 
tions, sometimes through favoritism and sometimes because 
of the fact that a promotion is made into a class where it 
makes an inequality. As I have stated, we will never reach 
the time under the present reclassification system but what 
there are going to be inequalities in the salaries of Federal 
employees. There should be a complete revision of that act. 
I understand some effort is now being made to avoid the 
occurrence of these inequalities, so that the Congress will 
know all the time where it stands on this proposition. 

In order that we may have some enlightenment about what 
they propose it is the purpose of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee to call upon every one of these departments to furnish 
to the committee the amount of lapses they have with which 
they can make these step-ups. If it had not been for the 
argument which occurred because of these various attempts 
to increase these salaries, this Congress would never have 
known about these lapses, amounting this year to $3,500,000. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Then, if I understand the mathematics 
of the gentleman, there has been at least $5,000,000 provided 
in the various bills for promotions in fact? 

Mr. WOOD. That is correct. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Two million dollars under the so-called 
Brookhart Act and $3,000,000 by reason of lapses? 

Mr. WOOD. That is right. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I also understand it is the gentleman’s 
opinion that from the legislative standpoint it is impracti- 
cable to provide for inequalities? 
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Mr. WOOD. That is exactly what I say. If we are to 
adopt the policy of trying to correct inequalities every time 
they are discovered, this Congress will be constantly kept at 
that task. If every time an inequality is discovered we are 
going to introduce a bill for the purpose of correcting it all 
along the line, we will never get done with that job. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Total under section 5, Title III, $36,622.17. 


Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania: Page 163, 
after line 21, insert the following: 

“A joint committee of Congress is hereby created, consisting of 
three Senators, to be appointed by the Vice President, and three 
Members of the House of Representatives of the Seventy-first 
Congress, who are Members elect to the Seventy-second Congress, 
do be appointed by the Speaker. It shall be the duty of the joint 
committee to investigate and report to the first regular session of 
the Seventy-second Congress, by bill or otherwise, on a plan for the 
retirement of officers and employees of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, including joint committees, joint commissions, 
and other joint services of the two Houses, by the extension of 
existing law for the retirement of classified employees, or by the 
establishment of a separate system for such employees of the 
legislative branch of the Federal Government.” 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of or- 
der on the amendment. 

Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I am well 
aware, of course, that this proposed amendment is subject 
to a point of order. I have offered it at this time because a 
great many Members of the House on both sides of the aisle 
have discussed the question of making adequate retire- 
ment provision for the legislative employees for a consider- 
able period of time. There is considerable unanimity on the 
part of the Members, so far as a desire to do something is 
concerned, but the method of doing it, of course, is very 
much debated. 

It was therefore thought best to bring this amendment 
forward as a tentative suggestion so that if no point of order 
is made against it a commission can be appointed, and be- 
tween now and the adjournment of the next Congress a 
comprehensive, thorough, detailed plan can be put before 
the House for it to act upon in accordance with what they 
deem to be wise and just. 

All the proposal does is to create a joint commission to 
investigate this whole subject of making adequate retire- 
ment provision for our own legislative employees and re- 
porting back to the Congress. 

Mr. COLE. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

. COLE. I hope the gentleman has not included Sen- 
ators and Members of the House in any retirement plan. 

Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania. Oh, no; although I would 
like to include them, I may say to the gentleman. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. The necessity for such a 
provision has been thoroughly discussed at various times by 
the Committee on Accounts. It so happens that I was an 
employee of the House for many years, and if such a pro- 
vision had been in force at the time I originally came here 
and a certain percentage of my salary had been applied to 
such a retirement fund, when I became a Member of the 
House I would have had a neat little amount to put away in 
the bank although I would not have been entitled to retire- 
ment. For a great many of the employees this would 
mean nothing more than a savings account, because if the 
present retirement law was applied to the legislative branch 
many of them would not serve long enough to benefit under 
the retirement provision. Those that do should be entitled 
to the same recognition as other Government employees. 
Our employees are Government employees—they are on the 
pay roll. 

Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania. They will lose nothing, 
however, I may say to the gentleman. 

No; what they pay in will be refunded. 
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Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. There has been discussion 
time and again in the Committee on Accounts with respect 
to the practice of allowing six months’ pay and a certain 
amount of money for burial expenses in the matter of de- 
ceased employees. There has been some objection to this, 
but a majority of the members of the committee have held 
that until some provision is made to bring the employees of 
the legislative branch under the retirement act, we should 
continue the present policy. 

I believe the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
should certainly be adopted. It only means that this joint 
commission will make a study of the situation and then give 
the House the benefit of their study when the next Congress 
convenes. 

Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania. I am glad the gentleman 
is in favor of the amendment. If we look upon the matter 
of retirement as being fair and equitable for the depart- 
mental employees, is it not only fair now, after having made 
such adequate provision for them, we should address our- 
selves to the employees of the legislative branch. We have 
left them until last and they have been very patient, I think 
the equities of their claim appeal to us all, and I hope there 
will not be any objection to making this survey and report. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I feel that if a matter of 
this kind is to be considered, it ought to be under a resolu- 
tion brought up in the regular way. I therefore feel obliged 
to make the point of order that this is legislation upon an 
appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SNELL). In the opinion of the 
Chair, there is no question that this is legislation on an 
appropriation bill. The Chair, therefore, sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman; I move that the committee 
do now rise and report the bill back to the House, with 
sundry amendments, with the recommendation that the 
amendments be agreed to and that the bill as amended do 
pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. SNELL, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee, having had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 17163, the second deficiency bill, had directed him 
to report the same back to the House with sundry amend- 
ments, with the recommendation that the amendments be 
agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the bill and all amendments thereto to final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment? If not, the Chair will put them in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

CONFERENCE REPORT ON THE DEPARTMENTS OF STATE, JUSTICE, 
JUDICIARY, COMMERCE, AND LABOR APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Speaker, I present the conference 
report on the bill (H. R. 16110) making appropriations for 
the Departments of State and Justice and of the judiciary, 
and for the Departments of Commerce and Labor for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes. 
ADDITION OF CERTAIN LANDS TO THE MESA VERDE NATIONAL PARK, 

COLO. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: 

In compliance with the resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives (the Senate concurring), Iam returning herewith: 

H. R. 15876. An act to provide for the addition of certain 
lands to the Mesa Verde National Park, Colo., and for other 
purposes. 

HERBERT HOOVER. 
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1931 


Mr. COLTON. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk a 
concurrent resolution and ask unanimous consent for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House Concurrent Resolution 48 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concur- 
ring), That the action of the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives and of the Vice President in signing the bill (H. R. 15876, 
ist Cong., 3d sess.) to provide for the addition of certain lands 
to the Mesa Verde National Park, Colo., and for other purposes, be 
rescinded, and that in the reenrollment of such bill the words 
“township 36 west” in section 2 of such bill be stricken out and 
the words “ township 36 north” be inserted in lieu thereof. 


The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may have until midnight to-night to file a conference 
report on the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Nebraska? 

There was no objection. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED 


Bills and a joint resolution of the Senate of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and under the 
rule referred as follows: 

S. 229. An act for the relief of August R. Lundstrom; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 1617. An act for the relief of Abraham Green; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 2977. An act for the refund of estate tax erroneously 
collected; to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 3463. An act to extend the admiralty laws of the United 
States of America to the Virgin Islands; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

S. 3867. An act for the relief of William J. Clark; 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 4321. An act for the relief of the Confederated Bands 
of Ute Indians, located in Utah, Colorado, and New Mexico; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 4382. An act for the relief of Anna Marie Sanford, 
widow of William Richard Sanford, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

S. 4384. An act to provide for the erection of a suitabie 
monument to the memory of the first permanent settlement 
of the West at Harrodsburg, Ky.; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

S. 4391. An act for the relief of John Herink; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

S. 4751. An act for the relief of Lester Swanberg; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

5.5059. An act to reinstate Lawrence L. Myatt and Miller 
S. Burgin as midshipmen in the United States Naval Acad- 
emy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

S. 5219. An act for the relief of John A. Pearce; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 5854. An act to extend the provisions of the forest 
exchange law to certain lands adjacent to the Cascade Na- 
tional Forest in Oregon; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

S. 5979. An act to confer jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to hear and determine certain claims of the Eastern 
Emmigrant and Western Cherokee Indians of Oklahoma and 
North Carolina; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 6005. An act authorizing a preliminary examination 
and survey of Scappoose Bay, Columbia River, Oreg.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

S. 6113. An act for the relief of James M. Griffin, dis- 
bursing agent, United States Coast and Geodetic Survey, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Claims, 

S. 6119. An act to provide for an investigation and report 
of losses resulting from the campaign for the eradication of 
the Mediterranean fruit fiy; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

S. J. Res. 119. Joint resolution authorizing the Comptroller 
General of the United States to consider, adjust, and settle 


to the 
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the claim of the Indiana State Militia for military service on 
the Mexican border; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled bills of the House of the following 
titles, which were thereupon signed by the Speaker: 

H. R. 9110. An act for the grading and classification of 
clerks in the Foreign Service of the United States of Amer- 
ica, and providing compensation therefor; and 

H. R. 16654. An act making appropriations for the legis- 
lative branch of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1932, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the Senate of the following titles: 

S. 2231. An act to reserve certain lands on the public do- 
main in Arizona for the use and benefit of the Papago 
Indians, and for other purposes; 

S. 3277. An act to provide against the withholding of pay 
when employees are removed for breach of contract to 
render faithful service; 

S. 4051. An act authorizing the Pillager Bands of Chip- 
pewa Indians, residing in the State of Minnesota, to submit 
claims to the Court of Claims; 

S. 4619. An act to authorize the disposition of effects of 
persons dying while subject to military law; 

S. 4636. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to resell 
the undisposed-of portion of Camp Taylor, Ky., approxi- 
mately 328 acres, and to also authorize the appraisal of 
property disposed of under authority contained in the acts of 
Congress approved July 9, 1918, and July 11, 1919, and for 
other purposes; 

S. 4799. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of bridges across the Missouri 
River at or near Farnam Street, Omaha, Nebr., and at or 
near South Omaha, Nebr.; 

S. 5677. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to prepare and manufacture a medal in commemoration of 
the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the surrender of 
Lord Cornwallis at Yorktown, Va., and of the establishment 
of the independence of the United States; 

S. 5825. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of California to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bridge across the Bay of San Francisco from the Rincon 
Hill district in San Francisco by way of Goat Island to 
Oakland; 

S. 5887. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at Mound City, II.; 

S. 5921. An act authorizing Dalles City, a municipal cor- 
poration, its successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge across the Columbia River at or near 
The Dalles, Oreg.; 

S. 5952. An act to extend the times for commencing and. 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River approximately midway between the cities of Owens- 
boro, Ky., and Rockport, Ind.; 

S. 5987. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near Culbertson, Mont.; 

S. 6105. An act to authorize the construction on Govern- 
ment Island, Alameda, Calif., of buildings required by the 
Bureau of Public Roads and Forest Service of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and the Coast Guard of the Treasury 
Department; and 

S. 6064. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at or near Cannelton, Ind. 


ADJOURNMENT 


Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 3 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Fri- 
day, February 20, 1931, at 12 o’clock noon. 
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COMMITTEE HEARINGS 

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com- 
mittee hearings scheduled for Friday, February 20, 1931, as 
reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several com- 
mittees: 

COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS 

$ (10.30 a, m.) 

To amend the second deficiency act, fiscal year 1930. 
(H. R. 17166.) 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


861. Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a draft of a bill to declare the 
Missionary Ridge Crest Road in the Chickamauga and 
Chattanooga National Military Park to be an approach road 
to said park, was taken from the Speaker’s table and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. REID of Ilinois: Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. S. 3653. An act to amend the act entitled “An act 
to provide compensation for disability or death resulting 
from injury to employees in certain employments in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved May 17, 
1928; without amendment (Rept. No. 2728). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. REID of Illinois: Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. S. 4227. An act to authorize the Board of Educa- 
tion of the District of Columbia to make certain provisions 
for the relief of congestion in the public schools of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; without amendment (Rept. No. 2729). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, 

Mr. REID of Illinois: Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. H. R. 10470. A bill to amend section 19 of the act 
entitled “An act for the retirement of public-school teachers 
in the District of Columbia,” approved January 15, 1920, as 
amended; without amendment (Rept. No. 2730). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. REID of Illinois: Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. H. R. 10656. A bill to amend the act entitled “An 
act to fix and regulate the salaries of teachers, school offi- 
cers, and other employees of the Board of Education of the 
District of Columbia,” approved June 20, 1906, as amended, 
and for other purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2731). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. PALMER: Committee on the District of Columbia. 
H. R. 12662. A bill to provide educational employees of the 
public schools of the District of Columbia with leave of 
absence, with part pay, for purposes of educational improve- 
ment, and for other purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 
2732). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. REID of Illinois: Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. H. R, 12743. A bill to provide a branch library 
building in the District of Columbia; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2733). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SNELL: Committee on Rules. H. Res, 363. A reso- 
lution providing for the consideration of S. 4030 to provide 
books for the adult blind; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2749). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN: Committee on the District of Columbia. 
S. 4963. An act to relieve the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia of certain ministerial duties; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2750). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN: Committee on the District of Columbia. 
S. 5465. An act to amend section 586c of the act entitled 
“An act to amend subchapter 1 of chapter 18 of the Code 
of Laws for the District of Columbia relating to degree- 
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conferring institutions,” approved March 2, 1929; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2751). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN: Committee on the District of Columbia, 
S. 6023. An act to exempt from taxation certain property 
of the National Society United States Daughters of 1812 in 
the District of Columbia; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2752). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN: Committee on the District of Columbia. 
H. J. Res. 495. A joint resolution to authorize the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to close upper Water 
Street between Twenty-second and Twenty-third Streets; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 2753). Referred to the House 
Calendar, 

Mr. GRAHAM: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 12744. 
A bill to amend section 109 of the act entitled “An act to 
codify, revise, and amend the penal laws of the United 
States,” approved March 4, 1909, and for other purposes; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 2754). Referred to the House 
Calendar. i 

Mr. ZIHLMAN: Committee on the District of Columbia. 
H. R. 14586.. A bill providing for an appropriation toward 
the alteration and repair of the buildings of Eastern Dis- 
pensary and Casualty Hospital; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2755). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 
4201. A bill to authorize the acquisition of the outstanding 
interests in land in the military reservation of Schenectady 
general depot, New York; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2756). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. RANKIN: Committee on the Census. S. 1812. An act 
to authorize the collection of annual statistics relating to 
crime and to the defective, dependent, and delinquent 
classes; without amendment (Rept. No. 2757). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON: Committee on Indian Affairs. S. 
3335. An act conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of 
Claims to hear and determine claims of certain bands or 
tribes of Indians residing in the State of Oregon; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 2758). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN: Committee on the District of Columbia. 
S. 5984. An act to authorize the construction of a sana- 
torium for adult tuberculosis patients on the tract of land 
acquired by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
by authority of an act of Congress approved March 1, 1929, 
entitled “An act to provide for the construction of a chil- 
dren’s tuberculosis sanatorium,” as amended by an act of 
Congress approved April 18, 1930; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2759). Referred to the Committee of Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. SPARKS: Committee on the Judiciary. H. J. Res. 356. 
A joint resolution proposing to amend the Constitution of the 
United States to exclude aliens in counting the whole num- 
ber of persons in each State for apportionment of Repre- 
sentatives among the several States; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 2761). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FITZGERALD: Committee on Revision of the Laws. 
H. R. 15778. A bill to repeal obsolete sections of the Revised 
Statutes omitted from the United States Code as obsolete 
although not repealed; with amendment (Rept. No. 2762). 
Referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XMI, 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. S. 2008. An act for 
the relief of National Ben Franklin Fire Insurance Co.; with- 
out amendment (Rept. No. 2734). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. S. 3611. An act for 
the relief of Sarah Ann Coe; without amendment (Rept, 
No. 2735). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 
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Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. S. 3793. An act for 
the relief of certain employees of the Forest Service, Depart- 
ment of Agriculture; without amendment (Rept. 2736). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. S. 4068. An act for 
the relief of William J. Ryan, chaplain, United States Army; 
without amendment (Rept. 2737). Referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. S. 4306. An act for 
the relief of Clarence G. Young; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2738). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. S. 4444. An act for 
the relief of Guy Clatterbuck; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2739). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. S. 4510. An act for 
the relief of H. E. Hurley; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2740). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. S. 4837. An act for 
the relief of the Copper Ridge Mining Co.; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2741). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. S. 5117. An act for 
the relief of W. Stanley Gorsuch; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2742). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. S. 5183. An act for 
the relief of Herman Ingman; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2743). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. S. 5194. An act for 
the relief of the Sun Shipbuilding & Dry Dock Co.; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2744). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. S. 5196. An act for 
the relief of the B. & O. Manufacturing Co.; without amend- 
ment (Rept. No. 2745). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. S. 5765. An act for 
the relief of the Potomac Electric Power Co.; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2746). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. SINCLAIR: Committee on War Claims. S. 5063. An 
act authorizing the Court of Claims of the United States to 
hear and report to Congress the claim of the city of Park 
Place, heretofore an independent municipality but now a 
part of the city of Houston, Tex.; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 2763). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, public bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mrs. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 17183) for the relocation of 
the United States Naval Academy; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 17184) to regulate the 
level of water in certain reservoirs at the headwaters of the 
Mississippi River; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 17185) to establish the 
Federal Capital issues board, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 17186) mak- 
ing appropriations for the purpose of beginning the con- 
struction upon Cove Creek Dam in Tennessee; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 17187) to name the Six- 
teenth Street entrance to the District of Columbia “ Blair 
Circle ”; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


MEMORIALS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, memorials were presented 
and referred as follows: 

A memorial of the Legislature of the State of West Vir- 
ginia, memorializing Congress to enact legislation to aid in 
the treatment of crippled children; to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. CARTER of California: A memorial of the Legis- 
lature of the State of California, memorializing Congress to 
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enact legislation placing a tariff upon oil; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial in the nature of Assembly Joint Resolu- 
tion No. 1 of the Legislature of California, memorializing 
Congress to amend World War veterans’ act by providing for 
the cash payment of the surrender value of adjusted-service 
certificates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr, DOWELL: A bill (H. R. 17188) granting a pension 
to Frances E. Tilton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mrs. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 17189) for the relief of 
Thaddeus C. Knight; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEWHALL: A bill (H. R. 17190) granting a pen- 
sion to Kate F. Phares; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17191) granting a pension to Martha 
Nihoff; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SANDERS of New York: A bill (H. R. 17192) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Kelley; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 17193) granting an 
increase of pension to Bertie L. Santee; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 17194) for the relief of 
Herbert G. Black, owner of the schooner Oakwoods, and 
Clark Coal Co., owners of the cargo of coal on board said 
schooner; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTINGTON: A bill (H. R. 17195) for the 
relief of A. L. Marshall; to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

9976. By Mr. BACHMANN: Petition of L. P. Rust and 
other citizens of Marion County, W. Va., urging the im- 
mediate passage of an immigration restriction law barring 
all immigration of whatever character for a period of not 
less than two years as an aid to American labor and eco- 
nomic recovery; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

9977. By Mr. CAMPBELL of Iowa: Petition of E. M. 
Johnson, pastor, and 40 members of his congregation, to- 
gether with other pastors and members of their congrega- 
tions and various other organizations and members, of Storm 
Lake, Iowa, and vicinity, urging support of House Joint 
Resolution No. 356 known as the Sparks-Capper amend- 
ment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9978. Also, petition of the Woman’s Community Club, of 
Albert City, Iowa, and signed by Mrs. Hubert Johnson, presi- 
dent, and Mrs. W. W. Rischer, secretary pro tempore, urg- 
ing the passage of the Grant Hudson motion picture bill, 
H. R. 9986, for Federal supervision of motion pictures; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9979. Also, petition of the Catholic Women’s League, of Le 
Mars, Iowa, representing 733 women of that community, 
opposing the amending of sections 211, 245, and 312 of the 
Federal Penal Code; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9980. Also, petition of the Catholic Women’s League, of 
Le Mars, Iowa, representing 733 women of that community, 
opposing the amending of section 305 of the tariff act of 
1930; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9981. Also, petition of 27 citizens of Pierson, Iowa, urging 
support of House Joint Resolution No. 356 known as the 
Sparks-Capper amendment; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

9982. Also, petition of J. J. Munhofen and 37 other citi- 
zens of Sioux City, Iowa, urging the cash payment at full 
face value of adjusted-compensation certificates as created 
by section 702 of the World War adjusted compensation act 
of 1924; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9983. By Mr. CLARKE of New York: Petition of the 
members of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of 
Edmeston, N. Y., urging Congress to enact a law for the 
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Federal supervision of motion pictures establishing higher 
standards before production for films that are to be licensed 
for interstate and international commerce; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9984. By Mr. CRAMTON: Petition of Alcice D. Palmer, 
and 45 other residents of Caro, Mich., urging passage of 
House Joint Resolution 356, providing for an amendment 
to the Constitution excluding unnaturalized aliens from the 
count of the population of the Nation for apportionment of 
congressional districts among the States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

9985. Also, petition of Mrs. Genie Martin and 41 other 
residents of Tuscola County, Mich., urging passage of House 
Joint Resolution 356, providing for an amendment. to the 
Constitution excluding the unnaturalized aliens from count 
on the population for apportionment of congressional dis- 
tricts among the States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9986. By Mr. HICKEY: Petition of Emma Jackson and 
other residents of Goshen, Ind., urging passage of the 
Sparks-Capper stop-alien representation amendment (H. J. 
Res. 356); to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9987. By Mr. HUDSON: Petition of citizens of the sixth 
congressional district of Michigan, urging favorable action 
on House Joint Resolution 356, providing for an amend- 
ment to the United States Constitution excluding unnatu- 
ralized aliens from the count of the population of the 
Nation for apportionment of congressional districts among 
the States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9988. By Mr. LEHLBACH: Petition of citizens in support 
of House bill 7884, the antivivisection bill; to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

9989. By Mr. MOORE of Ohio: Petition of Rev. O. L. 
Seward and others of Zanesville, Ohio, favoring the passage 
of the proposed Sparks-Capper stop-alien representation 
amendment (H. J. Res. 356); to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9990. Also, petition of Carrie A. Lewis, of the Woman's 
Home Missionary Society, of Cleveland, Ohio, and others, 
favoring the passage of the proposed Sparks-Capper stop- 
alien representation amendment (H. J. Res. 356); to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

9991. By Mr. NELSON of Maine: Petition of Marc M. 
Spear, of Madison, Me., and 17 others urging support for 
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House Joint Resolution No. 356; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9992. By Mr. PALMER: Petition of J. W. Stevens and 
other residents of Beaman, Mo., urging the immediate 
passage of legislation which would give relief for the rail- 
roads from the unfair competition of busses and trucks 
upon the highways; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

9993. By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: Petition of the Study 
Club, of Washington, Kans., favoring the enactment of the 
Grant Hudson motion picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9994. Also, petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, of Washington, Kans., favoring the enactment of the 
Grant Hudson motion picture bill, H. R. 9986; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

9995. Also, petition of Woman's Home Missionary Society 
and Woman's Foreign Mission Society of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Washington, Kans., favoring the en- 
actment of the Grant Hudson motion picture bill, H. R. 
9986; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

9996. By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: Petition of 
members of the congregation of First Baptist Church of 
Punxsutawney, Pa., favoring the amending of the Consti- 
tution of the United States to exclude unnaturalized aliens 
from the count of population for congressional apportion- 
ment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9997. Also, petition of citizens of Armstrong County, Pa., 
favoring the proposed amendment to the United States 
Constitution to exclude unnaturalized aliens from the 
count of population for congressional apportionment; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

9998. By Mr. VINCENT of Michigan: Petition of resi- 
dents of Perry, Pierson, and Sand Lake, Mich., urging the 
passage of the Sparks-Capper stop-alien representation 
amendment (H. J. Res. 356); to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

9999. Also, petition of residents of St. Louis, Mich., favor- 
ing House Joint Resolution ‘No. 356 providing for an amend- 
ment to the Constitution excluding unnaturalized aliens 
when making apportionment for congressional districts; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


